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you' ll recall that in the livestock waste program the Natural
Resources Committee approved 8 to 0 fees on livestock in a total
of about $220,000. And I had cited that, of course, as an
example of the principle of the user paying at least part of the
cost of the program being established even within the Natural
Resources Committee, and even with regard to the agricultural
community. Getting further information from the Fiscal Office,
the Fiscal Office indicates that when everything is said and
done in the livestock waste program, fees on users, fees on the
livestock per head will pay for ab out 3 0 percent of that
regulatory program. If we did the same thing, if we did th e
same thing with this program, you could do that for a $30 to $35
fee. And I wanted to further point out that that...that a fee
on the water, on w ells, would not generally even hit the
livestock people again. They would be mostly separate. Because
under the fees that would be proposed for water, we would not
tax livestock wells, we would not put a fee on livestock wells,
so those would be set aside, and we would not put a fee on what
are called domestic wells, that is, the thousands and thousands
of folks who live o ut there in the rural area have their own
little wells for dr inking water and household uses, and
livestock wells. We would not put the fee on those. So the
only fees in the rural communities would be on the i rrigation
wells. And by and large, livestock people don't have irrigation
wells. That's not to say that here and there in a lot of places
they don't have one. But a lot of them have none at all, and
mostly they would just have one. So we wo uld be doing fo r
essentially the grain producers the same thing we' ve already
done for the livestock producers. I woul d settle for
30 percent. Tha t's at least within the range of reason. But
not to do anything at all is not, in my opinion at least, within
the r ange of r e a son . Thank you.

SENATOR CUDABACK: T hank you, Senator Beutler. S enator Schrock.

SENATOR SCHROCK: N r. President, I just want to state th a t I
support the Chambers amendment.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Th ank y ou , Sena t or Schr o c k. ( Visi t o r s
introduced.) On with discussion of the Chambers am endment,
Senator Erd m an.
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