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come back wi thout ever having service. Sg | don't think that 8
going to correct the problemthat it's attenpting to correct.

And |l guess, lastly, | wouldpoint out that I don't believe
uniformty is always the best reason to change sonmething. As
Senat or Ashford pointed out, the differences are intentional,
the differences between county court and district court, because
they have two different purposes. | don't believe making the
two courts uniform andthis will certainly ot make the t wo
courts uniform thediscover rules still difper bet ween the two
courts as do sonme of the other procedures, and | don't belijeve
uniforniity is always the best choice. Anpg, again, | wouldurge
that the bill not be advanced.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator NcFarland, further
discussion.

SENATOR NCcFARLAND:  Thank you, Nr. President. Two pojnts. |f
the idea is that you' re going to get a default judgment jp
20 days, | don't think that it makes very much difference of
getting a default judgment in 30 days. |f a defendant has not
responded within the 20-day period, it's unlikely that he or gpe
or it will respond within the 30-day period as well. gg|don't
think waiting an additional 10 days is a significant burden on a
plaintiff bringing a cause of action in county court. The other
point is that if, in fact, you re talking about expediting the

I egal procedures, | nean, it would nmake just as ych sense to
take the district court and make their answer period only
20 days instead of 30 days as it is. | think if we'regoing to

have some consistency, it makes very good sense to have it
consistent as far as the answer date peri’od between the district

court and the county court and, for that reason, | think it is a
mnor change. I don't think it would have any significant
impact at all. We' re really tal king about matters “of philosophy
here rather than any matter of any practical effect. | think
it's a fairly sinple bill. |t's nore of a housekeeping bill and
woul d be a good bill to pass. And as far as wtether jt's a
lawer's bill or not, | know sone nmembers get all concerned
about that thinking, oh, this is a lawer's bill and, therefore,
they vote against it or for it or whatever. |t's really neither
one. As you can see, there are a number of Iawyers on this
floor, some of themare urging its passage, gthers are raising
questions about it. I don't think it' s...whether  it's g
I awer's bill or not, | don't think you can categorize it ohe
way or the other. It is sinply a matter of whether you want 4

have a uniformprovision in both.  that would apply both to the
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