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in my opinion, normally give an expeditious hearing because of
the fact that sone of the rules are a little different than the
district court where we have nore weighty matters di scussed n
det er m ned. So | think that Senator Lindsay has arexcellent
point and I would concur with his logic on it. Thankyou.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator NcFarland.

SENATOR NcFARLAND: Thank you, Nr. President. | uess the
| awyers are speaking today so | will stand up and speak as well.
I think the point of the bill is to get sone kind of uniformty
within the various courts and it sinplifies the system | think
it makes it more uniform and understandable and, for that
reason, | support it. As far as the contention that it m ght

delay the trial process, | don't think any delay would pe
significant at all. It requires that the answer day 1s set back

another 10 days to conformwth the district court procedures.
You might have that slight delay in those 10 days but, 55far as

setting the case for trial, the anpunt of time you have to ait
for trial, | doubt if that would have any insignificant ef¥vect
whatsoever. This Dpill was broulht to us by the Court
Administrator and it was...as | recall, Suprenme Court Judge
Fahrnbruch spoke in favor of it. I think one of the things

Judge Fahrnbruch mentioned was zn the present procedure you
coul d have sonmeone who had not responded to a petition, had

filed an answer but yet because of the time provisions you mgr:;]ﬁ{
not ~even know whether the petition had been served on that
particular person or defendant. go in effect, you cone in for
a default judgrment because the defendant hasn't ‘answered and yet
the judge is confronted with thegjtuatjon and savs

don't even know whether he has been served.__the de¥e}1dvgﬁltl’ h;\{se
be.n served properly because we haven't had time for themto
return the certified receipt to show that service had been

acconplished. And that puts a. a kind of a...it just shows the
probl ens and the inconsistencies that having a shorter answering

period for county court makes as far as the conparison with the

district court. So, in the interest of u i_f?rm'ty and
consi stency, | would urge that you support thlsrl)l| 1t would
be much sinpler for lawers and | awers are gopetinmes confused
enough as they are. So |...Senator Korshoj agrees with me. g
anything that will help lawyers, lwould appreciate and I \ould
urge you to support and pass this bill. Thankyou.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Kristensen, followed by

Senator Ashford.
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