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SENATOR kRISTENSEN: Ye ah , I think that is right.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: What we need is a constitutional creation.

SENATOR A SHFORD: We co u ld, in effect,say that the court will
accept or the Supreme Court will accept a s cases of f i r s t
i mpress i o n wi t h ou t go i n g to the a ppellate court a numberof
c."=. s and we could delineate those types o f c a s e s . . .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Oh, absolutely.

SENATOR ASHFORD: .. .in statute after the decision was made b y
the voters whether to adopt the.

. .

SENATOR K R ISTENSEN: We could always do that because what we
have got in LR 8, though, is the floor. You can n e ve r ab r o g a t e
capital cases or constitutionality of statute. We ca r a l way s
add more duties and delegations to the Supreme Court.

SENATOR A S HFORD: So we are not , by passi ng this, we ar e
not...one of the arguments Senator Chambers has r a i se d and on e
tha t I am re a l l y v e r y i n t e r e s t ed i n i s , d o we still have control
o ver t he d o c k e t , i n e s s enc e ? I mean, can we tell the Supreme
Court what cases they m ust hear even i f we do h ave t h i s
appellate court?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: We can' t.
. .

SPEAK R BARRETT: T i me h as e x p i r ed .

S..NATOR ASHFORD: Ok ay, thank you.

SPEAKER B ARRETT: Sen at o r Kr i s t en s e n, would y o u ca r e t o an swe r
t he q u e s t i o n .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: I wi l l d o so real quickly. We c an't t e l l
t hem you ar e go ing to take the case of State versus Arlene
Nelson, for example. What we can give them zs areas of cases to
b r in g u p , j ur i sd i c t. z ona l a r e a s . Y es, we c a n d o t ha t b eca u s e of
the language in the constitutiona amendment .

SPEAKER B ARRETT: Th ank y ou . The Chair is pleased to r ecogn i z e
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