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the needs for child care and my priorities would fall in t he
area of that low-income person, probably that unemployed person
or that person who has got a part-time minimum wage j ob with no
benefits who has a kid or two to support. And so I really think
that our priorities this session should first address that group
of people no matter how much need there might be elsewhere. And
so I think I will not support Senator McFarland's amendment, but
I d o n' t t hink I wi l l a l so . . . I think I' ll wait and see what
Senator Wesely brings because my...I really think we' ve got to
kind of line up our priorities here or else we' re not going to
address the child care issues that are out there a nd w e ' r e
probably not going to take care of everybody at once. S o l e t ' s
start with those folks who most need it first. Thank you .

S PEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k y o u . S enator Hanni b a l , would y o u c ar e
to discuss the amendment, followed by Senators Crosby, Hall and

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Mr. Speaker and members, thank you, I'm going
to oppose the amendment, but it's not because I'm not interested
in working with Senator McFarland. S enator Ne l s o n sug g e s t e d
there is a cap and I was not aware of it and I' ve talked with
her and I think that there was a little misunderstanding. Maybe
it's not a cap, but it is a point of diminishing returns that we
work with and so Senator McFarland would have a legitimate point
I guess, but it is progressive in its nature. The lo we r t h e
income the present child care credit, the lower the income level
you have, the higher the percent of expenses, you are allowed to
deduct and as your income goes up, the percent of expenditures
you can deduct go from 30 percent and they step down all the way
d own to 2 0 p e r c e n t . And so th e r e i s al ready some b u i l t - i n
differences as to the amount of help it gives to the family with
not only child care, remember there is also dependents in there
and that could be elderly disabled dependents that are i nvo l v ed
there too. So I'm not sure that it's necessary to do that and
real l y a c c omplish t h e g o a l . I don ' t k n o w w hat the money is
involved, but I do know that right now what we have is we' re
setting up straight on the fed system and if we had a cap off in
our income structure, it would require us to do a lot of changes
in our p r o c e ss in g . I have no idea whether that is a significant
number or not, but right now we ca n p i gg y b ack r i gh t on t h e
federal credit. Secondly, probably the thing that I would like
least of all is that he is using a plain cutoff mark and as soon
as you hit one mark you go from 20 percent credit to zip, and i f
we were go i n g t o do something along that l i ne , we l l I ' m
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