January 23, 1989 LB 232

SENATOR LI NDSAY: Nr . Presi dent, n’en‘bersv | rise in Opposition
tothis bill. I will just restate ny reasons fromthe conmmttee
hearing. | believe the county court. . the purpose of the county
"ourt 1s to handle some of the smaller matters that can be noved
along alittle nore quickly. .excuse ne, a little nore quickly.
VWhat this bill would do is to extend that tinme. Right now, .in
county court an answer date will conme 20 days after the filing
of the case. In district court the answer date comes 30 days
after service of process. What effectively this bill does is to
ektend the answer date in county court from 20 days. ..it can
extend it out as nuch as three weekS. county court, of cour se,
does have a jurisdictional linmt of $10,000 and does not handle
equity cases. | don't believe the yeal conplex cases, that
require the extreme amount of tinme necessary to formulate an
answer |Is necessary In County court. For that reason, | woul d
urge that the bill not be advanced.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, sir. Senator Kristensen, further
discussion.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN:  Thank you, Nr. President, nenbers of the
body, | appreciate Senator Lindsay's comments about wanting
county court to nove along quicker. \wat this really does is it
makes two courts...makes the rules the sgme and so that you

don'i have two different sets of rules in two different sets’of
courts. And the small anount of time that ¢{nis would extend,
10 days, is just minimal. 1It's very important, | think, that we

have uniform rules among our courts so that people, \ynhen they
come in, undelrstand what the rules gre and there aren't m stakes
between two different courts. And | would urge that this bill
be advanced.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Ashford.
SENATOR ASHFORD: Thank you, Nr. Speaker, gndmembers. | was

listening to the arguments on this bill and ial th
argument given by JohnLindsayin opposition toetsﬁgcl)al |Iyand F
concur with him I think that we have {o remember that the

district court and the county courts are two separate entities.
The county court has its own rules, the district court pa5 its
own rules, and | think that, as John has stated, the purpose of
the county court is to give as expeditious zg possible a hearing
tc a case which has a lesser dollar gmpunt involved. A nd |
think it really is unnecessary,at |east in my experience, to
extend that period beyond the 20 days. The county court does,
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