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not all remains go back, not all artifacts. The ones that
aren't identifiable keep, study, fair enough. Not all rensins
which are to be returned, only those remains which white man's
records indicate come froma Pawnee burial or an Indian burial
site will be returned, and only then if there is a request. vyqu
may keep the other remains. You may study if you wish
Additionally, we will give you tine t0study and allow this to
be examnined for the value that study has. we will recogni ze
your value of study and learning and inquiry. In retyrn we wish

to have our values recognized and returned so that after you' re
done with a reasonable anpunt of time to study, we get to al so
exonerate our value here by reinterring thesé bones. Now...and
the artifacts. Inthis case, Senator Warner's amendment,
think ~ represents the decision to choose one winner, one
perspective that is correct, one perspective that is more
i mportant than the other perspective. And the failure of that,
inmy estimation, is to attenpt to find what reconciliation is

possible and | think at |east sone better reconciliation is
possible. | agree with Senator Warner that |anguage will pe
difficult. | don't agree that it is inpossible. “certainly what
will make the | anguage impossible is if there are not good
working relationships in carrying gut the | anguage. That' s
where the | anguage falls into hard tines. It's when two people

are set out to see that they don't agree jip each other and
take every masured opportunity to strike a blowfor their
preconceptions, and frankly, that”s the way | gee this debat
havi ng occurred, at least with respect to sone of the nmenbers o?
the discussion.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR LANDIS: suggestion is this. ti i's that
in this body, rather tha%gdeci di ng today aswosua’%efh;ron IO? nacl)t

this is exactly the formof 340 that we support, gel ve ourselves
this task for the vote this norning. Do we want to return
Indian remains end develop a nethod of thereturn of artifacts
that will balance interests? |fwe do, vote vyes, advance the
bill and reject the Warner amendnent. I'f we do that | think the
| obby should take that as a signal that says, gpemore round of
discussions to do two things, sharpen |anguage and, secondly,
begin building working relationships where we' regoing to have
to live under the arrangement of 340. Start now, don't wait for
a Select File fight, don't wait for a Final Reading fight,

the vote today as a sign that Nebraska has declared we intend to
make this system work. | woul d suggest to you that you cast
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