April 13, 1989 LB 429

the first in a nunber of anmendments that |' ve had drafted but it
is the amendnment that | think nost clarifies and takes care of
the concerns | have with this piece of |egislation. want  t
commend the providers, particularly the Hospital Association an8
Roger Keetle, for having attenpted over the course of the |ast
few weeks to sit down with me and try and work out sone
conpromises on this bill. The Baack anendnent is adopted, the
conmttee anendnents, did help to some degree to deal with those
concerns | have, But the fundanental problemwe still have
remaining with this pieceof legislation is the question about
what oversight this state will have to review new services, new
equi prent, expensive new services and expensive new equi pnent’ 7
That is reall y the fundanental issue remaining as far as

see because the other types of issues that we have in the E)iIF P
think are fairly reasonable. They cone out of a study that was
done by a task force that was pulled together by the committee

and appointed by me two years ago. This task force was chaired
by Dale TeKol ste and did come up with a report two years sgo. A
bill was introduced |ast year to jnplenent the report.
Unfortunately we had a conflict between the hospitals and the
nursing hones and as a result we weren't able to proceed on that
pi ece of Iegislation. Wel | the hospitals and nursing homes ¢4t
down —and - worked = {ogether = and came back with LB 429.
Unfortunately, they took the original ecomendations and the
original bill from |ast year and they substantially enhanced
their benefit fromthat piece of |egislation. They took the
threshol ds that we recomended and made them much hi gher so t hat

there would be mor e exenptions to thereview. They made some
ot her changes, particularly with the question about ngw servi ces

being reviewed and added those into the bill to ¢ rther weake
and water down certificate of need beyond what was recomende
by that task force that had been formed, a weakening far beyond

what | think is justified. And so, of course, | did not feel
confortable with those additional changes. | did feel
confortable with the original base of the changes in changing
the process, the procedures. —|npstead of having two different
reviews, one review would occur. Instead of a very el ongat ed
review you woul d have a very streamined review. Inst ead of

having some things reviewed in a big way in a traditional
fashion, you'd haveto call nonsubstantive review for these
types of operations that really are not controversial and can be

reviewed rather easily, or don't even need to be reviewed, gt

all in the case of home health services. So |l think the base
and guts of this bill has gone a long way to help the hospitals
and the health providers of this state. And what | t hink js
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