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over the past f e w years , address property tax first, school
reorganizat ion second. For six years, in this Legislature,
we have attempted to address property tax rel i e f . To a
greater or lesser degree we have been successful, not near ly
as successful as the farm folks would l i k e u s t o be . But
really all this amendment says i s go ba c k to add r e s s i ng
property tax relief first, and leave school reorganization
alone. It is the old chicken and the egg thing, which comes
f i r st . Al l a l o n g th e l a s t s ix y e ar s we' ve been saying we' l l
concentrate on the egg, we' ll concentrate on the egg, we' ll
c oncentrate o n t he e g g . This y e a r we concentrated on the
chicken and they ar e s a y ing go back to concentrating on the
egg again . So i t ' s a complete . . . p h i l o sophical l y i t i s a
complete reversion to our o ld way o f t hi n k i n g , which has
never worked i n t he p ast . Secondly, in a mechanical sense
i t i s co mp l e t e l y u n workab l e . T he b i l l i t sel f p r ov i d e s t h a t
the department, the Department of Revenue, s h a l l h av e t h e
power to c hange the percentage of funding for each of the
hree sources, that is sales tax, income tax and property
tax. Well, in the first instance it doesn't say how they
are g oi n g t o do that. In the fi rst instance t ha t i s
probably an unconstitutional delegation of authority. But
even if it were not, consider again how they would go about
making th e se c h a nges. The major hang-up that we' ve always
h ad i n t h i s Leg i sl at u r e i s t he d i st r i bu t i on f o r m u l a for
state aid. Th i s a mendment envisions the Department of
Revenue, essentially instead of the Legislature, another
cop-out, making the decisions with regard to how money will
be distributed. As a practical matter they are never going
to get that job done. Even if they did get the job done,
they wouldn't have any money to enforce their solution. It
reminds me a little bit of the old exchange between
President J a ckson and Chief Justice Marshall. When Chie f
Justice made him do something once by court o r d e r , J a c k s on
said, fine, he has his order, now let him enforce it. That
i s p r ec i se l y wh at wou l d h appen h er e . Even i f t h e
Department of Revenue was able to come up with something
const i t u t i on a l , whi ch I t h i nk t he y cou l d not , a s a p r a c t i ca l
matter it comes ba ck to the Legislature for u s t o get
i nvo l ve d on ce aga i n in the same old pr oblems we' ve been
dealing with year, after year, after year. So if y ou are
going to address this problem, address it honestly. Don' t
adopt an amendment like this. Just v o t e n o on 662 . Thank
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