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that should be the case. | don't think the Constitution should
deny people those rights. Onthe one handhe says, don't
guarantee the right to an appeal in fel ony cases in_the
Constitution, but deny the right of appeal to the Suprene Court
in the Constitution for others. They want it both ways and you
expect that fromlawers, but that doesn't mean that "we who "are
not lawyers or those who may be trained in the law but

nevertheless have a concern for the citizens should go along
with that. People have no idea of what damage is done t0 ipeir

rights in these legislative proceedings. and| say again, there
are going to befarnmers in a distressed econony in days to cone
and they' re going to get what they feel was a raw geal in the
| ower court and when they appeal to the Suprenme (d,ourt and find
out they don't have an appeal there, that's the time that all of
that heat is going to be generated and they' re going to talk

about the no good courts, the no good judges, the no good
Legislature presided over by lawers who'are in “|eague against

the rights of citizens because they do not know and they are not
aware that the work being done right now by this Legislature is
aimed at taking away a right that they have had ever g¢ince this
has been a state. You are not going to hurt the judi cia? system
by guaranteeing the right for appeal in crimnal cases. peither
Senator  Kristensen, nor the Chief Justice or anybody else who
testified on that proposed bill that e have before us that
woul d set up this kangaroo court was able to tell how conflicts
bet ween these panels would be resolved. Theysay, well maybewe
can work something out, maybe we can deal with t¥1at. Everything
is maybe and perhaps, but the reality is right now they ¥1a%//e.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR CHANBERS: ...one of tnese appellate courts. They
have...they follow precedent in the American judicial system
The opinions of yesterday give guidance for ¢ he opinions that
will be issued today and tonmorrow and in the future.  Thev point

out how courts construe statutes and there will be const},chti on
of statutes by these appellate panels, but since their ,ninigns

don't have to be published, there is no guidance, there is no
precedential value, none of the things that undergird the system
ss it exists now. And the |awyers go along with it because the
judges before whomthey will appear say that this is what they

want . This is an argunent against the wunholy alliance that
exi sts between practicing |awers and the judicial system by
virtue of mandatory nmenbership inh the Bar Associati on. The
control what is happening in the area where they all neke thei
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