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have t i me, wh i l e we ' re d i s c u s s i ng t h i s k i l l mot i on , and l oo k at
some of the things that it allows for. It allows for two
different types of determination on sale of the business . I n
other words, there is one set of criteria that has to be met if
you' re go ing t o se l l . . .if Senator Hannibal, for example, wanted
t o se l l h i s bee r d i s t r i bu t o r s h i p s to me. But if Senator
Hannibal wanted to sell it to his b rother , t h er e wou l d be a
totally different set of criteria that could be met. T hose, o f
course, that stay within the family as written in L B 371 are
much less. Those criteria don't have to be the same even t h o ugh
we' re dealing with the issue of liquor here and the fact that we
have clearly stated that it can be a problem. Senator
Hannibal's brother could be a felon and it would not apply in
this case. In my cas e he would not.. . i f I we r e a f e l on , h e
could not sell it to me. I mean those are the kinds o f t h i ng s
that LB 371 hides in the language that is underlined in it and
it's just one of those bills that sneaks in every year t ha t we
pay little attention to because the industry has signed off on
i t , t he l ob b y i s sup p o r t i n g i t and I t h i nk w e do n ' t o f te n t ak e
the time t o look at it. But when it raises its head in a
priority bill status, it was one of the bills a s I w en t t h r ough
the list and said there at least, at least should be some
amendments to it, and I d on ' t b l ame Senator Smith and the
committee because I'm a member of that committee. I t ' s j u st I
did not take the time then to go through it prior to d iscuss i n g
i t i n Ex ec Ses si on and I'm taking the time on the floor here
t oday t o d o t h a t . Th e k i l l mot i on i s one that I int end to
follow through with. I t h i n k t h e b i l l i s n ot need e d . I ' l l wa i t
to hea r Sena t o r A sh f or d ' s response to that because I see no
r eason why t h e r e n eed s to be further protections f or t h i s
i ndustr y wh e n we hav e a franchise act t hat allows for the
protections that Senator Ashford stated that the bill curren t l y
has as d r af t ed . I don' t see why the statutes need to be
changed, the whole franchise act completely wiped o ut t hr o ugh
t he p a s s age of LB 3 71 as written needs to take place at this
time. There is no good cause. I have not heard of any problems
that have arisen with regard to beer franchise holders . I ' v e
not heard where any wholesaler has had their parent company come
do'.n and say, if you do not shape up, that we are going to pull
your franchise. I have heard nothing of the kind t hat wo u ld
lead me to believe that a total restructuring of the franchise
act, a total rewrite as provided by LB 371 needs to take place.
And with that, Nr. President, I would offer the kill motion so
that Senator Ashford can explain the need f or LB 37 1 . Th ank
you.
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