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a third person the Governor would select from a list submitted
by the other two individuals, again, trying to find that person
who could be the arbitrator between the two sides. The concept
I have in another amendment that is pending would have each
a pplicant , g r oup , or i ndi v i d u a l h ave a r epr e s entat i v e , the
institution t hat hol ds the remains in q uestion h ave a
representative, and then those two s it down a n d pi ck a third
party that they can mutually agree to,and so that is a third
idea of how we can make the difference. I t h a s al r ead y bee n
alluded to by both Senator Chambers and Senator Bernard-Stevens
that the problem is, although the concept I h a v e i s one
frequently used in negotiation, it is a common concept, y o u sit
down, you have two sides, you pick out somebody, the third, that
you both feel that is trustworthy, a nd then you g o f or w a r d , is
that there is so little trust left between these two sides, that
there is s o li ttle feeling that there is any cooperation left
between these two sides, that, as Senator Chambers talked about,
they will never get to the third person, and so I am a litt le
frustrated with that knowledge that we have come to the point
where we have dipped down to a level that we can't even r e al l y
cooperate ve r y muc h on this, and it is not one side or the
other. I think, particularly, it seems like both sides are so
angry at e ach o the r , and so I am a little frustrated because I
think we all agree that we have to figure out a way to r eso l v e
the differences, because th--re will be differences. We don' t
agree on what remains are going to go b ack, and what a re n ' t
going to go back, that definitions can't be that precise, and so
we ar e goi ng t o hav e to go through a process of making that
determination. There a re th ree i d ea s ou t h e r e , all of them good
faith efforts to find a compromise. I am not sur e how we
resolve i t , f r ank l y . I am at a n im passe. I would f e e l
comfortable in some ways w ith t he publ i c coun s e l , although
Senator Warner says, you know, the problem here is that is an
individual without an expertise in this area, and so t ha t i s a
l egi t i mate poi nt . I n a d d it i o n , I di d wor k w i t h t h e p u b l i c
counsel on the study committee that we had on th e Historical
Society and my view of the publ i c c o unsel i s v e r y a p o s i ti v e
o ne. M a r s h al l L u x i s t ha t i ndi v i d u a l . I r e spect h i m . I t h i nk
he does an outstanding job, but I think on this particular issue
from working on that committee and looking at the results of the
research a n d j us t , y o u k now, observing, I can't feel that there
i s an unbiased i n d i v i d ua l i n v o l ved t h e r e , that I feel that from
his research and his work in this area that he would be critical
of the Historical Society and probably justifiably so, and so I
would tend to view that as not a particularly unbiased source of
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