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SPEAKER BAACK: We have a request for a call of the house. All
those in favor vote aye, opposed vote no. Record, Mr. Clerk.
CLERK: 9 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, to go under call.
SPEAKER BAACK: The house is under call. All members please
report to the Chamber and record your presence, the house is 
under call. The house is under call. All members please report 
to the Chamber and record your presence, the house is under 
call. Senator Landis, record your presence please. Members, 
please report to the Chamber and record your presence. Members, 
please check in. We are looking for Senator Lamb. We are 
looking for Senator Lamb. Senator Hall, Senator Lamb is on his 
way I think. Can we go ahead and proceed with the roll call 
vote? Mr. Clerk, call the roll. We are voting on the 
amendment, on the second portion of the amendment to the 
amendment offered by Senator Warner. Mr. Clerk, call the roll.
CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See pages 1171-72 of the
Legislative Journal.) 22 ayes, 6 nays, Mr. President.
SPEAKER BAACK: The second portion of the amendment to the
amendment is adopted. I will raise the call, but, members, 
please stay close to the Chamber because we need to complete our 
business, stay close to the Chamber. Mr. Clerk, the third item, 
the third part of the amendment, correct? Senator Warner, would 
you like to open on the third part of the amendment.
SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, members of the Legislature, this
amendment I would assume would not be controversial. What it 
requires, which we I think uniformly do now, but it is not 
spelled out in the Constitution, but it would require that each 
actual property tax rate levied for a governmental subdivision 
shall be the same for all classes of taxed property and 
franchises. And what that simply means that a governmental 
subdivision, a county, or a school district, or whatever, a
governmental subdivision, that the levy rate within that 
subdivision for that subdivision's revenue from taxation, that 
rate will be uniform, and it is to...it is a further restriction 
to be put into the Constitution that some future Legislature 
would be prevented from not only having different methods of 
valuation, which our Constitution currently exists, for example, 
in the case of agricultural land, they will be further 
restricted in that the rate would have to be uniform within that 
governmental subdivision, that we could not both have different


