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anendnent to the comm ttee gmendments? Al right, sothe

question is the adoption of the Schmit amendnent to the
conmi tt ee amendments? Senator Pirsch, did you wish to speak tq
that? All right, Senator Pirsch.

SENATOR PIRSCH:  Nr. President, | put ny light onrather quickly

because | couldn't find Section 27 or | couldn't see that
Section 27 was that conplicated, but then |I found the anmendment,

and it is all newlanguage, so | will sit down. Thank you.

PRESI DENT: Senator. SChmt did yo wish to cl ose on the
anmendnent to the conmttee amandrrent

SENATOR SCHNIT: | have no close, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT: Okay, the question is the adoption of the.geapator
Smith, on the amendment

SENATOR SNITH: | am sorry, | need a little explanation of \yhat
is the amendnment to the commttee amendnents. | didn't.. .

PRESI DENT: You were asking Senator Schmit?
SENATOR SM TH: Yes, | would like to ask Senator.
PRESIDENT: AIll right.

SENATOR SMITH: Schmt if he woul d explain his amendrment to
the committee amendrments?

PRESI DENT: Senator Schnit, please.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Yes, the Section 27, first of al requjres
sellers of pr operty\/\ho have used the fund to pay for r enedi al

action on their property, to reinburse the fund mount

dependent on when the property was sol d> the idea being tﬁ

for exanple, | owned g station and |t had to have a $50, OOO
cleanup on it, and the property becane sol bought

and then used it for some other purpose, |f I rieé)r}ehat pertty

i medi ately after the state had invested a considerabl e amount

of noney in that propert we were goin requ a_ certain
amount of that noney to Y)e repai d tgo thge fund, eCIhe second year a
| esser amount, the third year a | esser anount. There are

obvi ous problenms with that type of an idea, although the idea
had some merit, and very frankly, Senator Snith, it was felt
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