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mot hers who work, who have the problem pecause they can't
find...it is not economcally feasible for these peopleto take
care of three children, so they don't doit. Sothey go...they
want to go get a job. If they could have a” couple more

youngsters to care for, then they could be on a fi nanci al
footing where they would be able to get into that daycare
business on a very small scale, take care of a few more
children, have nore day care facilities available for the =her
nmothers that want to work, and it is just that sinple. |t is a
real problem because it is not worthwhile for themto go through
all the redtape of cercification andreally is unnecessary in
t hat environment because peopl e know each ot her. People know.
Peopl e take that responsibility to put their children in an
envi ronment which they are confortable with, agnd 1 would ask
that this anendnent be adopted.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senat or Wesely, did you wish to speak
about the Lanb amendnment, please, followed by Sénator Dierks.

SENATORWESELY: Thank you. Hr. Speaker, nmenbers, | appreciate
Senator Lamb's concern and | know he has got a sincere interest
inthis matter. There is another pbill, LB 462, that i's on
General File that deals with this. 1'dreally ask Senator Lanb
to consider withdrawing the amendnment. The thing about it is we
have al ready conplicated the issue quite a bit, and this would
further conplicate matters quite a great deal. wehave already
adopted the Smith amendnment. The, Smth amendnent does al | ow fof
overlap, does allow for flexibility, as have re.ently been
adopted by rules and regs that were enacted as a result of
| egi sl ati on we passed a couple of years ago. Thereis a number
of problems w th Senator Lamb's bill that | have great concern
about, and I'd really rather not get into that whol e argunent at
this point. | would prefer if Senator Lamb would just sinply
allow us to go forward with the legislation as i{ currently i’s
constituted dealing with the subject matter that we have. n
the i ssue of changing the | evel of registration and |icensure
think should be a matter dealt with separately. Senator Beck
has tal ked about conplications, and | just don't think we need

tO.fUrther Conplicate the bill. I n add|t|0nl | amcertain that
this particular amendment woul d be unconstitutional, gndwe will

try and track down an Attorney General's pinion and share that
with Senator Lanb indicating that problem And so | think it
woul d be best to reject the Lanb amendnent and proceed with the
bill without further amendnent and allow us g deal with the
i ssues that are already currently in the |egislation.
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