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not to shut off debate on the bill or on the resolution, but it
was actually just to nove it away fromthe conmittee amendnent s
and on to the neat of the bill, itself, andthat is where the

debate should center. The committee amendments are designed to
correct what is kind of a technical error in the resolution.
They are...under current law, there are several different ways
of appeal. The nobst conmon one is fromthe (istrict court to
the Suprene Court. There are oth r appeals, for exanple, if you
have your case initially tried in the county court, you have an

appeal fromthe county court to the district court. In an
adm nistrative law_ hearing, you might have an appeal from an
administrat ive law judge to the djstrict court. All  this
anendnent does .'.s to provide and make it clear that when we are
limting the ri ght to one appeal that that appeal s not that

appeal fromthe county court to the district court, or it is not
that appeal from the adm nistrative |aw judge to the district
court. Rather, we are making it clear that at the very mjnimum
every person is entitled to appeal to the internmediate appellate

court. That is what this is doing. |f we intend to pass this
resolution, | think it is inmperative in grder rotect the
rights of the people that we include in there that Fhey have at

a mninmumthat internediate appellate court appeal. | did vote
ast  spring against the tenporary intermediate court of appeals
because | felt that the right to app. al is one of our npbst basic
rights. We have to have that ability to have, one judge who may
deci de someone's fate, have the ability to have that reviewed.

So | am very concerned about the right to appeal, just as is
Senator Chanbers, just as is Senator Kristensen, but that is not
what we are arguing here. What we are arguing here is a

technical correction, or is a correction to guarantee that every
person is entitled to that appellate court review, to that final

appellate court review. It does not, as Senator Chanbers
correctly points out, it does not preserve an appeal of right to
the Suprenme Court, but then, again, the resolutjon, itself, does

not. What this does is generate some additional protection

the people, generates...nakes it absolutely clear that they are
entitled to that appeal to the intermediate court of appeals. |

woul d i rge the adoption of the committee gmendments, and that

this debate be continued, and | think it is inportant that it be

continued, but Iet's continue that where it shoul d be debated
and that is on the meat of the bill, and with the amendnents to
the bill, and any tlmerermlmng I'd give back to Senator

Kristensen.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Kristensen, two ninutes.
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