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bill, that if it fails, it fails. Somebody else  can come up

here and say hereis how we are going to do it, whether it is
rental, or going to market value, or going to sone other new tax
formul a we have not even consi der ed. That is fine with ne. All

I amasking for is fair treatnent. I h|nk the earnings
capacity is the fairest treatnent we have had etting us
closer to uniformty anong all classes of property thg ﬂav

got in the state. | don't see anything wong with that and
this representation on the floor that we are going to get
preferential treatment by this body is senseless. W know that
and | amnot trying to represent that to you. So| just ask you

to rej ect this amendnment, let's g0 to the next amendnent.
Hopefully that one would be adopted. ws would have to bri ng the
bill bac to do that. At that time we can discuss t isﬁ.ue
further, but we are spending an awful lot of tine t at thin

it has been well-spent but | sense the body is wanting {3 move

to other issues this morning, and we will phave other
opportunities, | think, if the bill is brought back, to (jscuss
this motion. Wth that, | would give the remainder of ny time

to Senator Landis.

P RESIDENT: Senator LandiS, YOU have a m nute and a half
approxi matel y. '

SENATOR LANDIS:  Nr. Speaker, | wanted to nmake three points. |
guess | will have tine to make one of them perhaps two. FEirst

[ hope that those of us who have been here |ong h recal |'
particularly because of our salary issue, that we s % learn a

| esson about putting nunbers into the Constitution. Conditions
change, situations change, and percentages and doll ar figures
and nunbers just don't do well in the Constitution. What you
need are processes. Youneed standards, those kinds of things
which can shift with tine, but what you don't need is an
absol ute nuneric identification of a target; and in this case, |
think we would err by doing exactly that. gecondly, if ou do
this kind of |anguage where you put ' his floor and ceiling, as
far as valuation goes, you really have to use a pgrket system
because what you are doi ng is you are establishing a form of
reference, and you are coming down from the norm that other
inds  of property are peing valued at, and that would be a
mar ket - based system In other ~words, you eal| couldn't use
the earning capacity systemwth the Schmit amaXd And. in
that sense, | think you place yourself at odds W|th the \’/ery
entities that have supported Amendment 4, anpd 271, 1207 and
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