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or so on, but I have in front of me a news media article' that
Iowa allocated $17 million in a state fund to help clean up
these gasoline station owners and the state fund would be
generated by a $50.00 fee on each tank and, in addition, a sta t e
levy of two-thirds of a cent. I guess, o f co u r se , t h e y h a v e a
bigger state than we have and maybe, of course, they should sell
more gasoline, too. Two-thirds of a cent on e a c h g a l l on o f
gasoline and each storage tank owner would pay a $100 per tank.
So I guess that I know how serious this is and I kn o w ex ac t l y
what we can run into is why I'm a little bit hesitant to say yes
on this bill because I'm voting for such an unknown and I know
unless the money is there. But I really don't think i t ' s fai r
f or , say , t wo peop l e to use it and maybe another 100 are out
there or 17 or 15 and there would be no money to help them clean
it up and I know...and I know what the federal regulations are,
a nd f o r so meone t o s a y , well , I wo n ' t do an y t h i n g a b ou t i t o r I
will not notify them, boy, I tell you it's a pretty s t i f f
penalty and I j ust can't think of too many that would subject
themselves to that if they really knew what the penalty was. So
that was my question of Senator Warner, what...what restrictions
would apply on this amount of money. Thanks.

P RESIDENT: Th an k yo u . S enator Warner , p l eas e , f o l l o wed b y

SENATOR WARNER: I will just close.

PRESIDENT: Senator Schmit.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Just want to further elaborate on the question
proposed by Senator N e ls on. If a firm has already spent a
$100,000 prior to the enactment of this bill, a nd i f t he y h a v e
t~ spend another $100,000 subsequent to the enactment, the f i r m
still must pay the first $25,000 of the newly incurred expense.
The first $100,000 is not applicable t o t he b a se exp e n s e of
$25,000. They still have to expend another 25,000 subsequent to
the enactment of this act so that they' re not getting any
benefit for having been involved i n a c l ean u p pr i or t o t he
enactment of this act. They still have to operate under the
same rules. Same old ball park, we lay do w n t he ru l es , they
play by our rules. I don't think there is anything at all that
c ould b e con si d er e d to b e sup erbeneficial t o t he
exis t i n g . . . p r e e x i s t i n g situations. In fact, the cost is going
t o be l e s s t o u s a n d I t h i nk t h at i t ' s j u s t a si mp l e matter of
equity. I want to say again that it's kind of unfortunate, I

Senator Schmit.
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