January 31, 1990 LR 8

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: |'d |ike to have some of ny time back, before
you close.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  Oh, okay.

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: But | tell you | understand. And |l said
earlier, | have heard what you' ve been saying about this ;494 |
have struggled in nmy mind as to whether felony casesgpgulid go
exclusively to the Supreme Court. Byt | still go back to the
original contention that we are clogged in our guprema Court now
and those, by and large, it's been ny understanding, a5 guoted
directly to me froma person involved, that a large percent

those are presently cjvil cases that are backlogged. Most
crimnal cases, at Jeast of a need, have been expedited
reasonably well. And so, unless | can find a better solution to
this, | think we need to continue on with this bill. | am still
struggling with the felony situation. | agmnot sure as to what
that 1 nmpact would be if we let all felony cases automatically go
to the Supreme Court. | am struggling with that. | am saying |
hear what you' re saying, |'mnot feady to concede yet. ying

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Chanbers, followed by

Senator Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman and nmenmbers of the Legislature,

and Senator Wehrbein, t o continue kind of what you were
dis"ussing under your questions, an amendnent that | offered
woul d hav= allowed all of those civil cases to be handled in the
way that IF. 8 wants to handle them TES would not have gone

as a matter of right, to the Suprene Zrt ?or appeal . I'm not’
saying that it's ny personal belief that they chould not hav

tha= right. I wastrying to strike a m ddl eground ere, i

sonething has to be taken fromthe citizens, we should retain,
for the citizens that part protected by the Constitution which
wou'd go to their rights, as relates to their |iberty being
taken by the state. M amendnent that | had tried on two
occasi ons, once on General and once on Select, 4 offer would
have guaranteed a person convicted of a felony the right to
appeal to the Suprenme Court, a right protected by t he
Constitution. Al msdenmeanor cases, all civil caseswould have
been shunted to the appellate court, as|R8 proposes to do. |
did not offer an anendment that would take those civil and
m sdemeanor cases out of LR 8. Sowe would have winnowed out
over 60 percent of the cases that meke (he packlog, under my

amendment, allowing only the felony appeals. aApndl think when
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