April 17, 1989

SENATOR SCHM T: Fine. Yes, | would appreciate that very much,

Senator, if you could..| think it is inportant that we be
definitive, and | will just use alittle bit nore of ny tine

poi nt out that Senator Hall said that he thinks that the Schmt

I anguage, particularly in the next amendment, is the 662

| anguage of this amendment, and | accept responsibility for

that . I think it is high time that the people in "this

Legislature and outside of the Legislature know exactly and
preci sely what the?/_ are voting upon. | will be very frank, that

If you are nore definitive and you outline the paraneters very

clearly, and you state specifically what you are going to da,
the battle lines are going to be nore clearly drawn, but if you
do t hat and the amendment passes, there can be no doubt in the
mnds of the court what the people of this state wanted. |fygy
do not neke the | anguage definitive and distinctive, then tRHere
can be such a doubt, and jt ought to be the prime purpose of
this body to renpve those doubts after the anguish we have gone
through in the | ast five years. I woul d suggest that I,
M. President, withdraw this anendnent. I woul d hope that
Senator Johnson woul d accept nmy addition to the amendment, gng
that we could then pass that or accept that sccepted amendment

while | discuss Why | pelieve it is inportant to include the
other |anguage in the amendment also. so with your perm ssion,
M. President, | ask that the anendnent be withdrawn.

PRESI DENT: Okay, the amendment is withdrawn. Mr. Clerk, do you
have any ot her anendnents?

CLERK: Senator, would that apply to your second amendment as
well'? M. President, Senator Schmt woul d move to return to
Select File for specific amendment. sepator, | have AML408 in

front of ne.
PRESI DENT: Senator Schmt, please.

SENATOR SCHM T: Mr. President and n'errberS’ | cal l our
attention to the handout of the Farm Bureau magazi ne newsl efter
and | call your attention again to the |ast paragraph of the
article where it says, as | said earlier, "notqo any higher

than those properties”. | would ask any nenber, any proponent
of the bill, any proponent of the amendment, is there a
guarantee in the amendnent as it is written today that

agricul.tural land can not be taxed at higher than other
properties. Senator Johnson.
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