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to go on and on and on and I don't know where it will end. And
I...back to my 1984 and '85 land values, I will almost eat that
land if it wasn't valued at 100 percent of 1984 and '85, but the
court saw different to it and valued it at 50 percent. A nd I
know many, many, many parcels of land that were valued over a
100 percent during that time, not today.

P RESIDENT: T i m e .

S ENATOR NELSON: T h ank y o u ,

PRESIDENT: T hank you. Se nator Schmit, please, f o l l owed b y
Senator Wehrbein. Senator Schmit, just a moment. (Gavel. )
Could we hold the conversation down so we can hear , p l eas e .
Thank you. Senator Schmit.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Nr. President and members, I do not want to
belabor this point. I do not want to belittle anyone's efforts.
I do not want to c all into question t he h o n est y and t he
integrity or the good intentions of anyone on this floor or off
the floor, but I just want. to tell you that it is high time that
we,, as farmers, stop reading what is printed in o ur own f ar m
organization newsletters and start reading some Supreme Court
opinions. I don't have that most recent Supreme Court op i n i on
with me but I remember it pretty well and I remember distinctly
that the court said that the Legislature had not. . .had h ad t h e
opportunity, the Revenue Committee had had the opportunity to
advance a constitutional amendment which did, in fact, repeal
the uniformity clause; had chose not to do so,and upon so
choosing not to d o s o, th e c ourt had n o alt ernative,
paraphrasing the language, except to assume that the Legislature
did not intend to repeal the uniformity clause. N ow I am ask i n g
you again to look at page 3. line 9. I have asked Senator Rod
Johnson and he raised the question, he says there is a question
as to whether or not we can do it by statute or not. I suggest
you cannot leave that language on page 3, l ine 9 , un i f o rm and
proportionate, in the b ill and do what you want to do. I am
assuming that someone can read the same way I can and d raw t he
same kind of c onclusion. G o back and read the Supreme Court
decision. Number two, I want to make a point. I f , i n f ac t , we
want to value farmland based upon earning capacity, then am I,
who is a poor farmer, raises 40 bushel of corn to the acre, do I
get a lower valuation than does a farmer who raises 140 bushels?
I think not. Someone is going to say, well, you should not be
able to get a tax advantage because you are a poor farmer. Then
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