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confidentiality of patient identity and imposes certain duties
on t h e EN S p r ov i de r s . We have done the amendment this way
simply as a matter of convenience. I n a nutshell, the E N S
provider must request notification which is then provided to the
physician designated by the provider within 48 hours. O nly t h e
fact of diagnosis is revealed, never the identity. Prov isions
a re made in t h e bill for diagnostic testing. I f t h e r e h a s
been...a patient has the right to refuse the consent to testing.
The bill is not a substitute in any way for positive act io n by
the ENS provider. And I think it's important to emphasize that
all health care facilities a nd prov i d e r s = t o ad o p t p r o c e d u r e s
addressing methods of preexposure s afegua d s and p o st ex p o s u r e
risk reduction. I would u r ge t h e b ody ' s adoption of the
amendment. We passed out a summary of the bill and, a s I sa i d ,
I would urge the adoption.

PRESIDENT: Sen at or Wesely, did you wish tospeak about t he

S ENATOR WESELY: T h an k y o u . Nr. President and members, I w o u l d
rise in support of the amendment and ask the body toadopt i t
and then I would also ask the body t o ad v a nc e t h e b i l l . I
chaired the hearing on this legislation. If you look at LB 157,
you wi l l se e a gr e at n u mber o i i nd i v i d u a l s t est i f i ed i n support
of it at the hearing. There were also a number of opponents to
the bill. The opponents were very concerned about the original
p iece o f l eg i s l at i on w h i c h w a s similar to a bill that Senator
Chizek introduced last year. We did work toward compromise last
year and did advance a bill at the end of the session. We went
back to work once again and further compromised in trying to
a rr i v e at a con sen s u s on this issue. Where we' re at ,
essentially, is that the original bill that's before us, withou t
the amendment, would be intrusive of personal confidentiality
and I wo uld object and I think the Health and Human Services
Committee would object to it. But recognizing the integrity and
honesty of Senator Chizek, we knew that he would come back with
this amendment and work out t he d ifferences of different
individuals. The different parties i nvolved , t h e med i c a l
association and the hospital association, I una r s t a n d , ar e
agreed to this amendment. I am not yet certain o f o t h e r
potent i a l l y i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s and I don't know if everybody has
r eal l y h ad a ch an ce to review the language in detail. I ,
personally, haven't but I think the thrust of it i s f i ne . I
think the i n tent is good and we' re certainly better off with
this amendment than the original bill. C urrent l y , Sen a t o r
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