Subcomnittee on Judicial Redistricting
of the

Standing Judiciary Committees

December 19, 1969

lowa Legislative Council

¢/o Legislative Service Bureau
State House

Des Moinesg, lowa

Gentlemen:

This 4s in the nature of a report on the activities of
the joint subcommittee on judicial redistricting of the Judiciary
Committee of the House and the Senate. This subcomnittee has had
two meetings, and considers its work conpieted so far as it can
go prior to the legislative session.

The first of the two meetings was cdevoted to a discus-
siorn of the proposal by the Iowa State Bar Association to change
the formula on which judgzes are allozed o the various districts

so that the nurber of the judges in the district could be based
either on population ox on case load, rather than con both fagtors
A rather extensive discussion was had with completely inconmecliusiv
results because of the lack of complete informztiorn. AT this
time, requests for information were made froo the #ar Assoacigiion
on the total cost of such change in the fersula, trne number of
judges added, whether or not additionpali authority for tne Chierl
Justice of the Supreme Court was necessary fcr good sualzial al-
ainistration, etc.

At the second reetinpg, the State 2ar Aszcaiiatidn ore-
sented the copnittee with some additionai: data. This irdicated
that the numder of additional judges would dDe rvather Wizrn, and
the Bar Association presented anciner alternative 10 ChLange tlhe
formula under which the districts woulc remain 22 they presenily
are, except that each district would have the same number of
judges that it had prior to rhe 1965 acdoption of ths fornula
unless borh case loac and population factors has increased 0
the point where an additional judgeship was indicates, cr 2o%n
had decreased to show the loss of a judge. 1t wa. i.rther ce-
veloped that thz Chief Justice of the Supreme Court now head
authority rto recalil retired judges, and to assign presentlyy
active iudges from one district fto anoiner, anc L1 the opanidn
of the Bar Assccilation had acdecuate authority ¢ -rovide for
good judiciali administratien ii that authoricy werz To Lo doed.
There was some indication that the previcus Chiel Iustice cieher
was too busy, or was reluccant to use this autuoerity in nany

cases,
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The new proposal was alsoc fully discussed. The con-
sensus was that Cthis was probably a stopgap measure which would
work to relieve the growing crisis, It was generally felt, hou-
ever, that some redistricring was going to be irevirtablie. The
further feeling was expressed that this was an extremely difficulre
matter politically since most of the members of the Bar Associa-
tion, and many of the meaubers of the Judiciary were strongly
cpposed to any redistricting. It was, therefore, proposed that
a further investigation be made by the Judic¢iary Comnittees of
the House anc Senate intec the possibility of delegating the
authoriry and the responsibility of setting up efficient judicial
districts teo the Supreme Court of Iowa, 1t was proposed that
guidelines as to the ninimum number of districts and the nmianinurm
number of judges might be written into the statutory enactment,
and that reguirement should be made that the cours take into
accouat such factors as gecpgraphy, pepulation, case load, and
such other factors as might be pertinent.

Should this report be approved by the Legislactive Council,
“he undersigned as Chairman of the Sénate Jjudicizry Jommittee,
would propose to appoict an active subcozzittee to felliow up ¢n
this matcer by personal contact with members of the Supreme Cour:
ana others to determine both the feasibility anc the acceptadiizly
of such a proposal.

Respectiulliy sutxitted,

s/lLucas .. De i.cster,
Crairrcan
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