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we will nmake the penalties the same for vandalismand for
theft, and by doing that the practical consequence is that
for vandali.smof over a 41000 we are increasing the penalty
froma dass IVto a dass IIl penalty. So we would be
Increasing the penalty in that one instance. The second
reason and just as inportant to the conmttee tha. we
handled it in this manner was to retain the integrity of
the crimnal code structure. A few years ago we had a
massi ve revislon of the crimnal code and we consolidated
all different kinds of crlmlnal statutes that were all over
the place in our statutes into a conprehensive and conpl ete
code. And where we had statutes that said, for exanple, if
you steal a pig, the penalty is such and such, and if you
steal a horse, the penalt¥ i s such and such, we condensed
themall down so that confllcts that had grown up over the
years and rendered our systemirrati onal were consoli dated
into conprehensive sections that rationalized the whol e
process. So we didn't talk about stealing a horse or a
plg or a radio or whatever, we tal ked about values. We
translated the thing into a value and we nade it all cone under
our theft statutes, for exanple. We wanted to stay away
fromthe idea of having a different penalty for a particul ar
item for a partlcular institution, whether it be a church
or a public school or a house. We wanted to stick to a
conparison that would be fair to all who are accused under
the law. So that is why we took the approach of the com
mttee anendnment rather than fracturing the | aw to have a
different law to apply to churches, or a different lawto
apply to schools, or a different law to apply to community
centers. And with that, | would ask the adoption of the
conmi ttee amendnent.

PRESI DENT: Senator Hoagland is recogni zed.

SENATOR HOAGLAND: Nr. President and coll eagues, | distri-
buted a nemo to you from Senator Vard Johnson and ne, and
Senat or Johnson is in an Executive Board neeting right now.
In that meno we are asking you essentially to reject the
committee anendnents that have been offered by Senator
Beutler. Now let me tell you why. This is a bill, as

the nmeno indicates on page | and on page 2, that was brought
in |ast year and was voted out unani nously by the Judiciary
Conmittee the day after the bill was heard. It is a bill
that was offered for two reasons. Nunber one, to increase
the vandal i smpenal ties, but secondly and equal |y inportant
to make a political statenent that here in Nebraska we are
no | onger going to tolerate the vandalismof religious 1n-
stitutions, ceneteries, schools and conmunity centers, but
particularly churches and synagogues. Now we have had a
maj or problemin ny legislative dlstrict up in Qmha and in



