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tax equity, | will pronmise neither to introduce nor vote for a
mandatory redistricting bill for as long as | remain in this
body. That's ny offer to separate two issues, control from tax
equity. Now, "t hat may count, may not. But I' Il tell you this,
this is what the proponents of 662 asked for and the opponents
denied and said that was at risk in 662. |t separated those
interests and | can stand by this kind of a delineation of those
two issues to secure Class | rights to exist and to control
their destinies, at the sane tine maintaining tax equity. ']l

return to Senator Wesely whatever tine of his remains.

PRESI DENT: You have three m nutes |left, Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, M. President, menbers. |
appreci ated Senator Landis' story and his position. He speaks
for nme in many ways, however, | wouldn't go as far as he does to
never agree to ever introduce anything or support anything on
school consolidation. |, too, support that concept. PButl also
tell you this, and nmy promse would be this, if you pass this
bill with the Lanmb amendnent, 1' Il be back next year with a
school consolidation bill +to try and deal with this on a

mandatory basis, because it's obvious that the attenpt to
ccnprom se that Senator Wthem has tried to nake, the attenpt to

try and reach a common ground isn't being successful, if we go
back the way that Senator Lanb wants us to go. The ver i ssue
that Senator Landis has identified is the very issue that spurs
us,in the urbanareas, to be so concerned gpout this issue.

Tl;e local control we can understand, we appreciate andwe
respect. But the tax haven problemthat’'s been out there, t he
tax haven issue that has driven so many of us to support, in the
past, | egislation to consolidate schools remanins, if you adopt
tl e Lanb anmendnment. Take away that issue, by passing the bill
as it iscurrently, without the Lanb amendnent, take away that
i ssue and you take away the fire in the belly of many of us that
have been the leaders in trying to deal with +that jssue. As
Senator Landis said, he's willing to go quite a |long ways in
dropping the issue. | don't know that 1'd go that far. But |
tell .you this, that there are many others like us, |ike David
and nyself and others who are here and in the future will be
here, who care a great deal about this issue, it won't go away,
it's been there forever and will remain forever, but it wWill o
in a suspended state, | think, without the sort of aninosity if
you pass the bill w thout the Lamb amendnent. But the Lamb
anendnent positions us, once again, to have to deal with the tax
haven i ssue. It's the issue that concerns us, it's the issue
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