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SENATOR MILLS: The only reason why, I don't differ with

you, the only reason why I'm hesltant about trving to change
that 1s 1in the previous description and maybe Senator Lewls
or Senator Fowler can enliphten us there, there 1s a defini-
tion of drug product select and that's the reason why I am
concerned about that particular area. There's Senator Clarx.
He's a pharmacist. Maybe he can tell us about that. Are
you aware of that Senator Clark?

SENATOR DUIS: ‘Would you do that, Senator Clark? 4Would vou
explain that to me why 1t is worded the way 1t 1s?

SENATOR CLARK: The reason the sign 1s worded +the way 1%t 1s
now 1s because 1t 1s taken directly out of the law, It's a
highly confusing sizn to most people. TIt's recundant in
saying that drug product select, which really 4dcesn't mean
anythlngs to the average individual. It's gettirg the product
selected and what they are attempting to put iIn here willl
merely clarify the language. I've had a lot of pharmacists
write me on this, telling me that the people can't even under=-
stand the sign and even the pharmacists think it's a very very
bad sign, but 1t was taken right out of the law. That's the
reason they put 1t 1in and I thlink what he 1s proposing here
certalnly would make 1t so that anyone comlng up before the
pharmacy to zet any product select would know what It means.
Prcduct select 1s only for a pharmacists use because you're
trylng to get something that 1s bloeequivalent and therapeuti-
cally equivalent to something else and that's what they are
attempting to say here that they can take something that 1is
therapeutlcally equivalent at a less cost unless the peorle
that want thils do not want it. Personally, I think 1t 1s a
good amendment.

SENATOR DUIS: T reallze that too, but I was wondering if
you might look at page 949 of the present statute. I'm not
concerned about the change in the sign. I think that's great
and the way 1t should be but I was wondering if you might
explain to me on line nine, page 949, of vour Journal.
SENATOR HEFNER: Senator Duls, you have one minute left,

SENATOR DUIS: Okay, on line nine, 1f you would read line nine
and ter. and see 1f 1t 1s necessary that 1t read that way.

SENHATOR CLARK: Unless the pharmacist may drue product select
a drug, product?

SENATOR DUIS: Yes.

SENATOR CLARK: Well, that's what the law says now.
SENATOR DUIS: ©No, but I say 1Is that a necessary lanruase?
SENATOR CLARZ: Yo, 1t 1s not.

SENATOR DUIS: I didn't think so and I was wonderine why.

SENATOR CLARK: The only thing I think he is tryving to do

i1s change the sipgn that 1s 1n the drug store at the presen®
time.

SENATOR DUIS: Well, I realize that.

SENATOR CLARK: So that it is not a redundant type thine.

o702



