Narch 1, 1989 LB 340

isin the definition of burial goods. LB 340, as it is drafted,
woul d require the reburial of any remains and burial goods which

can reasonably be |inked to a specific tribe,andwhat the
committee amendnent does is it narrows this oyen further and

you have to...the burial goods that would be returned under this
amendnent woul d be only those that can be specifically tribally
identifiable with a disinterred dead person. g5 that means that
they would have to be able to identify these goods as pejonging

to a SpeCifiC skel etal remain. This narrows the scope of the

bill very, very dramatically. | think...there has been a packet
handed out. | think if you will l'ook at sone of the history ¢
what has gone on with this bill since it was first introduced as
LB 612, you will find that as we have gone through the process,
the tribal representatives have made nunerous concessions in 4
what burial goods would go pack. Under 612, as originally
written, all burial goods would go back. Then the narrowed it
down a little bit until it was tribally identi¥iab|e. Now the
conmittee anmendment narrows it even further, down to it pa5 to
be identifiable with asFecific skeletal remain. | think this
is a key factor in the bill,

! and a key factor in the comittee
anmendnents. According to the research that Dr. Svingen %as done

for the Native Anerican Rights Fund, the numbers that would have
to be returned would be about 1,054 nonbead burial items. That

is all that would have to be returned under LB 340 s amended.
I think we wi I I talk about some of the other num%ers t"hat you

have been seeing and sonme of the other lists that you have pgap
seeing that have been put out by the Historical Society, zndwe

will talk about those, | think, after we do the commttee
amendments. So with that, | would bevery happy to try and
answer ary questions that you have about the committee
amendments, and to explain them further if we need to, but |
woul d just urge the adoption of the apendnents, and then we can
proceed with the debate on the bill, and some of the history
surroundi ng the issues that have gone on with the bill. Thank
you very much.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senat or Chanmbers, followed by Senator
El mer and Senator Schmit. gSepator Chambers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes, Nr. Chai rman and nenbers of the
Legislature, I hope that on this bill we will have a thorough
di scussion of all aspects of it. Anybody who has a question, |
hope wi I | feel free to ask that questionsgthat we can have a
conplete record of what it is we are doing. Nothing in this
bill shoul d be gotten past {he Legislature by means of
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