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aye, o p posed nay. S h a l l d e b ate now cease? Have you al l v o t ed?
Have you al l v o t ed? Re c ord.

CLERK: 22 eyes, 4 nays to cease debate, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: D e b ate do es not c e a se. Further d i scussion on
the Hall amendment. Senator Schmit. Senator Schmit. Senator
Hannibal, followed by Se na*ors We h rbein, Wa r n er and Ha l l .

S ENATOR HANNIBAL: N r . Sp e aker , I realize that debate's going on
a lot longer than many people like but I would like to r e s p ond
to a couple of questions that were posed by Senator Withem and
maybe one of the main reasons why we have this whole problem
before u s . The qu e s t i o n was, why haven't we done this befc:re?
W hy haven't w e l oo k e d at o u t s i d e ent i t i es reevaluating the
existing c alculations on the structural soundness of t he
building? And the answer is we have, about four times. We had
different areas look at...different firms and different entities
look at the situation. As a matter of fact, as a matter of fact
probably the main reason why we have consternation right now on
this floor is the fact that one of the articles you saw i n t he
newspaper by one of the engineers that l ooked a t t he
calculations and said i t ' s structurally sound is t he sa me
engineer that sat down with the Daly engineers and said, I made
a mistake in my calculations, you are right, and I am wrong; and
suggested that the Daly's engineer calculations that t he
b uilding w a s not structurally sound was the proper conclusion.
But then that same engineer goes back to his home office and
sits down and does some other things and says, no, never min d,
I'm wrong. Or when the reporter calls h im and sa y s , w as i t
structurally sound or wa s n ' t i t ? And he said, no, it is
structurally sound. So, al l o f a su d den, we have t he pr ess
trying to interpret what the engineer said and the engineer,
himself, vacillated and eventually said, no, i t ' s pr o b abl y
wrong. The facts are that it was done several times. T he fact s
are t hat t he . . . one of the men are sa ying that it w as
structurally sound, now sat with the Daly engineers i n
conference, calculated, went over the calculations and said, you
are correct, my original thoughts were wrong, it is not sound
the way it is, it's a possible default situation, needs t o be
taken car e of . And the press comes out and says, we' ve got
conflicting results. And yo u ha ve a UN- 0 Professor of
Engineering who just reads and says, we' ve got conflicting
arguments, seems to me we ought to go on further. By that time,

Senator Hannibal .
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