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an ind i v i d ua l c o u l d b e a m il l i on a i r e , not likely, but possible,
and if their other income did not meet the requirements or met
those requirements of 15,000 or less, they would receive this
credit for the elderly. I don ' t t h i nk t h at i s f ai r . I don ' t
think it is a good proposal, I don't think it is a good plan.
We did not d o th at. This is something that was done at the
federal level, but I don't think we should complicate the issue
by endors in g i t , ad op t i n g i t , and doubling it. in our tax policy.
I w o u l d l i ke t o st r i k e t h e p r o v i s i o n a l t o g e t h e r a s i t c ur r en t l y
exists, the 50 percent that is currently on the b ooks, bec a u se
what it does is exactly what others have alluded to, it purports
to help the poor elderly. In many cases it does, but it does
not to any substantive extent . I t i s , b asica l l y , wi nd o w
d ressing , and i t a l l ows for us to say that we do help the
low-income elderly, but $200,000 does not go very far w hen y o u
are d ea l i ng wi t h folks who have an income of $15,000 or lo~s.
Ny parents would qualify for this under the current statutes as
t hey ex i st . Ny mom and dad raised 15 kids, a nd my f a t h e r ' s
income was never $1 5 , 0 00 when he w as raising us. I remember at
Christmas somebody from the church brought over a basket and my
dad bodily threw the guy off the porch saying, give i t t o
s omebody wh o n ee d s it. I me an this is not something that is
very well thought out. I don't blame the Governor because it xs
a federal program, basically. It is not structured well . We
should strike this from thestatutes altogether, a nd to d o u b l e
it at this point, I think, complic a t e s t h i n g s . Nany o f t he se
people who qualify do not even file an income tax form. They do
n ot ev e n f i l e i nc om e tax because we exempt them out with the
$10,400. They don't have to file federally. They don ' t h a v e t o
file state. They don't get it. The people who are fa irly
conscientious, fairly i nte l l i g e n t , h a v e a l i t t l e bi t o f i n com e
and understand the rules, they get it, and I am not saying that
they possibly can'0 use it, but in many cases, they don't need
it. In many cases, they just happen to understand t h e r u l e s ,
a nd i n ma n y c a s e s „ they could be much wealthier than the young
folks who pay the bills in a lot of cases. I w o u l d ur g e t h e
body to seriously discuss this amendment because I think that it
is substantive tax policy change. I don ' t t h i n k i t i s go od t ax
policy. It doesn't amount to a hill of beans in terms of money.
You can just vote it down and say, oh, yo u k no w , f or g et about
i t . I t i s on l y $ 200 , 0 0 0 , b u t i t i s a serious i ss u e . I wo u l d
urge the adoption of this amendment t o st r i ke t h i s p r ov i si o n
from the bill. Thank you, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Discussion of the Hall amendment.
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