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criminal offense. And then as time passed, that changed and
things got a 1little more in proportion, for example. So I'm
just suggesting some caution here. Secondly, Senator Mossey,
I1'd ask your reflection again on this. It says...

SPEAKER BROMM: Time. Thank you, Senator Beutler. Senator
Wehrbein.

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: Mr. President and members, I was going to
make some comments on the results of increased convictions, and
I am on this bill so I support the bill. My concern is perhaps
a 1little bit along what Senator Beutler has been talking about,
although not directly in the proportionality. My concern is
probably the increase in prison population as a result of this,
and I wonder if Senator Brashear had any comments. I just found
out from fiscal, we don't really have a good database here that
would be helpful. I looked at the fiscal note, and it says...it
said here, Department of Corrections Services advises the fiscal
impact to the department is not determinable. And I find that a
little unfortunate, but then 1 find out that we have a good
record of arrests through police departments across the state.
We have a pretty good record in the conv...in the corrections
but we don't have a statewide database through the district
court system, 1if you will. And I don't know whether Senator
Brashear would have any comments on this. It would look to me
that, even though I support this, it looks like to me we really
don't have a good handle. But it has to probably increase our
correctional system load if we make a class...if we use a prison
sentence here. Kermit, Senator Brashear, would you have any
comments on that?

SPEAKER BROMM: Senator Brashear.

SENATOR BRASHEAR: Yes, Mr. Speaker. Thank you, Senator
Wehrbein. 1 appreciate the opportunity. All of the stars may
not be perfectly aligned, but perfect is sometimes the enemy of
good. And I'm not concerned about being able to put a greater
penalty on people who possess child pornography and we'll get
everything else straightened out as we go. And you correctly
make reference...first of all, there are no mandatory minimums
here. So the minimum is no fine and no imprisonment. You
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