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I think you' ve got to leave, and you' ve got to leave Nebraska in
a s wel l bec a use w h a t we' re trying to do here is deal with
standards of conduct that are. . . are Neb r a ska standards . Wedon't want, and i t gets b ack to the point. that I was making
earlier on. We' re dealing with franchisors who come here f r om
outside the State of Nebraska and imposestandards of c onduct
which we don't approve of in the State of Nebraska. So I t h i nk
that the, or may not approve of, and I think that, therefore, we
must us e t he Nebr as k a l anguage a n d we mus t u se simi l a r l y
situated. If Tim's point, Senator Hall's point is that it is
slightly redundant in t hat sentence, I see to some degree the
redundancy, but I don't see how it all hurts t he bi l l and i t
just emphasizes the point and that is that the conduct to
b e. . . t h e st an d a r d i z e d conduct t o be a pplied i s Nebr a s k a ' s
standards of conduct and that is consistent with case law when
you apply standards of conduct to actions taken by an i ndustry .
So I w ould...I think it should be defeated for those reasons.
Thank you.

S PEAKER BARRETT: T h an k y o u . Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH: Call the question.

SPEA~ 'R BARRETT: T h a t w o n ' t b e n e c essary, y o u r s was t h e l as t
light. Tha nk you. Would you care to close, Senator Hall,on

S ENATOR HALL: Tha n k y ou , N r . P re s i d e nt , members, again, the
amendment is very simple and I think it does need to be adopted
because what you do i s y o u have t wo separate definitions with
regard to s imilarly s ituated on the cn e hand, a s i m i l a r l y
situated distributor, and then we come back later on in the bill
and we talk about a Nebraska distributor. Now, I g u es s wha t i s
the difference between similarly situated in Nebraska, in many
cases they can be different. Are we deal ing denly with N e braska
distributors: I guess then another way to offer this amendment
will be to offer Nebraska at the front end as opposed t o
striking it on the back end if that is what we are re f e r r i n g t o
is Nebraska distributors. But clearly there i s a , not a
r edundancy, b ut a discrepancy with regard to the r eference t o
d ist r i but or s i n t h i s c a s e . There i s a v a gue and open and broad
kind of interpretation that could be cranted on the one end,
some of the same problems with the franchise act a s S e n a t o r
Ashford w o ul d ha ve us believe, but on the back side of the
amendment where we deal with, on page 23, specifically c all i n g

your amendment?
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