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l i s t e n i n g .

PRESIDENT: Well let me see if we can do something about
t ha t .

SENATOR DECAMP: I doubt it.

PRESIDENT: (Gavel.) Order in the Chamber, please. I f y ou
would tone down the level of your conversation so that w e
could hear the speaker. Senator DeCamp.

SENATOR DECAMP: Mr. President, I have b e e n a r e spe c t e r ,
admirer and of record a supporter of the press probably as
much or mo r e t h an anyo n e a nd , y es , I ' ve been v i l i f i e d b y
them on occasion. Th is issue has nothing to do with that.
What you h ea r d he r e t o da y , when nobody was listening,and
what was testified to in c ommittee is some of the most
incredible and arrcgant testimony you' ll ever h ea r an d i t
amounts to this. The law in Nebraska is unconstitutional,
but so what: Until such time as we have to give it up we
want to use it. Now here are the facts. And as I say, any
lawyer that knows the issue, stand up and say I'm wrong if
I 'm wrong . Fact number one, Nebraska's law is the broadest
and vaguest of all the 50 states in the United States of
America. Number two, Nebraska's law,shield law, purports
t o g i v e ab s o l u t e i mm u n i ty f rom a n y r e p o r t er o r an ybo d y
associated with the press, of ever under any circumstances
h aving t o eve r r ev ea l any so u r ce ev e n i f t h ey d on' t e ve n
prin. the , tuff, it's absolute, total giant p u rporting to
s av Ii e l li e ; e l ia v e t c i eve al anyth ng . Fact numbe t h r e e ,
t h a r u ii c ont " a d i c t o r y to the U .S. Constitution as
interpieted by the U.S. Supreme Court p ar t i c u l a r l y i n t he
case of Brar. burg. Fact. number four,S enato r Hoag l a n d a n d
the attoiney foi. the Press A,sociation acknowledge that you
can' t do "'ha , t h at t h er e c an b e no s uc h constitutional
grant of author ty, but their argumen is until such time as
a court comes in and finds the case to strike it down, we
want to use it . Now specifically in co mmittee they
testified one of the reasons or the main reason they want
this is, for example, r adio p r o g r ams or TV p r og r a ms or
p eople c a l l i n and su p p osed l y report somebody is a criminal
or somebody is doing something and they don't want to reveal
it and most important, they want to be able to tell that
caller, you are under no obligation to e ver have y ou r s o u r c e
r evealed , anyt h i n g you say t o u s c an neve r under any
circumstances be revealed. I want to read you what the U.S.
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