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of the 

Standing Judiciary Com=ittees 

Iowa Legislative Council 
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State House 
Des Moines, lowa 

Gentlemen: 

December 19, 1969 

This is in the nature of a re~ort on the activities of 
the joint subcommittee on judicial redistricting of the Judiciary 
Co~mittee of the House and the Senate. ThiS subco~~ittee has had 
twO meetings, and considers its work co~?letec so far as it ca~ 

go prior to the legislative se~sior.. 

The first of the two meetings uas devoted to a dis~us­

sion of the proposal by the Iowa State Bar ASS0ci3tion to c~a~ge 

the formula on which judges are allo:ed to th~ va~iou~ ~istricts 

so that the nu~ber of the judges in the ciistric: (0ul~ be ~as~~ 
either on population or on case load, rat~er t~a~ C~ b~t~ fact~:s. 

A rather exter.sive d:,scussion was ~ac. wi:.h CO:':".?ie:..€~y :;'~c~~.c::";'S::'\·i 
results because of the lack of co~?lete ~cfor~3:i6~. At c~is 

time, reGuests for infor~atio~ were ~a~e fro~ :~a Ba~ AssoC::'~:~O~ 

on the total cost of such cha~ge in the fc~~ula. t:.~ n~~ber ~f 

judges added, whether or ~ot acidit1ona: aut~Orl:y for :~~ C~l~~ 

Justice of the Supretr.e Cour~ was necessary fc,:, bel ~ .:~~:~::..a: i.':'­
~1~i5tration. etc. 

At the seco~d ~ee:i~g, the S:ate 2ar ASS~~:3~lC~ ~r~­
sented the coo~ittee with soxe additiona~ da:a. :~is iL~~~a:~i 

that the ~ucbeT of additio~al judges wo~:d ~~ ra~t~T t~g~. a~~ 

the Bar Association presented ancther b!ter~a:ive :0 c~a~;~ ~~2 

for~ula under which the d~~t~icts wo~l~ re=&i~ as t~ey ?=~~~~:_y 

are, except that each dis:rict woul~ have t~e sa~~ ~~~~er o~ 

j~dges tha: it had prior to the ~965 a~o?tion of :~~ f~r~~la 
unless both case loa~ and po?ulatior. facto;~ h&c ;ncreas2d =~ 

the point where 8:1 8dciitio;-~al juc1gcshi? WbS i..:1~~'.:.ted, vr ~(.:;-. 

had decreased to show the loss of a ju~ge. It ~a~ i~rtter ce­
veloped that thl Chi~f Justice of :he Su?re~e ~o~~t now ~ej 
authori~y to recall retired judges, a~~ :0 assi&n ?:ese~~:y 
active judges iro~ o~e ~~strict tc aL0:~~r, ~~~ :: th~ 0?i~~0~ 

of the Bar Asscciation had a~equate ~~th0r:ty :c ~r~vl~~ fc: 
good judicial a~~in!stratio~ if that d~t~o=i:y w~:~ ~0 b~ ~~~~. 

There was some indication t~at :te prcv~c~5 Chi~~ ;~s:~ce C:~~L= 

uas too busy, or ~as relucta~t to use this a~~:~ority in ~.a~y 

cases. 
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The new proposal was also fully discussed. The co~­

sensus was that this was probably a stopgap measure which would 
work to rel1eve the growing crisis. It was generally felt, how­
ever, that 60me redistricting was going to be inevitable. The 
further feeling was expressed that this was an ey.trerr.ely d~ff~cult 
matter politically since cost of the me~bers of the Bar Associa­
tion, and many of the ~e~bers of the Judiciary were strongly 
opposed to any redistricting. It was, therefore, proposed that 
a further investigation be made by the JudiC1ary Com~ittee5 of 
the House and Senate into the possibility of delegating the 
authority and the responsibility of setting ~p efficient Judicial 
districts to the Supreme Court of Iowa. It was proposed that 
guidelines as Co the oinirnu~ number of districts and the Qini~u~ 
nu~ber of judges ~ight be written into the stat~t~ry enactment, 
and that requirement should be r.ade that :he co~~~ take into 
account such factors as gecgraphy, po?~lation, case :oad, a~d 

such other factors as might be pertinent. 

Should this re?ort be approv£d by tte ~egi51a~~ve Counei:, 
:he undersigned as Cha1rnan of the Senate Judiciary Co~~ir~Be, 

wo~ld propose to appo1ct an active subco=~ittee :~ fcllo~ ~p en 
t~is ~aC=er by personal co~~aCL with ce~ber~ 0f ~h~ Su?re~e Cour: 
afi~ others to de:eroinc both tte feaSibility and the dcce?:~b~:~~y 
of s~~r. a propoJal. 

LDK:av~ 
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s/L~cas 

Ctair~a~ 

De ~.Gster, 


