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guarantee of an appeal to the highest court in the state for
t hose a c c used by the state of serious offenses, I believe the
Legislature has a responsibility to see that that right remains
intact and inviolate. If the public feels that something needs
to be .done, with reference to the Supreme Cour t ' s work l oad ,
there i s a p r oced u r e available, a self-executing procedure in
the Constitution itself. That is the right of initiative. The
Legislature need not enact any laws. The Constitution itself
creates that right, guarantees that right, executes it so that
any citizen or collection of citizens could start an initiative
petition to do anything they choose with reference to the makeup
of the Supreme Court, its responsibilities and duties , or an y
other aspect of that court. T here has no t b e e n a n o u t c r y a n y
place in the society, except from the judges. And o n c e t h e
judges cried out, the lawyers echoed it. That' s what l a w y e r s
are, little sir and madam echo. T he Supreme C o u r t says, t oo
heavy work load, too heavy work load, then the third time the
c ourt s a ys , t oo h e av y wor k l oa d , and from the lawyers w e h e a r ,
work l oa d , wo r k l o ad , work load, mindlessly, without a thought,
because their bosses told them that this is what they must do .
Lawyers and others who would sit on the Judicial Qualification
Commission, the commission that selects judges, are af r a i d , , a r e
terrified of casting a public vote because they fear reprisals
from judges, should one be nominated against whom one o f t h e s e
people on the commission who would have to appear before that
judge may have voted. W hen we get to the point where, as
Senator Noore will say on occasion, rubber meets the road, we
begin to see the true dynamics of how this system operates. We
are made privy to the pettiness, the vindictiveness of these
people who pu t o n dr e s s es a n d c al l t h em s e l v e s j udg e s . When
we' re discussing a b ill in the abstract, as we are Senator
Kristensen's bill, Senator Kristensen will say t he j ud ge s wh o
will make up the appellate court are no less...are not inferior
i n ab i l i t y t o t ho s e who woul d s i t o n t he S u p r eme C o u r t . In
other words, they' re high-minded men because we know under the
present system no women are going to be appointed to that court,
no black people are going to be appointed to that co urt, so
white men, how petty and vindictive, when they become judges
they will be. And those were arguments given against advancing
a bill that would reguire public voting and selecting the people
whose names would be sent on to the Governor to be made judges.
The rubber met the road at that point, a nd t ho s e pe o p l e said
t ha t i t mi ght be against the interests of somebody who'd vote
for one of these people, vote against one of these people who
would wind up being a judge. We have the inconsistent.
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