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archeological reason for it, or if it is just a delaying tactic.
Where has tha t sc holar been f or 50 y ear s? Where ha s t he
archeologist been for 50 years? W as he s l e e p i n g p e r chance l i ke
Rip Van Winkle, and the introduction o f this b i l l sud de n l y
starred him fr o m his s lumber and now h e s ees a b ur n i ng n eed
based o n h i s et h i c s as an a r c h e o l o g i s t o r s chola r t o s t udy bo ne s
that have been unstudied for 50 years. Poppycock ! I f a vo r
Senator Baack's a m endment, and when Senator Wesely and Senator
Goodrich offer theirs, they have a foretaste of what my position
i s .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th ank y ou . Further discussion on the Baack
amendment. Sen ato r Goodr i c h , f o l l owed by Sen a t o r s W a r n e r,

SENATOR GOODRICH: Nr. P r es > d e n t and me m bers of t he bod y , I
would l i k e t o eng age xn a little discourse with S e n a t o r Ba a c k .

SENATOR BAACK: C er tainly.

SENATOR GOO DRICH: S peci f x c a 1 1 y n o w y o u are referring to other
statutes governing the more anci en t r ema i n s , f or example , t he
mummified, t hat sort of thang, isn't it your understanding that
the more recert sta tute p as sed p re vails over a c onf l i c t i ng
statute that already exists on th e b oo k s ?

SENATOR BAACK: Su r e i t do es .

I andis , a nd Ab b o u d .

SENATOR G OO DRICH: Then wouldn't this statute actua l l y r ep l ace
the previous statute provision that you were q u o t i ng t o us ?

SENATOR BAACK: I ma y , i t pr ob a b l y wou l d bu t i t i s n o mo r e
o nerous t h a n w h a t we a l r e ady h a v e o n t h e boo k s .

S ENATOR GO ODR I CH : So, c on s e q u e n t l y , t he r e would no t be
protection for the display of King Tut remains o r that so rt o f
t h in g o r t o h i s bu r i a l good s ?

SENATOR BAACK: T h ere isn't protection now.

SENATOR GOODRICH: There , w h a t ?

SENATOR B AACK:
t ha t .

There isn't pr otection in statute now to do
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