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think it would be appropriate, if this amendnent is pl aced
for Senator Wehrbein or soneone to ask the Attorney General tb
e

exam ne that issue for any constitutional flaws. Now | I b
the first one to say | suppose if the Attorney Generaﬂ 's Opi ai on
isn't as you |ike it, that's justanother |awer's opinion.

And, if it turns out the way we want it, it's the greatest thing
since sliced bread. But quite frankly | think the body would
probably be well servedto at |east have the area exam’'ned and
| ooked at by the Attorney General, anpd certainly would e one
that woul d be appropriate before Select File, nat or Wehrber n.
In general terms, if we' re going to look at having 5 group of
i ndividuals, who nust be tested by the federal drug policies
and the Federal Department of Transportation Regul ations, and
you' re going to have sone people who aren't required to be that
way in the company. And if you |l ook at it in classes of
enpl oyees, you' ve got the A class may be the line workers, the
B class enpl oyees may be maintenance people, ghgc may be the
clerical, the administrative, the big-wigs or whoever. Quite
frankly those conpanies don't have to ?est those people. The
only ones they have to test are the ones the feds say you nust.

If we don't put in these sorts of procedures, | think what
wind up is the conpany will say, Iook,},\h should we ness with
doing the state rules and then doing the ederal 'r il €87 Let's

just do the federal rules and be done with it, zndthus we won't
test any of our Class B and Class C workers. | tnink that's bad
public policy. | think you' ve got conpanies rigﬁt nowth t are
testing everybody. | want to encourage everybody continuing tq
be tested. Quite frankly, if we don't adopt Senator \Wehrbein's
amendnment, | think you' ré going to see two or three (|gsses of
peopl e who won't be tested anynmore. And | think that underm nes
the public confidence of the testing. Senator Chambers woul d
bring out the point and say, wel|, not every conpany has that

good policy. Absolutely true, apsolutely true. Companies that
refuse to want to have good policies are hot going to have good

policies, we' re not going to be able to take them down and tw st
their arm  and this Legislature is not in a position right now
to mandate who should be tested and who shouldn' t. gy for the
vast mejority of conpani es who have a good policy at this poi nt,
I think a federal preenption amendment, sipilar to what Senator
Wehrbein has proposed, would be a good approach and wil | keep
people in the testing |lines and will be one that we can |ive
with rather confortably. Wth that, | agree with Senator
Norrissey's face at the noment. | want to vote on this bill, |

want to get this thi ng noved. | V\ant to go do somet hi ng else
Tonorrow | see Senator Johnson's bill comng down the ITne wth
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