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SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wesely, on your amendnent to the
second part,of the divided Wesely amendnent.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, M. Speaker, yes, that is what | was

just discussing. This amendment would have asked for g
three-year delay, not...instead of the current provision of
Septenber of this year, having the remains and burial goods
returned. Three years, | thl nk, 1's what was requested by the
Hi storical Society and menti oned by the Attorney CGeneral, “but |
think is probably too long a period of time, well, it is too
long a periodcf tine. In addition, the anendment also calls
for, as they do the review and corrplete the review on an

particul ar set of remamins or burial goods, that once that revie

is done it should be returned i mediately to the requesting
party so that they don't sit on everything until the fyl| time
is up. But , again, | amasking that a year and a half, not a

t hree-year del ay be included in this amendient

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Discussion on the Wsely anendment
to part two of the divided Wsely amendnent. Senator Chambers,

woul d you ~care to discuss it? Followed by Senators Baack and
Schmit. Senator Chanbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M. Chairman and nmenbers of the islatur e
Senator Baack had a series of amendnents the Iast 8ay we r'e
here and he wi t hdrew one of them anti ci pating Senator' V\arner s
amendnent which was going extend this period to oneyear
after the effective date of the bil'l. elieve that is the way
it would be worded. And | had tal ked to enator aack

others who have been strongly supporting this bill andqwortkl ng
on it and in view of the representations made ¢g

Pawnee Tribe in terms of how nuch time it would take to angre
I and and do certain other technical things t hat must be done
before any reburial could occur, a year is not unreasonable. |t
will not upset the apple cart,” so tospeak, that hadbeen
understood by all of us as having a certain construction.

hope you will defeat Senator Wesely's anendnent which woul d rrake
the period of time 18 nonths, then defeat his anendment that
calls for a three-year ext ensi on. Sol would like to see his
amendment to his amendnent that he is offering now def eated,
then his three-year anendnment defeated and then | would give o,
support to the amendment that Senator Warner had said he was
going to offer Thursday when we were here, geitjng the perlod of
time as one year. There is not nuch more to pe “sa [a
issue and | won't go into the points that we' ve dlscusse SO
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