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record where | stand and th, 3 about, all that | need to
di stance nyself fromthis bill and the way it is witten.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Ashford, please.

SENATOR ASHFORD: The | anguage that Senator Chanbers wants
to...or add by adding oral is an inappropriate gmendment. | t
should not be added to the bill becauseit would be totally
inconsistent with what the bill is trying to accomplish.  after
a full af ternoon of debate, they haverzised an i ssue on the
definition section which is now, finally, sfter nine amendments
which tn me make some sense and shoul d be 1 ocked at. I've read
the bill totally before this tjme. I've had experience in
franchise law, that's why | took the case. If theregre
| obbyists and if this bill is greased, then it's greased, I
don't  know. It doesn' t...l haven' t. | don't have any coment
on that or | don't particularly care. | read the bill, |
understood  "t. | believe it's proper and appropriate to handle
franchise law in statute ragther than case law. | said that at
the beginning of this presentation. Byt after nine amendnments
or ten amendments now, Senator Chanbers has brought up 5 poing
which is totally different fromthe point that Senator Hall
brought up in his initial amendnment and it may be that we need

to add a phraseto the definition section . But 1'll tell you
what, if, after ten anmendnments in five hours of debate, we're
down to one phrase addedto one section, | don't think that the
bill is badly drafted. This bil | is identical or very close ¢o

a M nnesota |aw which has withstood a court test in the district
court, Federal District Court of Mi nnesota in the Eighth

Circuit. It's anarea of law that | am familiar with, maybe |
shouldn't continue (o say that because maybe | have proven to
you that I'mnot, but | do understand it and | believe that it' s

appropriate to handle relations between, in this area through
statute, not with inconsistent case |aw. Again, many of us have
bills that |obbyists are on both sides of or%’, rone side or not
involved in at all. I wi shed 1'd had some Io%bylsts hel pi ng me
on the semi automatic rifle bill yesterday, I guess. But |
really believe in what |'mdoing or it wouldn"t be before the
body. Senator Chambers is an excellent senator. peknows about
the process and he knows about statutory |anguage and it's
hel pful that we finally have gottengsonething that maybe needs

to be added to the bill but it was done, | believe, in a
constructive way and I'mtaking it in aconstructive way and |
wi || be happy to deal with it between now and Select File, gnd

had it been brought to me before this time, | would have dealt
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