
March 2 1 , I 98 9 LB 371

agreements that were in existence at that time would have to be
put i n wr i t i ng ?

SENATOR ASHFORD: No , I d o n ' t ag r ee wit h y ou .

SFNATOR C H AMBERS: Thank y ou , Sen a t o r Ash f o r d . Members of the
Legislature, if you read the transcript to this, you' re going to
see that there is some confusion on the part of t he i n t r od uc e r
of this bill, but the question that is really going through my
mind, and I'm goirg to ask Senator Ashford this one . I t t a l k s
about p a s s i n g o n t he ownership interest of this person in has or
her wa l l or t h e l aws of intestate succession wil l app l y . Wh a t
i s x t t ha t i s be i ng pas s e d a ' ong ?

SEIIATOR ASHFORD: Th e franchi se a gr e e m e n t .

S ENATOR CHAMBERS: D oe s a per so n h a v e t o ho l d a l i q uo r l i c en s e
t o h av e a f r anch i se ?

SFNATOR ASHFORD: I be l i e ve s o .

"ENATOR CHAMBERS: Does the statute allow a l i q u o r I >c en s e t o be
i nhe r i t ed o r pa s s e d on ?

SENATOR A SHFORD:
on t h a t .

You know '. really don't know what the law is

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I t d o e s n ' t . I t i s a p r i vi l ege a nd x t i s not

SENATOR ASHFORD: T he r e would ha v e t o b e an o t h er appl i c at i on
made I b e l i ev e , b ut I ' m not sure about that.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So t he n i f a p er s o n were t o t r y t o u t i l i z e
t he ben e f i t s o f t h r s b i l l , h e o r sh e w o u l d h av e t o c ompl y wi t h
t he s t at ut e s r e l at r v e t o l i qu or l i c en s e s .

SENA1'OR ASHFORD: I ' m s ure t h at ' s c o r r ec t .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Could a c h i l d h av e a l i q u o r l i c en s e ?

SENATOR ASHFORD: I do n ' t b e l i e v e so.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Could a eh > I d u nd e r this b ill h ave the
interest of the one who hel d t h i s r i g ht and d i ed ?

i nhe r i t ed . . .
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