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don't understand why that is deleted.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Well, Senator, you can do it either way, and
Senator Hannibal makes a point. I want to make this clear that
o nce w e app r ove t h e p r o j e c t , anything else is redundant and we
don't need to think that the CON committee is going to give any
r eal con c er n t o the project if we have said go a h ead , b e c a u se
what will happen will be exactly what has happened between last
year and this year. In the event that everything goes to hell
in a basket, they will just come back to this Legislature and
say, well, we h a d to go overboard a little bit, had to spend
s ome more money, a n d i f eve r yt h i n g e l se f ai l s , t he bond i ng
system isn't there, we will g o ahead and we' ll pay for the
project out of general tax funds. I c an see whe r e Senator
Wesely is concerned because he thinks that I am saying we d on ' t
need the CON. That is...that is a given, that is a given to put
it in there that this is subject to the a pproval of t h e CON
committee after we have said, yes, we need the project, yes, we
need the parking lot, yes, we need the operating rooms, yes, we
need...we go into great detail. We go i n t o c o n s i d e r a bl e d e t a i l ,
central ste rile supply f ac i l i t i e s , loading doc k / w a r ehouse
f aci l i t i e s , hos p i t a l a n d cl i n i c space renovat i ons , what more i s
there left. We have outl i ned i t i n g re at det a i l and s ai d a l l o f
t hese t h i r gs a re n eeded. Now I cha l l en g e any member of this
b ody to s t a n d h e r e and t e l l m e , wi t h t he pos s i b l e except>on o f
the parking lot, that all of those things a re de f i n i t e l y nee d e d ,
S enator W e s e l y . Y ou can t ack o n . . . yo u can amend the amendment
if you want to to reinstate the language relative to the CON but
I don' t b el i e v e i t ma k e s any di f f e r e n ce , b e c ause i n the firs t
t wo sec t i ons , one and t wo , we have al r e ady said,
notwithstanding, notwithstanding, we approve of the project. So
that zs my argument, Senator Wesely. I have no obje c t >on i f you
want to amend the amendment to reinstate the CON language but I

SENATOR WESELY: I understand your point, Senator Schmit, and as
I s ai d , l as t yea r I d i d su p p or t y o u r simila r a mendment . I was
very concerned about the influencing of the r eview p ro c es s by
this Legislature, a nd I t houg h t yo u r amendment last year was
appropriate, and I think the thrust of what you are t r y i n g t o do
is appropriate again. I t h i n k we a r e i n a pos i t i on t o m a k e the
signal that n e eds t o be sent i s ar e w e w i l l i ng t o al low t he
financing that is being asked for here, and I think tha t is
absolutely the case. But, again, the question is that is this
cost effective, is this necessary, is this the right t h i ng t o

think it is redundant.
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