May 19, 1989 LB 187A, 187, 525

answer nost of these concerns, not necessarilK in the order of
i mportance or because | |ike onenenber of the Appropriations
Committee better than another, but as | can ¢t hink of them in
order. Senator Scofieldread fromthis docunent. This document
is wrong. Thi s document is right. |'mnot going to take the
time to read, because |"'mon ny tine. Al of these thi ngs where
it said the county has sole responsibility, operates in

different kind of standards and state |laws than we operate from

in Nebraska. There are, in fact, only four states in the

country, four states that nandate the counties pay any part at
all of the indigent health care issue, and]|'|l get into more
detail, if we have to. Secondly,ags far as the trade-off is
concerned, I dounderstand, and you fol ks shoul d understand gg
well  whenever an agency of state governnment comes into the
Appropriations Committee with the recomendation, |ike they did,

inthis case for a Medicaid readjustnent, funds {9 be matched

with federal funds and then changing the formula for
rei nbursement for the docs, that doesn't Come before the peagjth

and Human Services Commi ttee, obviously. It onlygoes to
Appropriations. But, quickly, | want to point out that's one of
the problens with the system you see. At the same time, in

Health and Human Services we were tal king about indigent care,
the Appropriations Conmittee was talking about a trade-off
already and it's in the traler bill, and wedidn't know
anything about it. | didn't try to create this problemor cause
it, believe ne. And | don't want to cause anybody any misery, |
support LB 525. But remenber that, renenber that, and that can
happen to any standing comrittee. As far as the kick in, the
kick-in in 1990 and '91, is intentional. W never did intend to
fund LB 187 in 1989-90, because we were told by the Depar t ment
of Social Services it would take at at |east a year to gear up
to administer this kind of legislation. Secondly, as far as
the...again, as far as the concern is aboutregardingthe
problemw th some constitutionality, everything in this bill
addresses the same subject, indigent care. Now the numbers
change because, obviously, we went from12 million to 7.2. I'm
not a | awyer, again, but | don't think that that should be a
problem | wunderstand maybe the dilenma and frustration of the
ApproFriations Committee, but this is probably as good an
exanpl e as we had for years around here where what ~we're doing
in one building, part of the building at the same tinme we're
doi ng sonmething else in another part of the building, we'reboth
trying to do the same thing and the whole problem pecomes
conplicated. Wiat we sinply did with this,and,by the way, |

al so want to correct sonething. | understand with the anendment
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