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collection cases. We' re not talking about extremely complex
litigation, we' re talking about a bulk of cases that may be the
same size, or even smaller than some of the se small claims
cases. Of those collection c ases , 5 3 pe r c e n t of t h os e r esul t i n
default judgments, they never go to trial, they' re n ever e v e n
answered. The reason for that is that there is no defense, i t ' s
j us t a m a tt er o f d e l ay i n g p ay men t o f b i l l s . What t h i s wi l l do
is give an additional 10 to 21 days interest free exten s i o n o f
credit to those who do not have a meritorious defense. Since
the point has been made by several senators, I do n ' t be l i ev e t he
amendment is necessary, and I would withdraw the amendment .

SPEAKER BARRETT: It is withdrawn.

CLERK: I have nothing further on th e b i l l , Mr . Pr e s i d ent .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen at o r L i nd s ay , o n th e a d v a n c ement .

SENATOR LINDSAY: This is interesting. I move t o ad v a n c e LB 23 2

SPEAKER B A RRETT:
r ecogni z e d .

t o E 5 R F i n a l .

SPEAKER BARRETT: You' ve heard the motion to advance the bill.

SENATOR LANDIS : I t ' s a debatable motion, isn't it, Mr. Speaker ?

Senato r Land i s , y ou a r e

SENATOR LANDIS: I don't know if you all noticed this or not ,
I ' ve been here 11 years, that's the first time I' ve e ver s e e n a
freshman in the Legislature throw a really terrific sucker punch
(laughter) in his first, maiden effort in the body. It was not
the amendment John wanted. John wanted to call our attention to
what 232 does , and he did it in a most effective way. I hope
you listened to his argument. It was structured in t he mo s t
interesting way bec ause, of course, I fell into the trap, oh,
no, no, no, Small Claims Courts are different. In f act , hi s
point is we i l ma de, county courts are different from district
courts. All I' ve heard for justifying the bill i s t h e i de a o f
uniformity. John's made a good a r g u ment . Fo r o nce I ' v e ch a n g e d
my mind, I'm going to vote against 232 based on what I think is
a very convincing argument that John Lindsay just made. I h ope
y ou' re a ' 1 l i s t en i ng . T hank y o u .

SPFAKER BARRETT: T hank y o u . Se na t or Ab b o u d .

Yes, i t i s .
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