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a photograph of that girl, 15 years old, naked f rom t he
waist up, the purchase of that magazine would be a 25-year
felony. Now as I indicated, that is a complete departure
from current Nebraska law which adopts community standards
and community mores. If a film is marketed for commercial
p urposes i r . . N e b r aska wh ic h sh o w s a gr o u p o f 1 5-year o l d s
l ooking t n r ou g h a p eep hole, observing a dult women
undressing, that is not illegal. Under current law that
k ind o f a com merc i a l f i l m, e ven i f i t were l ega l i n t h e
surrounding states, would be illegal in Nebraska. These are
t ough pub l i c po l i cy d e c i s i o n s . We certainly, we surely need
to protect our children from being t h e v i c t i ms of chi l d
pornography, particularly those 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12. But
I just want to be sure the body understands t he breadth o f
this rewrite because it is a significant bill and wil l
significantly change practices, I assume, as well as the law
in the State of Nebraska. With that, I would ask the
adoption...the advancement of t he b i l l . Thank you ,
Mr. Speaker.

S PEAKER NICHOL: S e n a t o r Higgins, would you like to close,
please, on the advancement of the bill.

SENATOR H I GGINS: Just very br i e f l y . Thank you ,
Mr. President. A 15-year-old boy in a movie, observing
someone having sexual intercourse, accord in g t o Sena t or
Hoagland's simulated sexual intercourse, we are to as s u me
then that in pornographic movies they don't actually go
through the act, they just simulate it, a nd we have put t ha t
in the bill so that it would cover simulated intercourse and
other obscene ac t s , su c h as bestiality. So when you vote
for the advancement of this bill Senator Hoagland says you
are voting for someone to get 25 years for being in a movie
watching someone doing simulated sexually explicit a cts s o
filthy that I don't even want to describe them, though I had
to in the bill, and that is all right. Ex cept, remember
Senator Ho agland's arguments when I int roduced the
amendments, he doubts that any judge would ever g i v e 2 5
years. But now in the closing h e says, r emember, y o u a r e
v ot ing o n u p t o 2 5 y e a r s . I t h i n k t h e co u r t s wi l l t ake t h at
into consideration if this is a first offense. S enator
Hoagland said they would. I find it unusual that i n h i s
remarks he said a 1 5-year-old woman. But i n h i s b i l l ,
LB 447, he says a juvenile is a nybody under 18 . Be si de s
that, I don't think a 1 5-year o l d is a woman. Maybe the
s tates a r ound u s h a v e n o t adopted stricter legislation on
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