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SENATOR WESELY: Thank you. Nr. Seaker, menbe

amendment is very simlar to the last anmendnent and obV| ously I
am di sappoi nted that we weren't able to do better than the pine
who voted in favorof the amendnment. O course, | understand
the circunstance that you' rein, but let me tell you again the
probl ems that you have by opening up the idea of any new service
and these new equi pnent and not having review unl ess they neet
those thresholds that are raised so dramatically in il
In addition, I. have some news to report to you that the Nbgl cal’

Center has just been through a CON review and hgas been turned
down by the CON Review Conmittee on a 4-3 vote. points out
once again how inportant it is to have an outS| de review,

whet her you' re tal king about a 40 or $50 nmillion project as i'n
the case of the Medical Center or a four or $500,000 project jj

the case of some of these new services or a 40 or $50,000
ﬁroj ect in the case of sone of these as well. You've got to
ave sonmebody independently taking a | ook at these issues and
then understanding the ram fications of t hem, t he cost
implications and the quality implicati ons, an independent
review, an independent examination of what is best for the
state, what is best for the public, what is best for the general

C|t|zenry is what we need to have. The systemwe have in place

is inadequate. It has not worked appropriately. The original
bill ~we had in 1979 |  think would have worked nuch better.
We've had, since 1981, a fractured systemand one t(nat | have

been di sappointed in as much as you have. pBuytwe have a way and
a means to inmprove that systemright now, but one of the worst
things we can do is make the change that is proposed by
including the list that | think is inmportant and fundamental
In addition to the Nedical Center decision that 55 iust been
announced, you know, about the Bergan Nercy case, that will
determ ned next week and Bergen Nercy obviously is very much
behind this |egislation and wants to see the Legi sl ature make
the determ nation of whether or not they should pe allowed to
provide for open-heart surgery. Again, are we the body to make
that decision? Are we the people conpetent to understand its
i mplicati ons for the other hospitals, for the citizens, to
understand what is best in ternms of quallty and cost in the 5.5
of open-heart surgery'? Andmy answer.is,. no, | don't think
we' re the right people to make that decision as we were not the
right people to nmake the decision on the Nedical center as to
its appropriateness. And so, again, | enphasize to you that
having an outside review process plays a role, serves a function

and has to be maintained. But what we' ve tried to do here under
this bill | think is reasonable up to the point of the list and
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