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facility, this Legislature, as a met h o d o f encouraging t he
additional facilities that are being asked for in this project,
then we ought to demand, w e ought not to just ask i n a
r oundabout wa y , we ought to d emand that there be maximum
cooperation in all areas. All of us are well aware of the fact
t hat wh e n we ne ed surgery we like to go to the best possible
source, and as the practices diminish in the r ura l a re a s , i t is
inevitable that we' re g oi ng to go toward Omaha and L i n c o l n .
That is just a matter of common sense and n o o n e wo u l d ar gu e
with that very much. But I want to emphasize that we have
reached the saturation point for many people today in what they
can afford for health care cost and I do not buy the argument on
this floor one minute that although these are not tax dollars,
that they are not taxpayer dollars, t hey a r e t axp a y e r d ol l a r s .
They co m e ou t of the pockets of every single Nebraskan, east ,
west , n o r t h o r sou t h , r ura l , u r b a n , w h a te v e r y o u a r e . What I am
saying is that we need to ask and we n ee d t o d e mand that t h e r e
be c o o p e r a t i o n . We ' r e not getting it now. This r e s o l u t i o n , as
I offer the amendment, I hope you will read ' t carefully, a l l ows
for the construction to proceed under the f inancing plan as
r equested b y t h e univer s i t y , bu t i t does not say that the
Legislature of the State of Nebraska has r eviewed t h e p r opo s a l
and has found the improvements necessary, that we have found the
park in g l ot ne ce ssar y , we have found the additional operating
rooms necessary, we don't know that. We don't know that. I f
t her e i s an yone h ere who d oe s k n o w t h a t , t hen t h a t i nd i v i d u al
has a responsibility and the obligation to stand up h er e and
say, ye s , I kn ow that they do need those rooms, ye s , I kn ow.
It's probably easier, a s Senato r H a b e rman h a s said, to point out
that they do need the parking lot. I'm not arguing about t h at
although I pr edicted last year that they would build a parking
lot. But what I am saying is, do you want to put yourself in
the position of the CON committee? It has been suggested that
the CON has outlived its time. Ladies and gentlemen, we a r e
contributing to the demise of the CON committee if we a ct i n
their stead in this instance. It isn't easy to stand u p h e r e
and ra i se t h ese issues. I t is not easy. I do not enjoy to
disagree with the procedural methods of the Appropr i a t i on s
Committee. T hey have worked long and hard on this and I'm sure
they have raised many questions that I h aven' t t h ou gh t about,
but I t h i n k i t is not the proper method, and ther e i sn ' t any
person here who can tell me why we s hould app r o v e t he p r oj ec t
when w e a r e r ea l l y only c al l ed up o n t o approve t h e f un d i n g .
Ladies and gentlemen, we are making another mistake. We made a
mistake last year when we did not adopt my amendment. We make a
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