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SENATOR BEUTLER: And the one little bill drafter thing I didn't
strike, but that's not important.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: I agree with that because if you leave this
language in that Senator Beutler is striking, I'd like you to 
read what is there right now. In line 3 they put the word "or" 
which creates an alternative. You can do one thing or the 
other. If you don't strike what Senator Beutler wants stricken, 
this is what would be required, the estimated but not 
necessarily quantified fiscal impact on the state. That's what 
they could do and end it. But if they choose not to do that,
this is what follows the "or", or an explanation of where the
description of the type of property and fiscal impact may be 
inspected and obtained. So you're giving this agency the
authority to not provide an explanation of where the description 
of the type of property and fiscal impact may be inspected and 
obtained. That really doesn't make sense. It might make 
sense...no, it still wouldn't. But if you change the "or" to 
"and", but nevertheless, Senator Beutler would take away that 
problem. As he pointed out in the existing language, this part 
that he is striking is already taken care of. So if you
eliminate that language, I'm almost afraid to read what would 
remain because of the way it's drafted, but what we're talking 
about is what would have to be a part of the rule making
process. We would have the analysis of any potential takings,
we would have a description of the type of property which may be 
taken, and I think we'd want to strike all of that. Senator 
Beutler, I think we'd want to strike...
SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: One minute.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Senator, I'll read to you what's left, if you
like.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, yes.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Omitting for the moment the Withem amendment,
it would read, an analysis of any potential taking of property 
under the proposed rule or regulation, including a description 
of the type of property which may be taken or an explanation of 
where the description of the type of property may be inspected 
and obtained. I've left the type of property in there, and you 
n<ay have questions about that, too. But I just wanted to set 
forth for the body the duplicative... the clearly duplicative 
language...


