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into the area of conpetition between hospitals and how are we
going to deal with that? Ny opposition to the anmendnment is one
that if we put it at 50,000 or 500,000 or a million, whatever we
put it at, any of ~those numbers are going to be totally

irrelevant if we add the list. sp | amjust going to oppose the
anendnent because that amendnment is going to be part of a total

amendment that | amin opposition to and that if e adopt his
total amendnment with those nunbers in, those nunbers don't nean
anything at that point. Sol seeno reasonto changethe 50,000

to $500,000 because if we add the |ist, we' vepmade that
meani ngl ess. Wth that, | would justurge the body to reject

Senator Wesely's anmendment to the amendment.  Tphank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thark you. The gent | eman from St ant on,
Senator Schellpeper.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Thank you, Nr. Speakerand members, | glso

rise in opposition to the Wesely amendnent. 429 was a
conpromi se that was worked out with the medical people, the
hospitals, the nursing homes. ~ The only one that is not happy

with the conpronmise is Senator Wesely and” | think that this is a
very fair conprcnise and | would urge that the body npot accept
this anendnent. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: _ThankSyou. The Chair is pleased to take a
moment before recogni zi ng Senator Wesely to announce two guests
under the south balcony, Nr. Owville Jurgena and Nr. Devore
Silvey, observers of the National Weather Service. would  you
gentl emen pl ease stand. Also in the north balcony we havé a
number of other federal executives visiting with us today.
Would you ladies and gentlemen please stand and take a bow.

Thank you. Thank you for visiti ng. Senat or Wesel Y, fol | owed by
Senator Crosby.

SENATORWESELY: Thankyou, Nr. Speaker, penbers, | think people
have mi sinterpreted again what the amendnent does. \Ww'retrvi n
to take the current status of this anendment which is at $g/0,008
and I'mtrying to be conpronising snd raise it to $500,000,

on

Those of you who support the bill, | can understand, you d t
want to neke any anendnent that | offer any nbre (easonable so
people will be nore inclinedto vote for it, so| guess I can
see why you'd opposeit . Byt | amin good faith trying to

recogni ze and attenpt to pe reasonable on the thresholds, but
we' re already going right now at zero as 5 cyurrent threshold.

That is any new service, any capital expenditure for any new
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