May 18, 1989 LB 289

SENATOR WARNER: M . President, this anmendment was. | developed
a conversation, actually with one firmthat was in ny district
that brought to nmy attention that they were having some problem
with this and had already spent substantial noney, andas this

bill is witten, no one would pe able to benefit from the
program until after the effective date of the act irregardless
of what time the |eaks occurred. \What this anendnent does, it

makes eligible to qualify those whohave had leaks found or
di scovered after the effective date of the act that was epacted
in 1986. That's at that threshold the, would becone effective,
that is they would become eligible to be affectedby the
| egi sl ation. In the...thereare about 17, | understand around
t he state, that m ght be eligible if t hey meet the other
thresholds that ~are required and another 15 are requiring
long-termnonitoring that mght qualify if they neet the other
t hreshol ds. The otherpart of the provision though is that the
rei mbursement for any cleanup would only be for those cleanup
that occurs after the effective date of the act. They would not
be reinbursed for noney that they had al ready spent for cleanup,
but they would be...the equity issue it seens to nme is that
those areas where they have found a problem are eligible just
since the state passed 3 |aw requiring it, they would be
eligible just in the sane fashion as those sites that were found
after the passage of this bill and they are entitled to
rei mbursenent for that cost if they neet all the thresholds as
required in the bill, but only for those costs +that will have
been spent afterthe effective date of the act. They will not
get reimbursed for things that they had already spent. As |
I'ndi cat ed, there is a variety of locations, from my
under standi ng fromthe Departnment of Environnental Control, that
potentially mght be eligible but in the one case +that | know
about it seermed to ne that it was a particularly difficult one.
This was a location which, in fact, did not have a leaky tank.
They were putting in new tanks to conply with the |aw. They had
the old tanks tested and there was no | eakage. Butthen when

they dug in for the new tanks that they found some old |eakage,
sone that had occurred sone tine in the past, in all likelihood
some 20 years or nore before that, that they were not aware ¢
no one was aware of. And it seened u_n{ ust to me that. it
happened to be a co-op in ny district, but it seemed ynpjust _to

me that because they were putting in new tanks to conply with
the law, they did not have | eaks but they knew they were to have
to put themin sooner or later, were just being good <citizens,
all of a sudden because of unknown contani nation were stuck
with, potentially at | east, stuck with substantial cost.
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