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DELEGATE DUKES: Would I conclude, if your
answer in the negative is correct, there is no provision
for su;h court under this article?

DELEGATE MUDD: No provision for what?

' DELEGATE DUKES: For the small claims court
with an informal system. Cpuldthere be none under this
articie? '

DELEGATE MUDD: Absolutely yes, it could be.
I am not prepared to say it would be operated under rules
different from those of the court of which it was a func-
tional division.

DELEGATE DUKES: Delegate Bamberger's last
question, as I recall, dealt with whether or not the basic
intention in having functional divisions as a function of
rule making rathet.than legislative., You felt the courts
were in better position ®© determine when a functional di-
vision was necessary, is that right?

DELEGATE MUDD: Yes.

DELEGATE DUKES: And the Chair, I believe,
stated a question in response to Delegate Willoner's

inquiry about any difference if there was any between

THE JACK SALOMON REPORTING SERVICE
100 Equitahle Building ;
Court Reporters Baltimore, Maryland 21202 5398760




