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think we owe him that.

Legislature to approve the project, we want yo u r b l e ssi ng , but
we know that we need to go to thecertificate of need and have
them tell us also that there is n ee d he r e , t hi s i s a g o od
project, this is the right way to go and those are the e xper t s
that are going to do that. The r e s o l u t i on a s i t st an d s sa ys
that this approval of ours wo uld be subordinated t o t h a t
certificate of need approval. That, I believe, was what Senator
Schmit was asking for last year. I t f ai l e d. Th e UniversityMedical Center officials have put this part 3 of the r esolve i n
the resolution because they don't want to go around t h e
certificate of need process. They don ' t wa n t t o h a ve u s say
s omething just by itself. They want t o go t h r ough t h e
certificate of n eed p r oce s s . To take this out is doing, I
think, somewhat opposite of what Senator Schmit really wanted to
d ~ l as t yea r . I don't really understand the amendment. I think
even those of you who would be possibly opposed o r h a ve maj or
concern s ab o u t t h e resolution would definitely want to have the
subordination to the certificate of need in that proposal. I
apprec i a t e Sen at or Schmit's sincerity. I appreciate his
knowledge of areas that I don't have wit h r eg ar d s t o h ospi t a l
p rocedure s an d b oa r d s of directors. I d on' t b e l i eve t h i s
particular amendment will do e i t h er t he opponent s or t h e
proponents of the issue any measurable good. I would prefer to
see us vote down the amendment and make a straight-up vote on
the resolution, do we approve the project or don't we approve
the project. If we don't have e nough peop l e w h o s ay we app r o v e
the project, then I think we ought to introduce a mot i o n , an d I
would be prepared to do that, t o i n t r odu c e a motion that we
s pec i f i c a l l y disapprove the pro ]ect. That is wh at the
Chancel l o r wa n t s . He wants a message from the Legislature and I

PRESIDENT: Thank You . Senator Wesely, followed b y S e n a to r

SENATOR WESELY: Mr. President and members, I woul d a s k S e n a t o r
Schmit a couple of questions. I d i d . . . I wa s go i ng t o r i se i n
support of this amendment until Senator Labedz raised the point
about Section 3 being deleted. C ould yo u a d d r e s s why y ou a r e
trying to delete S ect i o n 3 , b eca u s e as I said earlier in this
debate that that was a v e r y g ood p ar t of the r e solution,
different from the one last year that said this r esolu t i o n i s
subordinate to the certificate o f n eed p r o c e s s , and t ha t was a
c oncern bo t h o f u s had and d i s c u s sed l a s t yea r . Can you t a l k
about that, because otherwise I follow and track with you but I

Haberman.
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