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is not what I feel is an i deal s o lu t i on b u t I f e e l t h at t he
amendment which does offer three districts, all three
running north to south, when a judge from Lincoln might have
time it would be in the first proposal an impossib i l i t y t o
move into another section. But with this proposal, you
would have more f l ex i b i l i t y . You would t r u l y ha v e a n a n swer
to a problem. I understand that t here ha s b ee n a r equ e s t
for a number of years for solutions to the problem and it is
also my understanding that there hasn't been a w i l d d a s h t o
help solve the problem. It is easier to say, no, I am
against the proposal that is being offered and instead of my
standing and saying I don't l i ke 5 1 6 o r I won ' t v ote f o r
516, I am saying, let's take a look at a different way to
s olve t h e p r o b l em . Si mp l y ki l l i ng LB 5 1 6 d o e s not o f f e r a
better alternative. I think there is a m echanism to do
something to help solve a problem which is present in our
state. I believe that this may be the an s w er. And as some
of you have heard from your judges in your areas, you may
find that this has broader support than what is currently
before us. It i n o t a magic answer but it does offer some
f l ex i b i l x t y .

PRESIDENT: One minute.

SENATOR NARSH: And f or t ha t r ea son , I will not be
suppor t i n g t h e k i l l mo t i on . I w i l l be sa y i n g, t ake a l ook
at the map. I had xt handed out so that you have something
in yo ur h a nd w hen y o u are making the decision on the motion
that is now before us. I would be very pleased if Senator
Lamb would reconsider for the time b eing and i f n ot , I am
one who will vote no to indefinitely postpone 516 and I
would ask you to seriously think about your vote before your

PRESIDENT: Senator Wesely, t hen Sena to r H e fn e r .

SENATOR WESELY: Th ank yo u , Nr. P r e s i d e n t . I would r i se ,
too, in support of the bill and in opposition to t he k i l l
motion. I think that thosewho are opposing the effort to
reform the judicial district system in this state are not
recognizing the overall state need to be efficient in our
court system. I think I u nders t an d t he i r c once r n s i n t h e
rural areas of the state not wishing to make a change t h a t
might j eop ar d i ze t he i r cu r r en t j u di c i a l status . But
n everthe l e ss , w e h a v e recognized population shifts. We have
recognized caseload shifts. We have r eco g n i z e d o v e r the

own vote is cast on this issue.
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