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opposition to Dr. Anderson. For a long tlme I thought that
I would Join those who would be agalnst this appolntment.
But I finally concluded for myself and I would like to sug-
gest to the rest of you that what we are doing is approving
an appointment of the Governor ana whether we approve tnils
appointment or not, the Governor is gclng to make the next
one and he will give us the name of another irdividual and
we can vote no if we want to and the Governor will give us
another name. We have watched this happen between <he
President and nominees to the Supreme Court and if those of
us who disagreed philosopnically, i1f you can make that
argument, with the pailosophy of Dr. Anderson, I think we're
going up a dead-end street, because sooner or later the
Governor is going to be able to appolnt and name someone
who philosoprically agrees with him and the Governor 1is
going to have to run himself assuming he wants to with

that in his record. It isn't our record. Now I think

that our role in giving advice and consent to this appoint-
ment involves a critical lock at whether Dr. Anderson meets
the basic qualifications and can perform the job and I haven't
heard anyone successfully argue, including the long 1list of
arguments that Senator Luedtke just gave, I can't agree with
any of those arguments that lead me tc conclude that Dr.
Anderson couldn't perform this Jjob. Senator Luedtke, who
1s an acknowledged expert in this body in the entire area
of eriminal justice, criticized Dr. Anderson on some of

his views, yet if you read those views, he specifically
states in a statement that he believes in the new sophls-
ticated methods in the area of corrections which is exactly
what Senator Luedtke 1is proposing through his committee.
Arguments have been made that, by Senator Luedtke that

he lacks a sense of compassion. liow it's easy to make this
statement and it's very hard to prove it. I don't think
that when a man stands up and says he calls for responsibility
I don't think a call for responsibility demonstrates a lack
of compassion. It seems to me these two qualities in most
people go hand-in-hand. Senator Luedtks talks about the
argument bDetween the psychologist and the psychlatrists.

I can tell you I've gotten into the middle of that one and
nave been contacted and spoken witih—a couple of very fine
psychologists who I have a great deal of respect for within
the City of Cmaha. I called one back today and I talked to
one a couple of days ago and one a couple of weeks ago--I've
talked toc them each a couple of times. For the 1life of me
they could not specifically state reascns other than a gen-
eral atmosphere or a feeling they had that maybe someone
could be found who was better. They stated that there was,
there were going to be problems within the Lepartment 1if
Dr. Anderson is approved. Well, it seems tc me that we are
as responsible as anyone for creating those problems and
the next man, if we don't approve Dr. Anderson, 1s gcing

to nave to live with that same set of problems tecause we
nave created them. o one can now walk into that positior
witnout inheriting a whole bag of problems that thile entlire
confirmation proceeding has stirred up and whether 1t's Dr.
Anderson that has to solve those or the next person, SoIi&
body is going to have to work with those. I was struck by
Senator Lewis' comments this morning. Ve are called on to
merely approve and merely investigate. If ¢ coul~ come ip
with specific reacons, then I would say we would be on sol’i
ground. When we talk about, as Senator Chamvers did, the
administration of drugs, of a specific drug, we're not
talking about a problem that the Director of Public Insti-
tutions will nave to face. The responsibility for the
dealing with an individual patient is the individual phy-
sician who is treating that patient and Dr. Anderson in
this new spot would be called on only to set broad guide-
lines. If Dr. Anderson is guilty of anything, it seems to
me he has been gullty of responding to the criticisms and
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