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all, but certainly confusion on nmy part as to the suit that' s
pendi ng. Wiat i sactually being contended? wsaat is actuall y
bei ng said? What is actually being chall enged? Because the way
| understood, and again | get a chance to understand things |iKe
nost menbers of the body, we read the newspapers, talk to as
many people as we can to get our information, that the
Hi storical Society decided that it did not have to, ynder this
situat'on or possibly any situation, |'mnot sure, but they
didn't have to follow the open neeting |aws. And it is m
understanding they deci ded that that was the case because the)y
did not particularly believe that they were a state agency. apg
I think that is intertwined jn that particular case, which,
obviously, is the reason for the amendment tg have some
di scussion on if that is, in fact, true and if that question g
in doubt, nmaybe we shoul dn't appropriate funds because maybe we
shoul d not appropriate funds to an entity that's not gsyre that
it should receive the funds because it's not a state agency.
don't know. That question needs to be thought out. Andl think
it is somehow, at least in ny understanding, somewhat i nvol ved
here within the case. And | believe | have soneunderstandi ng
what the Historical Society is trying to do. I understand
archeology's theory, anthropol ogy.” My sister has her doctorates
now in cul tural anthropology and we trade a |lot of stories and
we also have a good insight with each other of what e {1y to
do. But there is a feeling among ant hropol ogi sts,
archeol ogi sts, historians, and so on, that we are uncovering the
past, we have the treasures of the past, we need ¢q study the
past so we canlearnabout the past and, hopefully, know nore
for the future, and | understand that. And there is a great
reluctance of anyone within the scientific comunity,
particularly the historical comunity, to give up any ¢ that
It's  kind of like if you begin to open that door where we are
deni ed access to study whenever we want gon whatever we want,
whenever we want, that that mght carry over into other areas.
It's almbst  |ike science is again fightin? reliaion again
because we' re tal king about noral val ues on skel et al perrai ns and
burial goods versus the right of people to know. angwe reall vy
haven't gotten out of that problem that dilemm of iscussion
for centuries and, really, underneath the surface it's there.
And | firmly believe that what...and this is only ny own

personal opinion, that if there are people in the Historical
Society that really believe that if we harass this enough, if we

del ay enough, if we cause enough del ay and enough concern, hat
we mi ght be able to actually get 25 votes next tine so tha{ we
can undo what was done before and we will be able ;g keep all
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