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of committee. Last year when it was on General File I did that
as well, not out of any political reasons, but out of the
reasons that I was just not sure where I was at on this bill and
I wanted to spend some more time. Through the summer I have
spent a lot of time looking at comparative fault. I t h i n k a s a
member of the Bar Association and serving in this Legislature I
h ave s ome d u ty t o perha p s speak on the issues that I'm most
familiar about. And through this whole period of time t he Ba r
Association last year had a position of opposition to this bill
for a number of reasons, those mainly being procedural reasons,
not all of them being substantive because this is not just a
lawyer's bill. Obviously whenever there is a l a w sui t or an
injury there is lawyers on both sides and I don't buy into the
theory that the lawyers create the lawsuits. I f t hey do we
ought to find those people and toss that out of the profession.
What they do is represent people who have been injured or there
have b e e n br ea c hes o f contract or they defend the people who
have caused t h ose ac t i o n s o r w ho hav e a l l eg e d be e n c au s e d .
T hat ' s the reason this bill becomes so difficult. There i s n o t
one side, there is not one set of lawyers that represent both
sides. And t he Bar Association took on an extensive study of
this bill and came back with some recommendations and what they
did is they took four lawyers who represent people who get sued,
t he d ef e n s e l aw y e r s , and they took three lawyers who are
plaintiffs lawyers who generally represent t ho se wh o do the
suing. And th ey had a committee and they looked through the
amendments and tried to see if there were some things that they
could do to make this bill better and they have done so and they
have submitted their recommendations. I have agreed to explain
those amendments to you this morning and that's the reason that
I rise to do so. I f you look at page 398 you will see in the
Journal the beginning of the amendments. T hese are t he f amo u s
Bar amendments that have moved this bill from a position of
opposition to no position by the Bar Association. They have no
problems procedurally how this bill goes. They have l e f t any
support that we may do for us in the Legislature for u s t o
decide whether this is good public policy or not. The f i r st
part of the amendments clarify that we' re going to ha v e j u r y
trials when there are multiple defendants. In other words if
there is an accident that occurs and I'm going to s ue som eone
and there is more than one defendant,we call those multiple
defendants and often could be included a city, a c o u nt y o r a
school, any political subdivisions. If a school or a city are
the only ones who are the defendants, there will not be a j ur y
trial. If there are multiple defendants and a political
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