
March 5, 1986 LB 516

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Barrett; please.

SENATOR BARRETT: Thank you, Mr. President and members. I ,
like many in t h i s b ody, I s p e c i f i c a l l y t h i n k o f S enator Lamb
in this case, had many, many problems with the original
LB 516. The amendment which Senators Hoagland, and Baack,
and I are offering to the body essentially guts the original
bil l , 51 6 . We hav e b een i n communication wi th a number of
district judges and county judges across t he st a t e , and
there does seem to be considerable unanimity insofar as the
amendment is now concerned. We do have some agreement. I
t hink the b i l l now i s a n e x c e l l e n t i d e a . I t r e presents an
excellent compromise position. W e are u s in g t he J u d i c i a l
Qualif i c a t i ons Commission fo rm now to arrive at a c onsensus
position and, remember, that if a vacancy does e x i s t , t he
Judicia l R esources C ommission wi l l m eet t o determine where
in the state that vacancy exists, and in no case will a
county be left without a judge assigned to its particular
caseload. The rules and the regulations for the operat i on
of the commission will be drafted by the Supreme Court. I
feel very comfortable with the amendment now, and I would
urge the body to support the amendment. T h ank you.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Baack, please, then Senator L amb.

SENATOR BAACK: Mr . S p eaker and colleagues, I, too, r ise t o
support this amendment. I t hi n k i t ha s be e n we l l w o r k ed
out. I think we have got some of the real flaws worked out
i n t h e o ri g i n a l 5 16 . I have talked to some judges and
things from my district who were totally dissatisfied with
516 but w h o h ave l o oked at this and say that this i s the
kind of compromise measure they have been looking for over
the years. They feel that something does need to be done as
far a s j udi c i a l redi s t r i ct i ng i n th i s st at e , a n d I t hi nk
that this provides an answer to it. As for Senator Sieck's
concerns about whe t h er o r not we are going to change the
boundaries or we are not going to have a district judge in
an area, I think that those questions are answered in the
bill because it still maintains the fact that there will
always be at least one district judge in every district and
that each county will a lways have a c o unt y j ud g e . So I
think those concerns are met in this amendment. So I would
urge you to vote for this amendment a nd then pass 516 on t o
F inal Reading . Tha nk you .
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