Gas taxes negatively impact those in poverty
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I will not bury the lead. I am a hard “no” on the gas tax. Let me explain my position, and why you should be allowed to vote on doubling your taxes.
The federal gas tax has not been raised since 1993 for two main reasons. The gas tax is one of the most regressive taxes because it disproportionality negatively impacts lower-income residents. Gas taxes are a tax on a commodity that is a need not a luxury. The lower one’s personal income, the larger percentage of that income is spent on gas. Spending $1,600 per year on gas is more significant for a household making $40,000 annually than one making $80,000 annually.  Lower-income residents tend to live farther from work, school and basic needs – like grocery stores -- causing them to purchase more gas. Lower-income residents tend to drive older, less fuel-efficient cars. 
Uber/Lyft, delivery and independent truck drivers --  which are plentiful in Jacksonville, a logistics heavy city – will suffer an immediate decrease in take-home pay. The reality is the bulk of the tax proceeds are paid by our lowest income residents and those dependent on vehicles for their income. Tax policy decisions dictate who policymakers believe should bear the burden. The regressive nature of the gas tax is unavoidable. What is avoidable is imposing the greatest tax burden on those who can least afford it. The proposal not only places the burden on our lowest income residents but also makes our wealthiest residents immune to the increase as they are more likely to purchase new, fuel-efficient cars.
I will not support spending a single dollar on the Skyway/U2C project. The Skyway is a wildly expensive concept, to the tune of $7 million annually, that has never worked. Instead of cutting its losses and focusing on its core mission, JTA insists on retrofitting a massive, outdated concrete structure that bifurcates downtown. It was conceived when “American Pie” was a Top 10 hit and built when “Back to the Future 2” was a top movie. Retrofitting an automated monorail with automated cars is moving in the wrong direction. Transportation policy experts disagree on how to fund infrastructure, but most agree that adding cars to streets to promote growth and investment is bad policy. That this project is being billed as pedestrian friendly mass transit is absurd. This project will take parking right-of-way on Bay Street that could be used for bike lanes and outdoor café seating. A six-to-eight-passenger vehicle does not, by any rational definition, qualify as pedestrian friendly, mass transit. A driverless car is still just a car. That is the fallacy of the Skyway/U2C.
Jacksonville is set to receive $343 million and JTA $57 million in federal funds which can be used for septic tank removal, resiliency and green infrastructure. So, why on Earth would we consider doubling the gas tax?
Source: Tax Mechanism Core - MSDI 2023 · SDI · 2023




