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SENATOR LANDIS: Thank you very much. The i s a m nor
techni cal anendnent suggested to us’by the E & R peopl e in their
review of the bill. T hey thought that this amendnment was
little mre than an E & R amendnent because it had to do Wltah
the adding of a few words. One of the things the bill does is
to | abel a list of guidelines for assessors and for the

Department of Revenue to review in analyzing which sales ghould
be part of a comparablesales analysis, which sal es should be
taken into account in jdentifying the value ricultu

I and. In one of those guidelines we lifted soma E1%nguage {rom
the State of Wsconsin. Qur bill drafter said, ah, you ought to
write it slightly differently. | nstead of sayi n(};] whether a
premum was paid to acquire nearby property, it should say for
sales of agricultural and horticultural land a premiumwas paid
to acquire nearby property, just adding that phrase. Tgchnical
in nature, suggested by our own bill drafting people to make
clear what this provision is. | offer the amendnent.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Schmit, please.

SENATOR SCHMI T: Senat or | andis, I hope that |...that the
amendment does what you say it does because | sort of |ijke jt,
but |1 am concerned. Vhat about the part of the personal

property? Is that included in the. . all the property ratio, gng
if so, how do they determine that ratio?

SENATOR LANDI"..: The answer is no personal property is not part
of the ratio. On the other hand, you're addressing an amendment
that we just adc.y ed and we' re noi on the one in the Journal on
page 884. Bu~ i n answer to youz question, we' re tal king about
real property with respect to the .issessed | evel of valuation.

SENATOR SCHMI T:  Mmm, hmm. vell, I'm sorry to be pehind the

power curve, but it's not unusual for ne | guess, because |
don't thing as fast as nmost of us i.i here, but | have another

little problemand that is, it seei s tone that there is g case
right nowwhich is pendingin which there is dispute, g5 tnere

not, between the State Board of Equalization and another, |
don't know whether it is a pipeline ..ase or what it is, (g|ati ve
to whether or not we can go to that r,idpoint or do we have to go
to the | owest possible figure'? |s there a problemthere as vyou

see it, or do you think we can lo what we are doing? And,
agai n, thIS refers to the earlier ames dment.

3481



