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that*s why we"re having the discussion here on the floor. Thank
you.

SPEAKER KRISTENSEN: Senator Bruning.

SENATOR BRUNING: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature, |1
wanted to discuss a little more my comments earlier about the
archbishop, and 1 first want to say | have a deep respect for
Senator Foley and a deep respect for the Catholic Church, and |1
see this as, you know, when two...when two brothers fight, the
fight is often more severe than when strangers do. That's
somewhat how | see our disagreement here. But I wanted...l want
to talk a little bit more about our disagreement because | think
Senator Foley®s chief <concern was with my comments about the
archbishop. And if | have my facts wrong I1"Il rescind my
comments, but 1 don®t think | do. To ray understanding, there
was a priest in the church under the archbishop®s direct employ
who was looking at child pornography and the archbishop found
out about that and, rather than discipline that person and send

him to get help for that sickness, he did nothing. He
reassigned him and allowed that priest to <continue to have
contact with children. So what | said about the archbishop,

that he should be removed, and | did say that he was not worthy
of his position, was based upon the fact that the archbishop
knew that one of his priests was looking at «child pornography.
In my mind, somebody that"s looking at child pornography is one
step away from a pedophile and the step is a small step. It's a
big step from where the vast majority of people are to look at
child pornography. It"s a little step once you get to look at
child pornography to be a pedophile. It*s a couple glasses of
wine or some unexpected courage. And if the archbishop knew
about this, and according to the Omaha World-Herald he did, and
if the archbishop, indeed, reassigned this person, then the
archbishop 1is at fault. And I tell you what, I don"t
distinguish between the archbishop and any other manager. If
there is somebody in one of our state agencies in this state
that has somebody wunder their direct employ that"s looking at
child pornography and they find out about it and they don"t do
anything about it, that person needs to go too. There"s no use
or purpose for child pornography or condoning it through keeping
somebody who 1is interested in it in an organization, and that"s
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