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SUMMARY OF SENATE BILLS 1018 and 1040 ac enrolled:

Senate Bills 1018 and 1040 would amend Public Act 423 of 1984 and create
rhe “Michigan Underground Storage Tank Finaneial Asgurance Act”,
respectively, to provide for the regulation of undergrouud storage tanke
and asgist opetrators of underground storage tanks dIn meeting rtheir
financial trespongibilitles im taking corractive actions te repair leaking
undergrvund storage tanke.

Senate Bill 1018

The bill would amend Public Act 423 of 1984, which provides far the
registration of underground storage tanka, to transfer the Act's regulatory
responsibilitles for six months £rom the Dapartment of Natural Resources
{DNR) to thec Fire Marschal Nivision of the Department of State Police. (Six
monthe afrer the bill's effective darte, those responsibilities would revert
to the DNR.) The bill alsc would do the following for six months:

-- Change the name of the Act to the "Underground Stnrage Tank
Regulatoury Act".

—- Expand the Aet to cover the regulation of underground storage tank
systeme, rather than underground storage tanks.

-- Require owners of underground storage tank systems to register and
annually renew their registration.

-- Create the "Underground Storage Tank Regulatory Enforcement Fund"
in the State Treasury.

~=~ Provide for the Act's enforcement by the Fire Marshal Division or
local unite of governwent.

~- Make other provisions pertaining to an owper's financial
responsibility, temporary deferments from regulation, and
violations and penalties.

The b1ll also would repcal Section 5 of the Act, which provides for the

inposition of fines for failure to register an underground storage tank by
August 7, 1986.
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Underground Storage Tank Systems

Under the bill, au uuderground storage tank system would he any tank or
cowbination of tanks, including commecting underground pipes, used to
contain regulated substances (l.e., petroleunm and those substances defined
in the Federal Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act), of which 10% or more was located beneath the surface uf Lhe
ground. The bill would specifically exclude all of the following from the
definition ot "underground sLurage tank system™t

~= Btorage tunk sysrems that had a capacity of 110 gallons or less;
farm or residential tanks that had a capacity of 1,100 gallons or
lezs that were used for the storage of motor fuel tor noncommercial
purposes; tanks wused for the storage of heating oil for
consumptive, on~premises use; and septic tonks.

—= Pipeline facilities, ineluding gathering 1incs regulated under the
Federal Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act, ot the Federal Hazardous
Tiquid Pipeline Safety Acty and 1liquid traps or associlated
gathering lines that were directly related to oil or gas production
and gathering operations.

== Surface dimpoundmencs, pits, ponds, or logoong} storm warer or
wastewdler collections ayctams; ard flow-through process tanks.

‘- Btorage tanks placed in an underground area (e.g., a8 basement, mine
shaft, nr tunnel) if situated on or above the surface of the floor.

-— Storage tank systems that held hazardous wastes listed or
identified in Subtitle C of the Federal Solld Waste Disposal Act,
or a mixture of such hazurduus waste and other regulated
substances.

-~ Wastewatcer treatment tank systems that were part of & treatment
facility regulated under the Federal Water Pollution Control Act.

-~ Bquipment or machinery that contained regulated substances for
operational purposes, such as hydraulic 1lift tanks and electrical
equipment tanks.

—-= Underground storage tanks that contained a minimal concentration of
tegulated substances, and cemergency spill or overflow containment
tank systems that were emptied expeditiougly after use,

Registration

The bill would require an ovwaer of an underground storage tank system to
register Ll system and annually renow the registration with the Fire
Marshal Divieion of the Napartment of State Police. {(Previously, the Act
raquired registration of tanks subject to the notification requivements of
the Federal Solid Waste Disposal Act with the Department of Natural
Resources by May 8, 1986.) The bill would requiie the regiatration before
the tank system was brought lLutu use; previously, registration was required
within 30 days after a tank was brought into use. The Fire Marshal
Division could accept a trank system's registration only if the owner paid
the regisrration fee required under the Act. Consgistent with the current
Act, the bill would not rcquire notification of a test conducted ou the
tank (unless otherwise requirod under the Act when Lhere is a suapocted or
confirmed release af a regulated substance), but the bill would require the
owner €0 furuish irnformation of such tests upon the request of the Fire
Marshal Divicion.
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The bi11 apacifies that, beginning six months after 1ts effective date, an
owner of a tank system would have to pay a fee of $100, upon registration
or renewal of registration for cach tank included in an underground storage
tank system. The Fire Marshal Division wonld have to deposit all
reglstration fees into the proposed Underground Storage Tank Regulatocy
Enforcenent PFund. The 8tate Flre 8afety Board could promulgate zulee
requiring pranf of regiarration to he attached to the tank systems or the
property where systems were located. (NOTE: Although the bill specifies
that the fee would be required begioning six months after the bill's
effective date, it also would repeal the section that would require the fee
gix months after the bill's effective date.)

A tank rhat was ¢losed or removed would be exempt from the registration and
fee requirements. An owner of a tank system that had been closed ot
removed would have to notify the Fire Marshal Divigion of closure or
removal. Until such notification was provided, the owner would have to
continue to pay registration fees on the closed or removed tanks.

The Act requires notification of the DNR and the f£filing of certain
information pertaining to the ownership and history of a tank if there iz a
leak in a tank. The bill, in addition to changing the notification
requirement to the Fire Marshal Division, would require such notification
if there were a "sugpected or confirmed releage” from a2 tank system.

Underground Storage Tank Regulatory Enforcement ¥Fund

The Fund could recelve money as provided by law and the State Treasurer
would have to direct its investment. Interest and earnings would be
¢redited to the Fund. Money in the Fund at the end of a fiszcal year could
aot revert Lo Lhe General Fuud.

The Fund could be used only by the Fire Marszhal Division to anfarece rhe
Act, 1ts ruyles, and =rules promnulgated under the Fire Prevention Code
pertaining to the delivery and dispensing operations or regulated
substances. If the Fund's balance exceeded $8 million at the end of any
flscal year, the Fire Marshal Division could not collect registration fees
for thc following ycar for cxisting underground storage tank systems. The
suspended fem conld he reinstated only 3if the Fund's balance wvere less than
$2 million at the close of a fiscal year. Before November 1 of every vear.
the Department of Treasury would have to notify the Fire Marshal Division
of the Fund's balance at the close of the preceding f£iscal year.

Fire Marshal Division and Local Enforcement

The Fire Mzrshal Division would have to enforce the Act and its rules. It
could delegate that authority to a local unit of government, however, if
the local unit had sufficient employees who were certified by thc Divisiou
as underground storage tank system inspectors. A local unit could apply
for the delegation of enforcement authority by submitecing a resolution of
its governing body and an application that contained information required
by the Fire Marshal Divigion. The Division could revoke a delegation of
enforcement authority for a violation of the Act, its rules, or a contract
entered into by the Division and the local unit.
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Under tLhe bill; the Fire Marshal Division could cortify Individuale as
underground srorage tank systcm inspactors to enforce the Act and its
rulea. The Division could revoke an individual's certification for a
violatian of the Act or its rules.

If the Fire Marshal Division chose to delegate enforcement authvriLy te
local units of government, the Fire Safety Doard would have to promulgate
rules that eslLablished criteria for such delegation and qualifications for
the ccrrification of ILndividvals as inspectors. The Division could
contract with a local unit for the purpose of enforcing the Act and its
rules,

In =zddition, upon a resolution of the governluy bLody of a local unit of
government in whose jurisdiction an underground egtorage tank farility was
belng installed, the Fire Marshal Division could require safeguards in
addition to those specified in rules, if the public hcalth, welfare, or the
environment were endangered. Local units could not enact or eunforce an
ordinance that was inconsistent with the Act or its rules, or required a
permit, license, approval, inspection, fee, or tax fur the installation of
a tank systenm.

Other Provisions

Financial Responsibility. The Fire Safety Board would have to pronmulgare
rules relating to underground storage tank systems thal wule at least as
stringent a3 those promulgated Ly the United State Environmental Protection
Ageucye The rules would have to include a requiremant that the owner or
pperator of a tank syarem provide financial responsibility in the event of
a release from the underground storage tank system.

Tenporary Deferments. The hill would defer all of the foulluwing from
regulation under the Act “"until such time as the dircctor [of the
Dupsktment of State Police] detormines that they should he rapulated™:

-— Wastewater treatment tank systems.

— Underground storage tank systems that contained radiocactive
material and that are regulated under the Federal Atomic Euecgy
Act,

~— Undecpground storage tank asystome that are part of an emargency
generator system at nuelear power generation facilities regulated
by the Nuclear Regulatory Commigsion under the Gode of Federal
Regulations.

~— Airport hydrant fuel distribution systems.

~ Underground storage tank systems wlth [ield-constructed tanks.

Violations and Penalriaes. The bill apacifies that a person could not
repair, test, or knowingly deliver a regulated substance into a tank system
that was not properly registered. A violation of the Act or its rules
would be a misdemeanor, punishable by up to six months' imprisonment, A
maxinum fine of $500, or both. A person who violaied the Act or its ruleca
also would be subject Lo a civil fine of 4500. Civil finesz would have to
be deposited into the Fund.
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Repeal. Six months after the bill's effective date, all of the above
provisions would be repealed and the bili would return the responsibility
to register and regulate underground storage tanks ro the DNR. The
previous provisions fur the regictration of underground storage tanks under
the AcL, and the Act'a notification requirements in the event of a leak,
would beo treinstated.

MCL 299.701 et al.

Senatc BL1l 1040

The bill would create the "Michigan Undergtound Storage Tank FKinanclal
Assurance Act" to assist people in Michigan in meeting the [inancial
vesponsibility requirements provided tfor in the Federal Solid Waste
Disposal Act, Lo address problems associcted with roleases from petroleun
underground storage tank systems, and to promore compliance with the
Underground Sturage Tank Regulatory Act (amended by Senate Bill 1018) and
the Leaking Underground Storage Tank Act (created by House B111 3508). The
bill would do all of the following:

-— Create the "Michigan Underground Storage Tank Financial Assurance
Fund” and the "Emergeucy Response Fund”.

== Allow aud regulate access to the financial assurance Fund.

-— Requirc the Departmant of Treasury to establish a loan and interest
subgsidy program.

-- Create the "Michigan Underground Storage Tank Finuncf{al Assurance
Policy Board” within the Department of Management ond Budget (DMR).

~~ Make other oprovisioms pertaining to a tank system operator's
financlal responmaibility in the event of a release; the DNR's
regponcibility under the proposed Act; liability; a Department of
Tressury study on environmental impairment insurance; and rescrves
of the financial assurance Fund after the bill's repeal.

== Repeal the bill six months after its effecllve date.

The bill s tie-barred to House Bill 5508 (Public Aect 478 of 1988) and
Seuate Dil1l 1018 (Public Acr 479 of 1988)., Public Act 478 created the
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Act to repgulate and provide for corrective
action to be taken due to releases from underground storage tank systems,
and will be repealed gix months after its effective date.

Funds

The Stata Treasurer would have to direct the investment of the Michigan
Underground Storage Tank Financial Assurance Fund., Interest and earulups
from the investments would have to be credited to the Fund and money in it
at the close of a fiscal year could not revert to the Coneral Fund. Money
in the financial assurance Fuod could be spent only fnr the following:

~~- Approved work dinvoilces, or approved requests for indemnification,
pursuant to the bill.

=~ Actual and necegsary expenses incurred by the propused policy board
or its membere in carrying out the duties that would be imposad by
the bill,

== The loan and interest subsidy program that the bill would require
the Department of Treasury to esgtablish.
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-= Beasonahle administrative costs of implementing the bill lucurred
by the DMB, the DNR, the Department of State Pollice, the Department
of Treasury, and the Departiuent of Atterney  General.
(Administrative costs could not excesd 10X of the Fund's
expenditures in any year.)

~- The cost of the Deapartment of Treasury's report on environmental
impairment insurance as required by the bill.

The policy board would have to make recommemdations to the Apprapriations
Committees on the distridbucion und amount of adulnistrative costs from the
Fund. 'Those recoumendations would have to be provided to each affected
departuent.

The State Treasurer also would have to direct rhe Iluvestment of the
Emergency Response Fund, whose interest and earnings would have tn remain
in the Fund. Money in the Emergency Response Fund at the end of a fiscal
year could not revert Lo the Gencral Fund. The Ewergency Response Fund's
balance couuld not exceed $1 million, except that, upon the repeal of the
bill's scction that would create the finaneial assurance Fund, all money fu
that Fund would have to revert to the Emergency Response Funde. (NOTE:
S8ince the bill would be repealed six months after Lts effective date, hath
sections creating Funds would be repeuled =t the same time.)

The b1ll would requirc that woney from the Emergency Response Fund be spent
to undertaoke corrective actifon pursuant to the Leaking Underground Storage
Tank Art. The persons regpongible for the corrective action then would be
liagble to the State for all the expenditures.

The DMB would have to ewploy a person to serve as the Administrator of the
financial assurance Fund. The Administrator would be responsible for
proceasing and appraving requests for payments from the Fund. Beglnning
six months after the bill's effective date, the Fund would have to Dbegin
operating and the Administrator would have to Dbegiu accepting work
invoices, work receipts, and requescts fur indemnification. (NOTE: While
the Fund would have to Uegin operating six months after the bill's
effeccive dale, the bill would be repealed on that date as well.)

The Legislature would have to provide a revenue source to implement Llie
proposed Act before June 1, 1989, A public utility wirh wore than 500,000
customers in Michigan would be exempt fruw any fee or asgassment imposed
under the bill, if such 3 fee or assessment were imposed on petroleum uged
by that public utility for the generatinn of steam or eleectricity. Of the
teveaue collected under the bill, 80% would have to be deposited into the
financial sassurance Fund and 20% in the Emergency Response Fund. If the
Emergency Response Fund reached 41its prescribed limicv of $1 wmillion,
however, all of the revenue would have ro be deposited into the financfal
assurance Fund.

Accesys to the Michigan Underprannd Storage Tank Financial Asgurance Fund

An operator of an uhdcrground storage tank system could recelve woney froo
the Fund for corrective action or indemnificatiuon oanly if the following
requirements were met: |

”
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-- The petroleum underground storage tank from which a release
occurred was In compliance with the regisiLration requircments of
the Underground Storage Tank Regulatory Act at the time the release
was discovered.

-- The operator wae In compliance with all record-keeping and
reporting requirements of the Underground Storage Tank Regulatory
Act, the Leaking Underground Storage Tanmk Act, rules prumulgated
under either of those Acts, Subtitle I of TiLle II of the Fedaeral
Solid Waste Disposal Act, or ctules promulgated under rhe Federal
Act. (Records would have to be valid and verifigble.)

-~ The operator provided the TFund Administrator with proof of
finaneial responsibility for the deduckible amount that satistied
the requirements under the Federal Solid Waste Disposal Act.

=~ The operator had not defaulted on a loan subsidized through the
b111l's loan and interest subsidy prugram.

-~ The operator was molL Lhe Unitcd States governmant.

A public utility with more than 500,000 customers in Michigan would be
ineligible to receive money from the Fund for corrective actlon or
indennification aassoclated with a release from & petruleuw underground
storage tank system used fo supply petroleum fur the genecration of steam
electricity.

For corrective action and indemnification, the Fund Administrator would
have to apprave expenditures on behalf of an operator for approved work
receipts, approved work invoices, and approved requests for indemnlfication
per petroleum underground storage tank system per release, provided that
the operator met the bill's requircuents. Buch axpenditures could oot
exceed §$1 million, wexcept that a person who operated 101l or more tanks
could receive s maxipum of $2 million annually from the Fund,

In ‘order to have access to the Fund for corrective action, an operatur of a
storage tank system would have to prepare a corrective action plan as
required by the Leaking Underground Storage Tank Act. After preparing a
plan, the operator could submit work invoices or work receipts to the
Adminisirator. After receiving invoices or receipts, the Administrator
would have approve the invoice or receipt, if he or she determined all of
the following:

== That the DNR had dctermined that work performed or proposed was
congistent with the correetive action plan,

-~ That the cest of performing the work was reasonable.

~= That the operator was eligible to receive funding under the bill.

If the cost of the receipt or invoice were not reasouable, the work not
consistent with the plan, or the operatur not eligible for funding, the
Administrator would have Lo deany the work receipt bor work invoice and
notify the ovperator of tho denial.

The Administrator would have to keep records of approved receipts aud
invoices., If an operator’s approved receipts cotaled the deductible
amwount, the Administrator would have fo forward approved work iavoinms or
additionally submitted appruved work receipts to the State Treasurer,
providing that Lhe operator had not exceeded the awount of funding allowed
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by the bill., The State Treasurer would have to pay the vuntractor listed
on an approved work invoice or work receiplL within 30 days if rhere were
sufficient money in the Fund, unlesa the Adminfatrator directed the
Treasurer to withhold partial payment on an invoice to assure acceptable
completivu of the proposed work.

In order to have access to the Fund for indemnificatlon, au cperater would
have to submit a request to the Fund Adminisirater containing information
required by the Administrator. If the operator were eligible for funding
under the bill, the Administrator would have to forward a copy OFf the
indemnification rcquest to rhe Attorney General. The Attorney General
would have to approve the request if there were a legally enforceable
judgment against the operator that was caused by a release from an
underground storage tank or if a third party settlement due to a release
were reasonable. If the Atrorney General approved a request, the Fund
Adminigtrator would huave te reviow whether rhe operator had met the bill's
deductible requircment, had not exceeded the bill's allowable amount of
expenditure, and was eligible for funding, If, after review, the operator
werr determined eligible for indemnification funding, the Administrator
would have to forward the approved request to Lhe Department of Treasury.
The Administrator would have to keep records of all approved requests and
the Treasurer would have to make a payment for an approved indemnification
request within 30 days, if the Fund had sufficlent money.

The Treasurer would have to pay approved work invoices, work recelpts, and
requests for indemnificationm in the order chat they were reoceived. Tf
there were insufficlent money in the Fund to meke a payment, then approved
work invoices, work receipts, and requestg for indemnification could be
paid only 1f revenuves of the Fund hecame available. Neither the Fund nor
the BState could be cansidered liable for approved work invoices, work
receipts, or redquests for iIndemnification if the Fund had 1insufficient
noney to meet the claims.

If a work receipt, work lavoice, or indemnification request were denied by
the Fund Admiulstrator, the operaror, within 14 days, could request a
review by the Board. Tf the Board determined that approval should have
been pgranted, the Administrator would have to do so. A person who was
denied approval after a review by the Board could request a contcsted casge
hearing pursuant to the Administrative Prucedures Act.

Loan and Interesl Subsidy Program

The Departmant of Treasury would be required to establish a lozn and
interest subsidy program that would provide loan and Lutercst subcldiaes to
operators of a petroleum underground storage tank saystem who werae eligible
to receive funding for corrective actions or indemnification. Money in the
Fund could not be used for loane, but tn provide loan subsidies to lenders
in the e¢vent of a default on a loan for the replacement of a petroleunm
underground storage tank system and to provide interest subsidies om such
loans. The subsidy program would have to have a Lhree-year open
application period beginning on the date thal the Fund baegan operating.
(NOTE: The bill 15 repcaled six wunths after Lte effective date.)
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Subsidies would have to be made, upon application, for the replacement of
existing petroleum underground storage tank systens wiLh systems that met
the requirements of the Federal Solld Waste Diapoeal Act for new
underground storage ctank vsystems installed afrer January 1, 1989. A
gubsidy would be valid for the enti{re loan period and the Department of
Treasury would have to sftructure the subsidy to provide for full payment to
approved applicants or their lending 4institutions prior to the repeal of
the bill's section requiring the subsidy program. A maxluuw of 20% of the
Fund's annual expenditures could be used for Lhe subsidy program.

roliey Board

The WMichigan Underground Storage Tank Financial Assurance Policy Board
would consist of 1l members including the Directors of the DMB, the DNR,
and the Department of State Police (or Lheir designces), the Stare
Treasurer {(or the [reasurer's designee), end seven wembers appointed by the
Governor with the advice ond consent nf the Senate. The Governor's
appointments would have to be made within 60 days after the bill's
affactive date and include one member from each of the following:

=-- An independent petroleum wholesale dJdistributor-marketer trade
association.

== A petroleun refiner-supplier trade assnciation.

—— A servicc station dealers'! trade association.

== A truck stop operators trade association.

—= An envirommental public interest organization.

—- The general public.

— Local government.

Appuiuted membera of the Bnard would secrve for a two-year term and
vacaneles would ha filled inm the same manner as original appointment. ‘the
DMrector of the DMB would have to call the Board's first meeting, 2L wlhich
it would elect a chairperson and other necessary officers from among its
members. Subsequent meetings would be wvalled by the chaixperson on his or
her own 1initiacive vr by the chairperson on patition of three or more
members. A meeting would have to he called for no later than 14 days after
rcceipt of such a petition. The board would have to comply with the Open
Maatings Act and a majority would constitute a quorum for the trausuction
of buslness. Action could be taken by the Hoard by a wajority of the votes
cast. The Board would have to advise the DMB end the Adminidstrarkor on ell
matters related to the bill's implcmentation.

Other Provisions

Financial Responsibility. Before being eligible to receivc moncy from the
financial assurance Fund in the eveunlL vf a releasz, an operator of a tank
system would be responsible for the firet §10,000 per underground storage
tank systew per relcacsc. (The bill specifies that this could be referred
to as & deduckible amount,)

DNR Respongibilities. If the DNR approved a corrective action plan under
the Leaking Underground Storage lank Act, it would heve to forward a copy
of the approved plan to the Fund Admiriotrator.
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In addition, after consultation with the Policy Board, the DNR would have
to prepare and annually update a List of approved contractors qualified to
undertake corrective actions. The list would have ro be made available
upon request. The Lill specifies, however, that in preparing the list, the
DNR wouuld not be reepousible or liable for the performance of the approved
contractors. A contractor would have to be suspended or removed from Lhe
1ist for fraud or other cause, as the DNR determined.

Liability. The bill could not be construed se creating any liability to
the State or making the State a guarantor of the financial assurance Fund.
In addition, the bill could not be construed to reljeve those eligible for
funding from any liability that could be incurred as the operator of an
wnderground storage tank system. The State would not be assuming any
liability of an operator eligible for funding; It would only be providing
such an operator assistance in wmeeting financial responsibility
requirements.

Dcpartmant of Treasury Study. The bill would require the Department of
Treasury to conduct a study, during the year preceding the repeal of the
gsection that would create the financial assurance Fund, "to datermine the
availability and cost of environmeutal inmpairment ingurance for owners and
operators of undergruund storaege tank zystems”, The Department would have
to repurl to the Legislature on the results of the study. (NOTE: The
entirc blll would he repealed six months after its effective date, so the
Department would not have a year before the section's repeal.)

Fund Reserves. Prior to the repeal of the sectlon that would ereate the
financial assurance Fund, the Statc Treasurer would have to reserve enough
money in rthat Fund to pay for work iJuvoices, work receipts, and
indennification refquaests denied by the Fund Adwinistrator, if the operator
requestad a review or contested hearing subsequent to the denial ur filed a
related lawsuit that was still pending. After the noney held in reserve
reverted to the Emergency Response Fuud, it would have to be used to pay
for work receipts, wurk inveices, and indemnification requests for
successful challenges to a denial by rhe Fund Adminisgtrator.

FISCAL TMPACT

Senate Bill 1018

Since the bill would allow for the eollection of feces only after six months
from the time of its enactment, and the bill would be repealed in six
wmonthe, there would be no fiscal impact. If the bill's registratlua and
enforcement programs were to be Iimplemented on a permauncit basis, however,
there would be increased revenues and cosis Lo the State, sas £ollnws.

Revenues: This bill would assess a $100 registration fee for all
uuderground otorage tanks. Since there are approximately 65,000 tanks
currently ragistered, annual revenues could yield 8§6,500,000. The
Napartment of State Police also estimates that approximately 25,000 tanks
are unregistered which could, with increased enforcement, generate
additional revenue. ‘There alsov could be somae revenua loss due to those
individuals' closlug their tanks due to the new fees.
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Coatr: The Department of State Police would require an addiclonal 22 FTIs
to enforee this bill. These employees would be paid from registration faes
at an estimated annual cost of $1,142,000. The Dcpartmant would also need
to contract for an estLiumated 100 £icld inspectors at the local level at a
cost of approximately £5,400,000. Vehicles, supplies, rentals and other
contractual supplies, assrvices and materials (CSS&M) costs are estimated at
$950,M0. Therefore, total costs would equal $7,492,000.

Fiscal Analyst: WM. Hansen

Sanate B111 1040

The blll'e provisions, if established on a full-year basis, would cost the
Department of Management and Budget an estimated $300,000 for first-year
administration. Based upon an estimate of 250 claima, Etha bill would
require the employment of an Administrator ond either three claim adjusters
ot funds wiith which to provida ¢imfiar support on a contractual basis., A
funding source for gsuch regulatory costs has not yet been determined.

Fiscal AnalysiL: B. Baker

Costs to the Departments of Treasury and Natural Raspurces are unot
available at this time.

Fiscal Analyst: G. Cutler

8788 S1018R5:88788

This analysis was prepared by nonpartisan Senate scaff for use by the
Senate in its deliberations and does not coustitute en officlal statement
of legislative intent.
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