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SENATOR WESELY: Yes.
SPEAKER BARRETT: | f there is no objection, sgo ordered.

SENATOR WESELY: kay, thank you. . Speaker, nenber S, t he
ori gi nal anendnent which was, | beli eve in Phe Journal, if am
not m st aken.

CLERK: Yes.

SENATORWESELY: Okay, what page is that on?
CLERK: The original was on 1003, Senator.

SENATOR VESELY: Dealt with a problemthat was brought to
attention by the Departnment of Health in i mpl'ementing the
training requirements of this bill. There was a penalty agai nst
the workers that would work on trajning but not against the
enpl oyers who woul d have those workers work on asbestds proj ects
untrained, so that the real.. .there was g gap evidently in
enforcenent of the law. So the ori i nal amendnent, if you Jook
on 1003, would have dealt with a business entity engaged in g,
asbest os project that did not provide the trai n| ng that they
were supposedto, would have a civil penalty. original
amendnent that was in the Journal would have had that penal ?y be
between five and twenty-five thousand dollars, first offense,
and between twenty-five and a hundred thousand doIIars for
second or subsequent offense. It was felt that tha

little steep and so this amendnent woul d make the penalty $58‘0
tO $5,000, and then $5000 and greater SO |t recogn|zes the

potential of errors to be made. | also want to|nd|catethat
el sewhere in the bill there was a waiver provision

sonmebody, under the provisions cr the bill, did not prOV| dle the
training or ot herwise as they were supposed hat the
departnment could waive the fines and provide a perloc? of i

which the offending bu..;inessor individual could comply, and
then they woul dn't have anyflne at all. So we think it is a
pretty reasonabl e anendnent. I would nove for the adoption of

it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Discussion on the Wesel y an‘endn‘ent Senat or
Goodrich, followed by Senator Hannibal .

SENATOR GOODRI CH: Senator Wsely, would you yield to a couple
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