March 15, 1989

part of what we' re asking the Attorney General to clarify for
us.

SENATOR SCHM T: Okay. Well, | believe that if you will go back
and read the court decision, the court decision stated bluntly
that the Revenue Conmittee at that special session had before
them | believe they called it LR 1, a bill by DeCanp and Pappas
and Haberman, which did, in fact, strike the uniformty clause.
And to paraphrase what the court said, | believe they said since
the Legislature chose not to strike that |anguage, then they
apparently did not mean that jt...that they were wanting to
abandon the uniformty procedure. You have got to...if you want
to do what sone of...what alnpst everyone here except Snator
Hal | wants to do, then you' ve got tostrike the uniform and
proportionate clause in the bill, I think. The other thi ng is
t hat | t hi nk weare wal ki ng |nto a really major trap if you do
not...if you do not limt the direction in which the variation
can go. | ant as blfgasllce of the pie as lcan get but |
don't "want to get haul ed off to g|aughter. Senator Owen E|mer
told about a steer that he tried to butcher and he said, |
couldn't get himup the chute, and | had to shoot himon the |ot
and load himwi th a |oader and take himto the slaughterhouse.

Well, if that's what's going to happen to me, |adies and
entlenen, you're going to have to shoot me on the fl oor and
oad me up and haul me out,|'m not going to willingly walk up

the chute and put another SSO million of taxes in gpe year on
t he valuation of farm and. You have, with this anendment, |
believe, started down the gad where..

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR SCHM T: . ..there is all kinds of mischief available ¢g
anyone who wants to jockey around with it. | come back to what
Senator Hall said, we want to be fair and we want to be
equi tabl e. None of us want to have an unfair advantage and |
really believe that. | don't believe the urban |egislators...|
appreciate Senator Landis's renarks, the urban |egislators do
not want to take unfair advantage but they have not. it has not
been proven to ne that this constitutional amendment wll, first
of all, pass the nuster of the court. Second, | think, as
indefinite as it is, it is an open invitationtoward rejection
by the people. | have an anmendnment which | may offer which wll
not be easy to pass by the people but, if it is passed by the
people, will definitely tell us whatdir ection andtell the

court what direction we want to go, how e are going to get
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