Nay 18, 1989 LB 289

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schnit, on the Warner anendnent.

SENATOR SCHNI T: M. President and nenbers, there's been a | ot
of discussion and there ought to be nore. As| told youwhen |

first introduced this bill and | thought maybe then woul d use
that practice fromnow on because | told you what a conplicated,
terrible bill it had the possibilities of developing into and it

didn't get a single n~gative vote when it moved off General
File, Nr. Speaker, and that's not too bad a practice | think.
But the point is that we do have a serious problem.

t hat Sengtor Warner outlined did have 4 b%ginning Ipeeapt)g%blebn;
this Legislature and there are so many times on this floor that
we create inequities. Let me point out another inequity. |t is
probably totally inequitable as to how we are paying for it.
are allowing the...requiring the consumer to pay for tpis

program and | don't know if, for exanple, | came to this body
with a problemrelative to nitrates +that invol ved agriculture
and we were to put a tax on food,)| real ly don't know that |

woul d get nuch support fo" that but that may be the only way you
could pay for it. Senator Lanb has pointed out that ypless we
do something, it is very, very '.ikely that in nany of the gmall

conmmunities we will not have a source of fuel. And so is it
cheaper for myself and Senator Lamb to pay a small additional

amount on our fuel so we don't have g pay for the cost of
delivering fuel 25 or 50 nmiles to our farms? Youknow it's a
matter of bal ance. Ny reason for supporting the Warner
anendnent is very sinmple.” | the protection of the environnent,

| have historically tried to act on the prenise that an innocent
contami nation, an inadvertent spill, g probl em whi ch resulted as
a lack of proper technology jn the past should not now
necessarily become the responsibility of the individual ho s
involved. I wish, jf | had the time, | would give you
personal experience which turned out all right but which could
have been very, very disastrous because of the |ack of
technology available at the time when | could have been
involved. But what we are saying here today is that because
these individuals were caught in a time frame t hey perhaps
should not be covered. Senator Warner is not asking that noney
expended be reimbursed. He is saying that fromthis, point

forward we have in place a proposal and a nechani smwhich wll
deal with the problem So if someor.. spent $100,000 prior to
the time that this is in place, they won't be reinbursed. g

if they have an ongoing problem then they should be (eimbursed

and | find it wvery, very difficult to stand here and argue
against that. | do so because | look at nowit's going tg be
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