March 21, 1989 LB 371

for having that in there, otherw se, why do it? It only m&es
sense when you're dealing with the definition section of the
bill to require that the agreements pe in witing. | mean

otherwise you get into the issue again,| said, of enforcenent
and what happens when one party that was party to that oral
agreenent is around, is alive and living and the other party is
not there to refute it? Who wins, | guess, in that case'? Well,
| guess if you ask an attorney, | would want to be the ttorne
| guess that represented the living party with regar% to tﬁ/at
oral agreement. | don't understand the problem \wits changin
the definition so that when we deal with agreenent as it g]agte
to LB 371, agreement neans a writtenagreenment and not an oral
agreement because no place else in the bill does oral agreement
jump out at you. It's only in the definition gection and we
strike that so that when we' re talking about agreements in hig
| anguage, in this bill, we're talking about written agreenents.
It's a very good and very valid anendnment to the bill. I would

urge its adoption.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Wesely, please. Senator Wesely.
Okay, Senator Ashford is following that so we' Il call on you,
Senator Ashford.

SENATOR ASHFORD: Do | get ny time after that or.
PRESI DENT: No, he gave you his tinme.

SENATOR ASHFORD: Oh, | don't get tao in argw?
PPESIDENT: No. Not unless somebody objects

SENATOR ASHFORD: | woul d have called the question, I'm ggrr
but | have to respond because the problem the reason you RNt
strike this from the pj|| js because you have agreements out
there that may be oral or may be witten andyou do not want to
be in a situation where you passa |aw that woul d not have or
have questionable effect on oral agreenents that are out there.
You've got oral agreements out there. yoyuwant those oral
agreenents to conply with the public policy that is in

Now i f you want to tal k about agreenents going forward that nust
be in witing, then what you have to do is you have to put an
amendnent in there that says a|| agreenents pursuant to this act
between a franchi sor and franchi see gz be in writing from
this point forward, but you can't go back and take oral out en
you may have agreenments out there thatare gral that you want
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