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cease? Haveyou all voted? Record, Mr. Clerk.
CLERK: 23 ayes, 0 nays, to cease debate, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Debate does not cease, however, we have only
one light remaining. Senator Lindsay, would you care to close'?

SENATOR LINDSAY: Yeah, after that it would really have to be a
movng closing | guess. I'd like to address first of all a
ccuple of points that were brought up during the debate. Eirst
of all, | neglected to nention, ran out of time in ny |ast
statenment, Senator Abboud has tal ked about gsome of the maj or
cases and he gave the exanple of Rg~~ ~ , and how we hate to
have had that heard by a division of three judges. It wouldn' t
have happened. It still woul dn't happen. any of these major
cases, they are going to be heard by the court oppanc. When
there is a major constitutional question, when there is a
capital case or when there is just disagreenent anong the court,
they are going to hear the cases in full, all nine judges.
Senator Kristensen has tal ked about how the case didn't work in
M nnesota, that it was tried and failed in M nnesota, and that
is true. Minnesota is not Nebraska. 1It's not even close to
Nebraska, well, it's close, | guess, what, three, four hundred
mi | es? But the nmain thing is that Mnnesota has a different
population. It's nuch |arger than Nebraska. It has a much
larger caseload. | t has nore cases filed, more appeals fi |ed
and you can keep expanding to try to cover ¢ jt's just not
going to work. By the same token, NewYork has an internediate
court of appeals. California does, but that is not (e jssue.
The issue is we have a state of a million and a half people. e
shoul dn't be conparing Mnnesota, we should be conparing U ah or
some of the states that have popul ation bases that are gsomewhat

equi val ent to our own. Mi nnesot a | don't think is a good
conparison. The amendment js designed...the whol e debate is
going to conme back up again next sBring if the bill itself. if
the resolution itself does pass because we' re going to be’down

here arguing about money, It would be real interesting ;g see
how t hat argument is going to go nextyear, because i% we' re
going to fund six judges, which...and that 's not, as Senator
Kri stensen pointed out, that nunber is not set in stone, but it
was the proposal |ast year. If we' re going to fund six judges,
it's going to be a mllion, one in 1989 dollars, | guess, and
that is going to have six judges trying to do the work“of séven.
That doesn't make sense. W' re not going to reduce the work
| oad by taking thework that seven people couldn't do and have
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