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it on that basis.

l e t ' s f i x i t u p and l e t ' s ma k e it : ound for the next 4 0 t o
5 0 yea rs . How a r e w e g o i n g t o b e asrured that it is going to be
sound f o r t h e n ext 40 to 50 years if we couldn't even get it
b ui l t sou n d i n t he beg i n n i n g ?

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: I accept your concern o n t h at e xc ep t we' ve
h ad sev e r a l er g i n ee r i n g firms and architectural firms look at
it, Leo Daly being the latest one. There wa s t w o o t he r s b efo r e
that. No w if it's humanly possible, I gues s y o u h a v e t o acce pt

SENATOR SMITH: Al l r i gh t , weren't we assured that the o ui l d i ng
was sound by those who built it? I did hear them say something
about the fact that they wouldn'1. assume any liability. Is that
the usual pr ocedure, that t hey don't hav e to assum e the
liability~ Either Senator Warnero r Sena to r W e h r b e in .

SENATOR WARNER: I think my comment, Senator Smith, that you' re
referring to and I was referring to those...

SENATOR SMITH: The a rch i t ec t s ?

SENATOR WARNER: . . .the outside consultant.

SENATOR SMITH: The consultants.

SENATOR WARNER:
firms and th ose
with t h e bu i l d i ng
would a s a r e su l t
wrong.

...who came in aft erwards, t he en g i ne e r i ng
who said at the time there was no t a p r ob l em

would not back that with a g ua r a n t e e wh i ch
h eld t h e m l i ab l e i n t he case their opinion was

SENATOR SM ITH : Okay n ow, just a s econd t h e n , Sen a t o r War n e r .
now you said that they, at the time of th e pro b lem t ha t t h ey
knew ea r l y on t h er e was a problem with the building when they
were building it?

SENATOR WARNER: Ye s , bu t .
. .

SENATOR SMITH: And still they proceeded with the building.

SENATOR WARNER: No, no . . .

SENATOR SMITH: . . . and th er e wa s n o I >abi l i t y with the people
that were building it?
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