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ELQOR DEBATE

S E N ATOR QUANDAHL: T h a t 's ... thank you, S e n a t o r  Cudaback.
M e mbers of the body, I'll t r y  t o . . . I '11 t ry to r e s p o n d  to that
as best as I can f rom the wa y  t h a t  the s t atute is written. Many
of your ques t i o n s  that yo u  h a v e  right n o w  are on the court of
condemnation, which, as w e  e s t a b l i s h e d  before, is a l ready in 
ex isting law and it has b e e n  since 1941. B u t  th e  o nly changes 
to t hat court of c o n d e m n a t i o n  t h a t  h a v e  t a k e n  place, basically
substantially, since 1941 was th e  inclu s i o n  of some additional 
language w i t h  the cre a t i o n  of t h e  C o u r t  of A p p e a l s  in 1991. 
That was some changes so that the appeal step, it goes to the 
d istrict court, the Court of Appeals, an d  t h e n  it could p ossibly 
go to the S u preme Court. Now, the S u preme Co u r t  could step in 
and take an appeal that ha s  b e e n  a p p e a l e d  to th e  Court of 
Ap peals also and t ake it d i r e c t l y  at that p o i n t  too, but one 
t h i n g  that I w a n t e d  to m a k e  clear was, is t hat w hat we're 
d e a ling with, w i t h  th e  court of condemnation, are q u e s t i o n s  all 
re lating to e x i s t i n g  case law. A n o t h e r  t h i n g  tha t ' s  v e r y  clear 
in th e  amend m e n t  and also in t h e  ex i s t i n g  law is t hat the city 
has the right or the city has th e  a b i l i t y  to a b a ndon these 
condem n a t i o n  p r o c e e d i n g s  at an y  point, a nd so t hey could, 
basically, if t h e y  f ind out or if t h e y  feel that th e  p r i c e  tag 
is too h i g h  or an y  other r e a s o n  t hat t hey w o u l d  c ome u p  with 
f o r . . .that w o u l d  go a g ainst g o i n g  f o r w a r d  w i t h  a v ote of the 
people, the city has th e  a b i l i t y  to a b a n d o n  t he p r o c e e d i n g s  at 
any time. But, w i t h  that, I guess I w o u l d  give the rest of my 
time to S e n a t o r  Chambers. I k n o w  h e  has some q u e s t i o n s  on it 
and I'd like to t r y  to answer those.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Th a n k  you. And, S e n a t o r  Quandahl, you're
correct on m y  questioning. W e  h ave th e  v o t e  t h a t  was t a k e n  and 
the statute says s p e c i f i c a l l y  t hat th e  p e n d e n c y  of an appeal 
will no t  dera i l  w hat results from th e  vote. T he pub l i c  votes 
yes. T he amount t hat is i n v o l v e d  is p l a c e d  on the b a l l o t  and 
t h at  amount is b a s e d  on w h a t  th e  court of c o n d e m n a t i o n  or the 
d i s t r i c t  court d e t e r m i n e d  at t h e  time that t he m a t t e r  is put on 
the ballot. Let's say that th e  amount that t he court d e t e rmined 
was a m i l l i o n  dollars, so that it's e asy for me to g r a pple with. 
T ha t ' s  w h a t  the c ity w o u l d  h a v e  to pay. So t he city gets the 
vote; the answer is yes; t he util i t i e s  appeal. Well, b a s e d  on 
this, the gover n i n g  b o d y  of t he city ma y  t h e n  p r o c e e d  to tender


