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Senator Bernard-Stevens. Those are anmendnents to the bill as it
would be amended, especially Senator \Warner's amendment woul d
not even fit with the bill if we don't adopt the comittee
amendnents. So, first of all, I will go through an explanation
of these committee anendments. The first issue in the conmittee
amendnents is that the term "descendants" is changed to
"relatives". This is not a substantive change, just one that
nore clearly describes the people that are attempting to be.
included in the bill,so it is sinmply a clarifying thing. The

second thing that it does is it changes, in Section 3,
subsection (4), wa dealt with sone |anguage iter tal ki ng to the

Department of Roads that they wanted to make sure we nade it

very clear that unmarked human burial sites could pe moved if
there was going to be some kind of a highway, road, or street
construction project. So this clarifies that. Also i t hat
section, we do make a clarification of the definition or} human
burial site, and the conmittee amendnents tighten up this
definition. The Departnent of Roads felt that the definition
was too wide open, so we tightened up the definition to gay that

a human burial site, and this is in quotes, "meansthe specifi c
area where any human skeletal remains are buried and the
i medi ately surrounding area." And this contenplates g very
narrow i nterpretation of the area we are tal king about when we
are talking about a human burial site. The Department of Roads
wanted this amendment jn there and that has been added .in the
conmittee amendnents. Now | am going to skip ahead to Section 8
because we have got a couple of other amendments here phat are
not real substantive in nature. | amgoing to talk about the
substantive ones just a little bit later. ™ |n'section 8, this is
Burely for clarification again, and this deals with remains and
urial goods which mght be found in the future, jnqthere are
three basic points in the clarification, and the first is, in
the case of remains that are identifiable as to the tribe or
famly and which are claimed for reburial by such ¢tribe or

famly, the comm ttee anmendnents state that in that case that
the reburial would be at the expense of the famly or the tribe,

that the state would not have the expense {here. The second
change in Section 8 is that if there are remains that are
identif iable but go unclaimed, they would be repuried after a
one-year period of scientific study if the State Historical
Society felt that such a study was necessary. Thethir d change
is in unidentifiable skeletal remains and burial goods, which
the Historical Society finds to be, and this is in quotes in the

bill , extremely inportant, irreplaceable, and of jntrinsic
scientific val ue, and such things as prehistoric remains, the
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