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Senator Dierks is right,we' ve been having sone trouble trying
to renmember way back | ast spring as far as what the reasons
«ere. On this particular section the reasons for del eting
Sec'tion 8 were that what we_ are doing, and we've gotto make
that clear, what we are doing is maki ng someone responsible ¢4

sonebody el se's crimnal activity. We're not tal king about a

civil fine here or civil liability. We're talking about

potential crimnal sanctions to be inposed on sonebody because
someone el se happens to commit a crinme. We are...certainly
we' re talking about a parent-child relationship, but nonethel ess

we are talking about if a child.  and we don't have to | ook at a
four, five, six, seven-year-old, let's look at the persons who

are still minors. Let's look at an 18-year-old who goes gyt
with some b'gh school friends, and goes out and cruelly
mstreats an animal.  It's the 18-year-old whl should be
responsible for that crime, not the parents of that 18-year- ol d.
We can't just ook at this in terns of a small child who a
parent really may have the control over. \e're seeking here to
impose crimnal liability upon someone for the acts ©of another
person who has all the capability of deternmining what s (ight
and what is wrong. | think the reason for striking in conmtftee

was just for that reason. Let's nake the person who conmmits the
act crimnally liable. \ have in nost cases, if we're talking
about some of those ol der kids, some of the ol der teenagers

we've got  the juvenile court systemthat can be used to handl'e
those matters. | don't think we want to overstep that and start
draggi ng parents, who nay or may not have any control guer the
child, drag them into the crimnal systemand inposecrim nal
sanctions. | would urge the rejection of the pjerks amendment
to the conmittee anendnents.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Dierks.

SENATOR DI ERKS: Well, it just appears to nme that soneone has to

have control of these pmjnors. And as long as we designate
mnors in law, they still are under the jurisdiction ¢ iheir
parents, and this |egislationwuld sinply strengthen that
jurisdiction and allow for the nonanimal’ neglect. We' re
not...l"'mnot concerned as nuch about cruelty here as | am about
their inability to feed the animals and keep water fromthem
think that we're nore concerned about neglect in this particular
instance than we are about cruelty.

Mt Ll ut | still think that
there has to be sone responsibility for all these animals. If
they happen to fall jn that category, that they belong to a
mi nor, which we all kpowis described by |aw, then that
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