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people would then go along with their business as normal. The
question arose on 643, on lines 17 through 19, particularly on
line 18 where it says, "and for the estimated tax l oss d ue t o
anticipated or pending litigation." Senator Schmit asked a very
valid question and Senator Wehrbein asked some questions as
well. Does this mean that any litigation that is ex p e c ted or
pending could be budgeted for? And if that would be the case,
there could be some tremendous abuse at the county level.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: My response to that was n ot a s
adequate as it should have been last week. My response t o t h e
body is on line 18, it says for the estimated tax l oss, tax
loss. If you anticipate or there is a lawsuit pending that is
dealing with tax loss only, that can be put i nt o a b udg e t ar y
process. If I have to...if I am under some type, I have a r oa d
g rader and I h ad an ac ci de n t and I h ave ano t h er t yp e of
expendi t u r e bec a us e o f that accident, that is not a tax loss,
that is an expenditure and would not apply with 643. W hat w e
are trying to d o in 643 is anticipate some problems with the
railroad lawsuit, but also pipelines and othe r c o r p o r a t i on s , and
entities that may get in on the 4-R Act, which I d o no t ag ai n ,
with this body, anticipate that happening, but it can. The case
is now in fr ont o f t h e Supreme Court. Sena tor Schmit's
amendment on lines 9 through 11.

. .

S PEAKER BARRETT: T i m e h a s e x p i r e d .

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: ...makes it just for the r ai l r o a d s
only, and to that degree, I think it narrows it too much. I t
would be something that would n ot be in the bes t i n t e r e s t ,
though certainly not that bad either. Thank you, Mr . Pr e si de n t .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Warner, discussion, f o l l owed by

SENATOR WARNER: Well, Mr . President, m embers o f t h e
Legis l a t u r e , I h av e some c o ncer n a s we pr o v i d e a not h e r
authorization for the collection of taxes at the local level in
a nt i c i p a t i o n o f wh at a gov e r n i n g b o a r d m i gh t t h i nk wi l l h app e n ,
and it seems me it puts a very difficult burden on them at least
to make that kind of speculation. I was co n c e r ne d ab o u t and
opposed the striking of the language that only allowed it above
5 percent for the reason that existing statute, as you re ad i t

Senator Schmit.
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