April 17, 1989

SENATOR SCHMIT: M. President and nmenbers, it's not unusual
that | would stand alone on this issue, or stand in very sparse
conpany. "' m not embarrassed to doso. Senator |,andis said jt
m ght have been different if someone el se's nane had been on the
bill. I am pl eased at Ieast they acknow edge that the earnings
capacity suggestion rr%/ idea. It is how you arrive at that
capacity. I't comes back O what | have said here of the
definitions, the nethods, that is what is difficult.  qhe reason
that | opposed 271, and all but a handful, two or three rural
| egi sl ators opposed 271 was because a method which 55 devised
to arrive at the earning capacity was flawed. aAgwe all know
now, it was flawed. Going back a I|ttIe bit to what Senator
Chambers ~ has said, this body, be it rural orurban, have a
responsibility to treat everyone eqwtably | believe it ought
to be done that way, notw t hstandi ng some of the admonitions and
implications ~otherwise.  Angther reason | voted against LB 271
was because | said, if it is done the way you say if's going ;4

be done, you will raise the values of the honmes in the small
conmmunities in my district to the point where hose individuals
will not be able to afford to live in them i

real threat and one which we cannot afford to ° |'gséhat I|S as)[/ielrly
contend, and | will gawaysdo so, that agricultural land, if
viewed across the bpoard and if contrasted with commrercial
property and contrasted with residential property on a
case-by-case basis, is much ¢joser to a equal ity than most
people claim it is. V& have disparity in every class of
prpﬁ:)erty. Agriculture does not have either the resources, t he
ability or theinclination, which ever you want to call it, to
goout andresearchthose inequities and bring them't the

attention of the court and bring themto the a tentlon of thls
Legislature and point out that those inequities go exist.
Senator Landis says you can't put nunbers in the Constltutl on.
| don't like to put themin there. I don't like to put them ip
there, but | learneda lesson. pBack in 1977, we passed a bill
that renoved the tax on personal property, thought we'd done
sonething for agriculture. Thirty-five people signed the bill,
many of them were urban legislatorS. The court said the formul a
for distributionis not equitable, cannot be done the way it \,\65
in the past, we'd have to tie it to sonething different.

what happened? The Revenue Conmittee devised a fornula whi ch

sent $12 millionof moneyfromthe y(yral areas to the urban
areas. A couple of rural legislators,whoare no Ionger here,
supported it. The r.;ral dom nated Legislature, |
dom nat ed Revenue Conmittee supported the bill com ng out 0{ t%
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