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Significant controversy exists as to whether individuals should be able to privately own 

scientifically important specimens. The battle between public and private ownership of fossils is 

examined at various levels—from local to global—and includes exploration of a specific 

museum’s stance, highly publicized instances of private fossil ownership that led to controversy, 

and discussion of local and international laws. Both sides of the argument are examined and 

discussed. This project also discusses invertebrate versus vertebrate specimens and whether a 

bias against vertebrate collection (and a leniency in invertebrate collection) is acceptable.   
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OVERVIEW 

 

Fossils are an object of fascination to many people, and therefore there is an impetus to collect 

and privately keep them; however, fossils are often also important in a cultural and 

environmental context, which provides an impetus for them to be available to the public and for 

scientific research. Recognition of this cultural and environmental (and sometimes economic) 

importance has led to the erection of laws regarding fossil collection. In the U.S., state laws 

prohibit vertebrate fossil collection from federal land without a permit; commercial collection is 

completely prohibited. Some countries prohibit fossil collection of any kind (vertebrate or 

invertebrate) without a permit; the exportation of any fossil is also prohibited.  

U.S. laws against fossil collection and ownership do not apply to specimens found on 

private lands, which can lead to squabbling and dispute. A famous example of this is Sue, the 

largest, most complete Tyrannosaurus rex skeleton ever found. Pete Larson and his team of 

paleontologists from the Black Hills Institute in South Dakota asked permission from rancher 

Maurice Williams to dig on his property; when they found the first of Sue’s bones in 1990, they 

paid Williams $5,000 for the find—more than any private landowner had been paid. Two years 

later, a sticky set of complications arose: Williams changed his mind and claimed that the fossil 

belonged to him; Williams’s land was actually part of Indian Trust land; and the NPS was 

investigating the Back Hills Institute for other instances of illegal fossil collection from public 

lands. Sue was seized by federal agents in 1992, and an intense legal battle ensued. In 1997, the 

dispute was settled—Williams retained ownership—and Sue was auctioned off for $7.6 million, 

the highest amount ever paid for a dinosaur fossil. 

Another example is that of the Maxberg Archaeopteryx specimen, an extremely rare 

fossil that was privately owned and has since gone missing. It was first discovered in a quarry; 

after the quarry owner, Eduard Opitsch, sent it to a paleontologist to identify, he tried to sell it. 

Hoping for a price of around $50,000, Opitsch withdrew his specimen when he could not 

negotiate his way out of paying 40% tax as company profits. He allowed the fossil to be 

displayed in the Maxberg Museum and casts of the specimen to made, but shortly after the casts 

were made Opitsch removed the fossil from all public display and scientific study. He refused 

requests by museums and even by renowned Archaeopteryx expert Peter Wellnhofer to allow the 

specimen to be displayed or studied. The last time the fossil was ever seen was by witnesses who 

claimed it was under Opitsch’s bed; when he died in 1991, the specimen disappeared. It has not 

been found since. 

The Thermopolis Archaeopteryx specimen is also a contentious fossil; it is in the private 

ownership of one Burkhard Pohl, but on display in a museum in Wyoming and available for 

scientific research. I had the privilege to see the Thermopolis Specimen for myself, and to meet 

the owner; I also was able to glean insight about the stance of a museum that operates under 

private ownership, but advocates scientific advancement. I also interviewed three employees of 

the museum to see how they felt about private fossil ownership and collection.  

 

This fossil controversy is more prevalent with rare vertebrate specimens; however, we must also 

consider invertebrate fossils. Invertebrate fossils are the bulk of the fossil trade, due to their 

abundance and ease of obtainability. Virtually all amateur fossil enthusiasts have a collection of 

invertebrate fossils, and even people with next to no interest in fossils may have one or two lying 

around their house. There is potential for invertebrates to be illegally collected, which leads to 

the same controversies and legal disputes seen in illegally obtained vertebrate specimens. Overall 
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though, there are fewer restrictions on invertebrates than on vertebrates, at which point we must 

consider the factors of value and rarity. At what point does a fossil become rare enough or 

valuable enough to be considered of scientific value? Who makes that call? In a scientific sense, 

rarity/value is determined by factors such as the completeness of the fossil, the amount and type 

of information that can be gained from the fossil (which is often a function of the completeness) 

and the number of previously-found specimens of that fossil species. For example, Sue is 

considered rare because nearly 90% of her was recovered—more than any T-rex specimen ever 

found. Specimens of Archaeopteryx lithographica are considered rare because, regardless of 

completeness, there have only been eleven fossils recovered. The fossilized root system of a 

crinoid stalk in the Wyoming Dinosaur Center is rare because although crinoids in themselves 

are extremely common, the root systems are often unpreserved, so a fossilized crinoid base gives 

scientists previously unknown information about crinoid structure. In a commercial sense, 

fossils’ values are based on the consumers. Each consumer is going to find a specific species or 

trait (pathological or diagenetic) appealing, and they will pay different amounts based on their 

interest. When consumers purchase fossils, they are generally less interested in scientific value 

and more interested in aestheticism.  

Some may argue that the inequality of laws shows a bias towards vertebrate fossils, 

because vertebrate fossils are more fascinating and have greater market value. I agree that laws 

are biased against private vertebrate collection, but I do not agree that the laws are solely because 

people find vertebrates more interesting. There is simply much more invertebrate material than 

vertebrate material. What we consider our stereotypic “dinosaurs” didn’t exist until relatively 

recently in geologic history (around 250 million years ago); in contrast, invertebrates have 

existed since Precambrian times, 541 million years or longer ago. Therefore, applying a “blanket 

ban” on all fossil collection does not make sense, when one type of fossil is so much more 

abundant than the other. If invertebrate supply dwindled significantly enough to make individual 

specimens scientifically important, then I believe it would be acceptable to institute prohibitive 

laws; however, there are definitely issues surrounding this viewpoint. One issue is that drawing 

the line at which specimens become rare enough or valuable enough for scientific study is hazy, 

and also depends on the study itself (i.e. what information scientists are trying to gain). Another 

issue is that this tactic is by no means a preventative approach to preserving fossils and their 

depositional environment; in other words, by the time prohibitive laws need to be erected, it may 

be too late to protect the specimens or the area. 

 

 

The topics I tackled in this project were as follows: 

 Private ownership of fossils based on land ownership 

o My view: I believe the law that allows fossils found on private land to be privately 

owned is fair. Issues arise when land belongs to more than one group or it is 

unclear who actually owns the land, such as in the case of Sue. 

 Private ownership of rare, scientifically valuable fossils 

o My view: I don’t think we can prohibit people from owning rare specimens. If 

they found it I believe they have a legitimate claim to it, so long as it was found 

legally; however, in many cases valuable fossils are obtained illegally and are 

sold illegally.  

 Invertebrate fossils 
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o My view: I think it’s fine that there are fewer restrictions on invertebrate fossils, 

just because they are so common. I think it’s good for people to be able to collect 

and keep invertebrate fossils, because it promotes interest in paleontology. I am 

also biased, because I have my own collection of invertebrate fossils, of which I 

am very proud. 

 The inconsistency of laws from state to state and country to country 

o My view: imposing a nation-side set of rules for fossil collection would be 

extremely helpful, but also unrealistic. The Omnibus Public Land Management 

Act of 2009 is a good step forward, but it only applies to federal lands. In order to 

impose rules pertaining to private land ownership, we would have to strip away 

the integral feature of private ownership—doing what you want with your own 

land. Imposing international-wide laws is out of the question. Sharing of 

resources for the betterment of society and the advancement of science is an 

incredible idea and, in an idealistic world, would not be an issue. As it is, the best 

thing is to respect other countries’ rules and regulations.  

 The ethics of a fossil market and fossil trade 

o My view: Fossils aren’t alive, so you can’t lobby for the same rights for them as 

you could for, say, an endangered species; fossils can’t be mistreated and/or 

abused in the same sense that living organisms can. Do I find it 

strange/disconcerting that we make a profit from selling million-year-old dead 

things? Yes, but no more than I find it strange that we make a profit from selling 

live things, and appropriating nature in general to suit our wants and needs. 

 My overall take: 

o I don’t think we can actually prohibit the private ownership of valuable fossils. I 

think we can crack down on illegal fossil trade, and more clearly define rules 

about fossil collection. In many cases, the owners of those fossil specimens 

donate them to museums, or have museums themselves, so the fossils are 

available to the public. I think people like Burkhard Pohl are model private 

collectors: they still allow the public to see the specimen, and they also allow 

scientific research to be conducted on the specimen; there is a good balance 

between private ownership and public display/research. 

o I think it is a bit selfish for people to pay for scientifically valuable fossils and 

keep them hoarded away out of the public eye, but I also understand the 

motivation behind those actions (i.e. the innate greediness of the human race, the 

desire for ownership). I find it upsetting that scientific knowledge is lost when 

valuable specimens are illegally sold for profit. I don’t think it’s particularly fair 

for museums to have to buy specimens from auctions—often having to outbid 

private owners—but I also don’t think it’s fair to force private owners to 

relinquish their specimens. The biggest, most important thing is to provide 

information about the fossil—where it was found, how, by whom, etc.—so it can 

be catalogued and tracked. In this way, we can track where and how fossils 

change hands, and we don’t lose potentially valuable scientific specimens or 

information.  

o Scientific work on fossil specimens is great; it enhances our knowledge of the 

past. However, fossils being worked on often disappear from the public eye, shut 

in labs or stuffed in storage. The information discovered about the specimen can 
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go unnoticed too, but this is changing thanks to media coverage of large 

discoveries that appeals to a broader base of people. Private ownership has 

significant benefits too; it piques a paleontological interest in people, and many 

amateur paleontologists or fossil collectors have discovered significant, valuable 

specimens. The danger of private ownership comes from valuable specimens 

disappearing into private hands, important information unable to be obtained. 

Both private and public ownership have benefits and downfalls. I can’t say that 

one is better than the other or that one is bad and one is good; there is also no 

realistic resolution for the conflict between public and private fossil ownership. I 

can only hope for a compromise in which both parties come to a balance between 

the enlightenment of scientific knowledge and the wonder that fossils can invoke 

in us.  
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APPENDIX A: LAWS PERTAINING TO FOSSIL COLLECTION AND OWNERSHIP 

 

The Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009, Public Law 111-011 

Signed into law by President Obama, this law serves to protect U.S. federal land as wilderness. 

Title VI, Subtitle D of the act, known as the Paleontological Resources Preservation Act (PRPA), 

does the following: “requires the agencies to 1) promulgate regulations as soon as practical; 2) 

develop plans for fossil inventories, monitoring, and scientific and educational use; 3) manage 

and protect paleontological resources on Federal land using scientific principles and expertise; 4) 

establish a program to increase public awareness about the significance of paleontological 

resources; 5) allow casual collection of common invertebrate and plant fossils on BLM, Forest 

Service and Bureau of Reclamation lands where consistent with the laws governing those lands; 

6) manage fossil collection via specific permitting requirements; 7) curate collected fossils in 

accordance with the Act's requirements; 8) implement the Act's criminal and civil enforcement, 

penalty, reward and forfeiture provisions; and 9) protect information about the nature and 

specific location of fossils where warranted” (NPS). 

 

The Society of Vertebrate Paleontology Member Bylaw on Ethic Statement: Article 12, Code of 

Ethics 

The Society of Vertebrate Paleontology recognizes that “Fossil vertebrates are usually unique or 

rare, nonrenewable scientific and educational resources that, along with their accompanying 

contextual data, constitute part of our natural heritage. They provide data by which the history of 

vertebrate life on earth may be reconstructed and are one of the primary means of studying 

evolutionary patterns and processes as well as environmental change”; several sections of their 

ethics statement reflect their respect for fossil collection laws and for both the scientific and 

general community. 

 “Section 1. Professional standards in collection of fossils. It is the responsibility of 

vertebrate paleontologists to strive to ensure that vertebrate fossils are collected in a 

professional manner, which includes the detailed recording of pertinent contextual data, 

such as geographic, stratigraphic, sedimentologic and taphonomic information.” 

 “Section 2. Adherence to regulations and property rights. It is the responsibility of 

vertebrate paleontologists to assist government agencies in the development of 

management policies and regulations pertinent to the collection of vertebrate fossils, and 

shall comply with those policies and regulations during and after collection. The 

necessary permits on all lands administered by federal, state, and local governments, 

whether domestic or foreign, must be obtained from the appropriate agency(ies) before 

fossil vertebrates are collected. Collecting fossils on private lands must be done only with 

the landowner's consent.” 
 “Section 5. Publication and education. Information about vertebrate fossils and their 

accompanying data should be disseminated expeditiously to both the scientific 

community and the interested general public.” 

 “Section 6. Commercial sale or trade. The barter, sale or purchase of scientifically 

significant vertebrate fossils is not condoned, unless it brings them into, or keeps them 

within, a public trust. Any other trade or commerce in scientifically significant vertebrate 

fossils is inconsistent with the foregoing, in that it deprives both the public and 

professionals of important specimens, which are part of our natural heritage.” 
(Text courtesy of The Society of Vertebrate Paleontology) 
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Mongolia’s Laws on Fossil Collection 

Mongolia regards all fossils as cultural items and property of the state, which prevents the 

exportation of any Mongolian fossil (Winters 2013). Special permission must be obtained by the 

Mongolian government before fossils can leave the country. (Of note: there was an international 

custody battle in 2012 over a Tarbasaurus bataar skeleton that had been illegally obtained from 

Mongolia.) 

 

China’s Laws on Fossil Collection 

Like Mongolia, China lists fossils as under the protection of the state. The Law of the People’s 

Republic of China on the Protection of Cultural Relics was adopted in 1982; Article 2 of the law 

states that “cultural relics of historical, artistic, or scientific value” will be placed under the 

protection of the state, and “fossils of paleovertebrates and paleoanthropoids of scientific value 

shall be protected by the state in the same way as cultural relics” (China.org). (Of note: this is 

why the Wyoming Dinosaur Center only has replicas of Chinese dinosaurs in the museum, not 

real bone—it is illegal to have the actual specimens.) 

 

Brazil’s Laws on Fossil Collection 

Brazilian laws about fossil collection are vague and difficult to track, but “in essence, a 

Presidential Decree of 1942, the constitution and individual laws of Brazil, make all 

paleontological resources wherever found within Brazil, property of the state and subject to the 

laws of the country” (AAPS). Without obtaining a permit from the Brazilian National 

Department of Mineral Production (DNPM), you cannot remove fossils from Brazil. 

 

South Africa’s Laws on Fossil Collection 

South Africa’s Natural Resources Heritage Act No. 25 of 1999 is a lengthy, well-defined law. It 

includes the following statements pertaining to fossil collection: 

 “the national estate may include archaeological and palaeontological sites” 

 “the identification, assessment and management of the heritage resources of South Africa 

must take account of material or cultural heritage value and involve the least possible 

alteration or loss of it” 

 “No person may destroy, damage, deface, excavate, alter, remove from its original 

position, subdivide or change the planning status of any heritage site without a permit 

issued by the heritage resources authority responsible for the protection of such site” 

 “An object or collection of objects, or a type of object or list of objects, whether specific 

or generic, that is part of the national estate and the export of which SAHRA deems it 

necessary to control, may be declared a heritage object, including objects recovered from 

the soil or waters of South Africa, including archaeological and palaeontological objects, 

meteorites, and rare geological specimens” 

 “No person may export or attempt to export from South Africa any heritage object 

without a permit issued by SAHRA” 

 No heritage object may be removed from South Africa other than through a customs port 

of entry, and the relevant export permit issued under subsection (19) or certificate of 

exemption issued under subsection (32) must be produced to a custom officer before 

removal from South Africa is effected or allowed” 

 “All archaeological objects, palaeontological material and meteorites are the property of 

the State. The responsible heritage authority must, on behalf of the State, at its discretion 
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ensure that such objects are lodged with a museum or other public institution that has a 

collection policy acceptable to the heritage resources authority and may in so doing 

establish such terms and conditions as it sees fit for the conservation of such objects” 

 “Any person who discovers archaeological or palaeontological objects or material or a 

meteorite in the course of development or agricultural activity must immediately report 

the find to the responsible heritage resources authority, or to the nearest local authority 

offices or museum, which must immediately notify such heritage resources authority” 

 “No person may, without a permit issued by the responsible heritage resources 

authority—destroy, damage, excavate, alter, deface or otherwise disturb any 

archaeological or palaeontological site or any meteorite; destroy, damage, excavate, 

remove from its original position collect or own any archaeological or palaeontological 

material or object or any meteorite; trade in, sill for private gain, export or attempt to 

export from the Republic any category of archaeological or palaeontological material or 

object, or any meteorite; or bring onto or use at an archaeological or palaeontological site 

any excavation equipment or any equipment which assist in the detection or recovery of 

metals or archaeological and palaeontological material or objects” 
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APPENDIX B: OFFICIAL STANCE OF THE WYOMING DINOSAUR CENTER 

 

The goal of the Wyoming Dinosaur Center is to increase the knowledge and understanding of 

Wyoming’s unique fossil diversity. This goal is achieved through our scientific endeavours and 

our world - renowned collections. Since the founding of the Wyoming Dinosaur Center in 1995, 

the institution has functioned as a privately owned, for - profit enterprise. This does not mean the 

WDC is a commercial business. The museum’s extensive fossil collections are housed and 

studied at the museum. None of them are available for purchase. Our specimens are available for 

research, and have been used in countless scientific journals. The Wyoming Dinosaur Center 

honors the standards set by organizations like the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology, to ensure 

the continued integrity and availability of our facility and the fossils therein. The Big Horn Basin 

Foundation works in conjunction with the Wyoming Dinosaur Center, to ensure the high 

standards set by our peers and ourselves are met with the highest integrity. The WDC does 

engage in regional and international loans, but these arrangements are through legitimate 

scientific institutions and are accessible to any scientist for research. The WDC is a legitimate 

scientific institution, engaging in the collection and research of paleontological specimens for the 

benefit of the scientific community. 
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APPENDIX C: TESTIMONIALS 

 

All interviews were done through Facebook chat (because that was the easiest method of 

communication). Some editing for clarity. 

 

BILL WAHL, EXPERT PALEONTOLOGIST AT WDC 

ME: Would you be willing to send me some of your opinions on stuff? Specifically, fossil 

collection and private ownership. 

BILL: No real opinions on either. I go by the law regarding fossil collection on public land and 

that’s available on the BLM etc. website private-wise… it’s your fossil, do what you want. 

ME: Are you remaining partial for political reasons? 

BILL: It’s the job… the science won’t matter, which is depressing, but the fossils go to a 

museum so there is a chance of research. 

ME: So would you be more strongly opposed to it if the fossils went to a private collection in, 

say, a mansion somewhere? 

BILL: Hell yeah, but nothing stays private forever. 

ME: The science of explain the fossil (sic) in CONTEXT won’t be denied. 

ME: What does that mean? 

BILL: What is the value of the fossil if not the science? And the science changes. The private 

collection may lack the science, so value goes down. 

ME: So… you’re against private ownership of fossils that have scientific value? 

BILL: Yes. But I work or a private museum. Hence the angst. 

ME: So you couldn’t care less about belemnites? 

BILL: Multiples of fossils are important [to] scientists. We just want access to everything. 

ME: do you think that fossils should be allowed to be exported from countries for scientific 

study? 

BILL: Yes. 

ME: What is your opinion on natural parks banning people from taking anything at all from the 

area? Do you think the idea is a good concept? 

BILL: There are not enough workers to cover all areas so it should be stopped at exit and 

entrance at parks with enough workers. All material could be evaluated and lesser, shittier 

samples allowed to be collected by the public. The public is good at reporting stuff though; lots 

of petrified wood is returned to AZ, guiltily. Science wins if it is contributed to. 

ME: There are some areas that are renowned for being huge bone beds with a lot of fossils. I 

know there are several outcrops in Indiana that are like that. Anyone can go prospect there, as 

long as they don't take out truckloads of stuff. But don't you think that over time, people will 

deplete the number of fossils there? 

BILL: No, the formation may be bigger than thought. …The truckload scenario is commercial; 

thus a profit is sought and price goes up the further from the site a fossil gets. 

ME: You were saying that you don't agree with selling small bone pieces that we find, because 

there wouldn't be someone to evaluate the scientific value of the pieces and people might just go 

around smashing bones to sell. Any further thoughts on that? 

BILL: If you smash a larger piece who knows what it went to, what science is lost. But that's a 

losing game as the private fossil is at the mercy of collector. But what if there is science to be 

gained by destroying a bone? …We done? It’s not a black and white issue.  

ME: Okay thanks Bill. You’re the best! 
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ANDREW ROSSI, HILL MANAGER AT WDC 

ME: I wanted to know your take on private fossil ownership and collection. 

ANDREW: Hmmmm. It’s a difficult question. 

ME: Indeed. Do you think there shouldn’t be a market for fossils? 

ANDREW: I don't think there should be a market, but then I also think nobody should be 

murdered. The issue is finding a way to work with the reality of the situation. Most private 

collectors don't care about scientific information, other than the rarity and significance of the 

fossils. Bragging rights, essentially. If the proper field and lab information is collected and made 

available to the public then I have less of an issue with it. Thats what the WDC does (in theory.) 

There has to be a paper trail. Maps, photographs, field sheets, measurements etc. 

ME: Do you think it’s okay for the families to be taking fossils from the Sundance, then? 

ANDREW: That's where it gets iffy. Everyone says every fossil has information to give to us, 

and that’s very true. But there are MILLIONS of belemnites on the property, and many of them 

aren't conducive for good research.  Someone might say those fossils shouldn't be given away 

(not even SOLD, just given away) but there's not a whole lot they can contribute to research. 

Plus, the families are always collecting with staff. If anything significant is recovered, we retain 

it. If every private collection operated like the WDC (open access, paperwork, etc) then the 

private fossil market could be a very valuable resource to the science. But most do not. 

ME: So you think it’s okay that you have that megalodon tooth. 

ANDREW: By the time I got it, it was scientifically useless. It had already been collected, sold 

to a distributer, bought by the museum, and then given to me. By the literal, no gray - area 

evaluation of the "rules" it’s not okay that I have it. But even if I gave it to another museum, 

what use is it? At least by my having it, it can be used as a teaching tool (aka I'm just such a 

good, honest, person with unparalleled integrity). 

ME: So if you had to make a blanket statement about private fossil ownership, it would be… 

ANDREW: If it worked within the same parameters and with the same integrity of public 

museums and universities, it could be an immensely valuable ally to the paleontological 

community. Unfortunately - in most cases - it is a solely commercial endeavor, seeking to 

remove rare and valuable specimens from the scientific community for monetary profits. 

 

JESSICA LIPPINCOTT, DIRECTOR OF BHBF 

ME: There's a lot of controversy out there about private ownership, especially with specimens 

that are rare and/or scientifically valuable. Do you think private ownership of fossils is okay? Do 

you think it should be a case-by-case basis? 

JESS: Yes I think it is ok. If I didn't, I wouldn't be working here. [smile emoticon] 

ME: Do you feel that fossils should be allowed to be exported or shared between countries? 

Do you think that laws about vertebrates should be applied to invertebrates as well? 

JESS: The majority of private ownership owns small fossils such as inverts, etc. You and I are 

private fossil collectors/owners. We have belemnites and ammonites, no? That is ownership. 

Now most people are not going to buy a dinosaur and mount it for display in their living room. 

Those that can afford to purchase something on that level either have some stake in museums 

which they loan or give to the museum for display. If it wasn't for private ownership/selling 

fossils, no museum would have what they have. The museums have to either purchase a cast or a 

fossil from either another museum or a collector. 

ME: Regarding those that can afford to purchase and privately own fossils, do you think it 

should be a set rule that the owners have to share their specimen with museums? 
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JESS: A lot of people don't realize which museums are private compared to federal or state run. 

The AMNH is a private museum. Yes they still have excavations that they send out people to 

collect things, but they also purchase specimens as well. 

ME: Do you think there should be laws against people privately owning fossils and just keeping 

them hidden, say, in their house? 

JESS: No, I think if they can afford the specimens, they have the right to do whatever they want 

with it. That’s like trying to say, well if I have 1 million dollars, I shouldn't keep it, I should have 

to share it with others. That is socialism. There are laws about fossil ownership. You cannot own 

fossils from Mongolia/China and Brazil. Now I believe if you have certain paperwork that shows 

you collected the specimens from those areas prior to a certain date, then you have a right to own 

them. 

ME: What is your take on organizations seizing specimens from private ownership, then? 

Jessica Lippincott 

JESS: I think it is fine for countries to share fossils with each other. If we didn't we would have 

to visit those other countries to see those specimens. If there is a legitimate reason to seize the 

fossil, then I agree with it. It isn't rocket science to know that you shouldn't own fossils from 

countries like China and Brazil. If you see them for sale, don't buy them; then you won’t get in 

trouble. 

ME: Do you think we should be able to own fossils from those places? 

JESS: Well, it would be nice, but we can't. Honestly, I don't really care if we could. I know some 

people think it’s stupid that we can't, but it is their law which we must abide by. I know some 

people think we should, but I just don't care. 

ME: Okay, thanks! 

JESS: You’re welcome! 
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