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e ssence . . .
SENATOR GOODRICH: But you just quoted us one t ha t sai d , i n

SENATOR B A ACK : I c, .oted a statute that said that if you did
display those, you could be s ubject to a penalty o f a Cl as s I
m isdemeanor. I you f c l l o we d t h r ough wi t h t h e s ta t u t e , y o u
could be subject to a Class I misdemeanor , ev en a s a mu s eu m

SPEAKER B A R RETT: Senato r Ba ac k , wou l d y ou s peak i n t o t h e
micro p h one . I t i s a l i t t l e ha r d t o he ar y ou .

of i c i al .

w ouldn ' t we ' ?

SENATOR BAACK: Ye s .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k y ou .

SENATOR GOODRICH: T hat goes from both directions, I couldn' t
hear what you said either, but that is all right. On the mutual
agreement on t h e extension o f t ime, what, for example, would
happen if, say, the Indian group would not agree to i t , t h en we
a utomatically ar e blessed with and hung with the 9/10/89 date,

SENATOR BAACK: T ha t i s absolutely correct.

SENATOR GOODRICH: Then I would suggest that what we n eed i s an
additional ame ndment which wi l l b e c omi ng up l at e r a nyhow t o
extend that September 10, 1989 t i m e, p l u s I t h i nk we need s ome
c l a r i f i c at i o n on wh at we m ean r e . ' i . ve to this statute going on
the books, and if this going the cooks p ro h ibits u s f r om a
King Tu t d i sp l ay , for example, or something else, t hen w e h ad
better know about it now before we pas s i t .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen at o r Wa r ne r , p l ea se .

S ENATOR WARNER: Mr . President, members of the L e g islature, I
just ask wl ether or not I can have a division of the question on

S PEAKER BARR E TT : Senator W a rner, you r que stion w as a
d i v i s i on . . . y ou ar e asking for a division of the question.

SENATOR WARNER: Yeah, item 6, if hat c ould b e c on s i de r ed
separately and last. In the Journal at the bottom o f p ag e 1 0 9 4 ,
those amendments are numbered 1 t h r o u g h 6 , o r 1 t h r ou g h 8 , t h e y

item 6 of the Baack amendment.
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