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'relative,' it's ba sed on b lo od or ma rri age, bu t it al so
i nc l u de s a s t e pp a r e nt a nd s t e p ch i l d a n d an ad o p t i v e p a r e n t an d
his or her adopted child. So there are pe ople who are n ot
related by b lood who could be considered a relative. Is a
s tepch i l d r e l a t e d b y ma r r i a g e ? Wo u l d t ha t b e co n s i de r e d a
relationship based on marriage?

SENATOR RAIKES: S enator, in my interpretation of this, yes, it
would . I t ' s a v e r y b r o a d , a ve r y b r o ad de f i n i t i o n o f
' r e l a t i ve . '

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Fo r purposes of this amendment, if a person
i s g a y , i f t h e ma n i s g a y o r t h e wo ma n i s a l e sb i a n , i f no t
related by blood, that person could be deprived of the right to
take advantage of this legislation. Is that true?

SENATOR RAIKES: You condition that on their not b e ing related
by blood. I guess that would...that would assume that a gay
person could not be involved in a h e terosexual m a rriage. If
t hey w er e t he n I t h i n k t h ey wou l d qu a l i f y u n d e r t h i s t o o .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Well, maybe they don't want to marry somebody
of the opposite sex and gay marriages are not recognized in this
state under that constitutional amendment, so that entire area
of being related by marriage would exclude them. Is that
c orrec t ?

SENATOR RA I KES : Tha t ' s t r u e , i f t h e con d i t i o n s t h a t yo u
describe were in fact, yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: A nd t h i s b i l l i s p r e p a r ed t o mo v e f r o m S el e c t
Fi l e u n l e s s som e t h i n g o me s u p t o st op i t a t t h i s po i n t ?

SENATOR RAIKES: Ye s .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I would like to ask Senator Erdman a question
or t wo .

SENATOR CUDABACK: Sena tor Er dman, w o uld y ou re s pond to a
q uest i o n ?

1901


