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agreement?
r ebut t ed , so how d o you establish the terms o f an or a l

SENATOR ASHFORD: Through th~ testimony of one of the parties to
t he o r a l ag r ee ment . I wi sh I cou l d am p li y my an sw e r .

SENATOR C HAMBERS: Ok ay , t hat ' s . . .you ' l l have t i m e w h e n y ou
c lo se . My t i me i s l i mi t ed . Senato r Ash f o r d , in o r d e r fo r t h e r e
to be a necessity to establish an agreement and the terms o f i t ,
t her e w o u l d h a ve t o b e a dispute, wouldn't there?

SENATOR ASHFORD: T hat ' s c or i -ec t .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So if we can envision as a Legislature t h at
disputes may ari se.

. .

SENATOR A SHFORD: Not n ec e s s a r i l y a legal dispute but there
would have to be some dispute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Right, a disagreement as to the meanings o f a
term, whether there w as even a n a g r e e ment , w hethe r I ' m b oun d by
what yo u s a y I am and so f or t h .

SENATOR ASHFORD: R igh t .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: If we as a Legislature can envision that such
differences o f opi nion may arise, w hy i s zt not prudent to
require these agreements to be in writing, and don't take a l l of
m y t i m e ?

SENATOR ASHFORD: Okay, the problem is, i f you ' l l l ook at
Re ne ' I c . . S a s t a e e r a e s , which i s a 1983 c as e u nder t h e
o ld f r an c h i s e act, you' ll see that oral agr.eements a re . . . wh a t
the law says, what the c ase i s , i s f r anc h i s e agreements are riot
r equ i r e d t o b e i n wr i t i ng . So xt is n"cessary that we include
oral agreements in the statute so that they be c overe d b y t h e

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But , Senator Ashford, the point I'm making is
that when we ' re legislating on the question,why shou l d w e n o t
require them to be in wri t i ng ?

SENATOR ASHFORD: You know, that's a public policy question. I f
you want to raise tha t in another am endment, f i ne . Th i s
amendment doesn't do that though.

terms of the statute.
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