January 25, 1982 LB 378

Nov/ I know Senator Marsh 1is interested in this issue

because this deals in part with the home health services

and they want to be under review. They want to have a
chance to go through the review process. Senator Cullan*s
version of the bill would virtually eliminate that chance,
and let me tell you why. One of the things that could be
done with the present language in the bill is they could
come in and theycould say, we are going to have this new
home health care service or anyservice and we are going

to probably spend about $200,000 on iz in the first year,
and you say, well, 1 guess that is under the threshold, so
you go ahead and you approve the project. Well, it doesn’t
get reviewed under that circumstance so it goes ahead and
gets instituted. The next yearor the following year at
some point all of z sudden that $200,000 project becomes a
$2 million project or a million dollar project, but since

it has already been initiated it can not have to go through
the same process of review that would be the case if they
had to come in under what my amendment says, and my amend-
ment says it has to be $100,000 minimum and you have to

look at it over a three year period so you know what the
future costs are going to be. It’s the same concept we have
here with new expenditures on new appropriations. We always
have an A bill so we know how much it is going to cost. And
Senator Warner has tried tc have projections up to Tfour
years 1in advance for a r?w expenditure, a new program in
state government which 1 know that what starts cut to be

a small project can turn out to be a big project, and we are
trying to say the same things applies in health care. You
can have a small project the first year that balloons into

a large project and costs a great deal of money in the
future. So that is the first part of this loophole amend-
ment that 1 think needs to be changed. The next one deals
with the question that follows very closely with that item,
that after a CON 1is approved right now if there is a devia-
tion from the project as it has been approved, they can...
the Health Department can pull them back in for an additional
review to find out what changes are going about and to
approve or deny those changes to the approval that was given
earlier. So what this does is piggyback. And the last
comment, If you go with these changes in 378, you could
come in with a project and you could get approval or you
could be exempted from approval and then you could change
the whole darn thing after you get it all taken care of and
there is no recourse for the Health Department to say, hey,
wait a minute, that is not what we approved. Under this
bill they would have a very large loophole to come in and

go through that process and then change it whatever way they
want without any sort of a reaction from the Health Depart-
ment being available. That would lead to a great croblem
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