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wite into statute words which in all probability are dependent
upon someone's subjective judgnent as to what is associated with
remains and what is not associated with remains that it becomes
i mpossi bl e probably to draft the | anguage that reflects it. n
fact, | would suggest that fromat |east for both logic and for
adm nistration it would be nore |logical to use the burial goods
as part of the remains and not try to distinguish as the bill
attenpts to do now because | doubt that you can, or at | east |
doubt the (inaudible) and | gather fromsone of the amendnment
that is comng up, that's even recognized where the public
counsel is to be an arbitrator in wheré there are di sagreeﬁEnts.
I know that at least, and as we all know, in at |east one
i nstance, one tribe that there have been a variety of people who
have revi ewed these goods and have made the determ nation. I
like the rest of you, haveseen the differing opinions as to
what is included and what is not which is only indicative to

of ~what will continue to be a problemin the future. reas{)nﬁ
for offering it, however, is not one of disrespect, put of
respect. I think it's inportant,at |east it is to ne, that we
can retain, for people to see, items of history and | .ca
appreciate where some of these itens perhapswere not acquweg
in away that we would accept today but, pevertheless, they  do
exist. It is more meaningful to see an object t%at I's real “than

a picture or a plastic replica and I'm offering the amendnent
solely out of that thought that these items ought to be
preserved for history for future people to view, 5n4that's even
beyond burial goods. There are a lot of things thatare
preserved in museunms and el sewhere that would not make e yer

proud of the human race, but | also think we need rem nders cyf
those things, how cruel we sonmetimes can be, have been and
probably still are. Ny problemisreally sinple. There's not
much more to expandupon. |t rests solely with the fact that |

do not believe that you can write words that will clearly
identify the things that we verbalize. | have no idea, | have
absolutely =~ no idea andl suspect no one else does either, how
many locations in this state that there may be gjni|ar instances
that canbe repeated time after time where arguments will

develop as to what was appropriately or what was not

appropriately associated with the emains. | have no quarrel

di sagreenment that remains should be reinterred. | don't know
that anyone has any disagreenent with that, at |east one
shoul dn' t. The amendnment sinply, and there is nothing nore to
say, it sinply separates those jtens that are identified as
burial goods, as | believe, number one, they should be
preserved; number two, | don't believe that they can be
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