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MINUTES OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS.
The meeting was called to order by Chairperson George Teagarden at 12:10 p.m. on April 10, 1991
in room 514-S of the Capitol.

All members were present except: Representatives Helgerson, Hensley, and Gregory (all excused).

Committee staff present:
Ellen Piekalkiewicz, Legislative Research Department
Debra Duncan, Legislative Research Department
Jim Wilson, Revisor of Statutes
Susan Miller, Administrative Aide
Sue Krische, Committee Secretary

Conferees appearing before the committee:

Bill Wagnon, Education Liaison for the Governor

Bob Kelly, Kansas Independent College Association
Robert Wunsch, University of Kansas Medical Center

Paul Shelby, Office of Judicial Administration

Bill Burns, District Court Administrator, Wyandotte County
Marlin Rein, University of Kansas Medical Center

Ralph Decker, Executive Director, Kansas Lottery

Charles Simmons, Chief Counsel, DOC

Neil Shortlidge, City Attorney, Roeland Park, Kansas
Ernie Mosher, League of Kansas Municipalities

Others attending: see attached list.

SB 307 - Investment of idle funds by Kansas private colleges.

Bill Wagnon, Education Liaison for the Governor, appeared in support of SB 307. He explained that SB 307

would allow private colleges to place their idle funds in the Pooled Money Investment Board. This would
provide an opportunity for private colleges to obtain a greater rate of return on idle funds because of the
volume of funds handled by the Pooled Money Investment Board. :

Bob Kelly, Kansas Independent College Association, stated he supports passage of SB 307.

Representative Blumenthal moved that SB 307 be recommended favorably for passage. Representative

Goossen seconded. Motion carried.

SB 379 - Exemption from and assessment of court costs against the state of Kansas.

Robert Wunsch, KUMC, testified that SB 379 exempts the state from court costs on cases that have been
dismissed due to no service of summons (Attachment 1). Current law states court costs will be paid by the
losing party in a court case, but Wyandotte County now advises it will assess court costs to KUMC for cases
that were dismissed. The funds collected by the assessment of Wyandotte County court costs would be
remitted to the State General Fund. The Medical Center files several hundred cases at one time and currently
there are 500 cases with the Clerk of the Wyandotte County Court which have not yet been filed. Mr. Wunsch
estimates it would cost the Medical Center $75,000 annually for these court costs on cases dismissed for lack
of prosecution. Mr. Wunsch pointed out this situation affects SRS in the filing of child support cases.

In response to a question, Mr. Wunsch stated an effort is now being made by the Medical Center's collection
agencies to find the defendant before the case is filed. Representative Vancrum suggested the solution to this
problem might be better selection of cases in the beginning.

Paul Shelby, Office of Judicial Administration, testified that SB 379 if enacted will prevent county general
funds from recovering any of the cost of serving process for these cases, as a part of every civil docket fee
collected goes to the county general fund (Attachment 2). He asked that the bill be dropped from
consideration.

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded hercin have not

been transcribed verbatim. Individuat remarks as reported herein bave not

been submitted to the individuais appearing before the committee for editing 1
or carrections.
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Bill Burns, District Court Administrator, Wyandotte County, appeared in opposition to SB 379 and explained
that in 1989 the Court realized the docket fees in question were authorized in statute but were not being
collected (Attachment 3). The Court instituted the collection of these fees at that time. The Medical Center
currently owes $29,000 in court costs which have not been paid. Mr. Burns stated K.S.A. 60-2005 assessing
these court costs applies to cities, the Kansas City Housing Authority, and the Board of Public Utilities and all
of these entities are paying the costs assessed. He does not feel the Board of Regents, who files the Medical
Center cases, should be exempt.

Representative Wisdom moved that SB 379 be reported adversely. Representative Dean seconded.
Representativ Ibach m bsti motion le SB . Representative Heinemann seconded.

Substitute motion carried.
HB 2626 - Health care employees at medical center placed in unclassified service.

Representative Wisdom explained that HB 2626 would allow the university to designate all employees who
provide health care services at KUMC as unclassified employees. Current law allows the Board of Regents to
designate as unclassified employees individuals who are medical technicians or technologists or respiratory
therapists or who are licensed professional nurses or licensed practical nurses.

Marlin Rein, University of Kansas Medical Center, appeared in support of HB 2626 stating it allows the
Medical Center to unclassify health care workers as regards the establishment of salary plans only

(Attachment 4). The advantage to the institution is that it is able to structure a salary plan in a manner that is
comparable to that offered by other institutions and to adjust salaries as needed to maintain an adequate work.
force. He emphasized that the institution has utilized the authority that it now has in this area very responsibly;
that is, KUMC has not increased salaries beyond levels that were absolutely warranted. Mr. Rein's testimony
included an attachment listing six classes of workers that are now critical to the Medical Center to unclassify
and to adjust salaries in order to hire and retain.

Representative Blumenthal moved to amend HB 2626 to remove the broad authority to unclassify health care

workers at the Medical Center and to give specific authority to unclassify the positions of radiologic spec
tech., radiologic tech (X-ray), radiologic tech (Therapy). occupational therapist, physical therapist and
histotechnologist. Representative Turnquist seconded. Motion failed. Representative Gatlin moved that HB
2626 be recommended favorably for passa Representative Heinemann seconded. Motion carried.

SB 409 - Authorizing Secretary of Corrections to enter into oil and gas leases.

Charles Simmons, Chief Counsel, Department of Corrections, advised the Committee that SB 409 has been
amended into HB 2424 and he did not feel it was necessary to proceed with the hearing on SB 409. Chairman
Teagarden announced the hearing on SB 409 is cancelled.

SB 416 - Self-supported municipal improvement district bonds.

Neil Shortlidge, City Attorney, City of Roeland Park, appeared is support of SB 416 stating the bill was
introduced at the request of the City of Roeland Park (Attachment 5). Current law provides that the governing
body of a city acting on behalf of a municipal improvement district may issue bonds for the cost of
improvements in the district. SB 416 would allow such bonds to be retired using either revenue from a
previously approved local option sales tax or revenue from the pledge of income and receipts derived from the
improvement if the improvement generates income. This act is not mandatory; a city would have the option of
using the provisions of the bill. The central business district of Roeland Park has deteriorated and the city is
interested in redeveloping the area. SB 416 would allow Roeland Park to pledge a portion of its sales tax
revenue to pay off the bonds and this authority could substantially increase the marketability of the bonds
resulting in a lower interest rate.

Ernie Mosher, League of Kansas Municipalities, appeared in support of SB 416 as a mechanism to assist cities
in Kansas in their redevelopment efforts.

Representative Patrick moved that SB 416 be recommended favorably for passage. Representative Vancrum
seconded. Motion carried.

SB 402 - Classified and unclassified employees of the Lottery.

Ralph Decker, Executive Director, Kansas Lottery, testified in support of SB 402 and reviewed the changes
outlined in his written testimony on SB 402 (Attachment 6). The bill would create a new unclassified position
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of Administrator of Budget and Finance and would remove the Lottery sales staff from the unclassified
service, placing them within the classified service. Mr. Decker requested the Committee amend the bill to
combine the Director of Marketing and the Director of Sales into one position designated the Director of
Marketing and Sales and to authorize the position of Public Information Officer for the Lottery.

Representative Chronister moved to amend SB 402 to make the Directors of Marketing and Sales one position.
Representative Blumenthal seconded. Motion carried. Representative Heinemann moved to amend SB 402 to

add authorization fg_ r a Public Information Officer at the Lottery. Representative Mead seconded. Motion

failed. Representative Blumenthal moved that SB 402, as amended, be recommended favorably for passage.
Representative Hochhauser seconded. Motion carried.

Representative Blumenthal mov reconsider Commi ion on SB 416. Representative Klin
seconded. Motion carried. Back on the motion to report favorably, Representative Kline made a substitute

motion to amend SB 416 to make the act effective on publication in the Kansas Register rather than the statute
book and that SB 416. as amended, be recommended favorably for passage. Representative Vancrum
seconded. Substitute motion carried.

Regarding bills referred to the Committee from General Orders, Representative Solbach moved that SB 12,
SB 13. SB 336, SB 337. and SB 361 be reported without recommendation, Representative Vancrum

seconded. Motion carried,

Representative Chronister moved that Sub. for SB 118, SB 24, SB 122, SB 267, SB 237 be reported without
recommendation. Representative Blumenthal seconded. Representative Patrick asked to divide the question to
consider SB 122 separately. The Chair ruled the question divisible in two parts. On Sub. for SB 118, SB 24,

SB 237, and SB 267, the motion carried. Representative Chronister withdrew the motion on SB 122 in order
to give Representative Patrick time to review the bill and her second, Representative Blumenthal, agreed.

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

Representative Gatlin moved introduction of a bill allowing a professional nurse to practice as a licensed
practical nurse. Representative Heinemann seconded. Motion carried.

The meeting was adjourned at 2:20 p.m. The next meeting is scheduled for 12:00 noon on Thursday, April 11
in 514-S.
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Testimony before the House Appropriations Committee
on SB 379

April 10, 1991

Robert S. Wunsch
University of Kansas Medical Center

Senate Bill 379 was introduced by the Senate Ways and Means Committee at the
request of the Board of Regents.

You may recall the legislation that was passed last session directing the Medical
Center to advertise, negotiate, and contract with collection agencies and/or attorneys to
collect our delinquent hospital accounts. This was accomplished last summer and it
would appear, thanks to such legislation, that we certainly have much better control over
our outside collections than in the past. SB 379 does not deal with the legislation of last
session, but it does involve our outside collection activities.

K.S.A. 60-2005 provides that the state of Kansas, along with cities and counties, is
exempt in any civil action from depositing court costs or paying docket fees, except that
if costs are assessed against the state of Kansas or any city or county the costs shall
include the amount of the docket fee prescribed by K.S.A. 60-2001 together with any
additional court costs accrued. This statute was passed in 1969. Thus since 1969 all
state, city, and county agencies have not been required to pay the docket fee when filing
civil actions.

In May 1990 our collection attorneys received a letter from the clerk of the
District Court of Wyandotte County, a copy of which is attached, which provided that
docket fees were going to be billed in cases where costs were assessed against the state.
Likewise, they were advised by the Honorable Dean J. Smith, Administrative Judge of
the Wyandotte County District Court that in cases filed on and after June 1, 1990 when
costs were assessed against the state the billings would include the otherwise exempted
docket fee. We have no argument with these directives as they are in keeping with
K.S.A. 60-2005. The question that arises, however, is when are court costs to be
assessed? K.S.A. 60-2002 provides that, unless otherwise provided by statute, or order of
the judge, court costs shall be allowed to the party in whose favor judgment is rendered.
This means that court costs are assessed against the losing party. I would like to
address what is happening in Wyandotte County as a result of these directives.

For a variety of reasons, many of the patients/debtors sued by the Medical Center
in Wyandotte County are not found by the process server and thus no service of
summons is made. Sometimes the address the hospital is given is incorrect and
sometimes the patient/debtor has moved by the time the process server arrives without
any forwarding address being available to the process server. Until there is service of
process on a patient/debtor there really is no lawsuit. When there is no service of
process, there are a number of legal alternatives available. Our attorney can ask that an
alias summons be issued which is a request to the process server to go out and try again.
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Technically, these cases can be dismissed by court order for lack of prosecution as it is
impossible of course to prosecute a case where there has been no service of summons.
A third alternative is available to get these cases off the docket. K.S.A. 60-241 provides
that plaintiff's attorney, without court order, may dismiss the action by filing a notice of
dismissal at any time before service by the adverse party of an answer or of a motion for
summary judgement. As I understand it, attorneys for the Medical Center have been
dismissing cases under K.S.A. 60-241 when there has been no service of process.
Notwithstanding this statutorily authorized dismissal, which is done without court order,
there has been an assessment of costs made against the state and as a result the Medical
Center has been directed to pay the otherwise exempt docket fee.

It seems to the Medical Center that when there has been no service of process
and a case is voluntarily dismissed under the provisions of K.S.A. 60-241 it is not
appropriate to assess costs against the state in order to recover an otherwise exempt

docket fee. There is no losing or prevailing party --- there is no judgment --- there is in
fact no case.

This proposed legislation would provide that in situations where attorneys for
state, city, and county agencies follow the provisions of K.S.A. 60-241, there would clearly
be no authority for the assessment of court costs against the state, city, or county in
order to collect the otherwise exempt docket fee.

This bill further resolves the potential argument that K.S.A. 60-2005 does not
apply to Chapter 61 cases. New section 2 of this bill would make the same applicable to
Chapter 61 cases. There is no statute in Chapter 61 like K.S.A. 60-2005 and there
currently is no incorporation of K.S.A. 60-2005 by reference.

Thank you.
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CASE ANNOTATIONS

Prior law cases, see G.S. 1949, 60-2835 and the 1961
Supp. thereto.

Annotation to G.S. 1948, 60-2835:

1. Objection to use of affidavit as evidence cannot be
raised for the first time on appeal. Barajas v. Sonders,
193 K. 273, 277, 352 P.2d 849.

Annetations to K.S.A. 60-2003.

2. Attorney fees allowed under 59-1504 taxed as
costs; prior law (G.S. 1949, 60-3706) considered. Bald-
win v. Hambleton, 196 K. 353, 361, 411 P.2d 626.

3. Charges for discovery depositions not used as
evidence held not ordinanly taxable as costs. Wood v.
Gautier, 201 K. 74, 78, 79, 439 p.2d 73. i

4. Attorney fees not chargeable against estate of de-
cedent where action to enforce contract as claim
against estate. Reznik v. McKee, Trustee, 216 K. 659,
681, 534 P.2d 243.

5. Subsection (6) cited in holding attormey fees not
allowable under 40-256 where insurer paid claims
against plaintiff. Frickey v. Equity Mut. ins. Ca., 2
K.A.2d 163, 167, 576 P.2d 702.

5. Docket fee may be taxed against anv one or more
litigants even if poverty atlidavit tiled. Davis v. Davis,
5 K.A.2d 712, 713, 623 P.2d 1369.

60-2004. Payment of costs not acqui-
escence in judgments so as to prevent ap-
peals. Payment of the costs of any action in
any court in this state including, but not
limited to. the payment of court reporter
fees, shall not be considered an acquies-
cence in the judgment or any order ot the
court so as to prevent an appeal by the
person or persons paying such costs. This
act shall not apply to any pending question
arising out of such payment heretotore
made. but otherwise this act shall apply to
Al actions heretofore or hereaiter tiled.

History: L. 1967, ch. 193, 8 L. July L

60-2005. State, cities and counties ex-
empt from depositing court costs: excep-
Hons. The state of Kansas and all cities and
counties in this state are hereby exempt, in
any civil action in which such state, city or
county is involved, from depositing court
costs or paying docket tees prescribed by
any other law of this state, except that if the
costs are assessed against the state of Kansas
or any city or county in this state in any such
action. such costs shall include the amount
of the docket fee prescribed by K.S.A. 60-
2001 together with any additional courts
costs accrued in the action.

History: L. 1969, ch. 289, §1: L. 1974,
ch. 168, § 6; July L.

CASE ANNOTATIONS

1. 60-2001b) should parailel this section if docket
fee to be taxed even if poverty affidavit riled (dissent-

ing opinion). Davis v. Davis, 5 K.A.2d 712, 714, 623
P.2d 1369.

60-2008. Attorneys’ fees taxed as costs
in certain actions involving negligent motor
vehicle operation. (a) In actions brought for
the recovery of damages of less than $3,000
sustained and caused by the negligent
operation of a motor vehicle, the prevailing
party shall be allowed reasonable attorneys’
fees which shall be taxed as part of the costs
of the action unless:

(1) The prevailing party recovers no
damages; or

(2) a tender equal to or in excess of the
amount recovered was made by the adverse
party before the commencement of the ac-
tion in which judgment is rendered.

(b) This section shall apply to actions
brought pursuant to the code of civil pro-
cedure and actions brought pursuant to the
code of civil procedure for limited actions.

History: L. 1969, ch. 288, § 1; L. 1976,
ch. 251, § 28; L. 1977, ch. 205, § 1; L. 1982,
ch. 249, § 1; July 1.

Law Review and Bar Journal References:

“No Fault—The Insurer's Reimbursement Rights
Under the New Statute,” William R. Sampson, 46
J.B.AK. 211, 219 (1977).

“Recovery of Attomey Fees in Kansas,” Mark A.
Furney, 18 W.L.J. 535, 561 (1979).

“Garnishment in Kansas: A Procedural Paradox,”
Leon B. Graves, 49 J.B.A.K. 129, 131 (1980).

“Survey of Kansas Law: Civil Procedure,” 29 K.L.R.
449, 479 (1981).

CASE ANNOTATIONS

1. Construed: section held constitutionally permis-
sible under due process clause (U.S. Const. Amend. 14,
$ 1). Pinkerton v. Schwiethale, 208 K. 596, 597, 549,
/02, 493 P.2d 200.

3. Factors to be considered by court in awarding
attorney fees hereunder discussed. Stafford v. Kar-
mann, 2 K.A.2d 248, 5377 P.2d 836.

3. Awarding of attorney fees for services on appeal
held inherently allowed hereunder. Stafford v. Kar-
mann. 2 K.A.2d 248, 252, 577 P.2d 836.

4. Trial court's awarding of attorney fees reversed;
statute not applicable when claim asserted was not less
than $750. Faucett v. Kirk, 227 K. 505, 506, 508, 608
P.2d 1306.

5. Discussed; statute does not require a demand
prior to filing a case to recover attommey fees. Amoid v.
Hershberger, 4 K.A.2d 24, 25, 602 P.2d 120.

6. Only requirement for award of attorney tees is
that recovery be greater than amount tendered before
action commenced. Damall v. Lowe, 5 K.A.2d 240, 241,
249, 243, 244, 615 P.2d 786.

60-2007. Assessment of costs of frivo-
lous claim, defense or denial; liability of

attorney, when. (a) Except as otherwise
provided in this subsection, the provisions
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Article 20.—COSTS

Cross Reterences to Related Scctions:
See, also. particular actions and proceedings.

60-2001. Docket fee; additional costs;
certain sheriff's charges prohibited. (a)
Docket fee. Except as otherwise provided
by law, no case shall be filed or docketed in
the district court, whether original or ap-
pealed, without payment of a docket fee in
the amount of $55 to the clerk of the district
court.

(b) Poverty affidavit in lieu of docket

.{)ee. (1) Effect. In any case where a plaintiff

y reason of poverty is unable to- pay a
docket fee, and an affidavit so stating is
filed, no fee will be required.

(2)  Form of affidavit. The affidavit pro-
vided for in this subsection shall be in the
following form and attached to the petition:
State of Kansas, County.

In the district court of the county: I do solemnly
swear that the claim set forth in the petition herein is

just, and I do further sweur that, by reason of my
poverty, I am unable to pay a docket fee.

(¢) Disposition of docket fee. The
docket fee shall be the only costs assessed
in each case for services of the clerk of the
district court and the sheriff. The docket tee
shall be disbursed in accordance with
K.S.A. 20-362 and amendments thereto.

id) Additional court costs. Other fees
and expenses to be assessed as additional
court costs shall be approved by the court,
unless specifically fixed by statute. Other
fees shall include, but not be limited to,
witness fees, appraisers’ fees, fees for ser-
vice of process outside the state, tees for
depositions, transcripts and publication, at-
torneys’ fees, court costs from other courts
and any other fees and expenses required
by statute. All additional court costs shall be
taxed and billed against the parties as
directed by the court. No sheritt in this state
shall charge any district court in this state a
fee or mileage for serving any paper or
process.

History: L. 1963, ch. 303, 60-2001; L.
1974, ch. 168, § 3; L. 1975, ch. 218, § 3; L.
1976, ch. 251, §27; L. 1982, ch. 116, § 8;
July 1.

Source or prior law:

(_:\). L. 1862, ch. 76, § 1; G.S. 1868, ch. 80, § 381; L.
1875, ch. 121, § 15 L. 1801, ch. 276, § 1: L. 1909, ch. 182,
§ 606; R.S. 1923, 60-2401.

{(b). L. 1862, ch. 76. § 1. C.S. 1868, ch. 80, § 581; L.

1875, ch. 121, 88 1, 2; L. 1901, ¢h. 276, § 1; L. 1909, ch.
182, §8§ 606, 607; R.S. 1923, 60-2401, 60-2402.

{¢) G.S. 1868, ch, 80, § 584; L. 1891, ch. 78, 8 1, L.
1909, ch. 182, § 609; R.S. 1923, 60-2404.

Cross References to Related Sections:

Additional fees in civil actions, see 28-170, 28-170b,
28-171, 28-173a.

Research and Practice Aids:

Costse=105 et seq.

Hatcher's Digest, Costs & Fees 8§ 11, 20 to 24.

C.).S. Costs §§ 125, 162,

Gard’s Kansas C.C.P. 60-2001.

Vernon's Kansas C.C.P.—Fowks, Harvey & Thomas,
60-2001.

Vernon's Kansas Forms, C.C.P.—Hatcher §§ 20.1,
201.2, 20.3 et seq.

Law Review and Bar Journal References:

Paragraph (h) cited in discussing post conviction
motions, J. Richard Foth and Arthur E. Palmer, 12
K.L.R. 493, 495 (1964).

“Practicing Law in a Unified Kansas Court System,”
Linda Diane Henry Elrod, 16 W.L.J. 260, 263 (1977).

Subsection {d) discussed in “Recovery of Attorney
Fees in Kansas,” Mark A. Furney, 18 W.L.]. 535, 546
(1979).

CASE ANNOTATIONS

Prior law cases, see G.S. 1949, 60-2401, 60-2404 and
the 1961 Supp. thereto.

1. Paragraph {(c) applied in construing 61-2102; ap-
peal bond not mandatory; courts may require. Under-
wood v. Allmon, 215 K. 201, 204, 523 P.2d 384.

9. Subsection (a) construed; payment of docket fee
to perfect an appeal to district court from magistrate
court not jurisdictional. Avco Financial Services v.
Caldwell, 219 K. 59, 61, 62, 547 P.2d 756.

3. Payment of docket fee secondary; adverse party
not affected: not jurisdictional. Walnut Valley Bank v.
Stovall, 1 K.A.2d 421, 422, 566 P.2d 33.

4, Cited; compared to 59-2401. In re Estate of
Kempkes, 4 K.A.2d 154, 159, 603 P.2d 642.

5. Subsection (b)(1) postpones rather than waives
fee; fee may be taxed to any one or more litigants.
Davis v. Davis, 5 K.A.2d 712, 713, 714, 623 P.2d 1369.

60-2002. Taxation of costs. (a) As of
course. Unless otherwise provided by stat-
ute, or by order of the judge, the costs shall
be allowed to the party in whose favor
judgment is rendered.

(b) Offero[judgment. At any time more
than fifteen (15) days before the trial begins,
a party defending against a claim may serve
upon the adverse party an offer to allow
judgment to be taken against him or her for
the money or property or to the effect spec-
ified in his offer, with costs then accrued. If
within ten (10) days after the service of the
offer the adverse party serves written notice
that the offer is accepted, either party may
then file the offer and notice of acceptance
together with proof of service thereot and
thereupon the clerk shall enter judgment.
An offer not accepted shall be deemed

299

Lr e e it o A e rin o e a8




ROCEDURE, CIVIL

continu-
adict the
5§ is ex-
.y other
1 motion
:, be de-
- that the
-estify as
ree that
1sidered
the wit-
:d. The
‘cessary
nded on
thing or
Jrant or
.cretion-
ns have

: Jan. 1.

0. ch. 87,
i.och, 182,

2. §314:
2. § 315:

e, con-

adar, see

Proce-

ivil Pro-

Thomas,

- 2.3161.

50-2934

S to pay
iplain of
47, 386

-ent wit-

-iey, 192
32-1414.

7

State v. Guthrie, 192 K. 639, 661, 662, 663, 664, 663,
391 P.2d Y5.
Annotations to K.S.A. 60-240:

1. Granting of continuance is discretionary in trial
court, State v. Zimmer, 194 K. 479, 485, 426 P.2d 267.

5. Granting or retusing of continuance rests in sound
discretion of court; assignment of case for trial did not
abuse discretion so as to prejudice defendant; history
of section discussed. Scott v. Keyse, 200 K. 625, 626,
628, 629, 438 P.2d 112.

6. Granting of continuance is within the discretion
of trial court: party seeking continuance not justified in
relving on mere promises of witness to be present at
trial and testity. State v. Milum, 202 K. 196, 199, 200,
447 P.2d 801.

7. Denial of motion for continuance upheld; peti-
tioner tailed to support motion with required affidavit.
Jackson v. State, 204 K. 823, 827, 465 P.2d 927.

8. Subsection (b) cited: governs the assignment of
cases for tral and the continuance thereof. Pacific
Indemnity Co. v. Berge, 205 K. 755, 759. 473 P.2d 48.

Y. Under subsection ic'. a trial court need not enter-
tain a motion for a continuance based on the absence of
a matertal witness or on the want of any matenal
Jdocument, thing or other evidence uniess such motion
is supported by an atfidavit in compliance with the
provisions of the statute. Pacific Indemnitv Co. v.
Berge, 205 K. 735, 739. 760, 761, 473 P.2d 48.

10. No abuse of discretion in denying oral request
for continuance where no satistactory explanation of
delay in request appearea. State v. Hale. 206 K, 321.
323. 479 P.2d 902.

1. Facts sustained tnal court's decision in refusing
continuance. Tillev v. [nternational Harvester Co.. 208
X. 75, 80, 490 P.2d 392.

12. Construed in holding trial court did not abuse its
-iiscretion In retusing a turther continuance of the tnal.
Fouts v. Armstrong Commercial Laundry Distributing
Co., 209 K. 59, 64, 495 P 2d 1390.

13. Subsection (¢ citea: denial of motion for time to
nrepare attidavit prejuaicial. Winkelman v. Allen. 214
N. 22, 34, 519 Pad 1377,

14. Paragraph tb) apptied: no abuse of discretion in
retusing to grant motion tor continuance. Security Na-
sional Bank v. City ot Olathe. 225 K. 220. 222, 589 P.2d
389,

15. A continuance 1s within the discretion of the tnal
court: discretion abusea: judgment reversed. State v.
Jones, 226 K. 503. 509. 601 P.2d 1135.

16. Motion tor continuance within discretion of trial
court: no abuse shown. State ex rel. Miller v. Richard-
son. 229 K. 234, 239. 623 P.2d 1317.

60-241. Dismissal of actions. (a) V0i-
untary dismissai: crfect thereof. (1) By
plaintiff; by stipuiation. Subject to the pro-
visions of subsection (e) of K.S.A. 60-223
and of any statute ot the state, an action may
be dismissed by the plaintiff without order
ot court (i) by filing a notice of dismissal at
any time before service by the adverse party
of an answer or of a motion for summary
judgment, whichever first occurs, or (ii) by
filing a stipulation ot dismissal signed by all
parties who have appeared in the action.
Where the dismissal is by stipulation the
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clerk of the court shall enter an order of
dismissal as a matter of course. Unless oth-
srwise stated in the notice of dismissal or
stipulation, the dismissal is without preju-
dice, except that a notice of dismissal
operates as an adjudication upon the merits
when filed by a plaintiff who has once dis-
missed in any court of the United States or
of any state an action based on or including
the same claim,

(2) By order of court. Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (1) of this subsection, an
action shall not be dismissed at the plain-
tiff's instance save upon order of the judge
and upon such terms and conditions as the
judge deems proper. If a counterclaim has
heen pleaded by a defendant prior to the
service upon the defendant of the plaintiff's
motion to dismiss, the action shail not be
dismissed against the defendant’s objection
unless the counterclaim can remain pend-
ing for independent adjudication by the
court. Unless otherwise specified in the
order, a dismissal under this paragraph is
without prejudice. The judge may on the
judge’s own motion cause a case to be dis-
missed without prejudice for lack of prose-
cution, but only after directing the clerk to
notify counsel of record not less than ten

10) days in advance of such intended dis-
missal, that an order of dismissal will be
entered unless cause be shown for not
doing so.

tb)  Involuntary dismissal; effect
thereof. For failure of the plaintiff to prose-
cute or to comply with these sections or any
order of court, a defendant may move for
dismissal of an action or of any claim against
the defendant. After the plaintiff, in an ac-
tion tried by the court without a jury, has
completed the presentation of the plaintiff’s
evidence, the defendant, without waiving
the defendant’s right to offer evidence in
the event the motion is not granted. may
move for a dismissal on the ground that
upon the facts and the law the plaintiff has
shown no right to relief. The court as trier of
the facts may then determine them and
render judgment against the plaintiff or may
decline to render any judgment until the
close of all evidence. If the court renders
judgment on the merits against the plaintiff,
the court shall make findings as provided in
subsection (a) of K.S.A. 60-252. Unless the
court in its order for dismissal otherwise
specifies, a dismissal under this subsection
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Source or prior law:
{a). G.S. 1868, ch.
R.S. 1923, 60-3105.
(b). G.S. 1868, ch.
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Senate Bill No. 379
House Appropriation Committee
April 9, 1991

Testimony of Paul Shelby
Assistant Judicial Administrator
Office of Judicial Administration

Mr. Chairman:

I appreciate the opportunity to appear before you today to
testify on 1991 Senate Bill 379, a bill which extends the
Executive Branch exemption for paying docket fees at the beginning
of a civil case to the point of dismissal, if the dismissal is
before the adverse party files an answer or there is a motion
for summary judgment, whichever occurs first. The bill is
retroactive, relating back to June 1, 1990.

Docket fees for filing a civil case are basically
nonrefundable. This statute (K.S.A. 60-2005) as currently in
effect recognizes that it is difficult for cities, counties,
and the state to be able to produce a docket fee at the time
a case is filed, but that if court costs are ordered paid by
the city, county, or state, that payment in due course easily
fits into the governmental agency's expenditure procedure.

This extension of exemption would fiscally impact funds
which share in the distribution of the proceeds of a docket
fee: State General Fund, county general fund, local law library
fund (if there is one). If a state agency is involved a good
part of the docket fee would be returned to the State General
Fund. However, the county general fund would be a big loser.

When the single docket fee concept was adopted by the State
Legislature in 1974 to replace the security for costs system
in effect, the sheriff's fees for service and mileage were
among the court costs which were incorporated into the docket
fee. K.S.A. 60-2001 and K.S.A. 28-172a have language which
prohibit the sheriff from charging fees to district courts.
In exchange K.S.A. 20-362 gives a part of every civil docket
fee collected to the county general fund.

E If this bill is enacted it will prevent county general
i funds from recovering any of cost of serving process for these
| cases.

| %A
| ¥£-10-G/
% Attac hpewt 2



Senate Bill No. 379
April 9, 1991
Page 2

If accurate addresses are supplied, the docket fee would
be assessed to the defendant, however, we are informed that
some agencies are quite careless in this regard, all to the
expense of counties. We estimate that district court revenue
will suffer appreciably from this bill. Mr. Bill Burns of
Wyandotte District Court will testify on the situation in that
county.

Statewide we would expect loss to all district courts,
but not as severe as in Wyandotte, as Mr. Burns will explain.

I recommend this bill be dropped from consideration.
Thank you for your attention.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
924
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37

Sesslon of 1991

SENATE BILL No. 379

By Committee on Ways and Means

3-12

AN ACT concerning civil procedure and civil actions; relating to
court costs; exemptions and assessments involving the state of
Kansas; amending K.S.A. 60-2005 and repealing the existing
section.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Kansas:

Section 1. K.S.A. 60-2005 is hereby amended to read as follows:
60-2005. (@) The state of Kansas and all cities and counties in this
state are hereby exempt, in any civil action in which sueh state;
the state or such city or county is involved, from depositing court
costs or paying docket fees prescribed by any other law of this state,
except that if the costs are assessed against the state of Kansas or
any city or county in this state in any sueh action, such costs shall
include the amount of the docket fee prescribed by K.S.A. 60-2001
and amendments thereto together with any additional eourts court
costs accrued in the action.

() Court costs shall not be assessed against the state of Kansas
or any city or county in this state in any civil action in which such
state, city or county is exempt from depositing court costs or paying
docket fees prescribed by any law of this state when such action s
dismissed by such state, city or county in this state or by court
order at any time before service of the adverse party of an answer
or of a motion for summary judgment whichever first occurs. The
provisions of this subsection shall be applicable to actions commenced
on or after June 1, 1990.

New Sec. 2. The provisions of K.S.A. 60-2005 and amendments
thereto shall be applicable to actions pursuant to this chapter.

Sec. 3. K.S.A. 60-2005 is hereby repealed.

Sec. 4. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after
its publication in the statute book.

A A
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JLLIAM J. BURNS, Jn.
COURT ADMINISTRATOR

HELEN ZAGAR
CLERK DISTRICT COURT

THE DISTRICT COURT

TWENTY-NINTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, KANSAS
COURTHOUSE

710 NORTH 7TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101

Attorneys filing Board of Regents cases:

Larry Winn, III

Firm: Bennett, Lytle, Wetzler, Winn & Martin
5000 W. 95th St., Ste. 300
Prairie Village, Ks. 66207

Richard F. Haitbrink
2000 Johnson Drive - Ste. 10
Mission Woods, Ks. 66205

Joseph M., Weiler

Firm: Alderson, Alderson, Montgomery & Newbery
2101 S.W. 21st St.
Topeka, Kansas 66604

Wayne E. NHundley
412 W. 5th St.
Topeka, Kansas 66603




LIMITED ACTIONS DEPARTMEN

Civil and Small Claims Filings

2000
1500 |- / 7
-
. y % 7 /) 7 /
O / é 5 ? / % 6
)% R\ K K 5 g g
o KUK 550 S5 . S K X 4
January March May . July September November
February April June August  October  December
KX 1989 V7 1990
1986 1987 1988 1989 1990
January 997 1,093 1,026 1,098 1,188
February 782 1,009 953 1,224 1,173
March 972 1,171 1,258 1,204 1,420
April 964 879 1,097 1,061 1,111
May 778 1,288 1,078 1,388 1,242
June 1,039 1,433 1,018 1,142 1,115
July 976 1,649 1,100 954 1,142
August 895 1,436 1,576 1,116 1,286
September 840 1,250 1,061 996 1,144
October 998 1,327 918 1,268 1,698
November 757 886 965 1,124 1,537
December 986 898 1,269 1,224 1,299
Total 10,984 14,319 13,319 13,799 15,355
: a
Percentage Change 30.36% -6.98% 3.60% 11.28%



LIMITED ACTIONS DEPARTMENT

Dispositions of 1990 Board of Regents Filings

Default (34.7%)
Pending (11.7%)
Other (6.3%)
Court Trial (0.3%
*Dismissed (19.1%) ourt Toal {0.5%)

*Dismissed for want of prosecution per court

**Dismissed (other than above)

1986 1987 1988 1989 1999

*Dismissed | 904 2,372 2,050 2,593 1,736
Default 555 1,589 1,267 1,519 2,163
**Dismissed 172 598 456 501 1,189
Court Trial 10 19 32 11 16
Other | 59 197 158, 1259 395
pending 5 0 0 1o 726
Total 1,700 4,775 3,964 4,883 EPRIS



. COURT FEES AND DISTRIBUTION
1-1-91 » 1-1-91
_Wy Co _STATUTE_, Wy Co B .
COLLECT  DOCKET/FUNCTION COLLECT LIBRARY LETC PATF IDS  CLK/COUNTY CLK/STAjfB,
$62.00 CIVIL (60.00) - 7.00 ~10.00 -45.00
57.00 FOREIGN JUDGMENT (55.00) - 7.00 ~10.00 ~40.00
94 .00 CRIMINAL (92.00) - 6.00 -5.00 -1.00 =-.50 -81.50
124,00 (122,000 - 7.00 =~5.00 ~1.,00 =.50 -110.50
154.00 (152.00) - 7.00 =-5.00 -1.00 -.50 -140.50
54.00 . MUNICIPAL COURT APPEAL (52.00) - 6.00 =5.00 -1.00 =.50 ~41.50
62.00 LIMITED OVER $5,000 (60.00) - 6.00 ~10.00 ~hd-00 HEREED.
37.00 LIMITED CIVIL
($501 to $5,000) (35.00) - 6.00 -10.00 -21.00
17.00 LIMITED CIVIL
($500 or less) (15.00) - 6.00 ~ 5.00 ~ 6,00
SMALL CLAIMS :
17.00 ($500 or less) (15.00) - 6.00 ~ 5.00 - 6.00
37.00 ($500.01 to $1,000)  (35.00) - 6.00 -10.00 ~21.00
17.00 JUVENILE (15.00) - 6.00" -1.00 -.50 - 9.50
97.00 PROBATE (95.00) * - 6,00 ’ -91.00 _
22.00 TREATMENT (20.00) - 6.00 -1.00 -.50 ~14.50
37.00 ADOPTIONS (35.00) - 6.00 ~31.00
34.00 TRAFFIC (32.00) - 6.00  -5.00 -1.00 ~-.50 ~21.50
34.00 FISH & GAME, and
WATERCRAFT (32.00) - 6.00 ~5.00 -1.00 -.50 -21.50
STATE TAX WARRENT 15.00 -15.00
SERVICE AGENT 5,00 . - 5.00
PERS. PROPERTY TAX 5.00 ° - 5.00
HOSPITAL LIEN 5.00 - = 5.00
MECHANIC LIEN 5,00 - 5.00
PENDING ACTION LIEN 5.00 - - 5.00
PROBATION/CC Fee Misc. 25,00 -25.00
Fel  50.00 ~50.00
_ STATE TREASURER
MARRIAGE LICENSE 40.00 - -40.00 L
50.00 per charge ~50.00

D.L. REINSTATEMENT

AR R T . ¥ R 4
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. HOTICE 10 ATTORMEYS - DISHISSAL OF CASES CASE NUMDER LARINS
N THE FOLLOVING CHAPTER 61 CASES NAYE BEEH PEMOING TH THIS CotmY
¢ FOR OVER 80 DAYS. FOL 11103 MCHICNNERY WARD ¥$ CAMADY Steven
SUPRENE COURT TTME STANDARDS STIFULATE THAT CASES FILFD 1K ™me 0L 11146 DAVIS PAINL ¥Y COGFER LiskARg
LIFITED ACTIONS DEPARTHENT SHOULD BE TERMINATED WITIIN 60 DAVS. 0L 11132 WYORA TFCH YS WAHNAN STEPIFN
PHIREFORE THE FOLLOVING CASES WILL ME DISNISSED APAIL 28, 1971, J0L 11182 CEHTURY FIMANCE VS DAVIS EVAL Waong A
UMLESS EXIEHDED BY OADER DF A JUDEE FOR CAUSE SIONN, MO LATER TIAN FOL E118)  SCUTHWESTER MELL Y3 CARTER ETAL Kin oy
APRIL 29, 1971, , 90L 11100 SOUINMESTERH NELL ¥Y CHE KIN DAN(
! SOL 13170 XS FAN RED FOUMD Y$ Snptu KM naMg
70 11203 RUSSTLL € 0° SULLTYAM ¥YS 0EW EVAL TIHA A SKILU 10-30-10 B
CATE HUMDER nne AYTORHEY PATE FILED] 901 11240 TPAVELERS THSURANCE ¥S SICAEFFER JANES F OXUMCE 10-3t-10
TOL 31248 PAVLICIC VS HELKER ETAL Je DOMALD LYSAUCHT SRy).Qi-vo
90 10376 BOARD NF WEGENTY VS JOHNSOH HAYHE € InmioLeY 12-03-88 | 900 11291 CAHILL ¥S rEOFLES JAMES E KUMCE 11-02-90
870 00076  MARTIN VS wWIYTE 01-06-89 | 9oL 11313 JaCKSOH VS TOMUIN AOSEE M QUINN 11-03-10
87L 04748 BCARD OF NEGENTS ¥S DYER ETAL RICHARD F MAUIBAINK  OL-11-30 | 90U 11329 X3 ST OEFT SOC ATHAD VS CE(GER LI 11-06-v0
971 03075 SCOTT ¥S STATE FARF AUTO NS AUCER W NCLEAM 108-01-8% | 0L 51366 XS MO OF RECENTS ¥$ GLENORNWING VAYHE € INPIOLEY 11-08-10
YL 1197) MOORE ¥S BUILTR PATRICK HCCRATH 12-26-90 | 9oL 11374 K3 DD OF REGEHTS V§ HCEACHERN LARRY WIKkH J1t 11-07-90
TOL 00366 TOMIMISIER V3 HENDERYON DAYID W CARSON 07-23-90 [ 90L 11805 K3 BD OF RECENTS ¥$ RLCULLOVGH LARRY HINN B8( 11-0v-v0
TOL OXTIZ  LRNIH ¥S TUnPIH SERALD T ELLIONT 0)-13-90 | 901, 11426 X3 B0 OF REGENIS Y8 Y{LLA LARAY Wi 11T 1 -01-%0
YOU 02630 FRANKS ETAL VS JONES ETAL DESORAR L HucnEes 01-09-91 | 90 13861 X3 DO OF RCGEHIS ¥3 DAVES LARRY Wihn THY 11-09-v0
10t 03372 NOUARD OF RFGENTS v3 HARMS WAYHE € WUNDLEY 04-08-90 | 90L 11464 X3 BO UF REGEHIS ¥$ KCCORMICK LARRY WM 1) 11-01-90
TOL 03887 NOLBRDNK ELLES ¥S$ torp RODERTY L KEHNEDY 04-11-70 | 0L 11479 X9§ DO OF RECEMTS ¥§ SHALL LARRY wiNN Q1T 11-01-%0
FOU OVE3S LI B PRELAN ¥YS CUSTON CHEMICAL JAMES E FHELAN 08-24-90 [ 0L 1132 K9 BO OF NEGEHIS VS MCHAKAMA LARRY MINN 11t 11-01-90
JOU DAIES  IIGHER EOUC VS 01As JARES M. MCNEILE 04~23-%0 [ 90 11332 XS DO OF REGEHTS VS HACKIE LARRY uimn [1Y 11-01-90
0L OAIIT  CHASE MAHATIAN Y§ TUARER JARES Ho MCHETLE 04-23-90 | TOL 11603 AVINUF ATNTALS ¥S PrExs AMUREA WOUF INGSHELFR y.g7-9g
TOU 04739 JAYMAUK ROVLIHE Y$ J-X ENTRPRS HICHAEL W BENKAN 09-30-70 7M. 11479 XS MO OF REGINTS ¥$ nigeins WAYRE £ PN EY 11-01-70
0L 03191 CLOUD Y3 FARMERS (NS GROur MARGARET PEMRCRINH 03-13-10 | 0L 11738 DUIHANY MEDICAU CHIA VS TERNIX ETAL  TINA A SM{rm 11-14-99
I 03193 TAIXE V3 JIN GAHOYS AUTO SALES MICHAFL PETERSON 03-18-90 | 90L 11791 CHIY OF KCK ETAL VS PUIL CONSIAUCTN KEVIN T xOC H Yi-13-10
TOU O3IST KANSAS CITY KAMSAM ¥S SPALOING ETAL MERLE € PANKS 03-23-90 [ 70L 11793 AVCO FINANCIAL SEAY ¥S CAITFIH RUNALD D CARRESDN 1-1)-90
TR 0IIEY NOQUSFHOLD FIMANCE CORP ¥S PARKER ET  JAMES E PHELAN 03-23-90 | 90t 13797 SUAREL EVAL VS Ct1y pF Xex Jun 1T eps 11-13-10
0t 03936 AILT CREDIT CONP ¥$ BARRY INC NEALE E PARKS 08-15-90 [ 70t 11048 XY BD OF REGEMTS ¥§ MACK LARRY Winw (11 1i-19-9p
Y 06013 DOARD OF REGEMIS VS mOuL 1N RICHARD F MATINATHK  06-10-90 | 90U 11862 AFERICAN FAR INS ETAL YS AROuN 3COTT 1 Agnen H-14-20
TR 08I0 SAITN VS PATION DAYID R CIUMAN 06-19-70 | 90L 11963 APERICAN FAM IHS vS mROWNH SCOTT § asneR N-14-90
J0L 08310 BIANES VS UNIFTED SCHOOL DIST ETAL _ROSIE M outhy 08-23-90 | 90L 11880 MONSE REALIY €1AL ¥YS GINNS 1AL SCOTE | ATHER 12-10-10
0L 063)) JHICHER FOUC YS SToME JANES M. MOHEILE 08-26-90 [ 90L 11871 SMRT VS AL QUINK RUICK ETAL CRECDRY N COGCY H-13-90
TOL 06430 RAICELS ¥S JoHES NAOKE A XAUTFHAM 07-03-Y0 | 90L 1190k CAED(T KOIQRS ¥S pEMMts JACQUELEHE A EDGAR-ANSTIN |}y 3y
YOL 08976 Y ITHEN EJAL VS nacay OAYID P. RINMIHAY 01-17-90 | 900 11707 WILLIAWY VS GAARELT JAKES E MmCE 1-18-70
YOL 07068 CWLEY ¥S wanp DAYID W CARSON 07-31-90 | 90U 11708 WAISON V1 WIKgn JAMES E xumCE 11-16-90
YOU 07139 KCR IHIAMTL TRUCKS vS LEE KIH OARTEL RICuEY O1-18-90 | 90t 11923 SOFER v$ MIlES XEYIH M g yony 11-18-10
YOL OI207 FPENTADP ¥S 3100 Imc, HICIAEL PETERSON OT=13-90 | 900 11932 MID-MEST WIMLSLE VS INSTITUTRL CSEYA MR U HimPity M-1s-1p
YU 07210 SEALS-ELIA YS CHAYSUER USFE INS. KICHAEL PETERSDN LI-28-90 | 99 11938 XC CREDIT UNION V3 TALBEAT LUXE Ny MARKKIHS 1-19-19
JOL 07261 FAYTMERS MLLIANCE VS WURACK nEN Y. sOMIETY 07-28-90 | 70L 11988 C1IY DF KCX 1AL Y3 STAKEY KEVIN E XOCH 1-19-70
JOU 07480 X3 DO OF RECEMTS VI ISon MAYHE E IRNDLEY 00-08-90 | 70L 11972 KRIGELS V5 RUILEDGE HADNT A XAUTTMAN 1-11-3p
0L 07932 CUARK VI KOORE JAMES N snErLEY 07-30-90 | 0L 11980 DUSSFLITR VS FAULMERT RODEAT G SCOTT 11-19-90
YO 073386 CAFITOL FEPRL ¥3 YILLA 1000 8. BUTLER L2-11-90 | 901 11993 PacK ¥S WivnInGER AVAK 0 GaLLAS 11-19-10
JOL 07373 SOUIHMSIAN BELL Y3 1IOUSE OF XAtUZEA CiARLES oMY 07-31-90 | 0L 11984 FCRD MOTOR CREDIT ¥$ RICHARDS JAMES K. MCHELLE 1-1y-9p
TR 07503 ANESTUESIOLOCY CHID yS WonT LUKE 8. HARKINS 08-01-90 | YOL 1178 APERICAN EXFAESS ¥S WNTTESELL JAKES K. MCHEILE 1-1v-90
JOL 07620 £ROY ST NANG HEALTH CTA Y3 BIAS ETA moBER! A DECOURSEY  08-02-90 | 20U 11988 IICHEN EOUC ASSTSTANCE Y3 WELLS JANES M. MCHEILE t-11-vg
JOL OIII0 CKAP 60 D OF RECENTS YIS LOFTIN ETA  LAKAY Wime 1 08-14-90 | 0L 11909 I ICHER EONC ASTIST VY PENNINGTON JARES By RCHETLE 11-19-90
YOU 07810 PROV ST HANG HEALTH CYR vs NASH RUDENT A. DECOURSEY  08-07-10 | 97U 11990 hisnea eouc Assist Y PCHMINGTON JAMES M, MCHEILE 1-19-v0
JOL 07813 PROY 3T MANG HEALTIN CTR vE §TAUCH RODERT A, OECOURSEY,  08-09-10 | 700 11997 Ky ANESTMESTOLOGY FNUND VS CERVANTE TUHA A SHITH 11-11-90
JOU D181 PROV ST MARG NEALTH CTR VS NISLEY RODENT A. DECOURSEY'  08-09-70 | YoL 12009 X3 $7 B0 oF RECEMTS VS MARTIN LARAY WIKN 1L 11-30-10
JOL 01013 PROY ST MARG MEALTH CTA VS PHITFER  ROBERT AL QECOURSEY  0U-09-90 | 70L 12090 K3 BD UF REGEMTS vy RAPAS LARRY Wit 11t 12-03-70
JoL 07018 PROV $T MARG HUTH CIR VS HCCULLOUGH ROBERY A, OECOURSEY  08-09-90 | YOU 12031 X3$ BD OF RECENIS ¥3 HERCFO LARRY WitH (11 12-03-10
JOL DI81T PROV ST NARG MLYH CIR VS SNYDER ETa NODERT A. DECOURSEY  08-09-90 | YOL 12032 K3 BO OF REGENIS v$ navg LARRY WiHH 111 12-0)-90
J0L 07017 PROY ST MARE MLIN CTR ¥YS HCCARTY €T ROBERT A. DECOURSEY  0n-07-90 | 70L 12033 K3 BO OF REGENIS v MArO LARRY Wime D31 12-93-99
0L 07017 PROY ST MARG HEALTH CYR ¥§ YQUNE RODERT A, NECOURSEY Y KJ BO OF RECEHTS ¥S HAvs Lanny winn J11 12-03-v0
JOL O7863 K$ 8D OF REGENTS Y3 ALLTSON ETAL RICHARD F HALTDRINK X$ B0 OF REGEHIS V3 MAYY LARKY WINH 111 12-03-10
0L 07083 MHITLOCK ¥YS FAAMERS INS CO TINOTHY ¥ prExety %3 B0 OF AEGEMTS V3 MERGELL LARRY MINN 1) 12-93-90
TOL 07897 WERRERA X{ABY CO ¥$ MILTON MATHL A KAUFFHAHK K3 BO OF REGENTS ¥$ MESSICK LARRY WM 111 12-03-90
0L 07793 BOATHENT FANR ¥I SELXIRK JAMES N, MCHEILE K$ BD OF RECENTS V3§ MEEKS LANRY WMt 17 12-03-10
TOL 01778 FROV 31 MARG VS GOOOSFLL ETAL ROGEAT A. DECOURSEY KS$ BD UF REGENIS ¥$ HATTNEWS LARAY WINN 113 12-01-19 .
0L 01977 PROY 3T MANG ¥S HCCOY ETAL MODERT A, NECOUASEY KS 8D OF RECEHIS ¥S HERANE tanRry WINN L1F 12-03-90 :
JOL 071993 XRICELS VS nASYTION HAGHL & XAUFENAN K3 8D OF REGENIS Y3 HEDANE ETAL LARRY uit (11 17-0)-%0 |
0L 07T CENTURY FINANCE VS CROFT eTAL HADRL A XAUTFHAK X3 B0 OF AECENTS ¥3 MAYS LARRY WIRN 118 12-0)-10 i
JOL 08079  IRELAND ¥S M1ty KEVIN N LYgHs K3 80 OF REGENIS ¥S MAYS LARRY WINN 111 12-03-9¢ '
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901 $1027 K3 BD OF REGENTS VS WATGIT LARRY WINH 111 12-13-90
901 13033 K§ ND OF REGENIS ¥$ WEIR UARRY WIKN TTT 12-13-90
20t 13061 X$ DD OF REGENTS V3 SMEEIER LARAY WEKH B11 12-13-90
200 11043 K3 BD OF REGENTS VS TAYLOR LANRY WINN (11 12-13-70
40U 13049 K§ DD OF REGENTS VS FEARY.ETAL LARRY WIKN 11U 12-13-90
900 13037 COWMERCIAL STATE BANK VS CANADY OAHRNY € VRENT 12-13-90
901 11056 CORHERCIAL STATE DAMK VS FARRIS DANHY € TRENT 12-13-90
q0L 13037 € JNHEY ¥S CONMORS ALAN D GALLAS 12-13-90
70U §)0%9 BECKFR COAP vd REOLIN ETAL | JAHES £ PHELAN 12-13-90
0L 13060 BAIY ¥YS PRUDEN SCOTT I ASNER 12-13-90
Q0L 13081 OBECKER ¥S DONALDSOK KARA DURGESS 12-13-90
90U 13067 FORD KOTOR CRED1T ¥S CAVASOS KARK J SCHULTZ 12-13-90
Q0L 1308) FORD KOTOR CREDTY ¥S STUART HARK J SCHULYZ 12-13-90
amM 13064 FORD KOTOR CREDIT ¥YS CARTER HARK J SOIMILTL 12-13-90
201, 13063 RAYTOMRH TEACHFRS CADT UN VS HOWARD  MARK J SCHULTL 12-13-90
70L 13066 YELYAC VS SAN BROUN €O LOULS J. MADE 12-13-70
70U 1)048 FJRK LANE HED CTR VS RUSH GREGORY V. DLUME 12-13-90
90L 13070 PRIV ST HARG HEALTN CTR ¥S MMT GREGORY Y. BLUNE 12-13-90
9oL 13060 KA YALLEY BANK VS DARNES TIHA A SHITH 12-13-90
Q0L 13007 LUSK ETAL VS CRAWFORD ETAL JAHES W LUSK 12-13-90
20U §3043 CCHER € DUNN VS UHEEMHOMER WILLTAM £ DUNN 12-13-90
701 13086 UNITED KD BANX ¥S REED ALAN N CALLAS 12-13-90
QOL 1)088A MYERS ¥3 ANDERSON JO AHN nUTAUD 12-13-90
aoL 1IN72  SHERTOAN VS FOVWARDS 12-13-%0

il

o b B

CASE NUMDFR

J0L
0L
0L
0L
Mm
q0L
L
QoL
k{uN
9oL

1307)
13095
13076
130797
13098

[oPetud vl upIPupm g mpapng

13370
13378
11373
13376
13379
13360
13382
1331y
13305
13386
13370
13374
11375
11397
13802
13404
11807
13400
13414
131422
13829
13430
13467
13870
13473
13877
13879
13480
13481
1348)
13806
1Js08
13491
13472
13494
13479
13500
133506
13511
13513
13517
13517
131520
13%2%
13523

. 13326

13327
13331
13354
13344

TINE

£ R0
FORD
FCRD
F ORD
¥ ORT
PARX
FORD
F QRO
FOrD
FORD
F RO
F QRO

HKOIOR CREDIT ¥S
HOTOR CREDIT V§
HOTOR CREDET ¥S
HOTOR CREQIT VS
MOTQR CAFDET VS
LAKE MED CIR ¥S
HOTOR CREOET VS
HOTOA CREDIT VS
KOTOR CREDIY VS
HOTOR CREDIY VS
HOTOR CREDIT ¥§
HOTOR CREDLT VS
FORD HOTOR CREOLT VS NALOGUM ETAL
FORD MOTOR CREDIT VS REHARD
ITIYAHWATH ETAL VS KATKIMIXY
JAKES Y3 SKAGRS

ROYAL GARDFNS VS HEMDERSOM ETAL
SERRA V3 XURP

CITY OF KCX EFAL ¥S LFE

CUNNINGHAR ¥S ADANS

SERRA Y3 MEED

PASSA VS TINDETS

PAUSSA VS MILLER ETAL

PAUSSA VS NOFF

CURNINGIIAN VS PEOMLES

CURIHINGIAN ¥S LEE

CUNKTHGHAH VS JIARRYISON

CUMHIHGHAR VS NHOLLOWAY ETAL

SKITH VS RAY

KOVAC VS LFES ETAL

EVANS € RULLINIX ¥S SHITH

HUTCHIHS VS FOVELL ETAL

FINST OF OMAUA STRY CORP VS ADOU
DEAL TEXTILES ¥S CLOTUES THCOUNTERS
NEHHETT VS WILSON

NRISTRG AUTIHOATTY VS HILLIANMS
POUSTHE AUTHORITY VS NILLIAHS
KAHSAS CITY STAR ¥$S MYAHODOT BAR B Q
SOUTHWESTERN BELL ¥S CLARK
VICKERS VS CUSTEA ETAL

Bb OF REGENRTS ¥5 NOURE

00 OF REGENTS VS HOCK

DD OF RECERTS VS MITSCHKE

DD OF REGENTS VS KIRELES

RO OF REGENTS VS RINTFA

DO OF REGEMTS VS MINGUS ETAL
DO OF RECENTS VS HINARD

B0 OF WEGEHTS VS MULLS

DO OF RECENES ¥$ MILLS

B0 OF RECERTS VS JEWELL

N0 OF REGENTS VS MILLER

B0 OF REGEHTS ¥YS DAVIS

B0 OF RECENTS VS NILES

0O DF REGENTS ¥S TATOM

80 OF REGEHTS V5 TAYLOR ETAL
BD OF REGENTS VS WILKES

D0 OF REGENTS VS WILSOH

B0 OF NEGENTS VS LANZONI

no OF REGERTS ¥S AOYSOOY

HIL VS COLE ETAL

ROEDUCK VS ESFIHOLA

OF REGENTS VS MIIDBEE
OF REGEHIS VS HILLER

DF REGEHTS ¥$ HILLER

OF REGENTS VS MELTON

OF REGENTS V3 HEDCALF
OF REGENMTS ¥S HCCARTER
OF REGENTS ¥3 DAOVN ETAL
GF REGENTS VS ALLER

OF REGENIS ¥$ RCCARDUE
DF REGENTS VS HARRITS

OF REGEHIS VS HANEY

OFf REGEN)S V5 EDWARDS

DF REGENTS V3 DAVIS ETAL
OF REGERIS V3 DALTOR

OF RECENTS ¥§ COMSIDCR
OF REGENTS YS DEACHHAN
DF RECLKTS Y3 BURTON

OF RECENTS VS COBBINS
OF REGENTS VS COXF

OF REGEHTS ¥$ COUNCE

DF RECERTY ¥3 DALGADD

OF REGEHIS VS DEMONTE
OF REGENTS VS DEHNIS

OF REGENTS V§ DEVINNY
OF REGENTS VS DEXTER

OF REGEHTS VS DOHELL

KAH VALLEY ENTAPAS ¥S HDREKD
RENT~A~CEHTER VS WASH

THORM RENTAL VS DAVIS £TAL
WENDELN ¥S NUFCHLNEARER

GATEMAY FLAZA VS RURLEY

GUINN Y3 DROWN

DENTON AUTD PARTS VS KCK AUTO FUNAN
BAENTON AUTO PARTS ¥S HMAWKINS ETAL
UNTVERSITY PEDIATAICS VS JOUMMSON ET
K$ FAM NED FOUKD ¥S SELECTMAN FTAL
SOUTHUF STERN DELL VS MARTIN

C K COLLEGE MEADOHS VS MCINYDSH
SOUINMESTEAR DELL V5 RODINSON
SCUTHHESTENH BELL VS SHITW

X U CYN/OD DEPT VS FCHOLS

X3S FAM KED FOUHD ¥$ LOWG

K$ FAH KED FOUND YS FOSTEX

$1 JOSEPH ENERGCY PINY VS AYRES
SOUTHUESTEAN DELL ¥S CAMPOELL
UNIV. PEDTATRICS ¥$ EHGLISH ETAL
SQUTHNS AN BELL ¥S CODERLY ETAL

KS B0 OF REGEHTS VS DUACKBURK ETAL
KS DU OF REGUHTS VS BATHAN

XS DO OF REGENTS YS ADAHS

BOCLER VS GUIHAN

SIATE FARM [HS VS HULEN

DCY OISCOUNT DAUG VS HORTEIL

DOYT DISCOUNT DRUG VS SHOH EF AL

K U ANESTHESINLOGY VS MAMNKINS
SEARS+ROEDUCK VS TIOHAS

SOLTE VS GRESS

FORD HOYOR CREDTT VS AIHEHARY

FORD BOTOR CREQLT ¥S GODINEL
MILLFRS RUTUAL tHS ¥S AZTEC PAINTNG
FORD MOTOR CREDEYT ¥S 1IOLLTHSHED
RERCANT JLE DAMK V5 AORX
WASTERCARD/VISA CTR ¥VS MANNING
KRIGELS OF MISSION VS CUMIINGHAR
KRIGELS VS DEALH

TSIH ¥S A € A REFLACENENT PARTS

Y NG ¥S DURKE

BONNR SPRGS FED CA UN YS ENRMARDY

D I0E RENODFLING VS DONHELL
RESDLUTION Y3 CRARON ET AL

MILLER HOLAN VS MILSOM

RESOLUTION TRUSY V$ PAINCE
RESOLUTION ¥$ RUCKER

HEARROM
DUFF
HELTLEL ETAL
CHEATHAR
NUKATY
FARNSHNRTH
HAYNES ETAL
JACTKSON
SHIIH

BLACK ETAL
THIERNY
PURINTON

k3

-

RESQLUTION
RESOLUTTON
RESOLUTTON
RESOLUTION

VS SHAW ET AL
VS RLUCE

VS DELL

VS HCRRIGNT

FIRST FEORL LUINCOULM WS MACHTHSKY €7
UNIVERSTTY HOSPITAL VS BARREE
CAPITOU FED SAVINGS VS YERNEA ETAL
FARNER ¥S WARD ETAL

CLAYPOOL VS KELOSTAD

ACS CREENHNOD ETAL VS ORAPER ETAL

ATTOANEY

CHARLES
CItARLES
CHARLES
CHARLES
CHARLES
CHARLES
CHARLES
CUARLES
CHARLES
CHARLES
CHARLES
CHARLES
CHARLES BALL
CUARLES BALL
EDWARD YAH BORLAN
HAYHE & 2EIGLTR
MOSEA E SOVELL
RONERT L SERRA
KEYIN E RIXH
AICIARD L, BARGURL
ANPERT L ST RRA

BALL
BALL
BALL
BALL
oALL
BALL
oatL
BALL
BALL
BALL
BAL L
BALL

HARR J. SACUSE
ALDBERT P KDVAL
JU ANN BUTAUD
JO AN BUTAUD
JERALD R LONG
JURALD R LDHG
HARK ALLEM ROY

WILLIAK F L INKERANAN
HILLTAK F L LHHERNAY
HERLE € PARKS
GREGORY V. ALUNE
LAAY HIKN TTT
LARRY HINH t1)
LARRY MIWH {11
LARRY MINR 111
LARRY MIRH D11
LARAY MIHH 3L
LARAY WIRN 1TT
LARAY MINH 111
LARRY MIRN LU
LARRY WIRN I1L
LARRY WINR 111
LARRY WINN 111
LARRY HINN 11X
LARRY MINH 111
LARRY WIKN 111
LARRY WINN 111
LARRY MINN HIT
LARRY WIKH TT0
LARAY HIHN 11T
TIKOTHY A HCHEARNEY
NICHARD F MATTDAINK
RICHARD F HATTORIHK
RICHARD F HALTORINX
WICHARD F UATTDRINK
RICHARD F HALTAARINK
RICHARD F HATTOREINK
RICHARD F HAITANIHK
RICHARD F HATTBRINK
AICHARD F ITALTDAINK
RICHARD F ILATTORINK
RICHARD F HAITBRINK
RICHARD ¥ MATTDRINK
RICHARD F MATTORINK
RICHARD F HALTORINK
RICHARD F HATTORINK

JOSEPH M WEJLER
JOSEPH M NETLER
JUSEPH N WETLER
JOSEPH B NEILER
JOSEPH M WEILER
JOSEPH M WEILER
JOSEPH M REILER
JOSEPH M WETLER
JOSEPH M RETLER
JOSEPIL K WEILER
JOSEFH M NEILER

JACQUELTHE A EOGAR-AUSTIN
JACQUEL THE A EDGAR-AUSTIH
ANDREA ROLT INGSHETER

HOSEA E SOWELL
DENISE ADANS
HOMARD S LEVITAN
HOWARD § LFVITAN
KIM DANIEL RICHEY
DANTEL NICHEY
DANTEL RTCHEY
DANTEL RICHEY
DANTEL RICHEY
DANTEL RITMEY
DAHIEL RICHEY
DAHIEL RICHEY
DAHTEL RICIEY
DAHIEL RICHEY
DANTEL RUCHEY
KIH DAHTEL RICHEY
KI# DAHTEL RICMEY
RICHARD F MALTORINK
RICHARD F HAFTORINK
RICHARD F HATTRAINX

KM

JEFFREY VNOOSNH JARRETT

KEVIH K LYONS

AMOREA ROUF INGSHEIER
AKDREA RIXY IHGSMETER
ANDREA ROLT INGSMETER

HILLTAM ROBERTS

HYLTON HARKAN
HARK § SUMILTL
HARK J STHLTLE
HARK 4 SCHULTL
HARK J SUMILIL
HARK J SOIULTE
TIHA A SHITH

HADNE A KAUFFHAN
HAORT A KAUFFMAN
KEHHE TH CHAMRERS

RODEAT 6 SCOTT
SIAMEY R HCAFFE
TIOAY
TIOAY

TIDAY

T10AY

T IDAY

T1DAY

T10AY

T10AY
HICHAEL A IRELAND
HICHAEL A TRELAND
TOND ha PITLER
JAMES TARKER

=

A

m
R RS

THOKAS Mo MARRTS

DATFE FILED

12-13-90
12-33-%0
1z-13-90
12-13-70
12-13¥-40
t2-13-99
12-13-90
12-13-90
12-1)-90
12-13-%0
12-13-70
12-13-70
12-13-70
12-13-170
12-13-70
12-13-90
12-13-90
12-14-90
12-14-70
12-14-90
12-18-10
2-14-70
12-14-70
12-14-90
12-14-70
12-1v-90
12-14-90
12-14-70
12-14-90
12-1%-99
12-%8-%0
12-14-90
12-171-30
12-11-%0
12-11-90
12-28-170
12-26-90
11-10-90
12-10-90
12-18-79
12-19-%0
12-19-90
12-17-170
12-19-90
12-19-10
12-19-90
12-19-90
12-19-%90
12-19-90
12-19-90
12-11-70
tz2-19-90
12-19-90
12-11-90
12-19-96
12-19-90
12-19-90
12-19-90
12-19-90
12-18-90
12-19-90
12-10-90
$2-18-70
12-18-90
12-16-3%0
$2-10-90
32-10-90
12-18-90
12-10-90
12-18-90
12-10-90
12-18-90
12-18-90
12-18-90
12-10-%0
12-18-90
12-20-10
12-20-170
12-20-90
12-20-90
12-20-90
12-20-90
12-20-190
12-20-90
12-26-90
12-20-90
12-20-90
12-19-%0
12-1%70
12-19-90
12-19-%0
12-18-90
12-20-%0
12-20-99
12-20-90
12-20-90
12-20-90
12-20-90
12-20-90
12-10-70
12-20~90
12-20-70
12~20-90
12-20-50
12-20-70
12-20-90
12-20-990
12-20-10
12-18-10
12-18-10
12-18-10
12-19-70
12-19-90
12-19-70
12-19-70
12-19-70
12-19-70
12-20-%0
12-20-90
12-20-10

12-20-70 .

t2-20-90
12-20-90
12-10-90
12-21-170
12-2t-70
12-21-90
12-21-90
12-21-70
12-26-70
12-23-70
12-21-70
12-21-70
12-21-70
12-21-90
12-201-90
12-11-30
12-21-%0
12-26-%0
12-26-70
12-26-90
12-21-90
t2-21-90
12-21-10
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THE WYANDULLE ECHO

Wednesday, April 3, 1991

CASE HUHDER TITE ATTORHEY DATE FILED CASE HUMAER TIILE ATTARNEY DATT F1e”
9OL 13530 STATE AUTO CR INC VS LEE TIOKAS DECOURSEY 12-21-90 | 9y gozag JAMES VS HEJTA JANES E NUMCE ot-09-
0L 13352 STATE AUTO €A INC ¥5 JACKSOM THOMAS DECOURSEY 12-21-90 | 914 00298 FLESCHER ¥S JEMMINGS JANFS E XUMCE 01-07-9,
0L 13333 S TATE AUTO CR INC ¥$ WILLIAHS TINHAS OFCIURSEY 12-21-90 | 911 go295 APERCN DUSTHESS INS VS WUGUNIN ETAL MFRLE E PARKS or-11-9
FOL 13354 S TATE AUTO CREOLT INC VS TEACUE THDKAS DECOURSEY 12-27-90 | 911 00278 SECURITY LAND INYESTHENT ¥S CALMDUR o1-11-71
90L 13360 S TATE AUTO CR INC VS MILLIAKS THOMAS DECOUASEY 12-27-90 | 911 00299 T ARNER ¥S SIAND JAMES FARMER Oi-11-71
0L 13561 S IATE AUID CREDIT INC THOMAS DECOVASEY 12-21-90 | 941 00302 LATTIN FIAL VS HELSOM ETAL o1-11-91
0L 13363 S IATE AUTG CMEDST INC THOMAS DECOURSEY 12-27-90 | 911 00332 DOOD V3 FLAM ol-11-71
0L 13365 SIATE AUTO CR INC VS HADDOX THOMAS DECOURSEY 12-27-90 | 91t 00337 nLuck vs sALL 01-14-71
90L 13366 STATE AUID TR INC YS WILLIAMS THOMAS DECOURSEY 12-27-90 1 911 DOISL LATTIN ETAL VS ISON ETAL 01-14-91
90L 13567 SIATE AUTD VS HASKINS THOMAS OECOURSEY 12-21-90 ] 91L 00360 BERMIMC TINE VS HASTERS OAMNY € TRERT 01-14-71
FOL 13369 STATE AUTO CREGIT VS ELLISOM TIIMAS OECOURSEY 12-27-90 | 911 p0Yel BRACIMAN VS CITY OF K.C.KS DAVID R GILHAM 01-14-91
0L 13572 CEMIURY CONCRETE ¥S SCINETE LOUIS J. WADE 12-27-90 | 911 00363 HAVIEN ¥S TOMNS Gl-14-91
90L 1357) COLOWTAL INS CO VS SNITH JAHES S. KRCAHER 12-27-90 | 941 00377 KM VS BURRTS KEVIN % LYONS 01-13-91
SOL 13376  SOUTH VS PADHASKA . LAURENCE H JARYIS 12-21-90 | 911 00378 COLCATE PAL EMP CROT UM VS SCIREINN KEVIN N LYONS ot-13-91
0L 13377 SHEAHAN AUTO PARTS ¥S DONALD BROMN  DAVID X DUCKFRS 12-27-90 | 911 00380 NODINSON VS KiNg XEVIH M LYONS 01-15-91
0L 13503 UNIVERSLIIY PEDIATRICS ¥S WILLIANS SRECONY V. BLUNE 12-28-90 | i 00381 HCKINZIE VS KORRISOH REVIH K LYUNS 01 -13-91
90L 13385 X U GYH/OB DEFT ¥S$ STIGLER ETAL GRECORY Y. BLUME 12-28-90 | 91 0038y SELL VS ORT1Z KEVIN N LYaNs 01-13-94
0L 11589 K A1 GYN/OD VS MARRTS CREGORY V. DLUME 12-20-90" | 93t 0038% DOND VS HAYNES KEVIN M LYONS 01-13-91
T0L 13371 SUUTHMESTERH DELL ¥S SLATER GREGORY V. BLUNE 12-268-90 | 911 gpIB9 GUYS FOOD INC ¥YS NID AMRCN COWY TR HERLE € PARKS o1-13-11
0L 13592 KS FAM HID FDUND ¥$ VAHGOADOM GREGORY Y. OLUME 12-28-70 1§ 931 00371 SHANHFE WEISSH MED CTR VS STRONLE ET  X{M OAMIEL RICHEY 01-13-91
0L 13596 COSTO VS SAILS ETAL DERT D CAHTMELL 12-20-90 | 910 00399 ROYAL CREST ETAL VS REYH DS TIINAS Wo HARRTS 01-15-91
0L 13600 YURHER VADER VS LOPEZ DILL L KLAPPER 12-20-90 1911 00403 HOLYFIELD VS SMITH 01-13-9)
0L 11604 KL GAS SERV VS RONDIE OILL L KLAPPER 12-20-70 | 911 00404 LUGAR ¥$ ORDURK JAMES £ LUGAR 01-1%-71
0L 11607 XFL GAS SFRVICE ¥S JIAMMER ETAL BILL L KLAPPIR 12-20-90 |91 00s0S STATE AUTD CREOIT VS JONES TIHAS DECOURSEY 01-13~91
900 13607 GCRANMAW ET AL VS STALLINGS 12-28-90 [ 511 goao? SIATE AUTO CREOUT ¥S MICHAFL THONAS DECOURSEY 01-13-91
90L 13611 FARHER VS WALLACE JAHES FARNER 12-28-90 | 931 00408 STATE AUTO CREOIT VS [SADCAL THOMAS DECOURSEY a1-13-91
Q0L 13627 BOSWORTH VS JniMsan LISA ASHKER ADKINS 12-28-90 | 911 00409 SIATE AUTO CREDIT VS AMDCRSON THONAS DECOURSEY 01-13-91
91L 00001 ST OF K$ VS STORZ €1AL SRS 01-02-91 19y 00410 SIATE AUTO TREDIT VS WILLIANS THOMAS DECOURSEY 01-13-91
71L 06002 XS ST DEPT SOC RENAD VS OAXLEY shs 01-02-91 gy poal7 SIATE AUIQ CREDIT VS MAYES THOMAS DECOURSEY 01-15-91
9IL 00005 DON SEWIMG REALTY VS IUMTER 01-02-91 |41 goat9 SIATE AUIND CREDLT Y5 RCKINNAN THOMAS DECOURSFY 01-13-91
91L 00018 MICHATLS HOTORS VS LOONEY ANOREA ROUFINGSHETEN  O1-0%-%1 J o1 00420 PMISSA ¥S CURNINS ETAL 01-15-91
1L 00023 GAEAT ANCRICAN ACCEPT VS WADE ETALJACGUELTNE A ENGAR~AUSTINOI-08-91 [ gy 0n4z1 b MISSA ¥§ nOFT 01-13-71
I1L 00024 KAW YALLEY EMTERPRESES VS WANSOW  JACGUELTHE A EDCAR-AUSTINOB-O8=9 { oy 0042y nesas ETAL VS EVANS ETAL 01-15-91
91L 00026 COLORTYKE VS BROWN JACQUELTME A EOGAR-AUSTIHOL-0%-91 oy 60026 yoop VIEW VS WOEFLICKER 0 SCOTT BROWH 01-13-91
211 00027 COLORTYNE ¥S MAMTIN JACQUELTNE A EDGAR-AUSTIHOT-08-91 [ oy 00427 w000 YIEW VS HURPHY 0 SCNET OROMM DLt $-at
T 00033  TURNER ¥S NROWN 01-03-91 [ 1" 40434 SEARS ROENUCK VS WITTENSTAETIFR MILLIAK RORFRTS 01-16-11
1L 0003¢ MONTCOMERY WARD ¥$ VILLIANMS STEVEN R HCCONNELL 01-03-91 | o4y 0gsISC CATEVAY PLAZA HOMES VS RANDLE ETAL  HOSEA € SOMELL 01~16-91
1L 00036 ODENHETT VS DLACKMAN HARX ALLEW ROY OI-OQ:‘H Q1L 00483 WCOD VIEM ASSOC Y$ DOUNE D $COTT BAnwM 0l-16-91%
911 00039 .m»:snn Y5 DUTLFR ETAL g::g:_z: 1L 00444  SCROGHINS ETAL ¥S GARRETT NRLAN § DKIS 01-17-11
IN. oookg Busi ¥s Jowes 9L 00301 DL OF REGENYTS ¥S WHILL WAYHE E HPDLEY 01-16-91
1L 000A4  TAYLOR EVAL VS TADY ETAL JAMES A. YOUNG 01-04-91 | Jiv 00C0T KS DD OF RERENIS ¥S GERNANY WAYHE E IUNDLEY ot-16-71
JIL 00046 UKIVERSITY VILLACE CLUD VS PRICE HICMAEL REDHON 03-01-31 1910 00510 XS OF DD OF REGENTS VS WANDY HAYHE E INMDLEY 01-16-71
91 000%T UNIVERSITY YILLAGE CLUN VS CLINE KICHAEL REDHON O1-07-91 | oyl G0s12 K§ DD OF REGENTS ¥S IANNEN WAYNE € INMDIEY 01-18-91
91L 00048 MCCORKENDALE VS TAIRS JANES F FOSTER 01-07-91 | o\ 10515 K3 BD OF REGENIS ¥$ GRIFFIN WAYNE € IAMOLEY 01-16-21
IL 00051 XS DD OF RECEHTS VS NOSLEY CARRY WIKN P11 or-11-91 VAYNE € IRIHDLEY 01-18-71
2L 0 9L BO3I6 K$ BD OF REGENTS VS FURLOV ¢
0052 XS BD OF REGENTS VS MOSLEY LARRY WINN TTI 01-11-91 : e WAYNE € IUPIDLEY 01-16-91
91L 00517 KS DD OF REGEMTS V§ GADAREE
91L 00053 K BO OF REGENTS VS MOSLEY LARRY WENN TIT OI-11-91 | 00 00516 K$ 0D OF REGENTS VS GAINES WAYHE E JnINDLEY 01-16-91
:IL 00033 K BD OF REGENIS YS HORRIS LARRY WIKN 111 O1-11-91 | o0 00522 KS DD OF REGENTS VS GANT MAYHE E 1IMDLEY 01-186-91
M gggz: Ny oo RECENIS Y3 nammis LARRY IR LTY 91-11-91 ] 51U 00523 KS DO OF REGENTS VS GARCIA MAYHE € INMIUFY o1-16-71
GENIS VS MORRIS LARRY WTNH (11 O1-11-93 | o1t Gos3l XS DD OF AEGENTS v§ HALL WAYNC E 1nMOLEY
1L 00067 X3 BO OF REGENTS ¥$ MORR{S LARRY WiNH 10T O1-11-91 { o\ 00337 KS$ 90 OF REGENIS ¥$ KNIGHT ET AL WAYNE € WMMDLEY
VIL 00073 X3 D OF Areents v Noon TARRY wimm (11 SiThimt | T posya kS ou b AGGEMIS Ve xuiiy eIAL T MAvee € dnioicy
711 00540 K$ DD DF REGEMIS VS NERVEY ETA :
7IL 00077 K3 B0 OF REGENTS VS Koone LARRY WINN (11 o1-11-91 | Dot OO D O R i mevEr Fi WAYHE £ WmMOLEY ot-16-91
TIL 00030 K3 B OF Necemts vs womar CARRy wim oY S1-HZ31 | 70 coser K3 eD of ReGEHIs VS NORELL AT & ey e
FIL 00081 K3 Do or REcents ve monA LARRY WIHH 111 J-11-9y | 71 00349 KS 0D OF REGENIS Y$ PRICE HAYHE E JURIDLEY 01-16-91
M ORE LARRY MINN 11§ o 91L 00352 K$ 80 OF REGENTS V3 XLOPPER MAYNE € JAMDLEY 01-16-91
q:t 00983 K3 DD OF RECENTS VS Mione LARRY WINN T11 OI-11-91 | o1} 40S5¢ K$ DD OF RECENTS YS JONNSON VAYHE € IOl EY 01-16-91
2L 000 K3 DO OF REGENTS VS MOORE UARRY WINN 1Y 01-11-91 | 041 G0S61 K$ BO OF REGEHTS VS NUNTER WAYHE E WMOLEY 01-18-93
1L 00083 X3S B0 OF REGENTS VS MOORE ETAL LARRY WINN IIT 01-11t-91 91L 00562 K3 BD OF REGENTS VS HERRDM WAYNE E tARIDIEY 01-16-71
::ll ggg:g :‘s’ g; ;;“:;"5“" noore LARRY MINN 111 O1-11-91 [ 91 poses X3 8D OF REGENIS VS HEARD WAYME £ ININOLEY 01-16-71
o EGENIS V§ NOORE LARRY WimH 111 O1-11-91 | 941 00366 KS BO OF REGEHTS VS WARRES MAYNRE € HMOLEY o1-16-91
ne ggg;: :: g: ::::;‘:g";: :é‘:&‘" t:::: ::m ::: g:‘::';: 2IL 00567 K BO OF REGCHIS VS HAYES MAYHE € INMDLEY 01-16-91
-n- Z1L 00571 K3 BO OF REGENTS VS FINCH WAYHE € IRMIDLEY 01-16-91
z:t gg:g: n;'agkgrvur.(ms v RIIK LARRY WINN IM1 O1-11-91 | 9y 00372 K3 BD OF REGEMIS V3 FIELDER WAYHE E IRPIOLEY 01-16-91
S H-T-H-K SALES EFAL JAKES A. YOUNG 01-11-91 | ) HIS VS GARRETY WAYHE E I ¥ 01-16-91
AL 00107 K maGreen-ts L 00576 KS BO OF REGEMIS V§ T E £ HMOLE
by M EGEMTS VS pPOLK LARRY WINN 111 O1-11-95 | 9)1 00581 X3S DO DF REGENTS V§ FREENAN MAYNE £ MMDLEY 01-16-91
00110 KS DO OF RECENTS ¥§ RICHARDSON LARRY WIKN I(1 01-11-91 | 5y gnsas S 6D OF RECENTS V3 JONES VAYHE £ INMOLEY 01-16-91
::t gg::: :: :3 n: :EGENYS VS RATILEY LARRY MIMNM 1T% Q1-11-91 } 9y 00386 KS$ BD OF REGENTS VS HARRIN WAYNE € INMDLEY 01-16-71
oIt oorie X3 80 8; Rgggmg :g ;:"::5 t:::: “::"’““' ::: g:‘::'g: 91t 00588 X$ B0 OF REGENIS VS HOLLOWAY WAYKE € INRIDLEY 08-16-9%
-h- 21L 00587 KS$ BO OF REGENTS VS INNT WAYNE E MUROLEY 01-16~91
A 00117 XS BD OF REGENTS VS NOVERY LARRY WU LU OL-11-71 | o1t 00593 XS 80 OF REGENTS ¥§ JACKSOH MAYHE E MUNOLEY 01-16-91
91l 00119 KS DD Df REGENIS ¥S HOULTHROP UARRY WEMN 11 01-11-91 | i OOy e moracCEHIs ¥s A VLT AN nonEsEs o 1901
71L 00121 KS BO OF REGENTS VS HOSER LARRY WUHN L11 011171 | o1\ 00605 ButL ¥S DUKE 01-17-91
JAL DO1Z3 K3 DO OF REGENIS ¥S MORGAN LaRRy WINN S1L O-11-T1 | 4t 006ta b avLICH ¥5 NIELSEN ETAL Jo DONALD LYSAUGHT Jn 01 -12-71
TIL oAty KT B0 OF REGENIS V3 nORALS hpe M OU-11-91 | D10 00615 NONTGONERY WARD vs nEWbERSON STEVEN B ACCONMELL  01-10-9)
1L 00127 KS B0 OF REGENIS V3 MORGAN ETAL LARAY WINN 111 911131 | 911 00616 MCMIGOMERY WARD VS CARPEMIER STEVEN R MCCONNTLL 01 -18-71
711 09130 XS BO OF REGEMTS V§ HORGAN LARRY MINN 111 o1-11-91 o € ¢ g -
1L 00133 K3 BD OF REGENTS VS MORR IS LARRY MINN 117 ot-1y~q1 | I 00627 SEARS ROEDUCK ¥S O°TDOLE FTAL WILLIAM anpents -1t
91U 00I3A X3 DD OF REGEHIS ¥§ MONRE LARRY WENN 111 01-11-9) | 7IL 00628 SEARS ROEBUCK VS nwENS WILLEAR RODERTS 01-18-9)
I1L 001335 K3 DO OF REGENIS ¥S HODRENOUSE UARRY WIRN 111 01-11-91 | 71L 00633 REoHaM ¥s SHifn RICHAEL Rennar or-re-n
9IL 00136 X3 00 OF RECENTS VS HUPRES UARRY ' WINN T11 o1-11-91 | olL D839 RAY ¥s CLARDY P,
9IL 001)7 KS BO OF REGENTS Y§ MODSHAN ETAL LARRY WINN 111 O1-11-91 | 71U 008%2 THORN RENTAL VS CARTER ETAL RICHARD £ MATIBRINK  01-22-9)
1L 0OIA0 KS BO OF RECIHIS v NORALES - LARRY weted 111 O1-f1-q1 | 7IL 00683 DISCOUNY RENTAL VS PAYHE RICHARD F HATTORINK  Q1-22-9)
9IL 00184 K$ DO OF REGENTS Y§ SPROUSE LARRY WINN LTT JIL DOSSL PERKINS VS DAVIS JANES W SUEELEY o1-22-91
01-11-71
91 00147 K3 DD OF REGEMIS vS NEES UARRY w1t EIT 0t-11-91 | 71 00655 KS 8O0 DF REGENIS VS MCCAWLEY RICHARD F HATTDAINK  01-22-9)
1L 00148 K§ 0D OF RECENTS v§ TRADER UARRY wimM D18 01-11-9) | 7!t 00655 KS BD OF REGENIS VS NERNAMOFZ RICIARD F IATTBRINK  01-22-91
711 00149 K3 DD OF PEGENTS VS RUANE LARRY WIWN T11 01-11-91 | 71L 00857 XS DD UF REGENTS VS MALL RICHARD F MALTORINK  01-22-91
X “11-91
9IL 00150 K§ BO OF RECENTS v HILTOM CARRY WINK 110 01-31-91 | 7IL D0ESR K$ DD OF REGENTS VS GARNER RICHARD F NALTORINK  01-22-91
1L 00156 K§ BO OF RECENTS VS STALLINGS LARRY WIHN §11 01-11-91 | b 00681 XS B0 0F ACCENIS ¥ mowTGONrRY PR R A S
IIL 00157 KS DO OF RECENIS v§ STAMLEY LARRY WINN 11T 91 0066) KS OD OF MEGENTS V3 HILLER RICHARD F MAITDAINK  01-22-91
ot-11-11
9IL 00158 K3§ DD OF REGEWIS VS HEATH LARRY MIM 11T o1-11-9y | 71 00667 K§ DD OF REGENTS vs DETERDING AR b lationtax o1-22-m)
1L 00137 XS DD OF RECENTS VS SFEARNAN CARRY HIMR 111 01-11-91 | J1b 00663 XS DD OF REGEMTS VS BARTLETE PRI A NLE I L
91L 00165 K3 BD OF REGENTS VS INLL LARRY NIt LT JIL 00670 MEARCANS VS HAWKINS ETAL R MLty e
01-11-91
9IL 00165 K3$ BO OF RECENTS VS MILLER UARRY WINN T11 03-11-91 | JIL 00672 AGS GREENMOOD ASSOC VS FROST JHORAS M. NARRTS or-2z-m
911 00187 K3 DO OF REGENTS Vv$ MILLER CARRY WINK P11 oi-ty-gy | I 00673 ROSCOALE RINGE APTS VS DAVIS ETAL  KICHAEL REDNON ohaen
71 00170 X3 DO OF RECEHTS VS MILLER LARRY MTHN 11 01-13-91 | JIL OO6TSK SILVER CITY APTS VS RUFFIM HICHAEL REDRON 01-22-91
9. GOIIL K$ BO OF REGENTS VS MILLER LARRY WINN 111 Ot-11-91 | 1L 00680 KAY JEMELERS VS BUTLER HARK J SCHILTY 01-23-9)
91U 00172 K3 BD OF RECENTS VS MATSON LARRY WIRN 111 01-11-91 [ 71L 00681 FUJIHON VS PARRA HARK J SORILYL o1-23-91
9IL 00173 KS BD OF RECENTS ¥3 RILLER CARRY MINN 111 O1-f1-9q | )L DO6B2 TRANS AIR CREDIT UNTOM ¥S ROBINSON  HARK § SCHLTL 0::1)-:!
YIL 0017V K3 BO OF REGENTS v§ KILLER LARRY WINN 111 g1-11-9) | JIL 00683 UNITED HO DANK ETAL VS JOUNSTON ETA  HARX J SCIRILTE u-73-9
PIL 00177 KS DO OF REGEMIS VS PHILLIPS LARRY WIKN TI1 Ol-11-91 | 1L DOBAY  SCUTHHSTAN BFLL YUW PGS VS KELLEY  HARK J SCIMLTE 1-i3-9)
91L 00178 K3 BD OF RECENIS VS PENDERGRASS LARRY WiNH 111 O1-11-91 | TIL 00603  YELECHECK VS EVANS ANOREA ROUF [HGSWETER 01-2)-91
9IL 00177 KS$ BO GF REGEMTS Y5 FORTER ETAL LARRY WIRN [11 01-11-91 | 711 00677 BORTHG VS DOYSOM ERREST JOamson 01-12-91
91 00182 K$ BD OF REGENTS VS RENDY LARRY WINN ITT O)-11-91 ] 7IL 00679 CCVLES VS HEGENDA [T AL GARY W LONG 0t-23-9)
JIL 00104 K3 BO OF REGENTS V$ RICHARDSON LARRY WINN 111 0i-11-91 | JIL 00250 DOMERS €T AL ¥S ALLOW o1-24-91
1L DOIBS K3 DD OF RECENTS ¥$ NICHNMOND LARRY WEKN 111 Oo1-11-93 | Y 00751 CLAYPOOL ¥S MELDSTAT 01 -24-91
1L 00186 KS BO OF REGENTS VS RIVERA UARRY WINN 111 Ot-11-91 | ?IL 00756 WYAHDOTTE DANK VS THOMAS OAVID K oUCKERS or-24-91
1L 00187 K3 BD OF RECERTS VS STIHNETT LARRY WIHN 11 o1-11-91 | 1L 00739 CRECO LAND CO VS TERRY ET AL DRIAN Lo suiTn o1-23-71
91L 00172 X3 BD OF REGENIS V§ SHITH LARRY WIKN [11 01-11-91 | 1L 00762 10TS ANO TALES VS JORRES HARCHS D POLIER A 01-25-71
1L 00193 K3 DO OF AEGENTS VS SHITH LARRY WINK IT1 01-11-91 | 71 00763 TCIS AND TALES VS JACKSON MARCUS B POTIER JR - 01-25-91
YIL 00200 K3 DD OF REGENTS V§ MOORE LARRY WIRN 111 O1-13-91 | 7IL 00767 UNITED SERVICES AUIO ASSN VS DIAS K JEFT FENDORF 01-25-91
9L 00201 K$ DD OF REGENTS VS NOORE LARRY WINK 111 o1-1y-9p | J1L 00713 MIOMAY TORD TRUCK ¥S ARHOURDALE AUT DANIEL S. fARTH b1-22-91
1L 0020) K3 BO OF REGEMTS VS HaORE UARRY WINN £1T Gl-14-91 | 1L 00778 SIXGGINS VS DLANKENSHIP o1-28-171
911 00204 K3 DD OF REGENIS VS MOORE LARRY WINH T11 Di-11-9p | JIL 00776 XS NIL BANK/IRUST VS GRIETIN OANIEL 5. RADIN at-20-91
91L 00207 K3 DD OF REGENTS V§ MOMAOE LARRY WINN 111 Ot-t1-91 | 1L 00778 MERCANTILE RANK VS VALDIVIA ETAL DANIEL S. RADIN 01-20-91
91U 00210 K3 B0 OF REGENTS ¥$ HONROE LARRY WIRN 111 O1-11-91 | 7 00777 COUNERCE DANK VS NROWN SUELOON R. SIMGrR  01-20-91
1L QUZIT K BO OF RECENTS V$ MOMTEIL LARRY WEIRN (11 O1-11-9) | Jil 00780 AP FARTS CO VS SAN NROVH €O ORRIEL 5. RANLN o1-28-91
9IL 00212 K3 BO OF REGENTS VS HONTEIL E¥ AL LARRY WINN TIT of-it-gp [ JIL OOJOV SHEAWIN-NILLIANS ¥s FLACK ETAL O Seatr nuw or-2e-m
F1L 00213 KS BD OF REGEWIS Y§ HOMTCONERY UARRY MERH 111 01-11-aq [ JI1 U076 AGS CREEXWOND ETAL VS SIMGLETON THORAS M. miAnRES aan
91 00214 K3 BO OF REGENTS Y§ HONTCORERY LARRY WLRN 111 O1-11-9p | JIL 00850 PEITIT ¥S SyTton o-2a-a1
91L 00213 X3 BD OF REGENTS VS MONTGOMERY LARRY WIRN 111 01-11-91 S 00851 MANUFAC TURERS RANOYER VS KHIGHT ETA HARTAH H NURHS G1-28-9)
91U 00216 X3 BD OF REGENIS V§ HONIfYA LARRY WINN £11 Ol-ti-91 | 7IL 00853 SUNTREE AP1S VS Gifronp GREGOAY 1 ALZORSKY ©1-26-91
9IL 002ZL K3 DD OF REGENTS ¥S NEICHELL LARRY WINN 111 o1-11~9y | JIL 00A%% SLNTREE APTS ¥S JETrERSON GREGRY I ALORSKY  O1-20-7%
911 00222 K3 BO OF REGENTS V§ SHITH LARRY WINN TEI ot-t1-9) | JIL 00855 SIMIREE APTS VS ROCRIGUEZ GRECOAY I AlurSxy  01-28-9)
UL 00224 K3 DO OF REGENTS v3 SHLTH LARRY WENN 111 Di-1t_91 | 7L 00856 SURTREF APTS VS nwEns GreGonY | A;nnsxv 01-28-71
911 00223 K3 OD OF REGENIS V§ SHITH FT AL VARRY WENH 111 Ol=1t-91 | 1L 00837 FARHLR v§ Astiny JANES TARME o1-23-71
91L 00226 K3 DD DF REGENTS V3 MITCHELL CARRY WINN EM] JIL 0060 FARMER ¥ HIRSCH JanEs ranire gt-21-91
01-11-71
91L 00229 X3 DO GF REGEMIS VS WOTFETT | UARRY WENN [T 7L 00061 FARHFR ¥S RO JARES FaRMER ot-23-91
01-11-91
910 00231 XS BO OF REGENES v§ AIHOR LARRY WIMM TUT 911 00683 FCAD HOTOR CREDIT VS BADWN KARK J SCHULTE 01-29-91
01-11-9]
910 00232 K BD OF RERENTS v§ niNgm LARRY WINN 111 911 00865 FORD MOTOR CAEDIT ¥S GUADON HARK J SO TL 01-29-9)
g ot-11-91
0L 00215 K3 BD OF REGENTS ¥§ HITCNELL CARRY WEKN $11 " 91L 00666 FORD MOTOR CREDIT VS BRUNSOM HARR J SCHULTL 01-29-91
4 e O1-11-71 1 940 008A7 FORO KDTOR CREDIT VS HUNRY HARK J SOWLTE 01-29-91
91L 00237 K3 BO OF REGEMIS V§ HITCHELL LARRY WINN 111 o1-11-91
21 0024t K$ BO OF RLCENTS ¥§ MITCHELL UARRY wiNN 111 , IIL 00868 SOUTHWESTERN BELL ¥S IRISONG ETAL PATRICK NEEMAN 01-27-91
9IL 00243 DO OF REGENIS VS NITCHILL LARRY WIKN 111 9:“ "I L 91 00877 SOUTIMESIERN BELY VS ELLILS CAECORY Yo BLUHE e1-29-91
91L 00Z4S X§ BU OF REGENTS VS HIL: R LARRY Wit 110 O1-11-91 | 51t 00873 SOUTHWESTERN BFAL VS FRENTROP ETAL . CRECORY V. DLUNE 01-29-93
Q1L 00247 K BO OF RECENTS VS MILLER LARRY WiNH 111 O1-11-91 1 911 00875 SHAVNEF HISSION MED VS WILLI® ETAL  GREGOAY V. BLUNWE 01-29-91
TIL 00Z48 XS MD OF REGENTS VS RILLS LARRY WINH 111 g‘:'::": 1L 00876 HIMANA OF KS VS FREFHAN ETAL GRECORY V. BLUNE 01-29-91
1L 00239 K$ DD NF REGINTS ¥§ HILTON LARRY WINN [T 0:—:1—:| 9IL 00928 PROV ST WARG HEALTII CTR VS MENRTCH  CRECORY V. BLUNE 01-29-93
1L 0025% KWAFP VS rOE o1 0791 | 7L 00BU0  SPELMAN/ST LUKES HOSF VS HODDS GRECORY Y. DLIME 01-29-91
91U 00282 UIELAC ¥ VACA 0i-08-9) | 7IL DUBNY  SHAMHEE KISSION KEO VS DIMKIR ETAL  GRECORY V. BLUNE 01-29-91
9IL 00263 AMIDELL PARK VS FUILLIPS Ql-g8-q1 | TIL DOBDS  SGUTHMESIERN DEIL ¥S RUSH GRECORY V. BLUHE 01-29-91
N 1 AY® A 911 00070 STUTRWESIERN DELL TEL VS DAVIS EVAL  KIN DANKEL NICHEY 01 -28-91
1L 00272 CLAYFOOL VS WARD 01-00-91
TIL 00279 SVAN VS DOAAN KEVIN H LYNHS 01-07-91 ML ONI01 FINELETY FINANCTIAL VS SRITH FIAL JANFS T PIELAN n-22-m
FIL 00780 SALYIH VS YACICH JAMES £ KINCE 01-07-91
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2E NUMDER TITLE ATTORNEY DATE FILED CASE NUHDER TIILE ATYTORHEY OATE FiLED
~29- L 00980 PCATHENS BARK Y3 HEHDERSON JAHES M. HCNEILE 01-27-91
W 90908 le:m: :2 :'A‘::)' :S::: : t:g:; g:-::—-:: IL 00783 FIDELITY FINANCIAL VS THOHAS JAMES P OPHELAR 01-30-91
'v':t gg;g; :g::":g" ¥S LEE KEYTIH M LYDHS 01-29-91% 9L 0098% PODIATAY ASSOC ¥Y§ COX TIMA A SHITH 01-30-91
1L 00704 PE"I‘EN’)INFAVS RANDOLFH KEVIH K LYDHS 01-29-171 1L 00989 AKESTHERIA MIDWEST ¥$S MORALES ETAL TIHA A SHEITH Q1-30-91
91L 00707 WARVEY ¥YS CURRIER XKEVIN M LYONS o1-27-91 1L 00990 MIOMEST ANESTHESTA VS DOLMAM TIHA A SKETH 01-30-v1
91U 00909 MOURE VS AUSTIR KEVIN B Lyong 01-29-91 91L 00994 ST OF K5 ¥S STALDER SRS 0::)3:“
1L 00712 MILLER EIAL ¥S MOORE COMIN M. SOLTZ 01-29-91 1L DN395  K$ DEPT SOC REHAR ¥S WATSON SRS gl‘-: _;I
91U 00913 SUNYREE APTS Y3 VILLTAMS GRECORY 1 ALURSKY 91-29-91% 1L 00997 BMIC V3 JACKSON 0‘_)8- 1
1L 00914 SUNTREE APTS VS CALDVELL CREGORY 1 ATURSXY 01-29-91 1L 01000 APERICAN BAMK ¥$ JOLLEY ETAL ALAH B GALLAS m-yol‘
911 00715 SEHTRY PROTCCTIVE SUST ¥$ JOUNSOH GREGURY 1 ALORSKY 01-29-91 71L 01003 FORD MOTOR CREOLT ¥S SKtiW JAMES M. WCHEILE 1
91L 00717 GOUTES ETAL VS FRITZ DAAREL W FROGLEY 01-29-91 9t 0100% FORD MOTOA CREDIT ¥S STOHER ETAL JAHES Ho MCHEILE o1-10-9)
9IL 00718 D J MAHNACEMENT VS IMITLEDRE ETAL DEAN Do CARLAND 01-29-91 1L 01003 HIGHER EDUC ¥S MCCONNELL JAMES M, MCHEILE 01-30-91
ALTERS VS KENT ANY O MALTERS 01-27-91 911 01006 FORD HNTOR CRENLT VS HUKPIREY JARES Mo HCNCILE 01-30-91
an oon: :;\'L“ HOLAK ETAL VS GARCIA DEE A TIDAY 01-29-91 1L 01007 HIGHER EDUC ¥S JEFFEASON JANES Mo MONETLE 01-30-91
:llt g?):'l;'l LAKEHURST fYA\: ¥S BASTION ETAL OEE A TIOAY 01-29-91 710 01008 HIGHER EOUC ¥ MICKS JAMES Mo MCHEILE 01-30-11
ojt 0074 SOFTHWESTEAN BELL ¥S nILL CREGORY V. BLUAE 01-29-91 91U 01007 HOSPITAL MILL VS DELOS ETAL JAMES He MCHETLE o1-10-71
911 00747 SOQUTIVESYERN NFLL YS ANDERSOM ETAL  CREGORY Yo DLIFHE 01-29-9% TIL 01010 ROATRENS BANK ¥S STORY JAMES Mo HONEILE 01-30-91
UL 00787 ST JOSETI HLTI CTA VS THOMAS GRECORY Y. BLUNE 01-29-91 9IL 0011 MGSPITAL HILL VS HORAIS JAMES M. HOCHEILE 01-30-91
210 00950 SCUTHNESTERH DELL VS HAWKINS GREGORY ¥, NLUME o1-29-91 71t 01013 FOARD NOTOR CREDIT VS ROUSH CHARLES BAIL 01~30-91
1L 00734 ANESTHESIOLOGY VS CAOE LUNE B HARKINS 01~-27-9 91L 01016 FOAD HOTOR CREDQIT VS THORNTON CUHARLES BALL 01-30-91
1L 007%% CULINICAL RADIOLOGY VS SIHS LUKE Be HARXKINS o1-29-71 9L DIOLT7 HOAOSKD ETAL ¥S WORTHY CUARLES BALL 01-~30-91
FI1L 00757 AMESTHESTOLOGY VS SAUNDERS LUXE Bs HARKINMS 01-27-71 TIL 01022 FORD ®OTOR CREDIT VS HEGGIE CHARLES BALL 01-30-91
vl\; 00960 RENT A CEHTER VS COUSIH ATCHARD F HATTBRTHX 01 -27-71 91t 01023 MEEUSEN ETAL V3 CLIFFORD ETAL CUARLES BALL o1-30-M
1L 00961 RENT A CEMTER VS WILLIAMS RICIHARD F HALYDATHX 01-29-91 91L 01026 PITYSOURG STATE ¥§ CNGES CHARLFS BALL 01-30-91
1L G062 REHNT A CENTER VS MAHNOHS ABCHARD £ HAITORINK  01-29-91 | 1L 01028 JI4 OANDY VS GARRETT DAYID K DUCKERS 01-30-91
9IL 00963 THORM REMTAL ¥S GAY RICIARD F HATTBRINK  D1-29-71 | 91L 01029 JEMETT ¥S BRODKS JAMES FARHER 0t-30-91
9310 096N THORM RENTAL VS RORINSOR RICHARD F WAITORIRK 01-29-91 1L 01030 RAY ¥§ CLOUCHLEY 0L-30-91
UL 00766 CENTURY FIHAMCE ¥S WILLIANS HAOMT A KAUTFHAR 01-29-91 | TIL O10YL IARRTS VS FRAHKLIH SAVINGS ASSOC MICHAEL PETERASODH 01-30-73
1L 00767 KAIGFLS ¥S ROHRH HANHT A KAUFFMAN 0)-29-9 Gl 01032 HARAIS VS AMERICAN FAM INS HICHAEL PETERSOK 01-30~-91
91L 00768 CENTURY FINANCE VS ROLAND HAOMT A KAUFFHAN 91 -27-91 91t 01034 CSH COAP FIAL V5 FROSY PATRICK NEEHAN 01-30-71
9IL 00769 XMNIGELS ¥$ MOGERS HAOKL A KAUFFHAN 01-29-91 91L 01035 SHAYER VS PEARSON 01-30-%1
JIL 00TI0 BENNETT ¥S MROWH 01-29-91 1L 01033 KS ST BO OF REGENTS VS MOGINTY RICHARD F HATTBRINK 01-31-91
9L 00972 NMETHANY KED CTA VS XKRULIC TIHA A SHITH 01-29-91 91L 01046 X3 BO OF RECENTS ¥$ LAUBER ETAL RICIARD F HATTBRINK 01-31-91
9L 0097) HIGHER EOUC ¥S STNS JAHES He MCHEILE 01-29-91 FIL 01047 X3 B0 OF REGENTS VS HATCH AICHARD F NATTARINK o1-31-91t
TIL 0097¢ MICHER £0U VS SINS JAHES M. MCHEILE 01-29-91 91t 01051 K3 DD OF MEGENIS ¥YS GCRAVES ETAL RICHARD F MALTORIHX 01-31-91
1L G075 WIGHER EDUC ¥S DONINGUEL JAHES M. MCHEILE 01-29-71 91L 01036 KRS DD OF REGENTS V§ CORHWELL RICHARD F IATTORINK 01-33-91
ML 00976 HIGIER EDUC VS SINS JAHES M. MCHEILE 01-27-91 | 91L 01058 X3 AD OF REGENTS ¥S BURNS RICIARD F IHATTNRINK ot-31-91
THE FOLLOWING CROCEDURE 1S USED IN TIHE SCHERULING OF MOTIONS AND CONTEMPTS TCF MORTGAGE CORP. ™ Elﬁ?)ﬂﬁﬁ(ﬁsclﬁ;{s- or
VS, coanGANl ETAL. WYANDOTTE COUNTY, KANSAS

Hexding Qfficer £ Post-Trisl Child Suppost Matters

URESA Motions & Contempts . 15t & 3rd Monday Mom - 9:00 AM
URESA Establish - 2nd & 41th Mondey Mom - 9:00 AM

Monday Afltemoon - 1:30 PM - Count Trustee & $.R.S. - A then L,
Tuesday Moming - 2:00 AM - Private Attorneys - A th L
Tucsdsy Afternoon - 1:30 PM - Privete Attomeys - M thew 7,
Thursday Morning - 9:00 AM - Count Trustee & S.R.S. - M thru 7,

When the motion Is filed by a private stiorney the motion date will be scheduled using the first letter of
the last nume of the sitomey filing the motion,

When the motinn is filed by sn sgency the motion date will be scheduled using the first Jener of the Just .
neme of the defendant,

Domestic Pre-Trinl Motion Docket

Pre-trin} domestic motions will be heard exch Friday sfternoon at 1:30 M
Attorneys should contact the Civil Dept for sdvance dates and locations.

Post-tgial Domestic Moations Not Rertaining to Child Swpport and Civil Motiom or Contempta

Divisions 11, 12 & 13 Finst Monday of the Month 1:30 PM
Division 10 Second Monday of the Month 1:30 PM
Division | & 6 Sccond Friday of the Month 9:00 AM
Division 2 Sccond Triday of the Month 9:30 AM

Division 8 Third Friday of tlic Month 9:30 AM

Divlsion § Fourth Friday of the Month 9:00 AM

Divisions 4 & 7 Fourth Friday of the Month 9:30 AM
Division 3 by Special Settings Only

Division 16 by Special Settings Only,

ALL MOTIONS IN DOMESTIC RELATIONS CASES MUST BE DESIGNATED BY COUNSEL ON THE
FACE OF THE MOTION AS PRE-TRIAL. SUPPORT/HIEARING OFFICER, OR POST-TRIAL.

~m-CASE---

s

I LI

080

~--CASE--- -

(113

9200

180

WYANDOTTE COUNTY OISTAICT
CIVIL SETTINGS SCHEDULE LiST
FOA TRIAL SETTIHNGS ON 4/00/9) AT 9:00 A.M,
HEARTHG OFFICER LOCATED ON THIRD FLODR

COURTY

memmeeme e ENT I TLENENT v m v
THFORMATT

TTORNEYS

00438 MASSONGTILL VS STROUD

02/1979) NOTICE OF URESA THTAL HEARING FILED
03/11/91 PLTF 8Y COURT YRUSTEE OEPT APPEARS PRO SE
COUAT COMITHUES JUDGE BLOMBERG

TOUAY TRUSTEL

WYANDOTTE COUNTY O0T1T35TATCT
CIVIL SETYINGS SCHEDULE LIST
FOR MOTION SEYTYINGS OH 4/08/91 AT $:00 A M,
HEARING OFFLICEZR LOCATED ON YHIRD FLOOA

counry

ENTITUENENT cvmmammnmaan
~ee=THFORMAT $ON

TTORNEY:

041083

GRAY VS GRAY

01730/9) ROTION REDUCE CHILD SUPPORT WITH HOTICE
OF MEARLING FILED FOR RONALD € GRAY

03/28/91 PLTF BY HANCY ROE ODEFT BY DENNIS HARRIS
COURY COHTINUES JUDGE BLOMBERG

CARSOH HARRIS
ROE

WYAHDOTTE CQUHNTY DISTAICTY
CIVIL SETTINGS SCHEDULE LIST
POR HOTION SETTINGS OH 4/08/91 AT 1430 P.M,
HEANING OFFICER LOCAYED ON THIRD FLOOR

COUVRATY

~EHTETLEMENT mmm e m s ss
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TYOANEY -

RIEL VS XJEL !

02/19/9) vOTI0ON ESTADLISH CHILO SUPPORT FOR
TANYA 8 XIEL

03718793 PLTE BY SRS DEFT 8Y WARN CORGER COURT
CONTINUES JUDGE BLOMBERG

02/19/9% WOTION FOR MEDICAL INSURANCE W/HOTICE OF
HEARTHG FILED FOR FAMYA 3 XItL

03/18/91 PLTF BY SRS DEFT BY MARK CORDER COURT
COMTINUES JUDGE 8LOMBERG

a7

DEPT 3OC REWAD CORDER

01037 ST 0F K$ EX REL V3 JOHHSOH

QI/71/91 BOTION MODIFY JHCOME WITHHOLOING OADER
W/HOTICE DF HEARING FILED FOR SY OF X

03725791 FLIF BY SN5S DEFT DOES MOT APPEAR COURT
CONTINUES JUDGE RLOMDEAG

DEPT $OC REHAD

62440 DAESSLER VS OAESILER

0%/25/90 HOTI0N ORDER APPEAR B SHOW CAUSE FOR
CHILD SUFPORT W/OADER TO ARPEST AND SHOW CAUSE
FLLED Jw MAMONEY FOR SHARON J DRESSLER
02/04/9% FLIP BY COURT JRUSTEZE OEFT BY FNED
LiMuERMAM COURT CONTINUES JUUGE BLOMAERG

C€NURY FRUSTEE GEORGE

IN TIE DISTRICT COURT OF
WYANDOTTE COUNTY, KANSAS
TCF MORTAAGE CORI'ORATION
PLAINTIFF
va. y
Cnsc Nn, B1C116
K.8.A. 60
Mortgage Forcclosure
ANTIHONY J. CORIIGAN, ct al.
DEFENDANTS
NOTICK OF GHERIFF'S SALE
Under and by virtue of an Order
of Sale Jesned by the Clerk of the
Disirtet Court 1a and for the sald
Counly of Wyandolte, in a certatn
cauac In satd Court Numbered
00C5500, wheretn the particn above
nnmed were respectively plalnd il snd
defeadnnts, and to me, the under-
slgned Sherllf of snid County, di-
reeled, 1 will offer for anle at public
auctlon and of the Courl Tlouse 1o
the Cily of Knnsos City, In satd
Counly, on Tueaday, April 30, 1901,
at 10:00 am., of spid day the foilow-
Ing described real eatate located tn
the County of Wyandotte, State of
Kanaas, to wil:
Aparcelof land belng a part of
Lot 3, in C.A. PROBST'S SUBD!-
VISION, a subdiviaslon of Jand In
Knnans Cily, Wyandotte County,
Kensnas, said parcel belng more
particulasly dencribed as fnllows:
Beginning at the Southweat
corderolsnid Lot 3; thence North
00 degrees 00 minules 00 pec-
onds Enst 410.80 feel, nlong the
Wenat line of sald Lot 3, to a polnt
on the Southerly right of way llne
of Swarlz Road n» now catab-
ilahed; thence South 57 degrees
53 minutes 00 seconds Enet
252,02 feet, along snid right of
way linc; thenee South 37 de-
rees 37 minutes 47 seconds
Weat 349,60 fect to the point of
bcglnnlnf of the parcel heretn
deacribed, except that part con-
veyed to the State of Kannnn lor
highway purposen In the nnatru.
ment recorded vy document no.,
881297 In Book 1943, Pnge 301,
commonly known aas 4315
Swartz, Knusaa Clly, Kanasns
66106,
Owen Sully, Sherlll of
Wyendolle Counly, Ks
STIAPIRO & REID
Altorncys for Plaintrt
Home Stote Dank Bldg.
FIfth & Minncaota Avenue
P.O. Box 17-1874
Knnsna Clty, KS 66117
(810} 371-6421
Our Flle No. 00-1838 /an
(Firat Published 4-3-01}
3L The Wynudotle Rcho 4-17-91

ANDRUS ESTATE
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
WYANDOTTE COUNTY, KANSAS
PRODATE DEPARTMENT
In the Malter of the Eatate of
JERRY L. ANDRUS,
Deceaned,
Case No, 91 I' 0142
NOTICE TO CREDITORS

To All Pernona Concerned:

You nre hereby notified that on
26th day of Marcl. 1881 a Petition
for Insuance of Lellers of Adminta-
tration wan filed in thin Court by
Dnrbara J. Phitllps, an helr and
natural mother of Jerry L. Aundrus,
deceancd. .

All ercditors of the above named
decedent are notifted to exhibit their
demands agalont the Entate within
4 months from the date of the firat
rubchUnn of ihlanotice, sa provided
by law, and ([ thetr demandn arc not
thua exhibiied, they ahnlt be forever
barred,

Barbarn J. Phillips

Petitioner

DAVID K. DUCKERS #8205
Horner & Duckers, Chartered
902 Securily Bank Dullding
707 Minnesota Avenue

Knuans Cily, Knnann 60101
013/281-2376

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER
(Firal Published 4-3-91)

3UThe Wyandolte Echa 4-17-91

TRODATE DEPARTMENTY
In the Mntter of the Entnte of
JOIIN PAYNE BDROWNE,
a/k/a ).l DROWNE,
Decensed,
Cnne No. D1-1'-0140
Diviaton No. 10
NOTICE OF IIEAIUNQG

TIE STATE OF KANSAS TO ALL
PERSONS CONCERNED:

You are hereby notfled that o

ctillon has Leen {lled In this Court
{:y Rosa Plenns Villarrend, a devisce
and fegnice of John Payne Browne,
n/k/nd.P. Browne, decenned, rmy-
tng that the forelgn Last Will and
Testnment of Johin Payne Browne,
a/k/ad.P, Browne, deceased, dnted
March 17, 1986, be admitted to
probate and record in this Court;
that no admintsiration of thia eatate
3 nccessary: thot the Will be con-
atrued; ml‘v}’lhnl the followtng sle-
seribed Kannna sealeatate owned by
thedecedent, attunied In Wynndotte

County, Knnans:
Lot 0, Dlock 1, In PARALLEL

HEIGUTS, a snubdiviaton of land

In Wyandotie County, Kansas,
be ansigned in nccordance with the
terms of the Will.

You are required to file your writ-
ten defensen thercto on or before
April 20, 1891, at 10:150'clock a.m.
in this Court, in the City of Kansas
Cily, Wyandotte County, Knnsas, at
which thne nnd place the cruse will
be heard. Shnu!d you fnil therein,
judgment and deeree wiil be entered
In due courae upon the petition,

Hosaa Picaso Villarresd, Pelitloner

SUDMITTED BY:

McANANY, VAN CLEAVE

& PITILLIIS, LA,

707 Minpcesotn Avenue -

Fourth Floor

P.0. Dox 1300

Kanaans City, Kannan 80117

{913) 371-3828

Rosemary Podrcharac - #12889

Attorneys for I'etitioner

Attest: Clerk of Diatrict Court

by Francea 8. Mullch, Deputy.

(Fient Published 4-3-91)
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HOKE ESTATE
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
WYANDOTTE COUNTY, KANSAS
PRODATE DEFARTMFNT
IN TIE MATTER OF TIHE ESTATE
F

O
JOAN C. LHOKE,
DECEASED,
No.9ipPoidl
NOTICK TO CREDITORS

THIE STATE OF KANSAS TO ALL
PERSONS CONCERNED:

You are hereby notilied that on
the 20th doy of March, 1891, pursu-
ant to a petition for probate of will
fled In this court by Stephen M,
Startler and Julltanne Preece, the
wlil of Joan C, Hoke deceaned wan
sdmiltted to probate and Stephen M,
Stadler and Juitanne Precce were
sppointed Co-cxecutors of the will
and duly quoitBicd as such cxecutor,
Lettern teatamentary were Insued to
Stephien M. Stadler snd Jullsnne
Preece on March 28, 1991), by the
District court of Wyandotte County,
Kannnn.

All creditors are notifled fo ox-
hibit thety demandn agninast the co-
tate within alx montha from the date
of the firat publicailon of thia nottce
an pmvldcsby Inw, and il their de-
mandn arc not thua exliblited, they
shall be forever barred.

STEPIHEN M, STADLER
JULIANNE PREECE

Vetitioners

SUBMITIED OY:

CORSON & CORSON, I"A.
D.11. CORSON, JR, 05254

222 Brotherhood Dullding
Kananns Clty, Knnnan 66101
(B3} a71-i590

Altorney for Petitinner

Atteat: Cleck af the Dintrict Court
By Kathlcen Kelly, Deputy.
(Firat published 4-3.91)
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TESTIMONY BEFORE THE HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE

HOUSE BILL 2626
MARLIN L. REIN

APRIL 10, 1991

House Bill 2626 was introduced in response to a recommendation contained in
the report of the Special Interim Committee on Ways and Means/Appropriations on
Proposal 39. One component of the interim study on Regents System Issues was the
University of Kansas Hospital. In its report, the interim committee supported a series
of long-range goals the institution had suggested for improving hospital operations. One
of the goals was to broaden the authority to move health care personnel from the
classified to the unclassified service. House bill 2626 would accomplish that objective.

The legislation before the committee today is the third in a series of bills the
Legislature has considered over the past three sessions. Some of you may remember
1989 Senate Bill 350, That bill created a new class of unclassified employee at the
University of Kansas Medical Center titled a Health Care employee. As introduced, that
bill would have permitted the institution to move from the classified service to this new
unclassified title any health care employees it felt was necessary

Since Senate Bill 350 was, in effect, the beginning of this continuing saga, it is
perhaps important to review some of that testimony offered two years ago. Members of
appropriations committees had become accustomed to annual requests from the
University for upgrading salary ranges for selected classified positions, most notably,
registered nurses, among others. With each year, the institution's competitive position
was becoming worse. These requests created for the Legislature a dilemma of how to
Jjustify moving classified titles at the University Hospital to higher salary ranges if there
were employees at other institutions, though they be few in number, who were in the
same or similar class titles, While the Legislature struggled with this seemingly
continual problem of the institution; the institution found itself waging a losing battle of
trying to remain competitive with salaries offered in the metropolitan area.

When salary range upgrades were approved, they typically were funded on a
least-cost method of implementation which raised the starting salary but did little to
benefit existing employees of the institution. As a result, newly-hired employees were
making nearly the same as employees with several years of experience. While the
institution's entry level salary was extremely competitive, often among the highest in the
metropolitan area, the fact that employees were not able to advance salary-wise resulted
in a severe retention problem.

H A
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As early as 1982, the Legislature suggested to the institution that one approach to
this problem was to move any health care personnel it chose from the classified to the
unclassified service. However, aside from cost implications, there were other concerns
that prohibited any wide-scale use of this authority. For example, Regents' unclassified
employees are not eligible for overtime, shift differential, etc. As a
consequence, during the subsequent years very little use was made of the latitude the
institution had been given. It was in the 1989 session that the proposal to create this
new unclassified group of employees was first presented to the Legislature. In effect,
these employees are unclassified only as regards the establishment of salary plans. With
regards to all other fringe benefits, including sick leave, overtime, holiday pay, shift
differential, vacation, etc., they receive the same benefits as classified employees. The
advantage to the institution is that it is able to structure a salary plan in a manner that
is comparable to that offered by other institutions and to adjust salaries as needed to
maintain an adequate work force.

Senate Bill 350 was enacted by the 1989 Legislature in a somewhat restrictive
form. Essentially, it limited the use of this new authority to medical technologists and
respiratory therapists. It also provided that the institution could unclassify special care
nurses though that provision was never utilized by the institution.

A year ago, Senate Bill 464 was enacted by the Legislature broadening this
authority to include all registered and licensed nurses employed at the institution.
House Bill 2626 is similar to the original Senate Bill 350 in that it provides the
institution with the authority to transfer unspecified other health care provider classes
of positions to the unclassified health care employee category.

It would be our hope that with two years of experience with this new authority,
our track record will confirm that the decisions of the last two sessions were wise ones,
and that the proposal before this committee today has merit. Additionally, I believe the
material that we can present will demonstrate clearly to the Committee that the
institution has utilized this authority in a very responsible manner; that is, we have not
increased salaries beyond levels that were absolutely warranted.

When we appeared before the Legislature in 1989, we reported that we had 18
vacant medical technologists and technician positions vacant; today we have three

positions vacant. With regard to respiratory therapists, in the 1989 session we reported
8 vacant positions; today, we have six vacancies.

Our situation with nurses was even more serious. Two years ago when we
appeared on behalf of Senate Bill 350, we reported 70 vacant positions. Last year, that
number had risen to 81. I can report to you today, we have 48 nursing positions vacant.



In the attachment to the testimony, we have indicated for each of the classes of
positions that we have previously moved to the health care worker category, comparative
information which shows how we compare in the metropolitan area. While we would
like to be more competitive than we are, we do not have unlimited resources available to
us. Further, we have exercised restraint in the use of this new authority, And salaries,
while they are important, have to compete with all other obligations of the hospital
which must be financed within the funds available to the institution. Granting us
authority to control our own salaries does not provide us with any additional resources.

The attachment to the testimony includes a list of six additional classified titles
that we would like to eventually unclassify. Included in the material is the number of
positions in each class title and the weighted average salary currently paid employees of
the University Hospital as compared to the weighted average salary offered by hospitals
in the metropolitan area. The problems we are experiencing with this group of positions
are becoming increasingly acute. With one exception, we are currently paying below the
market in Kansas City ranging from 4 to 15% for the positions identified. Currently, we
are slightly above the Kansas City average for X-ray technologists because of special
salary latitude granted us by the Division of Personnel Services. I would suspect that
come July 1, our problem will become even more acute. Turnover continues to be a
problem for us. As an example, in the last 18 months, we have had a total of 6
resignations in the 11 authorized positions for radiological technologists (radiation
therapy). Of the 30 radiological technologist (X-ray) -- in that same 18 month period --
we have had a total of 13 resignations -- a turnover rate of 28% a year.

The problems we are already encountering with these classes of positions will only
worsen in the months to come. If we are not able to address our salary problems
through unclassifying these positions, we will have to revert to the old methods of
requesting of the Department of Administration to increase the salary ranges for these
classes. These workers are too vital to the patient care program of the institution to
allow our position to erode further.

In conclusion, I would be remiss if I did not express our appreciation for the
support the Kansas Legislature has given the University Hospital in the past. Much of
the success we have achieved is directly attributable to your support.

I would be pleased to respond to any questions.

# # #
MLR:rdp
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CLASSES PREVIOUSLY UNCLASSIFIED

PER SB 350 AND SB 464

CLASS

Medical Technician
Medical Technologist
Respiratory Therapist I
Respiratory Therapist II
Medical Center Nurse
Licensed Practical Nurse

Avg. Weighted Hrly Rate

KUOMC

$ 8.44
12.37
9.13
12.06
14.90
10.48

K.C. Area

$ 7.65
14.65
11.50
13.35
15.91
10.48

CLASSES PROPOSED FOR

CONVERSION TO UNCLASSIFIED

CLASS

Radiologic Spec Tech.
Radiologic Tech (X-Ray)
Radiologic Tech (Therapy)
Occupational Therapist
Physical Therapist
Histotechnologist

4-10-91

# of
Positions

30
37
11
16
11
12

Weighted Avg

Hourly Rat
KUMC K.C

e

K.C.Area

$12.80 $
12.20
12.78
12.89
13.21
11.39

14.32
11.70
13.82
13.81
15.25
11.91

Ranking
In Area

3

11

2

26

3
2

4

4

of
of
of
of
of
of

33
35
20
33
41
41

Ranking
In KC Area

23
6

27
29

of 30
of 35

of 34
of 35



THE CITY OF

ROELAND PARK, KANSAS

4600 WEST FIFTY-FIRST STREET TELEPHONE
ROELAND PARK, KANSAS 66205 (913) 722-2600

MEMORANDUM

TO: Appropriations Committee
Kansas House

FROM: Neil R. Shortlidge, Roeland Park City Attorney
DATE: April 10, 1991
RE: Senate Bill 416

Senate Bill 416 was introduced at the request of the City of
Roeland Park. The amendments made to the bill by the Senate
Assessment and Taxation Committee are acceptable to the City. In
order to fully understand the reasons for the City’s requesting the
legislation, some background information is in order.

At present, the central business district of Roeland Park
consists of a shopping center which was initially constructed in
the early 1950’'s. Over the years, some of the buildings within the
shopping center have deteriorated. Ssome of the buildings are
vacant and boarded up. Because of the deteriorating conditions,
for several vyears the City has been attempting to facilitate
redevelopment of the area. A study was done which found the area
to be blighted within the meaning of several Kansas statutes. The
area has been designated an enterprise zone. The City solicited
requests for proposals from developers in an attempt to identify a
responsible development company which would be interested in
redeveloping the business district. Those previous attempts were
unsuccessful, in part due to the meddling of the then shopping
center owner, who had been resistant to the City’s attempts to
revitalize and redevelop the area. Late last fall, however, the
City was encouraged to f£ind that there might be light at the end of
the tunnel, when it learned that a contract had been executed for
the sale of the property to a development company.

We won’t bore you with the details of the proposed
redevelopment project, other than to tell you that it is an
exciting plan which includes a PACE Wholesale Club store of
approximately 108,000 square feet as the anchor tenant, and is
expected to generate an increase in the City sales tax due to
redevelopment of approximately $600,000 per year. This is clearly
a significant benefit to the City of Roeland Park, which has an
adopted 1991 operating budget totalling less than $1 million (out
of a total budget of less than $2.5 million). Obviously, the
redevelopment project not only has a vital effect on econonmic
development activities within the central business district, but

H A
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Memorandum to Appropriations Committee
April 10, 1991
Page 2

perhaps more significantly will ultimately provide the opportunity
for significant property tax relief for the citizens of Roeland
Park.

As part of a redevelopment agreement which the City entered
into with the redeveloper, 1legally known as the Roeland Park
Development Company, the City has committed to expend up to
$986,000 for certain public improvements associated with the
redevelopment of the central business district. Conceptually, the
City intends to meet its obligations using the proceeds of half of
the increased sales tax revenue over the first four years following
the opening of the new shopping center. Although the City is
optimistic that the sales tax revenues will match the projections,
the Governing Body was concerned that there might be a shortfall.
Because the Governing Body had committed that the property
taxpayers would not be required to pay any portion of the $986,000
committed to the project, it was necessary to find a mechanism by
which those costs could be passed on to the developer in the event
of such a shortfall. The only legal and feasible method of doing
so identified by attorneys for the City and the developer was the
creation of a self-supported municipal improvement district
authorized by Kansas statutes, K.S.A. 1990 Supp. 12-1795 et seq.

Simply stated, the municipal improvement district legislation
authorizes the creation of a special district within the boundaries
of the central business district of a city which is authorized to
undertake certain improvements within the district. One section of
the statute -- the section to be amended by Senate Bill 416 --
authorizes the district to issue bonds for the costs of the
improvements authorized by the act. As presently written, the only
revenue sources which may be committed to the repayment of the
principal and interest on the bonds are ad valorem taxes to be
levied on property within the district and the income and receipts
from revenue producing improvements. While we are advised by bond
counsel that other sources of revenue, such as a city retailers’
sales tax, may be used to make payments on the principal and
interest of the bonds, such other sources of revenue cannot be
legally committed to such purpose. The City is further advised by
bond counsel that given the present language of the statute, bonds
issued by a municipal improvement district are of quite limited
marketability. Allowing the City the opportunity to pledge a
portion of its sales tax revenues to pay off the bonds could
substantially increase the marketability of the bonds and result in
a lower interest rate.

The City’s interest in requesting legislation amending K.S.A.
1990 Supp. 12-17,103 is intended to promote fulfillment of its




Memorandum to Appropriations Committee
April 10, 1991
Page 3

commitment to use portions of the increase in sales tax revenues
resulting from the redevelopment to fund its share of the
improvements, and to do so in a manner which will make the bonds
more marketable, resulting in a lower interest rate, which will in
turn reduce the cost to the taxpayers of the City. Initially, we
thought the least threatening way of doing this would be to have
special legislation introduced which would relate only to Roeland
Park. However, legislation of that nature would make the entire
statutory scheme non-uniform and subject to charter ordinance, a
result which might not be desirable in the eyes of some
legislators. Consequently, we opted to request legislation which
would be uniformly applicable to all cities.

You should know, however, that as a practical matter, this
bill will have a very limited effect statewide and, in fact, may

only affect Roeland Park. To date, no other city has created a
municipal improvement district, notwithstanding the fact that the
legislation has been on the books for ten years. From my

conversations with municipal officials who have explored the
municipal improvement district as an option for their city, I have
discovered that the reasons the statute has not been utilized
previously are two-fold: 1) the statute is procedurally cumbersome,
involving a drawn out process of jumping through a number of hoops
in order to create the district; and 2) as a practical matter, a
municipal improvement district cannot be created without the
willing support of the property owners within the proposed
district. Due to these circumstances, it is clear that a municipal
improvement district will result only where there is a
public/private partnership between a city and a property owner
which has assembled a significant amount of property within the
central business district (or a group of property owners owning a
sufficient amount of land within the central business district),
which have come to terms concerning their mutual obligations in an
effort to redevelop the central business district, including the
willingness of the property owner or owners to be subject to
taxation to that end.

We believe those circumstances are present in Roeland Park.
The City held a public hearing on the creation of the district on
April 1st. There was no opposition. The Roeland Park Development
Company, which ultimately will be the only owner of property within
the district, committed its support to the creation of the
district. We are asking the legislature to provide us with the
mechanism by which the City can fulfill its economic commitment to

the project in a manner which will render the bonds marketable and
cost-efficient.
#3939




SUMMARY OF PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO KANSAS LOTTERY ACT

SENATE BILL No. 402

We would like to comment on Senate BRill Nb. 402 and the vari-
ous things it does, and fails to do, in its current form:

1. Professional sales-related positions.

The sales positions in subsection (c)(4) K.s.A. 1990
Supp. 74-8703 should remain unclassified. The Lottery
must be able to hire and to terminate sales personnel
without the standards imposed by the Kansas Civil Ser—
vice Act. To remove an unsatisfactory sales employee
under the Civil Service Act is a slow and difficult
process, and could involve months of observation and
adequate documentation to be successful. Such a poten-
tial long-term process may lead to irreparable harm to
the sales arm of this sales-oriented agency. The Lot~
tery and any other sales-related business in the private
sector, must be able to effectively service its accounts
(in our case, Lottery retailers) to maximize revenues.

There are 40 individuals falling in the category of
"professional sales-related positions," and it is my
intention to review and evaluate the performance of each
to determine how well they are doing.

2. Director of Sales and Director of Marketing.

The positions set forth in subsections (c)(4) and (c)(5)
of K.S.A. 1990 Supp. 74-8703 were combined in August,
1989, since there is a need for only one Director to
perform both functions. Thus, subsection (c)(4) could
be amended to reflect "a Director of Marketing and
Sales," and that part of subsection (c)(5) referring to
a Director of Marketing, could be eliminated.

3. Addition of Position of Administrator of Finance and
Budget.

This position is one that was recommended by the legisla-
ture in both 1989 and 1990. The Governor's office ap-
proved the creation of an unclassified position of Admin-
istrator and Budget in FY90. Having a qualified person
serving in this capacity is critical to the financial
integrity and well-being of the Lottery.

£ )0-G)
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Public Information Officer Position.

There is currently no statutorily authorized Public
Information Officer position, although the Lottery is a
sales-related agency where there is a constant need for
communication with the media. It is doubtful that other
agencies have a greater need for a person to serve in
such a capacity. Subcommittee #3 of the House Appropria-
tions Committee, in its Subcommittee report on Senate
Bill 99 (Section 4), noted that the Senate Subcommittee
deleted the Public Information position. The Subcommit-
tee report recommended that both the Public Information
Officer position and the Administrator of Finance and
Budget should be treated in a similar manner.

The Lottery must have a person dealing with- the media on
a day-to-day basis, writing numerous press releases and
working on promotions and advertising with marketing
personnel.

Elimination of Old Sections (d) and (e) of K.S.A. 1990
Supp. 74-8703.

These sections have been eliminated because cooperation
of other state agencies during start-up and emergency

- purchases during the first 18 months of operation have

long been concluded.

Commissions for Sales Employees.

New subsection (d) of K.S.A. 1990 Supp. 74-8703 authoriz-
es the Executive Director to provide compensation to
employees holding professional sales-related positions
based in whole or in part on a sales commission. I feel
that incentive-based commissions will greatly enhance
performance levels of our sales staff just as it does in
the private sector.

The changes outlined in Senate Bill No. 402, as well as the
proposed additions, if approved, will be of tremendous bene-

fit to the Lottery and ultimately to the State of Kansas.



