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SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Do I b e l i e ve t h a t wha t ?

S FNATOR S M I T H :
prob l em.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Absolutely not.

SENATOR SMITH: Then what is the purpose of the bill?

SENATOR K R I S TENSEN: To e l i mi n a t e t h e s i t ua t i on y ou j u s t

That f i n i n g t he v i c t i m wil l e l i mi n a t e t h e

fine them.

l eg i s l at i on . . .

s uggested .

SENATOR SMITH: Do y ou t h i n k i t wi l l e l i mi n at e t he s i t u a t i on ?

SENATOR K R I S T ENSEN: I t i s go i ng t o ma ke a change . I f you ,
under the current law, Class V misdemeanor, a l l y ou can d o i s

SENATOR SMITH: Wi l l t h e v i c t i m h av e t o work h a r d e r , i f y ou want
to use that expression, to try to make up -he difference in the
amount of money that it now costs?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: I t h i n k t h e i n t en t of t he l eg i s l at i on i s t o
prevent the person from working at all.

SENATOR SMITH: One of the other thirgs that. you commented on is
that this deal...this bill deals wit h t h e v i c t i m, n o t wit h t h e
pimp. Why don't you deal with the pimp instead of.. . ?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Because we' re already dealing with the pimp
and the legislation, or excuse me, the statutes a l r e ad y c ar r y a
penalty for pim ps and I . . . i f y ou ' d l i k e t o p r op os e

S ENATOR S M I T H : No, now just a minute, whoa, just a minute now,
okay, because these are my questions that I'm trying t o p u r su e
here .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Okay.

S ENATOR S M I T H : A l l r i gh t , n ow you ' r e saying that the law
a l ready d e a l s wi t h t he p i mp . Then why d o w e ne ed t o i nc r e as e
the p e n a l t y ? I s t h at l aw no t wo r k i ng ?
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