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SENATOR CHANBERS: Not in all cases.
SENATOR KRISTENSEN:  Not in all cases.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: And they' re getting rid of that.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Senator Kristensen. It

difficult for Senator Kristensen to answer the question, gq 'm
going to make assertions and then he canchallenge them ii ne
chooses to, and it will be a matter of recorg. What happens,
and we' Il forget about +t{he county court_ |evel sowe can
elimnate that one step, you appeal fromdistrict court e
Supreme Court . Inst ead of theSuprene Court hearing the case
itself , it will assign it to theseindividuals who are placed on
this panel. They will make the review that currently the
Supreme  Court makes . They will then make a writt en

recommendation to the Supreme Couft, and that is not the way it
goes now. The district court does not make arecommendation to
the Supreme Court. The district court makes a decision ,pdthat

decision is appeal ed. In this case the appellate group il
meke a recomerdation ..o the Supreme Court and the Suprene Court
may, but it doesn't have to, adopt the finding of the. . .the

recomendation of this gppellate division as its position. So
that is a new step, because what the appell ate panel decides is

not autonatically the end of the case. The Suprenme Court still

undertakes a review. So if they' re going tg review the
reconmendations, the files and the records produced py the
appellate division, that is in addition to what has been done
when the district court decision was reviewed. Vhen the
district court currently makes a decisjon, and you appeal it,

the Supreme Court reviews the record of that .gqe they don't
hear it...take new evidence and hear the case over 'again. There

conceivably could be more paperwork generated for the Supreme
Court's decision by |ooking at what ¢thjs appel | ate panel did

than there would have been in the district court case. Tpis is
not going to save time, it's not going to reduce work, it's
going to generate and can additional delays because there is
anot her |evel of straining that nust occur pefore the Sipreme
Court |ooks at the case.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  (One ni nut e.
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