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tribe existing today, what does your amendment achieve that is
not already achieved under the bill without your amendment?

SENATOR WARNER: It reduces the likelihood.
.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR WARNER: ...of a lot of arguments of interpretation is
the purpose because I offered it, as I have stated, what I have
heard repeatedly said is that no museum needs to be particularly
concerned be c a us e t h e only items, skeletal remains and more
precisely burial goods that are likely to be affected are those
within the Historical Society that was excavated, I be l i ev e , by
Nr. Hill and that' s...I'm trying to guess, determine at le ast
for floor discussion, that that basically is true and I t h i nk
most of what everybody has said, b y a nd la rg e , y o u a r e . . .whethe r
the amendment is adopted or not, it has be en fa irly well
established that primarily, if not completely, we are talking of
only material that was excavated with the necessary records that

SPEAKER BARRETT: T i m e h a s e x p i r ed . Senator Marner, your light
is on next. Would you care to. . . t hank y ou . Sen a t o r C h ambers .

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. Chairman, just to very briefly respond to
what Senator Marner indicated, and I h op e yo u a l l wi l l f ol l ow.
I t i s p o s s i b l e u n de r t h e bi l l t o hav e skeletal remains that will
go back, but burial goods that won' t. The skeletal remains are
traceable to a tribe or a relative and would have to be t u r n ed
over. The r e ar e b uria l good s , ho w e v e r , which m a y n o t b e
linkable to a specific set of those remains so they would not go
back. The law deals differently with skeletal remains and wi t h
bur ia l g ood s . I had thought that on General File we c lea r l y
established that the skeletal remains should g o b a ck . Th at was
not the issue. Senator Warner made no issue of that on General
F i le . He t a l k ed ab o u t b ur i a l go o d s and the types of items which
might be lost forever to future generations, items, artifacts,
objects, burial goods, not the remains. His amendment deals
with r e mains an d I don't see t h at you can pa r s e a m o r a l
principle by th. . Yo u cannot say it has validity after 1933,
but no validity in 1932. The remains should all go back und e r
the circumstances laid down in the bill, traceable to the tribe
o r an i n di v i du a l w h e t he r I nd i a n o r n on - I n d i a n . The bu r i a l go od s
then become a different matter. If they are not linkable t o a
specific set of those remains, even if the remains go back, the
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