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ounces of coke over under nmy seat and the police find it,Say

I...the bank owns that van, after they confiscate the cocai ne
then who owns...then who has the first lien on (ne van? The

bank, or the police, or ...

SENATOR CONWAY: The first situation would be you would have to
determ ne who was the owner of the drug.

SENATOR MORRI SSEY: Say they determined it was mine, sijnce it's
under my seat.

SENATOR CONWAY: At that point, you would have g |ien on all of

your assets, and that lien would be. . let's assume that woul d be
the case, | think it would probably be very difficult to prove,
but we' |l assume that. At that point you, as the owner of the

van, would have a priority lien placed upon that van.
SENATOR MORRI SSEY: So t he bank would become second.
SENATOR CONWAY: Correct.

SENATOR MORRI SSEY: Same with ny house. | f ny |0ng_| ost cousin,
Joe, from Okl ahoma cane up, staying at ny house, had a suitcase
full of cocaine in the closet which would bewrth well nore
than ny house, and he took off, don't see him for ome reason
the police come in and discover that cocaine, t%e same thing
happens there, that house then goes to the police as opposed 4
t he bank who has | oaned nme the noney on that house.

SENATOR CONWAY: If, in fact, you were know edgeabl e of that
suitcase he left, and the courts deened you to be the possessor
or the owner of that particular suitcase, you would run into the
sanme situation, correct.

SENATOR MORRI SSEY: So then it's up to me to prove that it's not

ny suitcase any way possible, and that | didn't have no
know edge of it, the contents of the gsyjtcase, et cetera.

SENATOR CONVWAY: Correct, and | would assune at the same time
they would be prosecuting you crimnally, and that sane argument
you would <certainly want to raise, that that is certainly not
your cocaine, and the criminal proceedings wuld follow suit
then the same way you would style vyourself at the civil
proceedings.
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