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qualities in good perspective. From a rural perspective they
have been nothing but additional costs. These Iists shoul d be
reviewed even if there is no cost involved, seens conpletely
unreasonable. QON hasn't  held down the cost care as Senator
Wesely would allege. |n his own handout he clains that health
care costs are going yp, but it says the fastest grow ng

conponent of health care expenditures in 1988 s professional
servi ces. Accordl ng to the annual report, reading directly from
Senator Wesely's handout, the cost of physician services

12.8 percent while the cost of services provi ded by hone heaf?%
optonetrists, nurses, therapists and these other type of people
went up al most 16' percent. So you can see this health care
conmponent is not sonething that is covered by certificate of
need or these lists, jt js covered by the increase in the
professional charges. | handed you out an exanple of what
certificate of need is costing our rural hospitals. ital
in NcCook, Nebraskaw shed to spend | ess than seven gr %58%(5
putin some electrical outlets for a portable CT scanner.

Because they were offering a new service that they had not
of fered before, the Health Departnment was requiring them ;g go

through a certificate of need review. The certificate of need
review costs five to $15000 for an accountant's time and
various professionals to help them put their, tgq put their
materials together, and the new service cost the hospital
not hi ng but el ectrical cutlets. cuyrrently if you'l | look at
our handout, if a doctor orders g d|agnost’|c QAT scan gof a

patient, he has to provide gmpulance.. .the hospital has to
provi de anmbul ance service to Kearney, pay for the caT scan in

Kearney, pay for the anbulance trip home, $308 for the
anbul ance, 370 to $80 for the CAT gcan. I'f that upjt we
avail able in NcCook, the cost of the CAT scan vvoul d be 5”70 §§
to  $295 with no ambul ance cost. It's a clear dermnstratlon of
why certificate of need costs us nore, and|'d ask youto oppose
this amendment to Wesely's amendnent, amendment to the
amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Baack, please, followed by
Senat or Schel | peper and Wesely.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, Nr. Speakerand members, | think we need
to, you know, we need to focus on exactly what this anendment is
and magoing to talk a little bit nore about the totality of
t he amendrrent we' re going to be talking about, but this

amendnent is specifically that in the amendment that Senator
Vesely first introduced, said that the capital expenditures for
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