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SPEAKER WITHEM: Senator.

SENATOR LINDSAY: It would likely go before the district bench.
We have a similar situation now. If » district judge says Iit,
the county board disagrees with it, 1 believe the district judge
would prevail, and then it would...l think there would be some
judicial review of it. That"s part of the probleminmoving it
out of the district judges® oversight right now is that if
there"s problems with it you"d have to file suit, and then that
district judge who has the oversight is the one who would be
making the determination as far as whether...who"sright or
whatever. So I assume, 1 will check that for you, but lassume
that it would...that there would be that.._potentially.

SENATOR WITEK: The same mechanism is there?
SENATOR LINDSAY: Pardon me?

SENATOR WITEK: The same mechanism remains?

SENATOR LINDSAY: Yeah, all we"re changing is who...
SENATOR WITEK: Okay.

SENATOR LINDSAY: ...initially has the oversight.
SENATOR WITEK: Okay.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Nothing else is changed.

SENATOR WITEK: Okay - So this removes Judges from any
supervisory responsibility over the jails?

SENATOR LINDSAY: Right.

SENATOR WITEK: Completely? Okay. And will this be more work
for the Jail Standards Board? Will it be more difficult?

SENATOR LINDSAY: Wwell, they"ve indicated a...thatitwould cost
$2,000, 1 think. So it’s not a significantincrease in
workload. They"re already dcing some inspections, but then |1
believe report that back to the district judge. So it would not
be a larg j increase in workload.
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