Minutes from the ENA Forensics Legislative Subcommittee
17 August 2010

Attendees: Barb Bachmeier, Paula Reiss, Holly Renz, Leslie Cook, Mary Neddo, Sharon Langlotz

1. Sex Crime Compensation Forms – Holly completed the information letter that accompanies the sex crime compensation form that is given to victims at the time of the medical-legal examination. The letter was reviewed by the participants. Mary is concerned of the verbiage regarding private insurance provider. The issues of who will pay for other tests for injuries sustained when the victim does not cooperate and wants law enforcement involved.  Mary will discuss with her VAWA contacts to make sure statement in the information letter is in compliance with federal law.

a. Also discussed is the issue of reimbursement of the Medical Screening Exam (MSE). 
b. It was suggested that once letter is approved by ICJI that the letter sent out to providers utilizing the form should be endorsed by INCASA, ENA, and IAFN. This will ensure buy-in from the organizations and help with the dissemination to multiple organizations.
c. Discussion of possible groups were identified to whom we could distribute the letter are American Hospital Association (AHA), Indiana Rural Health Association (IRHA), Emergency Nurses Association (ENA) and Indiana Coalition Against Sexual Assault (INCASA).

2. Anonymous Reporting – After much discussion the general consensus of the participants is the  statutory wording needs to be revised. The biggest concern was the storing of  the forensic samples when a victim did not want to involve law enforcement. The problem is SATCs are storing theses samples in their own refrigerated facilities until the proper law enforcement agency comes to pick up the forensic samples and store in their own forensic evidence facility. The current statute’s language is ambiguous regarding responsibilities of each local SART members. The current statute, they way it is written, is causing numerous second and third order effects such as how are the anonymous kits labeled, who is responsible for picking up the samples, where is the proper place to store the kits and who is the responsible agent to notify the patient when and if the kit gets destroyed. These are just come of the problems the group has encountered.
a.  A suggestion was made by Mary and Sharon that it would be helpful to get the SART team, (consisting of ICJI, INCASA, IPAC, Indiana Sheriffs’ Association, Indiana Chief of Police Association, etc.) together to talk about the problems SATCs are experiencing and develop proper statutory language to present to the legislature to rectify the numerous issues encountered by SATCs, advocacy groups and ICJI.
b. Mary will speak with Anita Carpenter in regards to bringing together the original group to work these issues.
c. The statute states that each county prosecutor has the responsibility to develop a plan for the secured storage of samples.

3. We did not get to the other items of the agenda due to time constraints. Our next teleconference meeting is 23 September 2010 at 1000.
4. Paula will send out a meeting reminder with call in information. 
5. Barb will resubmit the agenda, along with the minutes from 17 August 2010 to continue the follow up on Items #1, 2.
6. Mary will update us on the language of the information letter so we can move forward with our other actions items.
7. Next meeting: 23 September 2010 at 1000.


Respectfully submitted,


Barb Bachmeier
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