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SENATOR LANDIS: But that is the end of it. They just say,
this is a relationship we want to have. You notice that the
name of th i s b ill is not children's r igh ts , i t ' s
grandparents' rights. Now, for children's well being when
you get into a divorce situation ard there is a noncustodial
parent, that parent not only has the right to visitation but
the obligation to help with the raising and the supporting
of the child. But in the grandparents' case, the claim is,
we want to have the benefit of the child's presence. We
want to have those photos, we want to have that Christmas
package opening and I can understand that down to the last
atom of my toe. But, you know, it is just not analogous to
what this whole thing is modeled on because with the benefit
of a child and with the loving and caring relationship with
the child, a parent assumes a legal responsibility to care
for that child and even though not in the home, he has go t
to put the money out to make sure that child has the things
o f 1 ' f e . Now , t h e ph r a s e " necess i t i es " here is, in fact, a
legal term and what we are talking about is food, we are
talking about clothing, we are talking about shelter and it
h as been exp a nded i n r ec e n t ye a r s t o cov er xn some cases
education. But we are not talking about fripperies. We are
t al k i n g a b ou t t h e n e c e s s i t i e s o f l i f e a nd I a s k y o u w h e t h e r
or not a grandparent ought to be entitled to a legally
enforceable visitation right and at the same time permit a
child to go without necessities. Wh y should a c ourt h a v e
the power to g rant only the benefit of the child' s
relationship and the child's presence in the home of the
grandparent and not at the same time be able to say, you
know, you h av e t h i s lo vi ng , c ar i ng r e l at i on sh i p , t he ch i l d
is going without necessities, yo u are a n appro p r i a t e
guarantor of that child's well being. We are go ing t o l ev y
against you a ch i l d supp o rt ob l i gat i on . T his su p p o r t
obligation is only against those grandparents w ho h a v e
succeeded i n obt a i n i ng a v i si t at i on right. It is o nly
l imi t e d t o t h e ne ce s s i t i e s o f l i f e a nd i t seem s t o me the
other shoe and I want to know whether or not this l i s t o f
grandparents' rights about their grandchildren i nc lude t h e
responsibilities for those grandchildren, particularly i f
those grandchildren are going without the necessities of
life. For that reason, I have advanced this amendment and I
offer it in good faith to make the bill analogous to the
situation when at a time o f d i v or c e y o u h av e t o ch oo s e
between a custodial parent and a noncustodial parent.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Half a minute.
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