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SENATOR CARSTEN: The committee amendments h ave b e e n
adopted.

CLERK: Do you have anytl ing further on the bill, Mr. Clerk' ?

C LERK: S e n a to r P i r sc h , did you want to take. ..do you want
to withdraw that amendment we had p r i nt e d i n t he Jou r n a l
earlier then, Senator?

SENATOR PIRSCH: Yes, t h at w as b ef o r e we re a l i ze d t he
committee amendments we could amend.

CLERK: In that case, Mr. President, I have . .

SENATOR CARSTEN: It is withdrawn.

CLERK: ...nothing further on the bill.

SENATOR CARSTEN: Nothing further? No, s i » .

CLERK: N o , s i r .

S ENATOR CARSTEN: N o t h i n g further on the bill, anyone have
any further comments relative to the bill as amended? If
n ot, Senato r P i r sc h , would you like to close, please.

SENATOR PIRSCH: Yes, I w o u l d l i ke t o c l o se . H opeful l y , w e
h ave unders t ood now t h a t Nebraska presently has restitution
as a condition of probation. What we woul d l i k e t o s ee wi t h
the Department of Corrections, and the parole officers have
told us, is that part of the rehabi l i t at i on , p ar t of t h e
process that they are trying to impress on those who commit
crimes is that they are personally responsible to their
victim, that someone suffered as a result of their act. We
prosecute in the name of the State of Nebraska and i t i s a
crime against the state but it is much more than that. It
is a crime against a person or persons and th i s i s a way
that studies have shown d o e s make the defendant or the
c onvic te d c r i mi n a l more p er s o n a l l y e sponsib l e and t h e
courts have...this is purely may, that the c ourt s h av e t h e
author i z a t i o n t o l ook at a l l t he standards that are in that
bill aud the > if that is according to the circumstances of
the case, tc then say, yes, in the case of probation there
should be restitution. Yes, in the case of parole, there
should be restitution to that victim. I hope you w i l l vo t e
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