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are saying we do want to carry this nore consistently, wed li ke
to have our policy, and as a mat t er of fact they have already
set a policy in place that says we' re going to carry this policy
t hr oughout the organization. That is to their credit. The
don't  have to do that. I f they are then bogged down by 106
and have a d!fferent set, and as a matter of fact as |
understand it a |esser degree of testing stringency t han t hey
al ready have in place, they could, I don't know what —{pey wjl |
do, but they coul d just say we're not going to test anybody
ot her than our saf ety sensitive people that the feds mandate

to do. dyoure | ooking for equalization and treatmnment
for drug testlng an protectlon of rights for drug testing, it
seems to me that you' repmking a maj or st epbackwards by
encouragi ng a conmpany to not test people that they would like to
carry it to. They will test what they have to, and they can

el ect not to test anybody el se. If they have this amendnment in,
this amendnment says the same thing, you don't have to test
anybody else, you still only have to test your safety gepsitive
people in this manner. You don't have to test any other

enpl oyees. But it says, if you do want to test other enplioyees,
you will do it by the same set of stringent guidelines that

you' re testing the safety sensitive enployees. Now it makes
sense to me. I don't know what the other transportation
industry situation is. | don't know how that will be affected.
There could be sonmething that 1"mnot aware of, anq | certainly
would stand porrecteq if 1'm proven wrong. Byt the way it
appears to me it's a fairly sinple choice. |f you don't adopt

th|S anEndWEnt you are al | owi ng t he rail road |ndustry to ]USt
sinply take a step backwards and acconpl ishing less than you
really are purporting to try to do. woul d recomend t hat we
adopt the anmendnent. |'d reconmend as Iong as we're going to
have LB 1062 in there we ought to take advantage of an ent|ty
that wants to carry it throughout their whole organization on
equal terns and be done with it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Di scussion continues. Senator

Kristensen, followed by Senators Hall, Lynch, Bernard-Stevens
and Abboud.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN:  Thank you, Nr. Speakerand members. | rise
again to support the Wehrbein anmendnent, |g offer this
as maybe a possible sol ution of something e sho o do at this
point in time. There has been somequestion as to the
del egation violation and thus paking this amendment somewhat
unconstitutional . | happen to disagree with that view, but |
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