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money to the lawyers, for sure we know that, but t hey have
not told a lawyer, you cannot bring a request for joint
custody . Tha t h as n o t b ee n said . Th e l aw y e rs c laim t h a t
their assumption is that these actions cannot be brought so
they don't do it and they' re supposed t o b e a c t i n g i n t h e
best interests of the client? Let them bring the request
and le t a t r i a l j udge say that based on Trimble v. Trimble
joint custody is prohibited in this state and you cannot
bring this action and if there is a lawyer on the other side
he or sh e w i l l i m medi a t e l y a p p ea l and say t h e Supreme Court
decision said it can be considered albeit in t he r a r e s t of
cases . And you have n ot got t h e right to stop me from
bringing this and if somebody is telling Senator Hannibal
that that's what the law is, they have misled Senator
Hannibal and not stated the law at all. N ow on th i s c a s e o f
what is granted by Senator Hannibal's amendment, if you
accept it, first of all, the c ourt c a n p l a c e t h e chil d i n
joint custody, but then, here's the next sentence . I n t h e
event, in that event that joint custody i s g ran t ed , t he
parents shall have equal rights to make decisions in the
best interests of the child. So when you put in the statute
they shall have equal rights, the court cannot restrict
t hose r i g h t s . The court cannot supersede the law and say
you may decide in this and you may decide in that. Each
parent shall have the r ight . And i f a j u dge t r i ed to
restrict it, then the parent could go in to h ave tha t p a r t
of the judge's order stricken as bein g v i o l at i v e o f the
statute. If we as the Legislature say they shall have equal
r ight , t h ey sh al l h a ve i t and I don ' t care what a j ud ge
says.

SPEAKER NICHOL: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So, I sh al l h ave t h e r i gh t t o say m y
child won't go to church. I don ' t care what is in the
j udge' s o r d e r a n d I ha v e t he statute right here to prove it.
And if we d on't have a primary residence for the child
required by law, I can take the child because I have equa l
right to the child just like the wife, the former wife, and
n ow when t w o p e o p l e a r e about t o h ave a d i v o r c e b efore a
determination has been m ade as t o wh o g e t s t he house, e a ch
person has an equal right to be there and if one tries to
have the other put out and the po l i c e ar e c al l ed , t h ey wi l l
tel l t h e p e o p l e he or she has as much right to be here a s
you or th e ot h er on e b e c a use th e re ha s b e e n no cour t o r de r
making a determination and that is the law also. S o a l o t
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