April 17, 1989

SENATOR SCHNI T: Senat or, Senator, Senator my goodness sakes,
you've been here long enough to know' that, as ~Senator Rumery
said many tinmes ago, reason and conmon’ sense has very little
basis often on the floor of the Legislature. and you have just
answered the question affirmatively,whether it ‘'nakes sense or
not is in the eyes of the behol der. If, in fact, that | sell
$5 nmillion worth of cattle off of a piece of land, or
$10 million worth of cattle off a piece of land, could very well
be construed in the eyes of sone individuals g making sense.
The same thing is true, as | have said earlier, relative to the
various types of crops, what it's used for, the $2500 clajmer
versus a $50,000 horse, all of those t hi ngs are factors which
can be used. We have corrpl etely changed the nethod. ere

be a saving grace in Senator Rod Johnson's anendnent because rﬂg/
goes back to the v'alue. But | am scared to death, senator, of
the land that says as...the l|anguage that says as defined by the

Legi sl ature, and _then second| may provide for a different
method.  We ar e doi ng somet hi ng Yhere which we may live to
regret as Senator Conway has pointed out, gndif wedon't need
any other indication, | think that your answer has just proven
my point. And, if your livestock feeders havereason to be
concerned now, they will have nore reason, I'm afr'aid, 1o bpe

concerned in future years.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. Chairmanand nmenbers of the Legislature,
and especi al ly Senator Johnson, I'mnot trying to badger the
bill . But | want some things in the record, and we' ve been

discussing it over here ynder the balcony, and here's... I'm
going to try to sa¥]|t as clearly as | can what |’ mseelng
sayi ng t hat the nmet hod of taxation results in the value which |§

not proportionate, the best way to try to get out there what I'm
talking about is with anexample. The value doesn't haveto be

proportionate to that of other |and. So we take residential
property and value it at 80 percent of jts whatever, however
we're going to determine it, mar ket value or whatever, and
agricultural land at 40 percent Thenwe levy a tax on the

residential property of 10percent and levy a tax on the

agricultural land of 150 percent. There are two...there are two

concepts that have been put together here. Can the Vahl uation
e

the value be disproportionate to other property and t anmount
or the rate of the tax |evied? I't ought to be clear what
bei ng done. It doesn't matter, in one sense, if you say tf‘nat
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