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Claims Court, thereby achieving unifornmty at all three levels

of courts of original jurisdiction, asit were. |'Il tell you,
I think John's objection to the bill is in the basic change from
the county court to the district court, gt |east that is what we
ta'ked about in an informal conversation. And, frankly, |
t hought he made a good point. | was thinking about voting
against the bill on this round. But, at this point, with this

amendment, we are trying to match the Small Clains Court with
t he | evel of formality of the county and district court.

gnfortunately, I think jt has a tendency to undercut what the
Smal | Claims Court is designed to do. A Spall Clains Court does

not have the presence of |awyers, does not have the exchange

a number of pretrial nmotions or heavily litigated | awyer-drafted
forms. You wal k up to your court office, they give you a form
you write out the nature of the thing that brings you to courg,

in your own handwriting, you pay them about six bucks to get the
thing served, and it's nmeant to be a citizen-generated kind of

lawsui t. Thirty days is comon for the purpose of a more
intricate I_aV\_/yer represented case, because there may be some
kind of filing of motion. There may be some kind of

jurisdictional argument. Lawyers have schedul es that are pretty
difficult to accommodate and you need sone tine frane on that.

You probably have to draft an intricate response, perhaps.

Thirty days makessense. | can go forward either with voting
against the bill and leaving the county court whereit is, o |
can go forwardby voting for the bill, as it currently now is,

with 30 days for both those courts. Byt this amendnent tries to
throw into that boat the Small Claims Court which is a different

fish. This is meant tg pe immedi ate, low cost and
citizen-generated justice. |t js not neant to be the same level
of use of attorneys, the same |evel of exchange of |egal

docunents and forms, the same Revel of deliberative process.
lor ~that reason. | think that 30 days gets in the way of the
Small Claims Court, ritualires it. formalizes it and pgkes the

case | ess of what it is, sort of a problemsolving side of our
court system. John, I understand your original grgument. |
woul d consi der voting against the bill, but T'"'mgoing to vote no

on the anendnent.
SPEAKER BARRETT:  Senator Kristensen.
SENATOR KRISTENSEN:  Thank you, Nr. President. | would rise to

oppose the anendnment as ell. I  think Senator Landis has

correctly _ch_aracterize_d the Small Clainms Court. Andl beli eve
that our citizens of this state would be extremely ' gisappointed
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