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summarize the committee amendment, starting now in this
introduction of the bill proper, because the committee amendment
does in fact become the bill. As amended, LB 760 would create a
new c o ur t f ee . And t her e a re se v e r a l co u r t f ees t h a t I wi l l
i temize t h r o ughout t h e b i l l . Al l of t hose c o u rt f ee s t oget he r
tie with...we are not proposing anything separate or distinct
from that which you endured in the discussion this morning with
regard to j udges' retirement. A nd in f act, that's why the
j udi c i a l r et i r em ent p r o v i s i o n s a r e st i l l cont ai n e d wi t h i n t he
amendment. And that will all be reconciled at the Enrollment
and Review process. So I want to assure some...everyone that
there's nothing that is a change from what was done this
morning. We' re on forward progress here. In the co mmittee
amendment , we wi l l be t a l k i n g ab o u t a 5 0 c en t e du c a t i o n f e e .
But in a subsequent a mendment, w e will be talk ing about
increasing that from a 50 cent fee to a $1.00 fee. And that is
a par t o f t he sa me k i n d o f on g o i n g n e go t i a t i n g a n d nego t i at i on s
process which you saw and observed and were a part of this
morning w i t h r e g a r d t o t h e j u d i c i a l r e t i r eme n t b i l l . Bu t wi t h i n
t he amendment itself, it's a 50 cent f ee. Irresp ective, t h e
bill provides...the committee amendment provides the Supreme
Court may appoint an advisory committee. That 's to ho nor the
separation o f p ow ers . So we are not saying the Supreme Court
shall. We are not ordering them to. But they may ap point an
advisory committee t o dev elop a c u rriculum for education and
t raining with our our courts. Unti l recent fiscal y ears, th e
court has provided for continuing legal education from its
general operation budget. But because of reductions in that
budget, the Supreme Court has limited ongoing legal education
f or p r o b a t i o n , t he of f i ce of pr ob a t i o n , t he st a f f of pr obat i on ,
and for court staff. On No vember 15, 2001, the Chief Justice
e l imina te d al l j udi c i a l and pr obat i on st af f out -o f - s t at e
education. With limited and individual exception, the court has
eliminated most in-state educational seminars. Now, this has an
impact...and I would respectfully suggest to you it's an adverse
i mpact . And I ' d dr a w y ou r a t t en t i o n b a c k t o o u r spe c i a l ses s i o n
r ecent l y , deal i ng wi t h t he deat h penal t y ~ n d t h e r es u l t s of
Rin v . A r i zo na . Fo l l owi ng Ri ng v . Ar i zo n a b y t h e Un i t ed St a t e s
Supreme Court, the five states that were most directly impacted
b y t ha t d e c i s i o n a s sem b l ed a me e t i ng i n c o n j u n c t i o n wi t h t h e
Nat i o na l Co n f e r e n c e o f Ch i e f J u s t i c e s . Ou r Ch i e f J u s t i c e d i d
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