HOUSE AMENDMENT
Bill No.HB 1713

Amendnment No. (for drafter’s use only)

CHAMBER ACTI ON

Senat e House
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11| Representative Anbler offered the foll ow ng:
12
13 Amrendnent (with title amendnent)
14 Renmove line(s) 1168-1188, and insert:
15 Section 30. Subsections (2) and (3) of section 766. 203,
16| Florida Statutes, are anended to read:
17 766. 203 Presuit investigation of nmedical negligence clains
18| and defenses by prospective parties.--
19 (2) Prior to issuing notification of intent to initiate
20| nedical malpractice litigation pursuant to s. 766.106, the
21| claimant shall conduct an investigation to ascertain that there
22| are reasonable grounds to believe that:
23 (a) Any nanmed defendant in the litigation was negligent in
24| the care or treatnent of the claimnt; and
25 (b) Such negligence resulted in injury to the claimnt.
26
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Corroboration of reasonable grounds to initiate nedical
negligence litigation shall be provided by the claimant's
subnmi ssion of a verified witten medical expert opinion froma
medi cal expert as defined in s. 766.202(5), at the tine the
notice of intent to initiate litigation is mailed, which
statenment shall corroborate reasonabl e grounds to support the
cl aim of nedical negligence. This opinion and statenent are

subj ect to discovery.

(3) Prior toissuing its response to the claimant's notice
of intent to initiate litigation, during the tine period for
response authorized pursuant to s. 766.106, the defendant or the
defendant's insurer or self-insurer shall conduct an
investigation to ascertain whether there are reasonabl e grounds
to believe that:

(a) The defendant was negligent in the care or treatnent
of the claimant; and

(b) Such negligence resulted in injury to the clai mant.

Corroboration of |ack of reasonable grounds for nedical
negligence litigation shall be provided with any response
rejecting the claimby the defendant's subm ssion of a verified
witten medical expert opinion froma nedical expert as defined
ins. 766.202(5), at the tine the response rejecting the claim
is mailed, which statenent shall corroborate reasonabl e grounds
for lack of negligent injury sufficient to support the response

denying negligent injury. This opinion and statenent are subject

to di scovery.
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========—==—===—===—= T | TLE AMENDMENT
Renmove line(s) 80, and insert:

F.S.; providing for discovery of
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