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SENATOR SMITH: There is no distinction between the types of
cases that will get there then?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: No. I nthe constitutional amendnent, ye
are putting in a floor, capital cases, gnd constitutionality of
statute cases can never be taken away. Then e as a
Legi sl ature, are going to decide that. ws are goi ng to be abl e
to decide, we can add every case in the world gack into the

Supreme Court if we_want to, but that is not what this
legislation is for. That is yet to come. Qkay...

SENATOR LABEDZ PRESI DI NG

SENATOR LABEDZ: Time is expired, Senator Smith.

SENATOR SM TH: Now wait a minute. Okay, my tine problem
SENATOR LABEDZ: Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nadam Chair, and nenbers of the Legislature,
| amglad that sone of the other senators are 4t |east aski ng

questions so it will be a matter of record the types of things
that are of concern to people, but |et me tell you how the
Supreme Court is done. |t js a case that involved nyself and it

was a traffic ticket,and the court reversed the decision that
the |ower court gave, but instead of dismi ssing the charge, they
sent it back for a newtrial which means it clutters the system
And one of the judges dissented. They all unaninously agreed it
should have been reversed, but the djissenting judge said the
only way we can require g retrial of this matter is to go
agai nst the precedent we have set already that in 5 ca5e |ike
thi.S we dlsm ss when we reverse. But in order to make nme stand
trial again on a traffic ticket where | was inmproperly
ccnvicted, the court changed its precedent to nake me go up
again on a traffic ticket. So if they have got all of this work
ard the court systemis so cluttered, whenyou begin to see how
tiey pick and choose the jndividuals that they are going to
treat a certain way, | consider it discrimnatory.” andsince I
am deened to be an unpopular person in this state, ggwhat? But
it shows to what length this presentSuprenme Court vvlﬁ go to
get a particular individual. Now here is the question that we
ought to be asking that relates to abroader question. If the
orly cases that go up to the Suprene Court as a matter of  jgpt
are capita cases, and we don't have nmany of those, and cases
challenging the constitutionality of statutes, agnd there are not
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