Nay 4, 1989 LB 769

SENATOR LINDSAY: | think what it is referrlng tois certlfyl ng
the medical record itself, that the nedical ord ho th at
that abortion is necessary to prevent the worran death v\()ecause
| think it istalking about therecord |tself, it should show
her health or her condition, and the physician would merely o
the certification of that record, that 1s the way | interpret It
| guess.

SENATOR CHANBERS: All right, do you see the difference now in
your havi ng read it and it made it clear to me bet ween my
amendment  and yours? Yours relates only to death, the
possibility of death. Are you with ne?

SENATOR LI NDSAY: Yeah, but the problem!|' ve got is | haven'
been able to find ny copy so go ahead and keep tal king while I
grab the statute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: O(ay The section that | want to save from
being repealed by you, and the only way | can do it is by
witing it out and making it an amendnent to yours "This
section shall not apply when an emergency situation e&nsts such
that continuation of the pregnancy provides an inmmediate (preat
and grave risk to the life or health. .." Your amendnment in 769
deals only with a life threatening si tuati on. The current | aw
in 347 says a threat to life or health, and you don't want this
provision to apply to where the health is threatened by the

continuation of the pregnancy? |n other words, you want the
doctor to have to certify that it s a situation that would

result in death if the abortion is not performed, gther than as
the current law says, there is an inmediate threat to life or
health, that is the difference.

SENATOR LINDSAY: |s that sonething, | guess in question form?

| guess the response would be that guess you run into a
gquestion of health and what constitutes a rlsk to the health
i
t

the mnor, as far as...we knowthat if it is a risk of death,
clearly that includes any mmjor problenms relating to her health.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  But you are aware that this |anguage that |
amtal king about is in the present |aw?

SENATOR LINDSAY: Yeah, no question about that. It i .no

guestion that it is subsection (3) of the statute |ntended to ‘be
repealed.
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