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ASSISTANT CLERK: 25 aye s , 0 n ay s on the a dvancement of the
bill, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 828 is advanced. The final revisor bill
of t h e d a y , LB 829 .

ASSISTANT CLERK: L B 8 29 was i n t r od u c e d b y Sen at o r Labedz.
(Read t i t l e . )

SPEAKER BARRETT: The C ha i r r e cogn i ze s the member from the
21st Legislative District, Senator Peterson.

SENATOR PETERSON: Mr. Speaker, this is the last revisor bill
although I have a bill that was introduced, 830,that is right
under it. I presume we could take that up, t oo , Mr . Sp eak e r .
Just funning, yeah, mine is a. . . Mr . S pe a k e r , and me m bers , t h i s
bill would repeal a section relating to pa yments b y c er t a i n
prisoners that i s obsolete. The bill also corrects internal
references in two sections. I ask for the movement of the bill,
M r. Speaker .

S PEAKER BARRETT: A ny d i scu ss i o n ? Those ir. favor of advancement
of the bill to E & R please vote a ye, op po s e d n ay . Recor d ,
p lease .

ASSISTANT C L ERK: 27 ayes , 0 nay s on t h e advancement of the
bill, Mr. President.

SPEAKER B ARRETT: LB 8 29 i s ad v an ce d . Any n ew b i l l s ,

ASSISTANT CLERK: N e w b i l l s . (Read for the first time by title:
L Bs 1091-1095 , LB 16 3 A . See pages 259-61 of the Legislative
Journa l . ) A new r eso l ut i on , LR 237CA by Sen at or s Wesely,
Chambers , and Ch i zek . (Read brief e x planation. See
pages 261-63 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th ank you . Moving to item s even, General
File, 1989 Speaker priority bills, LB 3 7 . Mr . Cl e r k .

CLERK: Mr . Pr es i d en t , LB 37 was a bill originally introduced by
S enator Rod Jo h n s o n . (Read title.) The bill was introduced on
January 5 of l ast ye ar . Mr. President, at that t ime, it wa s
referred to the Agriculture Committee for public hearing. The
b i l l w as adv a n c e d to General Fi le. I do h ave c ommittee

Mr. C l e r k ?
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"omment on those a ppointments. Let ' s l e t a little bit of
o penness come into what I think has b een a far tooclosed
system. Now I understand the grip lock that's been there by the
3ar Association, by attorneys, that don't want to give u p t h at
author i t y an d p ower , but I t h i n k i t ' s t i me t he peo p l e h av e a
little more say-so over one of the branches of government th at
serves them in state government. And so I very much support the
Ashford amendment. I think it's the right thing to do...

SPEAKER BARRETT: T i me .

SENATOR WESELY: ...and I would ask your suppor t a s w el l .

S PEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k yo u . S enator K r i s t e n s e n .

SENATOR K R I S TENSEN: Th a n k y o u , Mr . Speaker. I' m so tempted to
just start launching into the merits o f t h i s b i l l , bu t I t h i n k
tefore I do that, there are some things we better look at. You
know this resolution was introduced, what . . . S e n a t o r Ash f o r d , y ou
are the sponsor of this, could I ask you a ques t i o n , p l ea se .

SPEAKER BARRETT: W o u l d you respond, Se n a t o r Ashf o r d .

SENATOR ASHFORD: Ye s .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: When did this amendment...it's been placed
into a resolution, is that correct?

SENATOR ASHFORD: Wh at?

S.NATOR K R I S TEN."EN: This amendment of yours is embodied i n
another bill, a resolution that's a l read y be en i n t r od uc e d in
this session, right?

SENATOR A SHFORD: Th er e i s a b i l l t h at c ov e r s a l l c ou r t s .
This...this amendment only covers appellate courts.

S;NATOR KRISTENSEN: This is only the appellate court , bu t t h e
concept i s i n LR 2 37 , r i gh t ?

SENATOR A SHFORD: That wasn't my bill but there is another , I
don't know the number, but there. . .Senato r Ch i zek and Sen at o r
Chambers have another bill.

SENATOR K R I STEN"EN: Okay. And d o y ou k now w hen t h a t wa s
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understand, the bill number on this is LR 237 and I assume it
will be going before the Judiciary Committee and I think that at
that particular time I will consider supporting this proposal.
But I'm not quite sure what the public reaction is, a s h e a r i n g s
sometimes are helpful in determining how the public feels,
whether they feel this would provide more input or l ess i npu t .
In addition to that, I have a question in regards to. . . i f w e ' r e
going to model this after the federal l egislation, and
c ongressiona l . . . h a v i n g the congressional support of a federal
district court nominee or any federal j udge nominee and its
approval b e f o r e t h e Co ngress , as I u n d e r s t a nd , t h e Co n gre ss r un s
under a system of having the. ..once the appointment is made and
the Congress approves, then that individual becomes a judge.
And, with this particular proposal, they' re put in temporarily
and they can be pulled away at a later time and I think probably
t he bes t ap p r o ac h wou l d b e t o wai t un t i l t he L egis l a t u r e
approves those nominees before we go ahead and actually approve
them, or until they can preside before a court . I t h i nk i t .
would look better if those individuals were approved by the
Legislature first. That's one concern I have about it. But I
do find that sometimes a legislative hearing is helpful when
you' re bringing up a concept like this that is t otally new t o
the system, that has not been debated by the Legislature, to
k'nd of get a feel for what the public feels in regards to these
issues. And I think that this particular amendment i s o ne o f
those types of proposals that would be best first heard through
a hearing rather than applied on the floor of the Legislature.
So, at this time, I'm going to be rejecting this amendment and
moving t o a d vance LR 8 , but maybe that particular proposal,
LR 237, that will be going before the Judiciary Committee will
be something that I will be able to support and we may b e a b le
tc debate it later this year. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The member from the 6th District,

SENATOR ASHFORD: Thank you, Nr. President, and members, I would
like to make this fairly short because we have gone over a l ot
of these issues. I think you can read it and you can decide for
yourselve s wh e t he r or n o t you want t o h ave a r o l e i n
confirming...or giving advice and consent to the Governor on who
s hould be a j u d g e . It's pretty hard for me to believe that
anybody h e r e wou l d say, n o, t hey don ' t want that kind of
participation, especially when we have an expanding judiciary,
when the Bar Association and the Supreme Court is coming to us

S enator As h f o r d .
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