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hospitals. We need sonme i ndependent observations to help us out

i n our decision-maki ng process. But Senator Wesely has said the
certificate of need board came and said, you don't need to build

that hospital, correct, Senator Wesely? Now | agree with
Senator Baack's bill. | think we need to raise the [imitati ons
init and make it more reasonable, but | still think the

certificate of need process is serving a purpose that it has
serve and | guess | wish sonetines we'd listen to a little nore
and in the case of the University of Nebraska Medical Center,
guess | wish we would have waited until some of the experts give
us an opinion of what we should do. I nstead we | ocked oursel ves

in to spending $48 mllion, or in bonds, it's not General Fund,
but it's a $48 nmillion expenditure that 1s going to be paid

. . ; h . for
by patient fees that this body approved wi thout listening to t%e
experts. I think the cgrtificate of need canserve a purpose.
"' mgoing to vote against Senator \sselv's amendment here
don't think this is the way to do it, bL)J/t It |nﬁnﬁe is raisingI
a very valid point. We' ve got to turn it off gsomewhere, weve
got to do something and just turning everybody |oose is not the
answerlto the question, so I'll  be voting against Senator
Wesel y's amendment and 1'l1 eventual Iy be voting for Senator
Baack's bil I but let's think about it. Let's try and do
something and let's remenber that the University of Nebraska Ned
Center. You Kknow, it's  always easy to say weneed to spend
noney on these fancy prograns but "we peed somebody out there
t hat independently | ooks and nmekes sure we' re spending our npney
wisely.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Baack, followed by Senator Crosby.

SENATOR BAACK:  Yes, Nr. Speaker and members, | rise in
opposition to this amendment also. | just do want to comment
that as Senator Wesely noted that the announcenent cane that t%e

Medi cal Center had been turned down. Theimplicati th
that if this bill in place we wouldn't have hAd That " eciew  of

that project which is simply not true pecause that was a
$47 mllion proj ect. That project woul d have been subject to
review even though that 429 had been in place, go that still
woul d have happened. We woul d have still had the reyiew of that
project, so that sinply does not affect this. Nr. Speaker, the
thing that | would like to do is | would like youto rule on the

germaneness of this amendment. I't seems like that this bill
tal ks about the licensure of hospitals, not the certificate of
need law. | woul d question the germaneness of this.
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