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orientation being brought into the que stion when we have a
definition. So my inc lusion of language relative to sexual
orientation would not approve of marriage between people of the
s ame s ex . I t woul d be l angu a g e t o t he ef f ec t t ha t sex u a l
orientation shall not be a consideration, without taking away
the r eq u i r e ment t hat t he r e l at i on s h i p b e b a sed on mar r i a ge o r
blood. I don't want to have a si tuation where there's a
marriage and people determine or di scover that one of the
partners is homosexual and, for that reason, there is determined
t o be a l a c k o f sui t ab i l i t y t o t ake a d v a n t age o f t hi s b i l l . So
the question that I put to you is this. How would language,
explicitly declaring that se xual orientation ca nnot be
considered when we' re t al k i n g ab o ut t h e de f i n i t i on of ' r e l at i ve'
and we leave everything else in the definition as it is, how
could that pose a problem based on the thinking you' ve been able
t o g i v e o n sh o r t n o t i ce t o t h i s q u e s t i o n ?

SENATOR CUDABACK: Se n a t o r .

S ENATOR CHAMBERS: And I'm looking at the Raikes amendment, b y
t he wa y .

S ENATOR CUDABACK: Se n a t o r Er d m a n .

SENATOR ERDMAN: Sena tor Chambers, I guess the...I'm not going
to answer your question with a question, but I w ould s ay that
currently the practice doesn't show i.here is a discrimination
against those individuals. The example that you gave for tw o
homosexuals who are married, for whatever reason, whether it be
to protect them from whatever scrutiny or wh atever that you
cla i me d o n y ou r comm e n t , t h e l i mi t i ng f a c t o r i s t h a t t h ey a r e
actually married, regardless of what they proclaim their sexual
orien t a t i o n t o be , and t hat doesn ' t mat t er i f t hey ' re t wo
homosexuals, who say they' re homosexuals, are married to e ach
other or what other, other arrangement. The limitation is that
they' re married legally, so that qualifies them. There' s
n oth i n g t h a t wou l d p r o h i b i t t h em . Tl - o t h e r s i d e o f t h a t i s , i s
that , ag a i n , i f t h e y ar e a r e l a t i v e , i f I . . .and this is the
case . Th e r e wa s a . ..there are s ituations i n the stat e of
Nebraska where t he dep artment ha s sa i d it 's in the best
interests of this child t o be w ith th is ind ividual. That
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