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speak on the Vickers amendnents'? Senator Hi ggins, did you w sh
to speak on the Vickers anmendnments? All right. Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDI S: M. Speaker and nenbers of the Legislature, gg

co-introducer of this bill, | ri se to oppose the Vickers
anmendnent . | recognize the validity of the phi | osophi cal
question Senator Vickers places before us, but at Select File it
isalittle late to change the philosophy of the bill. This is,
you will recall, a bill that has beerendorsed by the water
congress that the Governor called about a year and a half ago,
perhaps two. It was the onIP/ unanimously agreed to
recommendation of the farmers and developers that were “gn that
group. It may be the case that we need to philosophically
rethink and decide sone of the super fund theory that Senator
Vickers proposes but | would suggest that be done through the
process of public hearings in a separate bill at gnother ti ne.
Select File, with five days to go, is no tinme to adopt the super
fund concept. There are a couple of other points | would |ike
to nake. First, DEC, which opposes the amendnent, indicates

that a single emergency clean up could bankrupt the fund I f it
ispremsed in this kind of language because, in fact, what you
have there is no cap on the anpbunt of recovery that can be had.

Secondly, while the idea has sone nerit for consideration, it is

premature without a conprehensive emerqe_ncy clean up and

liability act. It tries to establish Tiability rules nowg,
clean up rules now when those have not been conprehensively
t hought out . Third, it is inequitable in that under simlar

prograns responsible parties are liable for the full amount gng
here on Select File, with five days to go.we would be writ ing
some new rul es and assum ng some responsibility for tne state.
For these reasons and because the bill, g5 it has been drafted
and amended, has had the virtue of a public hearing, has had the
oversight of a number of farm groups, environnental groups and

their endorsements and the bill at this point g

noncontroversi al . It is late in the session to introduce a
potentially controversial neasure and threaten the livelihood of

a bill. that has been around for two years and which nost
everyone agrees is well worth it and deserves to be passed

year . I, myself, have a brief amendnent to the bill whichis

agreed to both by the ag interests that have raised some
questions and the Departnent of Environnental Control, which is,
ineffect, noncontroversial. |t follows this Vickers amendnent.
I would ask this body to sinply vote no on theVickers
amendment, not to say to Tom let' 's.] we refuse to answer that
question or that is a bad idea, but to sinply say that it is an
i dea that has not had the scrutiny of a public hearing, that g
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