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o!' o»c. They w!.11 appoint one individual. The (!overnor
will retain his authority when he has been offered three
names,to select one of those three and Sienator "arsten
brought un the idea of having no more than two menbers of
the sane political party to be anpointed. h e Qoverno
t hen h a = a choice. If he is a Democratic Governor, he
can select that Democrat. If he is a Republican Governor­
Governoz, he can appoint, if he so chooses, that Republican.
I think 1t's a fair sug>.-,estion but I do not offer th1s as
a con;>ronise to complicate the issue. I could see the other
day by the vote taken. I d1d — I did support the mo — the
amendment that day. I think that the hill was in serious
trout le. I think this is a nroblem we must address ourselves
to and th1s is mv method of doing it without further compl1­
cating — I personally feel it will simplify the procedures
as spelled out in LB

SE!1'. OR FELL:!A;!z Senator Burbach, isn't the — the Governor
is still one of the five people who would select the three
nominees, is that correct'?

SE!IATOR BURBACLz That is corzect.

S".;:1A OR FELL !A:!z And the other — the, the selection would be
done by a rzagority I assume, from your earlier discussion.

SE!!ATOR BURBACH: I an sure this is also correct.

SE:!ATOR FELL:!A:;: So t!>at means a ma)ority of this group of
five people and the Governor could be in the minority, would
select a list of three people and even if it crosses the two
part i es , t he ". overnor y>ould then have to selec--or conce'vablv,
could have to make a choice from among three people whom he
originallv — none of whom were originally acceptable, 1sn't

SE!!ATOR BURBACE: This is a possibility.

SE!!AT.'!R FELL.".A!:z .!1ow wasn' t t he , one of the oz iginal purposes,
at least as explained on the floor the other day, an attempt
to neve all of tt>is admini.trative matter out o f th e a r e a o f
polit'cs and Trito a purer atmosphere so that 'nfornat1on and
fact could be obtained in a pure, apolitical way, w asn't t h a t
one ci the stated purposes of this bill?

SE!!ATOR BURBAC!!: It failed to carry, however, didn't it not?

SEI1ATOR FELL'IAU> Well, that's true but that was the — the
supporters of the bill were azguing that that yzas the reason
for the b111, isn't that correct?

SENATOR BURBAC!;: I suppose, I'r.not certain what their, what
their thinking was. .here zyas much talk besides the actzal
b'll on the floor and you, vou probably are correct. I could
not answer „ou in the affirmative or the negative.

S ENATOR FELL'.!AUz . h ank y o u . :'Ir. President, if I might make a
comment. I was against the bill originally and I'n even more
against the bill with the amendment. If I--if the purpose of
the bill was td somehow or othe> remove the pz'ocess of fact
gathering, whether it's data orocessing, computers o r any o t h e r
factual matter from the realm of politic>s and I dor.'t know that
anvth nc within this great building can really be removed from
t!ze rel — realm of politics or should be. It seems to me that
this hill--or this amendment, tosses 1n two or three mo.e
polit1cal elements and, wit!. the nossible addition of even another
one if we, if:>e set up this partisan list ano I, it seems to

t hat c o r r e c t ?
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