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Readers may have reached their limit as coverage on the health care reform bill approached the vote in Congress this past weekend, so the first two bills covered in today’s edition will be more of the same, but a little different and “closer to home.”  
House Bill 10-1024:  A provision in a bill passed during the 2008 legislative session (HB 08-1061) is being repealed by HB 1024.  The portion of HB 08- 1061 that allowed advanced practice nurses (APNs) to declare or certify a patient terminally ill for the purpose of triggering end-of-life decisions is being eliminated (what were they thinking), and leaves such ability to the sole discretion of a physician.  However, if passed, HB 1024 will allow APNs to “retain the ability to enter declarations for medical treatment into a patient’s record and participate in their end-of-life care under state law.”

Note:  HB 1024 even if passed will not take effect if House Bill 10-1025 discussed below passes and is signed into law by Governor Ritter.  
Lead Sponsors of House Bill 10-1024:

Representatives David Balmer, R-Arapahoe, Capitol phone: 866-2935 and


Jim Riesberg, D-Weld, Capitol phone: 866-2929

Senator Suzanne Williams, D-Arapahoe, Capitol phone: 866-3432

House Bill 10-1025:  This bill updates the “Colorado Medical Treatment Decision Act” by repealing and re-enacting certain rights of patients and creates a procedure to make such decisions in advance through a written declaration.  

HB 1025 was recommended by a 2009 Interim Committee on Hospice and Palliative Care in Colorado.  The bill modifies “various medical terms, adds new terms, removes from statute the legal form for declaration as to medical or surgical treatment and allows for existing declarations and declarations made in other states as long as they do not violate Colorado law upon passage of the bill.”  


The term “artificial nourishment” replaces “artificial nutrition and hydration,” the term “lacking decisional capacity” replaces “incompetent,” and a new term, “persistent vegetative state,” has been added “in order to clarify different medical conditions under which the act shall be applied.”  

The bill states, “It is the intent of the General Assembly that nothing in this article shall have the effect of modifying or changing currently practiced medical ethics or protocol with respect to any patient in the absence of a declaration as provided for in Section 15-18-104 of the Colorado Revised Statutes.  If passed, the bill takes effect August 11, 2010 provided the legislature adjourns on May 12, 2010 as scheduled and no referendum petition is filed.  
Lead Sponsors of House Bill 10-1025:

Representative Ellen Roberts, R-Archuleta/La Plata/


Montezuma/San Juan, Capitol phone: 866-2914

Senator Linda Newell, D-Arapahoe/Jefferson, Capitol phone: 866-4846

House Bill 10-1062:  This bill can be interpreted as a statement on the ethics and integrity of politics in today’s world.  HB 1062, “Concerning the Ability to Allow a County to Purchase Crime Insurance Coverage in Lieu of Surety Bonds,” would allow counties to “purchase crime insurance coverage in lieu of surety bonds to protect against potential malfeasance by county officers, their deputies and certain employees while in office.”  The county officers covered by the bill include county commissioners, clerk and recorders, sheriffs, coroners, treasurers, assessors and surveyors.

Additional provisions in the bill apply to county officers who collect monies, and specify that monies collected must be transferred to the county treasurer “within 30 days of receipt.”  At the time of transfer, the officer “is required to provide a signed and sworn statement detailing all monies collected and deposited with the treasurer.”  

Bills such as this one, whereby specific regulations are put in place, are a real benefit to taxpayers.  Such regulations eliminate the conduct or procedures that far too many elected officials take advantage of as “it’s discretionary” and use as a way of wielding power never intended by the legislature.  

Under current law, an elected officer is individually responsible for meeting the bond requirements to take office.  The drawback to passage of HB 1062 is that cost of such crime insurance coverage will be borne by a county, not the individual official, which in this writer’s opinion gives new meaning to greedy.  The bill’s effective date is August 11, 2010, assuming adjournment on May 12, 2010 as scheduled and no referendum petition is filed.  
Sponsors of House Bill 10-1062:  

Representative Sue Schafer, D-Jefferson, Capitol phone:  866-5522

No sponsor as yet in the Senate

House Bill 10-1124:  As the recession continues, neglect of animals and abuse is demanding more and more attention.  HB 1124 changes requirements and procedures for animal control officers who are identified as peace officers with limited authority to enforce ordinances and resolutions related to pet animal control.  

If passed, the significant changes HB 1124 will require:

· prohibits hiring an individual who has been convicted of a felony;
· requires each governmental entity that employs animal control officers to use identification cards that the officer must carry; 

· requiring animal control officers to submit to, and pay for, a fingerprint-based criminal background check (current fee is $38.50); 

· county training standards must be aligned with the standards required by the State Bureau of Animal Protection (BAP);

· increased the liability insurance entities are required to carry from $100,000.00 to $1,000,000.00; and

· changes the search warrant procedure from an administrative subpoena to a criminal search warrant, which can be obtained from an administrative law judge.  

Bonding requirements are also revised under HB 1124. 

· if an animal is seized in a neglect or abuse case, the owner may pay a bond to cover the costs for care of the animal during the investigation to ensure that the impound agency does not dispose of the animal;

· owner is responsible for all costs for the care of the animal;

· current law is amended to only require the owner to pay for the cost for care of the animal if the owner is found guilty, but if found not guilty, the owner is entitled to recover the entire bond; and

· if an animal is sold, the owner (if found not guilty) is also entitled to the entire proceeds from the sale of the animal.

Probably unknown to most readers is that the Department of Agriculture is required to place the dangerous dog database online for public access. 

Sponsors of House Bill 10-1124: 

Representative Wes McKinley, D-Baca/Bent/Huerfano/Las Animas/


Otero/Prowers, Capitol phone:  866-2398

No sponsor as yet in the Senate 
Senate Bill 10-105:  This is one of those bills that causes a taxpayer/ordinary citizen to wonder at what level of self-serving elected officials will stop at, but preventing such went down in flames with the postponement indefinitely (killed) of SB 105, on a party line vote of 3 to 2.  (Democratic Senators Boyd, Bacon and Heath voting to postpone the bill; Republican Senators Cadman and Schultheis voted against postponement.)  
The bill, “Concerning the Expenditure of State Money to Disseminate Information in the Mass Media that Features Specified Elected State Officials,” would have prohibited the elected state officials subject to the campaign contribution limits under the campaign finance provision of the state constitution and their employees “from expending public money, [or from authorizing the expenditure of any public moneys], on any print or visual media announcement, broadcast, website, or similar type of public communication that refers to the elected official or his or her employees by name or likeness.”  A state official or employee found in violation of the prohibition could have been fined from 2 to 5 times the amount of the expenditure.  
Elected officials subject to the prohibition of such expenditures would have included the Governor, Lieutenant Governor, Secretary of State, State Treasurer, Attorney General, members of the General Assembly, members of the State Board of Education and members of the Board of Regents of the University of Colorado.  


Lead sponsor of SB 105 was Senator Bill Cadman, R-El Paso.  At the time of postponement, the bill had no sponsor in the House of Representatives.  

The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com. 
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