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a third person the Governor would select froma |jst submitted
by the other two individuals, again, trying to find that person
who coulql be the arbitrator between the two sides. The concept
I have in another amendment that is pending woul d have each
applicant, group, or individual have a representative, the
i nstitution that holds the remains in question have a
representative, and then those two sit down and pick a third
party that they can mutually agree to,and so that is a third

i dea of how we can meke the difference. It has alread been
alluded to by both Senator Chanmbers and Senat or Bernard-gt evens
that the problem is, although the ~concept | have is one

frequently used in negotiation, it is 3 common concept, you sit
down, you have two sides, you pick out sonebody, the thi ra/, t hat
you both feel that is trustworthy, andthen yougo forward, is
that there is so little trust left between these two sides, that

there is so little feeling that there is any cooperation |eft
between these two sides, that, as Senator Chanbers tal ked about,
they will never get to the third person, gnd so | am a little

frustrated with that know edge that we have come to the point
where we have di pped down to a level that we can't eyen reall
cooperate very much on this, and it is not one side or the
other. | think, particularly, it seems like both sides 4, gq
angry at each other, and so | ama little frustrated because |
think we all agree that we have to figure out a way o resolve
the differences, because th--re will be differences. \wedon't
agree on what renmins are going to go pack, and what aren't
going to go back, that definitions can't be that precise, 5,4 sgo
we are going to have to go through a process of making that
deternmination. There arethree ideas out here, all of them good

faith efforts to find a conprom se. I am not sure how we
resolve it, frankly. I am at an impasse. | would feel
confortable in some ways with the public counsel, although
Senator Warner says, you know, the problemhere is that is gy
i ndi vidual without an expertise in this area, andso that is a
legitimate point. In addition, | did work with the public

counsel on the study committee that we had on the Historical
Society and my view ofthe public counselis very a positive
one. Marshall Lux is that individual. | respect him. | think
he does an outstanding job, but | think on this particular issue
fromworking on that commttee and | ooking at the (agyits of the
research andjust, youknow,opserving, | can't feel that there
isan unbiased individual involvedthere, that | feel that from
his research and his work in this area that he would be critical

of the Historical Society and probably justifiably so, zhdso |

woul d tend to view that as not a particularly unbiased source of
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