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day said, indeed you can. What 1 am telling you now

is in my own humble opinion putting myself on the

line and saying, the bill as proposed is constitutional
for the following reasons. I will read you what 1
consider the critical paragraph out of the Attorney
General®s Opinion, and it says, and 1 quote, "The bill
does not attempt to state the purpose which will be
served by this formula for distribution™. In other
words, valuation. "*Section 6 does mention some purposes
of providing financial assistance to the political
aubcUvlaions hut It in not clear whether that section
pftpifiinn to the <1 11 I¥*1 lom* w«” hav” been riiAQribtrip:
or only to rtuoh aruilrtititi #? afU’p Pineal yt?ar L9H.'-*1 ,
In /Imv evfMifci riuin? up thnrjft 1ternland In flout lon O
elamoncit rmt»” a logical pnl*tt lom*hlp between thwimtel vr?n
and thw dlutrtimt lon of the Pundri on the? bartin of*
valuations of taxable property". What 1 think the
Attorney General wan trying to toll uu, rather than

nay the formula of itself is unconstitutional, 1 be-
lieve he was telling us and maybe i reluctantly have to
admit quite properly so, maybe he was telling us, you
haven®t put enough information in the bill, you haven"t
given your findings, you haven"t said your basis for
this formula. Acting in accord with that and working. ...

PRESIDENT: Half a minute, Senator.

SENATOR DeCAMP: ....with Senator Lamb, with the Governor-'s
office and people there, we put in detailed language of
findings, legislative responsibilty. You can read it

in there, why there is the relationship, what the goals
are, and 1 believe the relationship is ironclad. 1 be-
lieve any court in the land is going to have to say, yes,
we may not necessarily agree that all these goals are
accomplished but certainly the Legislature by a majority
did, and, therefore, we are going to say it is constitu-
tional. I submit to you that this gets the problem
addressed now with the formula that the urbans over-
whelmingly, overwhelmingly, accepted a few weeks ago. 1
would like to have the Tformula start out Immediately.

The closest 1 can come la the next couple of months after
the matter M litlfsatml, if there In aven litigation, and
f think the Attorney General when he reviews now will

say we have done the right thing. But anyway, the past
is the past. 1980 valuations |1 couldn"t change anyway

if 1 wanted. 1981 I couldn®"t change, so the earliest
this would come into play would be when it would anyway,
which 1is about 1982. 1 urge you to adopt the amendment.

I don"t claim it is a magic solution. I claim it is a
middle of the road course that probably is reasonable, and



