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believe it was Senator Chizek that asked one gf the people
who testified at the commttee hearings from Sarpy County
Sheriff's Ofice that poor |ittle Eberle boy, when Sarpy
County sheriffs first began their investigation of the
di sappearance of this little boy the officer testified they
went on the assunption that this child had been ki dnapped
strictly for pornographic purposes. It was never their
intention, nor did they believe that child \would ever turn
uE dead. They really believed he was anot her of the many
that had been kidnapped by these pornographic rings which go
around and use children, usually they will have five, six or

seven of ~them. And it was testified that after they t
these children and have had them for a nonth or so they va?

ship themto another state, to another pornographic group or

circle andthey, in turn, will send back a few of the
children they have kidnapped. Itwas sadto hear when it

was testified that sone of these poor children are now even
being sent overseas, and the |ikelihood of their parents

ever finding themis even slimer. You' ve seen nuch on
tel evision and documentary reports that child por nogr aphy

has increased as child abduction gnd child Ki dnappi ng has
i ncreased. So, for this reason, | am asking you to put” back
into the law...to put into the law that it is illegal to
rent or to purchase child pornographic novies and pictures.
Again, we are talking about children in these novies, not
adults. We are talking about children being used, enticed,

threatened. | would urge the adoption of this amendnent to
the conmittee amendnents.

SPEAKER NI CHOL: Senator Hoagl and pl ease.

SENATOR HOAGLAND: M. Speaker and col | eagues, this g pe
second of Senator Higgins' anendments to the committee

amendnents. | feel constrained, once again, to defend the
commttee's action and arg.~e that you not adopt this
anendment because | don't tnink it would be good public
policy to do so. Let me not for 4 nonent indicate that

anything that Senator Higgins has sajd is not correct about
what we heard of these practices before the conmittee. gpe

is absolutelyright. The inmportant point is that this

amendnent does not deal with those. This amendnent will not
in any way enable this piece of |egisiationto deal nore
effectively with those practices. Wen we worked on the
bill in committee we carefully reviewed the transcri pt, and

I have here excerpted testinony fromthree separate | aw
enforcenent officers about +the kind of practices this bill
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