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that I would consider, and | think many others as Senator gmjth
mentioned, would consider just. .as just deserving.

SENATOR KRI STENSEN: Do you have any specific problems that you
know of with, let's see, we did forgery and the other ope with
ar son. I's there any cases that were problens in particul ar out
there on that one?

SENATOR HALL: Again, the sane argument that these two received
special privileges that | don't feel have been warranted. \when

there are other crines that | wuld consider more ( serving
And we are dealing with a specific provisionto a SpECI?IC cri-nme
in LB 211 that would add additional time to another area, but
yet not give it the same standing as witing a bad check.

SENATOR KRI STENSEN: Okay, in general, would you be for a repeal
of all statute of limtations and saying, |ook, if we coul d
prove a crime, no matter what tinme it occurred, you ought to be
hel d accountable for that, andwe ought to be able tg convict
ou and punish you? Wuld you befor repealing the statute of

imtations on all crimes? | mean after all, if they' ve
violated the law, we ought to be able to go after them | jgnhio

SENATOR HALI: No, | would not.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Okay. And how would you make some,
di stinctions between that?

SENATOR HALL: | would start by striking these'two and |eave
treason and nurder in there.

SENATOR KRlSTENSEN Ckay , SO you' re. . .what you' re Saying is
it's okay in the other cases, but You want to ~ make a policy

deci sion for just those two.

SENATOR HALL: At this point in time. | mayhave another
amendnent that woul d add additional to these. pgy; yt his is where
| would begin.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN:  Okay, thank you. The reason that you have
t hi n%s i ke arson and forgerY inthere is because of the nature
of the crine. And parthU arlyforgery is_ very d|ff|cu|t’
because you may not know for a period of time that the article
has been forged. That article may well be a stockor a bond, it
may well be a contract or a negotiable instrument, that pmay pe
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