
A pri l 1 3 , 1 9 8 9 LB 429

hospitals. We need some independent observations to help us out
in our decision-making process. But Senator Wesely has said the
certificate of need board came and said, you don't need to build
that hospital, correct, S enator W e s e l y ? Now I agr e e wi t h
Senator Baack's bill. I think we need to raise the l imi t a t i o n s
in it and make it m ore reasonable, but I still think the
certificate of need process is serving a purpose that it has to
serve and I guess I wish sometimes we'd listen to a little more
and in the case of the University of Nebraska Medical Center, I
guess I wish we would have waited until some of the experts give
us an opinion of what we should do. Instead we locked ourselves
in to spending $48 million, or in bonds, it's not General Fund,
but it's a $48 million expenditure that is going to be paid for
by patient fees that this body approved without listening to the
experts. I think the certificate of need can serve a purpose.
I'm going to vote against Senator Wesely's amendment here. I
don't think this is the way to do it, but I think he is raising
a very valid point. We' ve got to turn it off s omewhere, w e' v e
got to do something and just turning everybody loose is not the
answer to the question, so I ' l l be voting against Senator
Wesely's amendment and I ' l l eventually be voting for Senator
Baack's b i l l b u t l e t ' s think about it . Let's try and d o
something and let's remember that the University of Nebraska Ned
Center . You know, i t ' s a lways easy t o s a y w e n eed t o spend
money on these fancy programs but we n eed s o mebody o ut t h e r e
that independently looks and makes sure we' re spending our money

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Baack, followed by Senator Crosby.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, N r . S p e ake r and me mbers , I r i se i n
opposition to this amendment also. I just do want to comment
that as Senator Wesely noted that the announcement came that the
Medical Center had been turned down. T he impl i c a t i o n wa s t h e r e
that if this bill in place we wouldn't have had that r eview o f
that project which is simply not true b ecause t h at w a s a
$47 million proj ect. That project would have been subject to
r eview e v e n t hou g h that 429 had been in place, so that still
would have happened. We would have still had the review of that
project, so that simply does not affect this. Nr. Speaker, t he
thing t h a t I wou l d l i ke t o d o i s I wo u l d l i ke y o u t o ru l e on t he
germaneness of this amendment. I t seems like that this bill
talks about the licensure of hospitals, not the certificate of
need law. I would question the germaneness of this.

w isel y .
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