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Legi slature to approve the project, we want your blessing, but
we know that we need to go to thecertificate of need and have

themtell us also that there s need here, this is a good
proj ect, this is the right way to go and those are the experts
that are going to do that. The resolut ion as it stands says
that this approval of ours would be subordinated (o that
certificate of need approval. That, | believe, was what Senator
Schmit was asking for |ast year. It failed. The Upjversit

Medi cal Center officials have put this part 3 of the [g50fve P’n

the resolution because they don't want to go around the
certificate of need procesSs. Theydon't want to have us say

sonething just by ijtself. They ~want to go through the
certificate of need process. To take this out is doing, |
t hi nk, somewhat opposite of what Senator Schmt really Wanteg to
d~last year. | don't really understand the gpendment. | think

even those of you who woul d be possibly opposed ,; have mai or
concerns  about the resolution would definitely want to have tjhe
subordination to the certificate of need in that proposal. I

appreciat e  Senator Schmit's sincerity. | appreciate his
know edge of areas that | don't have with regards to hospital

procedures and boards of directors. I don't believe this
particul ar amendme_nt will 4o either the opponents or the
proponents of the issue any measurable good. I would prefer to

see us vote down the anmendnent 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 enough people who say we approve
the project, then I think we ought to introduce 3 motion, and |
woul d be prepared to do that, o introduce a nmpotion that we
specif ically di sapprove the pro]ect. That is what the
Chancellor ~wants. He wants a message fromthe Legislature gpqg|
think we owe himthat.

PRESIDENT: Thank You. Senator Wesely, followed by Senabr
Haberman.

SENATOR WESELY: M. President and members, | would ask Senator
Schnmt a couple_ of questions. 1 did ...l was going to rise in
support of this amendment until Senator Labedz ;3jsed the poi nt

about Section 3 being del eted. Could you address why vyou are
trying to delete Section 3, because as | said earlier in this
debate that that was a very good part of the resolution,
different from the one |last year that said this resolution is
subordinate to the certificate of need process, andthat was a
concern both of ushad anddiscussedlast year. canyou talk
about that, because otherwise | follow and track with you but I
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