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r ecord w h e r e I st and and th, 3 a bout all that I need to
distance myself from this bill and the way it is written.

S PEAKER BARRETT: S e n a t o r A s h f o r d , p l ea s e .

SENATOR ASHFORD: The language that Senator Chambers wants
to...or add by adding oral is an inappropriate amendment. It
should not be add ed t o t h e b i l l b ec a u s e i t wou l d b e t o t a l l y
i nconsi s t en t w i t h w h a t t h e b i l l i s t r yi ng t o a cc o mpl i s h . Afte r
a full afternoon of debate, they haver ai sed a n i ss u e o n t he
definition section which is now, finally, after nine amendments
which tn me make some sense and should be looked at. I ' ve read
the bill totally before this t ime . I ' v e h ad e xper i e nc e i n
franchise law, that's why I took th e case . If t h ere are
lobbyists and if this bill is greased, then i t ' s g r e ased , I
don' t know. It doesn' t...I haven' t..I don't have any comment
on that or I don't particularly c are . I r e ad t he bi l l , I
understood ' t . I believe it's proper and appropriate to handle
franchise law in statute rather t h a n c a s e l aw. I sa i d t ha t at
the beginning of this presentation. But after nine amendments
or ten amendments now, Senator Chambers has brought up a p o i n t
which is totally different from the point that Senator Hall
brought up in his initial amendment and it may be that w e n ee d
to add a phra se to the definition sect i o n . But I ' l l t e l l y ou
what, if, after ten amendments in five hours of d eba t e , we ' r e
down t o o n e p hr as e added t o o n e s e c t i on , I don't think that the
bill is badly drafted. This b i l l i s i d en t i c al o r ve r y c l os e to
a Minnesota law which has withstood a court test in the district
court, Federal District Court of Minnesota i n t h e Ei gh t h
Circuit. It's an area of l aw t h a t I am f ami l i a r wi t h , m aybe I
shouldn't continue to say that because maybe I have proven to
you that I'm not, but I do understand it and I believe that it' s
appropriate to handle relations between, in t hi s ar e a t h r ou gh
statute, not with inconsistent case law. Again , m any o f u s h av e
bills that lobbyists are on both sides of on, o r one s i d e o r n ot
involved in at all. I wished I'd had some lobbyists helping me
on the semiautomatic rifle bill yesterday, I gu e s s . Bu t I
real l y b el i ev e i n what I'm doing or it wouldn't be before the
body. Senator Chambers is an excellent senator. He knows ab ou t
t he p r o c ess and h e kn ow s about statutory l anguage a nd i t ' s
helpful that we finally have gotten something that maybe needs
to be added to the bill but i t wa s d one , I b e l i ev e , i n a
constructive way and I'm taking it in aconstructive way and I
will be happy to deal with it between now and Select File, and
had it b een brought to me before this time, I woul d h a v e d ea l t
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