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three years is substantial?

SENATOR McFARLAND: Consi dering what attorneys jp private
practice nake as conpared to nenbers of the judiciary, no.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senator MFarland, is it true that there gre
other bills before the Legislature which arg designed to
decrease the work |l oad of the State Suprene Court~

SENATOR McFARLAND: Yes, of the State Supreme Court, rotof the
district court.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So, menbers, what you need to see is how nuch

the courts are seeking the judges in this one session. They

wantto reduce the work |oad by increasingthe npumber of

district judges. They want to reduce the work |oad of the
Supreme Court by either creating an appeal s systemin between or

increasing the size of the Supreme Court, 544” this bill would

attenpt to increasethe nunber of district judges. | jyst want
that before you because gs these bills come out and come
together there will be other positions|'mgoingto takeon
them than I' |l take rlght now. If this one npves it may not

make that much difference but be aware that that is the
triunvirate that you' Il be dealing wth; reducing the work [oad

of the State Supreme Court while increasing theit salary, (rying

to reduce the work load of the district court by increasingytrhe

nunber of judges and their salary will be increased al so. So |

Just think those things ought to be in the record so it will be

clear that the discussion, althoughit mayhave flowed smoothly

this morning without hitch, will not be the casewhenall of the
bills are before us.

PRESIDENT: Thank you.  senator McFarland, would you like to
cl ose on your notion to advance?

SENATOR McFARLAND: I'd just like to mak= a poi nt of
clarification. I think it israther confusing to say that the
Supreme Court is reducing its work load. The Supreme Court' s
work | oad has increased gradually over the years because of the

nunber of appeals to the Supreme Court. Tpne pills that are |

conmttee now are not really designed to reguce tRe court s wol'k
| oad. The work load is going to be there. \whatthe bills in
Judiciary that will be forthcomng in future weeks 3re o try

and di spose of the backlog of cases because [jgnt now it takes
al nost two years fromthe tine you file your appga} to the time
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