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differences should they occur. I would be more sympathetic to
some of the other proposals that I see pending in the Journal.

S ENATOR LABEDZ: Th a n k y o u , S e n a to r Warner . S enator Goodr i c h ,
on the amendment to LB 340.

SENATOR GOODRICH: Madam President and members of t he b o d y , I
also came up with the same concept of an arbitration committee,
and, S e n a t o r Be rn a r d - S t evens , if you could give me y our
attention for just a second. The only difference between yours
and mine, I think, are as follows: My arbitration committee
would b e mad e up of, number one, the State Historical
Preservation Officer, or, in other words, Historical Societ y
representative, number two would be the Executive Director of
the Commission on Indian Affairs, and the third member would be
appointed by the Governor for a term of four years, such member
to be appointed from a list of not less than three candidates
submitted and mutually agreed upon by the permanent committee
members, that is th e Histo r i c a l Soc i et y and t he I nd i an
Commission member. Those two have to pick three people, send
them to the Governor, and she, in turn, can appoint from those
three. The appointed member shall be trained in.. .should b e a
trained historian not associated with any museum or historical
society. Decisions of the arbitration committee may be appealed
to the district court. Would you kind of respond to that
particular alternative to your proposal?

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Yeah, I w o u ld b e d el i gh t ed , Senator
Goodri ch . I f I underst and , i f you are referring to the
amendment that you have printed, AM0904,

. . .

SENATOR GOODRICH: Yes.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: ...your amendment certainly does a l o t
more than just that part, but I w i l l r esp o n d s i mp l y t o t h e
question that you a sked concerning the committee. I n dea l i n g
with this issue as I have from the outside, really f rom t h e
outs i de , I h ave b een tremendously i mpressed with t he
intransigence of a particular group to the point t hat wh e n we
get into a discussion as to a time frame, we cannot ge t a n y t ype
of decision. S o I guess I,when we get into the question of a
mutually agreed third party, I am not convinced that the
Historical Society would agree to a third party that simply was
not something that they wanted. In other words, I would say i f
I were the Pawnee I would get a list of tnree people, and t e l l
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