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any sort of coverage or protection they have to get insurance? 
Is there any required notice to these people of the situation 
that they're getting into and what they have to do to protect 
themselves?

SENATOR CONNEALY: We don't...we don't address notice here.
What we're doing...we're trying to do is address where 
we...where people believe they're covered and they're not, and 
trying to close as many of those holes that people in good faith 
believe that they have insurance and then end up an exclusion 
being applied to them that they don't ...
SPEAKER KRISTENSEN: One minute.
SENATOR CONNEALY: ...understand.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Okay. Well, Senator, I thank you and applaud
you for what you're doing here and perhaps we'll have room for a 
continuing discussion on some of these other aspects on a more 
pertinent bill. Thank you.
SPEAKER KRISTENSEN: Senator Coordsen.

SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Members of the body,
I too ripe to support the return, but for...while I agree with 
the previous conversations, there's another part of the bill 
that I think we ought to address, and that is the authorization 
for the Workers' Compensation Court to modify lump sum 
settlements if they believe there's going to be medical costs 
incurred from that injury in the future. For those of you that 
don't know, I spent quite a number of years on Business and 
Labor Committee and one of the things that bothered me is many 
times, back in those days, lump sum settlements were dangled in 
front of people who had never had much money of anything other 
than their weekly or biweekly salary, and people agreed to 
settlements that...that, over time, proved not to be in their 
best interest. And I believe that this is, in fact, a really 
good addition, to allow the knowledgeable people in the court to 
modify those agreements if they believe the injury is of the 
type that might cause further medical costs in the future. So I 
support the return for that particular part of the amendment.
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