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number of judges in that particular district r ight now and
again, those judges are frozen in place f or a t wo- y e a r
period. So structurally that's what happens. N ow under t h e
committee amendments, that is the structure in place, and
under the committee amendments it is the Supreme Court that
has the power to adjust the election subdistrict lines and
in certain cases to change the number of judges in a
particular area under the committee amendments. Okay, t h i s
is where my amendment to the committee amendments come in.
One of the chief criticisms of the committee amendments and
of the whole process of doing this was that many lawyers and
judges outstate felt that they did not want in the hands of
the Supreme Court total administrative authority o ver t h e
work loads of judges. In my opinion that i s exac t l y w h e r e
it should be, but the fact is that they felt very strongly
about that so the amendment to the committee amendments then
is a compromise on that element of the plan. A nd in s t ead o f
having the Supreme Court administer t hese changes, t h e r e i s
a commission created and the commission is based on and
structured like the Commission on J udic i a l Qualifications
which is the commission that is responsible for disciplining
of judges throughout the state. So the Commission on
Judicial Workloads would consist of nine members. One would
be the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court. The second one
would be another member of the Supreme Court c hosen by a l l
the members of the Supreme Court, not chosen by the Chief
Justice, but by all the members of the Supreme Court. There
would be one district court judge, o ne county c ou r t j u dg e
because we' re dealing with both of those systems, there
w ould be t hr ee Ba r As s oc > a t > o n members and one w o u ld b e
chosen from each congressional dxstrict and then there would
be two additional citizen members, people who a r e no t
associated xn any way with the judicial system and those two
w ould be c h o sen b y t h e G o v e r n o r. So the total would be nine
and a l l e l emen t s of the j u diciary system wou ld be
represented on that particular commission although it would
admittedly and designedly be weighted towards the Supreme
Court. Th en that particular commission, after a public
hearing , and t h i s was another compromise with t ho se
interested in the process, could after a public hearing, and
this is a fter a two-year peri od now. Re member that
everything, all this new structure is frozen in place for a
two-year pe r i od , could change the election district
boundaries or the number of judges who serve in particular
election districts and the reason for that of course is to
address the main problem that is envisaged by the bill, that
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