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c hi ld , and i f t he bes t i nt er e s t of t hat chi l d i s t o be pl ace d
where the dep artment ha s p la ced him, based on the guidelines
that they have explained to me and I have explained to you and
t he b o d y o n t h e f l oo r , t hen I t hi nk t he y ' r e d o i n g t he i r j ob . I
think they' ve alleviated your concerns. And if we can elimina'e
the language that is a concern to you from the bill, then we can
both move forward and make sure that we...

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SENATOR ERDMAN: ...we can actually accomplish the same goal.
S o t h a t ' s what I wou l d of f er t o you , an d , o b v i o u s l y , y o u ' r e
e nt i t l e d t o d o wh at y ou wi l l wi t h t ha t , b u t I t h i n k i t ' s f a i r , I
think it's reasonable, and we' ll see what happens. T hank you,
Mr. P r e s i d e n t .

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senator Erdman. Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M r . Pr esident, members of the Legislature,
before I address Senator Erdman's offer, I'd like to ask Senator
Raikes a question, if he's here.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Sena tor Ra ikes, w ould y ou re s pond to a
quest ion f r o m Senato r Chambers?

SENATOR RAI K ES : Ye s .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senator Raikes, are you willing to strike the
language relative to...well, that will use the word 'relative'
twice, the language regarding relative or relatives?

SENATOR RAIKES: I'm behind on this discussion, Senator.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Well, what Senator Erdman ha d sug gested is
that to ease my troubled mind, that wasn't his language, strike
y our a mendment s o t h a t n o de f i n i t i o n o f ' r e l a t i v e ' r e ma i n s , a n d
that would l e ave ev erything w here it is now in term s of
determining the suitability of a person or, if they' re married,
two people to be deemed foster parents without the training, as
is envisioned in LB 54. That's what he had said is th e o ff er,
'to strike your am endment. Then it would also take away the
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