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not read this opinion addressed to ne as stating that the in
lieu of taxation would beunconstitutional. What |  think I
heard him say was this opinion deals with equalization. True,

it deals with equalization. Andhesaid he can understand why

if you ask about equalization, and some districts don't qualify
for equalization, that that may be unconstitutional. Y\é“ the

inlieu of taxes, if youlookat the distribution that handed
out here, Colfax County, no school district in Colfax County
gets any in lieu of taxes. No school district in Cuming County
gets in lieu of taxes. No school district in Dodge County gets
inlieu of taxes. No schooldistrict in FillmoreCounty gets in
lieu of taxes. No school district in Hamilton county gets in
lieu of taxes. No school district in Nance County gets in lieu
of taxes. No school district in Thurston County gets in |lieu of
t axes. No school district in Wayne County gets in lieu of

t axes. In addition to that, there are countless school
districts, individual school districts, that do not get in ;

ieu
of taxes. I ...you know, | can understand why you want to have
some arguments, you know, counter on the record here in case
this does get into court and the transcript of this debate i.
brought into a court proceedi ng where you can point out that the
| egislators were pointed out that this was unconstitutional and
they took no action. | can understand why you want to get sone
argunents in the record defending the constitutionality 4 {he

current in lieu of taxes. But, you know, if the argument is you
can't give it out in equalization because sonme school districts

don't qualify, then youcan't give it c~t in lieu of {55es and

we have been doing thatfor 16 years. There are someschool
districts in the state that do not qualify for in lieu of taxes
and they've been...and those that...and those that do don' t

benefit proportionately. Now, whether you also want to argue
that you do it wversus school census, popul ation, head count,
wei ghted head count based on |level of students jn school, you
can argue all of those other thi Ngs egarding a distribution
formula. But, for the life of me, putting out an equalization
is the same way as we' re putting it out in lieu of taxes. We're
sayirg we're taking somemoney r.f he top and benefiting
particul ar school districts before ws send it out to the common
schools. That's whatwe do now.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.
SENATOR W THEN: That's what the equalization fornula would have

done. I f one of themis unconstitutional,the other one really
has to be. Again, | amnot all as concerned anynore what you do
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