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Supreme Court said on that specific thing, on that specific
thing which the media of Nebraska specifically said is the
reason they want this law as broad a s i t i s . Th e U.S.
Supreme Court said, neither are w e now c o n v i n ced t h a t a
v i r t u a l l y i mpe n e t r a b l e constitutional sh ield be on
legislative or judicial control should be forged to protect
a private system of informers operated by t he p r e ss t o
report on c r iminal conduct. A sy stem that would be
unaccountable to the public would pose a t hreat to the
citizens, justifiable expectations of privacy a nd wou l d
e quall y p r o t e c t we l l - i nt ent i on e d i n f or mant s a nd t ho s e w h o ,
for pay or otherwise, betray their trust to their employers

PRESIDENT: (Gavel.) May we have order, please.

SENATOR DECAMP: T he U . S. Supreme Court has dealt with the
issue. Why is the press of Nebraskaallowed to have a law
they know is unconstitutional, is too broad, that they
acknowledge will have to have the court take the bite of the
apple , a s t he y c al l i t , ou t o f i t at t h e appropriate time
with the appropriate case'? Why are they allowed to have
that when they are the ones w ho more t h a n a n ybody e l s e say,
we have the responsibility for writing constitutional laws,
f or w r i t i ng sen s i b l e l aw s, w hy do t hey w an t a g r a n t b r o a d e r
than the First Amendment to t he U . S . C o n s ti t ut i o n ? Al l I ' m
asking with this b ill, and I ' m wil l i n g t o ac cept an
amendment that does just exactly this limited t h i ng , a l l I
w ant t o d o i s say , how e v e r , when the First Amendment runs up
against the Sixth Amendment, in other words, the right to a
fair tria', that ther. the pi.es in the order of a judge for

ke a grand jui.y would have to r evea l t h ei r s ou r c es . How
abou. h e c as e wn e r e t h e p r e ss individual sues somebody and
then says, we'I I can't reveal my source, but they are suing
t he o t n e oer s on . Th at ' what Nebraska's law purports to
give. That's u nconstitutional. I d on ' t wan t t o gu t t h e
shield law. I don 't want to des troy the s h i eld law. I
don' r . want to repeal the shield law. I want a legitimate
constitutional shield law. As I say , I kn ow t h e votes
aren't even remotely here, but there will be a day when t h i s
wil l b e de c l a r e d un c o n s t i t ut i ona l and I se nd a s igna l t o t h e
p ress . I f I ' m s t i l l a r ound , you ' r e go i ng t o work a l o t
harder. You' re going to work a lot harder getting your bill
passed with the limitations you want after it has been
declared unconstitutional than you would have if you just
agreed now to reasonably accept what other s tates h av e h a d

o r assoc i a t e s .
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