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Texas's Decision Not to Have A State Income Tax
Introduction
	Texas is among the seven states in the U.S. a ban on income tax. Méndez (2019) asserts that the state, as well as its local authorities, obtains its revenue for funding basic services such as education and healthcare from property taxes and sales taxes. Republican politicians from Texas have historically boosted the ban of income tax as a measure to promote a conservative bona veritable and as a section of major business attraction. The debate for banning an individual tax holds that states that derive their revenue from the pockets of their residents' pay are fundamental beacons for development. States with no income tax stand a better chance of creating jobs and sustaining a core educated, young workers from moving to neighboring states. Additionally, residents from states without an income tax are saved from giving the authority an additional chunk of their salary, but they pay the authorities through dividends and income gained from investments. Despite these benefits, I disagree with the idea of banning state income tax. The paper evaluates the arguments in support of prohibiting income state tax and political implications.

Review of the Literature
I oppose the State Income Tax because preserving and promoting state’s investment in parks, education, bridges, healthcare and functional structures will assist in boosting an inclusive economic expansion as well as the well-being of its residents than the banning of personal income taxes would do. Moreover, cutting the income tax will insert more economic pressure on the poor. Income tax works in favor of the poor in society. It is an excellent tool for wealth redistribution (Lucci, 2019). Usually, an income tax is progressive which implies that higher earners will be highly taxed than the lower earners. For instance, sales taxes are described as being regressive because they are not subject to change regarding the level of income of a citizen. They treat all people equally. So, do levies on gasoline, food and other consumable goods. As a result, these taxes evoke a biased burden on the poor. The poor residents of the state usually devote a big share of their income home for buying commodities that are heavily taxed by sales taxes. The rich who have an opportunity to save a better part of their income in investments and 410(k)s have minimal exposure to sales tax compared to the poor. Due to this, it becomes hard to fund government projects adequately as well as sustainably when residents with the largest are ones giving out the least. I, therefore, oppose the Texas ban on individual income tax.
Another reason I oppose the withdrawal of state income tax in Texas is that state governments primarily rely on dollars collected from taxpayers to fund law enforcement agencies, road maintenance, and other public services. Lucci (2019) posits that funding for those public services typically originates from three main areas which are income taxes, property taxes and sales taxes. Therefore, states with a ban on individual income tax may be compelled to ask visitors and residents to give higher sales tax on clothes, groceries and other consumable items as it is the case with states like Nevada. As a result, homeowners may pay more of their property tax bills than in neighboring states with personal income tax. So, I disagree with the idea of banning individual state income tax because they always have other strategies of taxing residents which drains many of them.
Additionally, there is no credence evidence that states without a personal income tax are performing better economically than states that have them or even have considerable high rates (Gale & Samwick, 2014). Furthermore, the residents from states without individual tax income cannot expect an economic benefit because of not paying income taxes.
Political Implications of the Decision
	Creating an individual income tax in Texas is difficult. Texas state senator Pat Fallon argues that the legislators who support the measure for banning personal income tax want to offer residents and outsiders a bigger room for business in Texas assurance meaning that the state is creating a business-friendly environment. Other senators pronounced the ban on taxes a political stunt. The legislator has maintained that banning personal income tax in Texas could trigger some economic changes in the future, making the state want to alter the structure of taxation. Nathan Johnson, D-Dallas senator, says "Banning individual income tax is equal to handcuffing future societies.” (Lucci, 2019).
Additionally, by allowing the ban on personal income tax, the political environment is going to be left as a statute that would define "a natural person" in five sections and 'individuals' for once instead of natural individuals. It would as well mean a stealth move or even the result could be similar. The ban could make Texas lose billions in its revenue collection. Therefore, it was like risking the funding sources of the state while trying to collect billion to fund education in state revenue. This realty informs that taxes look unpopular among the politicians, but they form the biggest source for paying government programs and services that are directly related to the electorate system. A politician who endeavors to ascribe to the benefits of government products accruing from the revenues and defending the burden caused by taxes to the ordinary voter will have a substantial impact on the voter. Taxes that are not disclosed to the politicians appear attractive to self-centered politicians.
Conclusion
	Having evaluated the arguments in support of banning income state tax, and political implications, it is clear that debate on income taxes in Texas is based on the political ideology undermining the two sides of the argument. Gale & Samwick (2014) holds that if you are a state resident who thinks the state government has a primary role in shaping the society then most likely you will agree that state income is an excellent idea. It is a matter of perspective that enables the redistribution of wealth by the state from the wealth to the poor. As a result, policymakers can take state tax incentives to influence people to donate to charities and promote other crucial initiatives. Therefore, I support that the state government should take a primary role in shaping society, especially those who earn higher incomes in the state can contribute significantly to the development of the state by taxing on personal income. 
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