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benefits? | see none, and even with the Chanbers apendnent, |
would argue that you don't peed the anendment to the bill.
There has to be a reason for it and | nean gutside of saying,
well, they are covered under a federally nandated program 't ha

is okay. | mean it is only, if you read the amendment tnat

Senator  Wehrbein has handed, if the empl oyer applies the
procedures. Well, what if the enployer doesn't apply the

procedures, do we go out andcheckit? |t is a federal proara
they are not gogl’ ng to be covered if we adopt tﬁlrs aPrengrrem.

Vho guarantees that those procedures gare being applied to those
individuals in their work force that aren"t covered under the
current federal progranf | seeno need for jt and | would
oppose the Wehrbein anendment even with the adoption of the
Chanbers amendnment to it because | just think that this s our
bailiwick in which to set the groundrules, not the federa
government's, and | think that we would be iving. them the
ability to jump in even into our unenploynment regul ations wth
regard to eligibility and ineligibility, andl think that is a
poor standard to bring into this section of statutes and into
this bill. | would urge you to reject the Wehrbei n amendnent .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Further discussion on the Chanbers
anendnent to the \hrbein anendnent. Senator Nelson, would you
care to discuss jt, followed by Senators Hefner,
Bernard-Stevens, Abboud, Chizek, Kristensen, and Wehrbein.
Senator Nelson.

SENATOR NELSON: Nr. Speaker, and nenbers of the body, in the

first place, | want to cormend Senat or Wehrbein for biting into
t his not havi ng heard LB 1062. He n‘aybe has nmore nerve than |'d
have. I am not an attorney so I"can't tell you that exactly
that | have all of this correct. However, | ama lay person and

I amalso familiar with the operation of the railroads and so on
and so forth, and this was where it was origi nal |y bl’OUght.

Senator Hall alluded. .| have mixed emptions on this. |ptne
first place, | have a little problemin | probably could support
this amendnent of Senator Wehrbein's, in the discussion on

LB 1062, the railroads were preempted under the federal |
believe sometinme around Januarylst of this year as to
r egul ations. Wel I, then,whether the state should preenpt or
the federal should preenpt, | amwell aware that (he rajilroads
operate in 16 or 19 states, and | can see a rmonunental problem
for themif the 16 or 19 states have individual alcohol and drug

testing rules and regulations, and | don't think that calls for
efficient operation of the railroads and, frankly, | don' t
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