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the adoption of the amendment.

of. a written agreement. I don't know why there would be a
problem with regard to having agreements in writing. I mean, i t
smacks of something that must be hidden, something that needs to
be hidden, something that folks do not want other people to know
a bout when you p l ac e i n statute the definition, a nd you do p l a c e
in statute the definition of what an agreement is. I t d o e s n o t
circumvent the provisions in LB 371. What you d o i s you spell
out specifically i n t he de f i ni t i on as l ai d ou t i n Sec t i on 4 ,
that an agreement is one that is in writing and not an oral
agreement. Both si des should be interested i n ha v i n g t he
agreements in writing so they understand, c an go b ack an d l oo k .
I mean, if we' re going to pass these on to family membersand
provide for that, the agreement might be m ade b y Gr an d p a , he
d ies , t h e son d oesn ' t know anything about the oral agreement
that was ag r e e d t o . How do you e n f o r c e t h a t ? Who i s r i gh t ?
W ho i s wr on g ? I guess then you go to the arbitration factor in
LB 371 and you thrash it out according to that as it's laid out.

think that this amendment, at the least, is one that I gu es s
for our own in terests we ought toadopt. It is one that just
says, in all due respect, the good public policy to protect both
the wholesaler and the retailer, excuse me, the manufacturer and
the wholesaler, that this ought to be in writing. I t is jus t
simply not something that we should endorse to the definition
process that an agreement is one that is an oral agreement. It
in no way would allow for the circumvention cf LB 371 as Senator
Ashford has offered it. I mean, t h e i d e a be h i n d t h i s b i l l as i t
has b e e n t ou t ed , is one that both sides agree to Well, they
ought to agree to put the agreements in writing so that everyone
knows what is being agreed to. I t i s ba s i ca l l y a c l ar i f i c at i on
of a d efinition section. I think we need to have written
agreements in this area and the r e f e r e n c e t o o ral agreements i s
the only thing that this amendment would strike. I would u r ge

PRESIDENT: Senator Ash f o r d , p l ea se , followed by Senator

SENATOR ASHFORD: Question .

PPESIDENT: The question has been called.

SENATOR HALL: (Nike n o t t u r n e d o n i mmedia t e l y . ) . . . I m e an
there has o n ly b e e n , to date, Nr. President, four different
people speak on the bill. Senator Chambers would like to speak.
I think we ought to give him that opportunity.

Chambers.
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