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existing agreements must be renewed pursuant to sections, and
then it gives them, which would include the definitional
section. So, if you read the bil l wi t h ou t my am endment, it
could mean that the oral agreement must be renewed as an oral
agreement in accord with the definition in Section 4, So what I
want to do is just add this 1:..guage so that this provision,
Section 15 that deals with agreements, will contain the same
parallel wording as the words in the definitional section. So I
think that for consistency sake w e ou gh t t o adopt t hi s
amendment. When Se nator Hall tried tostrike the word "oral"
from the definiti>n, Senator Ashford opposed it. Senator Ha l l
said that may make good lawyer...well, I won't say what he said
because I don't remember exactly, but it may make good l a wy e r
dollars but it doesn't make good legislative s ense. Tha t ' s w h a t
I w i l l sa y. We sho u l d h ave a d e f i n i t i o n , t h e n i t sh o ul d a p p l y
wherever th e word be in g defined ap p e ar s i n t he bi l l . The
definition of agreement includes an oral agreement. The only
other place in the bill where we talk about agreement requires a
written agreement, but it also goes on to say that any agreement
in existence at the time of the effective date of this bill must
be renewed pursuant to the sections in this bill. So ora l can
be renewed as an o ra l ag r e ement, written as written, and if oral
agreements ar e good enough now, and Senator As hford s a ys t h e y
are, they should continue to be good enough. So I 'm o ffer i n g
this amendment which wil l br i ng cons i s t e ncy , a nd i f S e n a t o r
Ashford is opposed to it, I would l ike h i m t o hav e a l l the
opportunity he needs to do so, so having offered the amendment,
I will end my opening and see what he says.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senat o r Ashford, a bout three mi nutes.
Correction, two minutes.

SENATOR ASHFORD: I'm opposed to the amendment. The reason that
we have t h e w ord s " writ t e n " and "oral" i n t he de f i ni t i on
section, as I' ve said now four or five times, is because we are
dealing with all agreements that are now in effect, w hether t h e y
be written or oral. Senator Chambers makes a point, but the way
to handle it is not to amend by inserting the word "oral". The
way to amend is i n t he de f i ni t i on se c t i o n w hich I ' l l be hap py t o
do on S e le c t Fi l e by simply saying that except w here a n
agreement is designated as written or oral. I know thi s s o unds
confusing, but you do not, we do not want to be in a p o s i t i o n ,
and the bill does not intend for there to continue to be oral
agreements provided. In dealing with oral agreements here,we' re deal ing wi t h i t i n t w o ways, one, oral agreements that are
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