April 9, 1990 LB 42, 1059

Senator Schmt.

SENATOR WARNER: M. President and nenbers of the Legislature, |
haven't been speaking very frequentIP/ on the status of things
because it's only larger items that at [east jndividuall y tend
to make a difference. And | would merely coment on LB 42,
while its inpact initially is not so much, pevertheless, if this
override is successful and if LB 1059 is successf ul, there would
still remain 2.1 nmillion available in a sense and still be above
the statutory 3 percent reserve but it does begin to get 5 ip
difficulty in the out r)\/ears because then we wil | have a
continuation that will i gher than what could be sustained
even with 6.5 percent growt h during the next biennium But
that's not ny. . .what | wish to express. senator Chambers, has,
in fact, al ready expressed concern.

at all wth $100y000psal ary ?%r Supr ene CouyvtoujI 3dhave nolprgtélueign
support that wvery readily. But the tie, as pointed out by
Senator Chambers, that was enacted a few years o and which,
unfortunately, | have to say | voted for, but th t tie makes it
increasingly difficult for me to support thls increase as it is
proposed all the way down the line. aAnd, for those reasons, |
will not do it. But, secondl?/, again it has been pointed out in
the case of judges it is not [ike other constitutional officers.
Those salaries, as a practical matter, can be

times in the coursg of thatfour-year period bdégageed V\hgﬁ\é\%ral
as you all know, whenever a new judge comes on, that'
considered a new term for all and, therefore, effectively
triggers the salary adjustment. Spo it's not the same gjtuation
as we face with the other constitutional officers, whether it 's
a one-shot opportunity. wth those coments, | do not intend to
support the override.

P RESIDENT: Th.ank you. Senator Schmit , p| ease, followed by
Senator Korshoj .

SENATOR SCHMIT: M. President and members it's always
interesting to me about how m nds can be changed from one vote

to another, how righteous and indi gnant we can be about a system
that was never discussedor debated any tinme across the board.

My friends, Senator Varner, Senator Chambers, about the
tie of the Supreme Court Judges to the rest of tRe system o
not believe there was an amendnment proposed by either of t hose
fine legislators to separate one fromthe other. I them

now, is one level of justice more inportant than another’> |
don't think so. The county court handl es the heavy workload ip
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