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world but unless he addresses the fundamental cause of t h e
problem, we ar e g o i n g n owhere . And that is exactly where we
are headed again , n owhere be cause w e are no t a d d r e s s i n g t h e
fundamental cause which is a r e l i a n c e on p r o pe r t y for t h e
financing of our educational system. And, t h e r e f o r e , w e a r e
doomed to continued battles, to continued erosion of quality
of education, to continued excessive costs of education and
so I would urge you seriously consider, s eriousl y c o n s i d e r
facing up to the problem and redoing the entire financing
system of education. I placed an amendment up t here . I
will read you what the amendment says, and I am not going to
attempt it today unless I felt there was a chance, but I
h ope y o u t h i nk abou t i t . " St r i k e a ll sections. T h e
Legislature hereby fi nds that the current s ystem o f
financing the primary and s econdary educa t i o n a l system of
this state relies too h eavi l y on p r ope r t y tax. Th e
Legislature hereby directs and orders that within 36 months
the Legislature have in place a s y s t e m wh ic h w i l l ob t ai n n o
more than one-third of the overall cost of such primary and
s econdary educat i o n from the property tax system." That' s
what you ' re go i n g t o have to do eventually. T hat' s w h a t
you' re g o i ng t o h ave to do to eliminate the battles, the
battles over property, t he proper t y w a r s . Propert y i s n ot
an accurate reflector of ability to pay or net profit or
anything else. And as long as you rely on that improper and
dishonest way of financing education, you will cont inue
yearly to have battles like this that end up get t i n g w o r s e
instead of better in their outcomes. I th ink we have t o
start looking at the entire forest instead of "the tree" and
we' re looking at a t ree today. If you really, if you
sincerely believe that this is a taxation issue exclusively,
then I suppose my other amendment, the one that we ' r e
actually discussing now is the proper solution. W hy i t
simply takes all land, not now in a high school district,
and says for taxation purposes this i s a l l go i n g t o be m ade
one di s t r i ct . Ye s , you ' l l st i l l keep all your local school
boards so t ha t i ssu e is gone, nobody to fight t here , a n d
you'd be taxed at one-half of one percent or three-quarters
of one percent. I could care l e s s as l ong as i t i s a
reasonable figure. One -half o f one p e r cen t raises
$22 million. You' re now paying $25 million in your total
taxes from all this land. Three-quarters of a percent would
raise $31 or $32 million which would be six or seven million
more than you' re raising now. My point is, if it' s really a
taxation issue, then treating all this property exact l y
i dent i c a l , r ai si ng the taxes from it should be a solu t i o n

1378


