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think LB 90 last year, and I don't have any problems. . . i f y o u
w ant t o g o b a c k d own t o . ..what is it, age 12'? And we say l l and
below, it's okay to use videotape depositions, we' re making s ome
special exceptions for those as well. Y ou know, I d o n ' t ha v e a
problem if you want to move that age down to there, but the real
concern was we don't want to enter into this b lood b a t h ag ai n
of, are children reliable or are they not? And i t ' s n ot a n ew
burden and it's not placing a h i g h e r st and a r d and i t i sn ' t
placing a barrier in the law for children to testify. T hat l a w
is still where it is and just because we remove it fo r adu lts
doesn't make it higher for children.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: T hank ycu , S enato r K r i st e n s en . One of
the points that I wa nted to make,anticipating the senator's
response, is that many people were afraid that we'd get i nt o a
b'ood bath as we did last year, and I question to use the term
blood bath, on LB 90 on the videotaping. And what I wo u ld h op e
the body would keep in mind is that we must not ever be afraid
of major d i scu s s i o n a nd b l o o d l e t t i ng i f we wi sh on ce r t a i n
i ssues j u st b ecau s e we want to try to get something through.
And I suspect what is happening here is people will b e s a y i n g ,we'd like to get this bill passed, what obstacles could come in
o ur way, an d s omebody t h r ows o u t , well, LB 90 came up last year
and it a lmost got defeated by Senator Hall and others. We had
some problems with that. We certainly don't want that to happen
so let's try to eliminate that whole s ect io n s o w e c a n g e t thi s
bill through. I disa gree with that type of logic. With that
type of logic, anything controversial, we want to exclude that
so we don't get anything done. The most important things
sometimes done are the most controversial t hings and we must
not, as a body, be afraid of getting into those areas and we
must not be afraid, as a body , t o sa y , ye s , t h e re c o u l d be some
seriou s d i scu s s i on , ye s , i t c o u l d h o l d t h i n g s u p , b ut t h i s i s
th. crux of the matter. This is the real meat of t he co c o n u t ,
if you wish. We need to get into these areas and I would
support the Chambers amendment because it doesn't make any sense
to put a different type of quality on children than we h ave o n
adul t s . We ' l l do it the wh ole way a nd i f w e d o n ' t n ee d
corroborating evidence on the hand, then we certainly don't need
it on the other and I would hate that we would mak: an exception
for children because we are afraid to do battle in an area thatwas d on e l ast y ear . And may I point out that we went through
that last year, we made it through that last year and I think we
can move on through that with the experience.
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