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example of that today.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, but your feeling in this, n ot b e b e
argumentative, but to get your understanding, your feeling is
that this provision that exists in the Constitution now that
talks about the laws that deal with those t ypes o f bu s i n e sse s
refers only to political subdivisions o r pub l i c em p l o y e e s .

SENATOR KR ISTENSEN: A s I said before, Senator Chambers, that' s
my understanding. There may be some businesses that are ou t
there , t h at ' s an ar e a that I don't have a specialty in ard I
h on s t l y d on ' t kn ow .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But if there are s uc h b u s i n e s s e s . .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: I f t he r e a r e .

SENATOR CHAMBERS:
t ake t h o s e . . .

. then t h e pr o po s e d c h a n g e i n LR 8 wou l d

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Yes, Senator, that's right.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: . ..controversies out of the r igh t t o hav e an
appeal . . .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...to the Supreme Court.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Yes, t h at ' s co r r ec t .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Ok ay , that's the point that I want t o mak e .
N ot j u st pub l i c emp l oy e e s , but any business affected with a
pub ic interest or that affects the pu blic welfare without
attempting to delineate a l l su c h b u s i ne s s e s , when t h os e d i spu t e s
are h a n d l e d n o w b y t h i s I nd u s t r i al Com mi s s i o n t he r e i s an appea l
to the Supreme Court from the final orders and judgments. T h at
right, as Senator Kristensen concedes, well , l e t me s ee i f h e
c oncede s t ha t . Senator Kr i s t en s e n , do you concede that if LR 8
is adopted ir. the present form, that the current right to appeal
to the Supreme C ourt f rom the ru lings o f t hi s I nd u s t r i a l
Commission, re gardless of who they deal with, but the r i gh t t o
appeal to the Supreme Court would be taken away and i t wou l d n o
longer be guaranteed in the Constitution?
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