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ADAIR COUNTY COMMISSION MINUTES
MONDAY, DECEMBER 6, 2021
13THDAY OCTOBER ADJOURNED

The Adair County Commission convened at 8:30 a.m. on December 6, 2021, at their temporaryt

. . .
office located in the records storage building at the Adair County Road and Bridge complex. 1
District Commissioner William King and 2™ District Commissioner Mark Thompson were
present.

The Commission spent the day attending county business.

The Adair County Commission adjourned at 4:00 p.m. on December 06, 2021.

Unscheduled public walk-ins and other non-agenda items for December 06, 2021

Craig Robertson/Claremore Lane

IN REF. ORDER NO 14 Letter to Attorney General Eric Schmidt regarding Missouri Opioid
Litigation

December 2, 2021

Atomey Geueral Eric Schmitt

Re: Missousi Opioid Litigation

Dear Génerad Schmitt:

i . : . 1y " stands, we will oot be icipating in the cetth Withost the ipation of the litigating
apainst We e an bd.':“?f Adair;:;umy,_ M:sw bt “:: :;:?: ?;rlﬂ:: wf"c‘;i;nl :;E:‘;:\:f entilies, the seutlement will not move forward, There are multiple provisions in the scttlement
cﬁszd continuing public nuisunce in our community. We filed sll:il fon ggrz“ the State 100k ugreement sllowing the defendants ta stop or “pause™ payments to the State while the liligating
any action. The i(i’,:, County have should the 8 burdens that catities continue to litigate. There are also provisions allowing for the Geflendants to pass some
any wm‘.'hc orioid e e enforcement costs, social services costs, drug cout costs, of their litigation costs off on the State if certain conditions are met. Fmal}l\y, there are of course

d i defemd 1 ¢ ; ipath
and drug treatment costs. We believe that we arc better situated at a local fevel fo address 2 for the 1 cancel the if there is vot enough participstion.
dmm‘mmwg;‘:ﬁhéﬁ Zl;i ;1?:;;1:: n‘\;;as:ur::‘yd’ :]{d) ::tl:;&zfyhm:;‘ﬁ::;: ::;:r:; Tocal ! We are at a loss 1o understand why the Stare would forego sememefn‘fund:s the litigating
govesaments. We filed stit against the apioid {7 disirit and retail ph i enfilies bring to the State. These funds are much needed to address the opioid epidemic at both
10 avoid snather tbacos situaiion. Missour 5 n desperais et oy py funding to deal with the State and local level. We are willing to pay any of our own atiomey fees out of our portion
this opicid epidemic. o 8 of receipts, so the State will not bear any ottorney fees.  There is simply no logical reasan for the
w ’ Stale to refuse 10 negotiate with us.
Qur ys have been in iation with your i ding our
PN 9 N h " POV - Please contact our counsel THrooota ORMGHIA e, 535 Anton Divd, Ninth Floot, Costa Mess, CA ‘.32616-7109,

MeKes Cl:xdinal and Ameri ﬁ‘l’inel::;:‘m\:f “ﬁ::;m mo;p,m,‘:,'f:ﬁ'mm Main: 714.543.6200, Direct: 714.549.6256, Fax: 714.549.6201, in the next seven days to explain your

Tl £ . N N ‘. . reasoning for foregaing $213 million [n abatement funds for the Siate and its subdivisions. We
i‘:‘m‘:‘z:; w‘:,::::l‘;:ﬁ:::n :::,: :: t}:::t:;: :;:l ;‘::r::"m:liﬁg‘??mmh:ﬁ;ns must make our decision whether it is worth our while to paticipute in the seitlement by January
cligible entitics, including the litigating entities, within Missouri participate. However, if the 1.2022.
litigating entities do not ugres to participate, the State and its subdivisions will Jose

p 45% of the settl offered, or about $213 million. This is becausc 2 large Sincercly,

P tage of Missouri subdivisions are litigating subdivisi 8, and without participation by
these entities, the State s & whole cannot reach even the fowest participation incentive
iresholds under the settl

Your representatives have repeatedly offercd the Hiigating eatitics 15% of receipts from
this settlement even though the litigating cutities bring 45% in additionat valuc 1o the
seulement,  [n sddition, your reprosentatives have insisted that there is no abatement fund as

pl by the and stale legisistion. If the State takes §5% of the settlement,
that proposal is simply not fair to those of us in Missouri who need these funds 1o deal with (he

apioid erisis. Under the format you have proposed, this appears to look fike e Tobacco
Litigation Sety) 2.0. This is not b

Our lawyers have informed us a counter-proposal was made on behaif of the litigating
entities wherein 60% of the proceeds would £0 to local aml regional entities. We zlso
understand there has been no response to this ctunter-propossl. We would ask your office to
respand to our proposal immediately, es time is of the essence. As fhe offer now currently

Above minutes as presented to the County Clerk:

ATTEST:

County Clerk Presiding Commissioner, Mark Shahan
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