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Isn't that part of what is going on here? Is n't that what
the proponents really argue, that this grandparent has a
close beneficial, loving, caring relationship with the
grandchild and on that basis deserves to have custody of the
child a t som e t i m es , v i si t at i on ? Given that relationship
then, why is it a burden beyond the basis of countenancing
that should the child be deprived of necessities, this
person can stand for the well being of t he ch i l d , c an
guarantee the well being of the child'? Why c an' t t h e l aw ,
as it hands out the benefit, also hand out t he bu rden ? I t
does with respect to everyone else. It does with respect,
as I understand it, Wisconsin, on exactly this basis. The
nation has been swept with tl.e tide of handing out the
pleasure o f gr andp a r en thood t o p e o p l e an d now t he r e
accompanies that nagging question of what is the other shoe?
Wisconsin has answered that by saying g r andparent s can b e
responsible for grandchildren. I suggest that we take up
that question now and adopt this amendment.

SPEAKER NICHOL: I have eight names. Senator L abedz , o n t h e
motion. Okay, Senator DeCamp, on the Landis motion.

SENATOR DECAMP: On the motion , I am not nec ess a r i l y
questioning the germaneness because i t c e r t a i n l y d e a l s w i t h
the subject. What I am saying, it i s a v e r y , ve r y m a j o r
substantive change in the whole direction and purpose of the
legislation and I am suggesting that possibly before you
decade t o go i nt o e st ab l i sh i n g child support, that issue,
child support for grandparents, that issue in and of itself
should receive some examination, should receive some public
hearing maybe. And I am not necessarily in disagreement
with the amendment because i t i s op t i o na l . Wh at I am
suggesting though is that the amendment is such a major
thing that it would probably be inappropriate to put it on
this bill. I would submit further that the bill itself, the
i ssue o f g r a n dp aren t s ' v i s i t at i on r i ght s , t h at i s an i s sue
that has received multitudes of pu b l i c he ar i n g s a n d i t i s an
issue upon which apparently probably a majority has focused
and decided on a direction they want to go on it and indeed
i f i t wou l d g e t i nt o l aw, then it would be appropriate next
year for Senator Landis or anybody else to develop it or
expand it or take the next step should they choose and that
next step might well be determination of the propriety or
b enef i c i a l n e s s o f act ua l l y having some ob l i gat i on s
f i nanc i a l l y . But I do n ' t t h i n k at this time on this bill
that is appropriate.
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