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Proceed.

SENATORLYNCH: Oh, | see. | think | have only tal ked that |ong
once since | have been here so it won't take e too long. \yhat
we would sinmply, like to suggest is that in this particular case,

gl ven the pUbl ic health concerns we should have across the
state, the legislation that, in fact, provides for needs across

the state, that this kind of a statewide responsibility ‘s
e

i mportant . The cost seens high, but in a sense isvery litt
when you consider the fact that this would deal primarily ith
preventative care. | don't know what the adage is but Iheard a

dollar in preventative care is worth about $10 in real costs of
ongoing care if you fail to recognize those primary npeeds and,

in fact, what this would do is provide care for those now
unserved, just so we understand that as yg||, plain addresses
four basic public health services that are listed in the

| egislation, and it al so provides, by the way, for the State
Director of Health to eval uate gng approve of a program for
public health in all of those six areas. |t also provi des that
information should be provided to the Legislature. I't al so
provides for the Director of Health, by the way, to appoint an
advisory council in each region. The advisory council would
consist of at |least one person fromeach of the counties \ithin

those six regions, and nost inportantly, | guess with grow ng
medi cal |y, again, indigent problenms we have in the state, which,
by the v\a% aren't nearly as serious as they are across the
country because Nebraska has done a very good_{ob providing,
through its Medicaid and Nedi care prograns, benefits that aren"t
found in nost other states. Byt this would even help our good
state in doing a better job. W would hope that you would give
this sone consideration. | know we have budget restraints. I
woul d hope that you wouldn't just routinely deny the opportunity
for this priority to be included anpngother priorities that

many of you have as it applies to our |imited funds, | would
admt to that. But give us a chance. | would hope that you
would simply permit this bill to continue g move woul d

. I
expect that when the tine cones we have to divvy up the pot, ¢4
to speak, that we would have to conpete with that pool of |one
and, hopefully, justify it on need, but that, we are a little
ways away fromthat. This is an unmet need that should be g
It is an important priority we should have. I't is asmall
amount of money that we would be spending in state funds but 5,
i nportant amount of noney that would have |asting and, | think,
very cost effective benefits to the state. Sinply ask that you
give serious thought to this and, hopefully, let 1t pass through
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