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SENATOR LANDIS: Well, | can tell you this, that the prevailing
level of assessment theory was passed in Nassachusetts. The
courts had not followed it up to that time. QOnceit was passed
by the Legislature and created as the target, 4 postile court at
that point reversed its logic and said, the legislature is
clear, the target is logical, we accept what the Legislature
says and it became the target in Ofremedy for real property
appeal s. Now, whether the court opines, when we're si lent on
this in the pipeline case or not,would be one setting. They
may or may not, | don't know. Onthe other hand, wdo have a
course of conduct in other states that tells us once the
Legislature identifies the target for the courts, giher courts
have changed their tune and heeded by what was a clear

declaration of policy by the |egislature. And that is not
present in the pipeline case. It would be present upon the
adoption of this anendnent.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Thank you, Senator. | am synpathetic to he
anendment . | hope that the expression by the Legislature dIoes
have an inpact upon the court. Ny concern has been that the

court has not really been too tolerant of legislative zction in
the past several years and so | ama little bit concerned about
what their recourse wji|| be when this decision finally cones
down. But if we can influence the court by this action, {hen |
amentirely in faver of it, Senator. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:  Thank you. senator Landis, yours is the last |ight
on. Would this be your closing?

SENATOR LANDI S: The cl osing.
PRESIDENT: All right .

SENATOR LANDI S: Okay, Roger Wehrbein suggests, and | think it' s
wi se, that | review which anendment we'r . tal king about and what
we're doing here. This is a technical ai endment found on the
Journal on page 884. It's  not the prevailing level of

assessnent theory. This is an E & Rclar fication and gives g
clearer title to one of the guidelines that is to be followed by

assessors in choosing those sales that should be used for
conparabl e sales analysis and it sinply re terates 5 pprase for

sales of agricultural |and and horticultural |and and puts it

into a subsection so we'll know exactly what we re talking
about . As, again, | said before, jt was si ggested by our E & R
bill drafting review, although it is slightly more than an E & R
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