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the needs for child care and ny priorities would fall in the
area of that |owincone person, probably that unenpl oyed person
or that person who has got a part-tinme mnimmwage j obwith 4
benefits who has a kid or two to support. And so | really think
that our priorities this session should first address that group
of people no matter how rmuch need there mi ght be el sewhere. nd
so | think I will not support Senator MFarland' s anendnent, éut
| don't think | will also...l think I' Il wait and see what
Senator Wesely brings because ny. . .| really think we' ve got tq
kind of | ine up ourpriorities here or el’'se we' re not going to
address the child care issues tnhat are out there and we're
probably not going to take care of everybody at once. gg|et' s
start with those folks who nost need it first. Thank you.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. S enator HannibaL oul 0 car
to di scuss the anendnent, followed by Senators &Iros%y, yI—laHI an
Langford?

SENATCR HANNI BAL: M. Speaker and nmenbers, thank you, |'m going
to oppose the anmendnent, but it's not because |'m not interested
i n worKki ng wi th Senator MFarl and. Senator Nel son su gested
there is a capand | was not aware of it and |I' ve talked with
her and | think that there was a little m sunderstanding. avbe
it's not a cap, but it is a point of dimnishing returns the’n\{l Xve
work with and so Senator MFarland woul d have a |l egiti mate point
| guess, but it is progressive in its nature. The. lower the
income the present child care credit, the lower the incone |evel
you have, the higher the percent of expenses, you are allowed to
deduct and as your incone goes up, the percent of expenditures
you can deduct go from 30 percent and they step down all the way
downto 20 percent. Andso there is already gsome byi It-in
di fferences as to the amount of help it gives to then?arriqy with
not only child care, remenber there is al so dependents in there
and that could be elderly disabled dependents that are jp Oltved
an

there too. So I'm not sure that it's necessary to do tha
really accomplishthe goal. I don't know what the money is
i nvolved, but | do know that right now what we have is we're

setting up straight on the fed systemand if we had a cap off in
our inconme structure, it would require us to do a |ot of changes
in our processing. | have no idea whether that is a significant
nunber or not, but right now we can pigﬁyback right on the
federal credit. Secondly, probably the thing that I would IiEe

least of all is that he is using a plain cutoff mark and as gg4qp
as you hit one mark you go from 20 percent credit to zip, gzpqif
we were going to do something along that |ine, well I'm
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