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-	States using the Multiplier System 
o	Colorado – After finding the basic child support amount Colorado multiplies this amount by 1.5. 
o	Florida – Gross-Up Method – Uses the 1.5 Multiplier 
o	Idaho – Uses 1.5 Multiplier – Note: If the guidelines calculation results in a parent having over 50% of the overnights paying child support the parent may show that it is inappropriate.
o	Iowa – 1.5 Multiplier for extra expenses.  
o	Maryland – Uses 1.5 Multiplier – also can count specific expenses for credit.  This goes into effect once visitation is in excess of 35% of the year.  
o	Nebraska – Uses 1.5 Multiplier – goes into effect after 143 days of visitation.  
o	New Mexico – Uses 1.5 Multiplier which goes into effect once a noncustodial parent has the child more than 35% of the time.  
o	North Carolina – Uses a 1.5 Multiplier.  
o	Oklahoma – Uses a multiplier based system which incorporates a multiplier based on the amount of time the child is with the noncustodial parent.  True 50/50 equals 1.5.  
o	Oregon – Uses a 1.5 Multiplier.  
o	South Carolina - Uses a 1.5 Multiplier 
o	South Dakota – Called a Shared Parenting Cross Credit - Uses a 1.5 Multiplier
o	Utah – Although Utah uses a multiplier, it is not the usual 1.5.  If a non-custodian parent has the child more than 131 days one must take the extra amount of days and multiply it by .0084 to get a credit adjustment.  
o	Vermont – Uses a 1.5 Multiplier.  
o	Virginia – Uses a 1.4 Multiplier rather than the usual 1.5.  
o	West Virginia – Uses a 1.5 Multiplier. 

-	States using Language 
o	Arizona - Section 12 considers Equal Custody – If the time spent with each parent is essentially equal, the expenses for the children are equally shared and adjusted gross incomes of the parents also are essentially equal, no child support shall be paid. If the parents' incomes are not equal, the total child support amount shall be divided equally between the two households and the parent owing the greater amount shall be ordered to pay what is necessary to achieve that equal share in the other parent's household.
	EXAMPLE: After making all applicable adjustments under Sections 9 and 13, the remaining child support obligation is $1500. The parents' proportionate shares of the 14 obligation are $1000 and $500. To equalize the child support available in both households, deduct the lower amount from the higher amount ($1000 - $500 = $500), then divide the balance in half ($500 ÷ 2 = $250). The resulting amount, $250, is paid to the parent with the lower obligation.
o	Connecticut - (B)(6) Special circumstances- In some cases, there may be special circumstances not otherwise addressed in this section in which deviation from presumptive support amounts may be warranted for reasons of equity. Such circumstances are limited to the following: 
	(A) Shared physical custody. When a shared physical custody arrangement exists, deviation is warranted only when:
	(i) such arrangement substantially reduces the custodial parent’s, or substantially increases the noncustodial parent’s expenses for the child; and
	(ii) sufficient funds remain for the parent receiving support to meet the basic needs of the child after deviation.
o	Louisiana - “In cases of joint custody, the court shall consider the period of time spent by the child with the nondomiciliary party as a basis for adjustment to the amount of child support to be paid during that period of time. The court shall include in such consideration the continuing expenses of the domiciliary party.” 315.8(E) of the guidelines. 
o	New Hampshire - Reasons to Deviate from Presumed Support Amount: Parenting schedule. (Pg. 109 of Guidelines).  
(1) Equal or approximately equal parenting residential responsibilities in and of itself shall not eliminate the need for child support and shall not by itself constitute ground for an adjustment.
(2) In considering requests for adjustments to the application of the child support guidelines based on the parenting schedule, the court may consider the following factors:
(A) Whether, in cases of equal or approximately equal residential responsibility, the parties have agreed to the specific apportionment of variable expenses for the children, including but not limited to education school supplies, day care, after school, vacation and summer care, extracurricular activities, clothing, health insurance costs and uninsured health costs, and other child-related expenses.
(B) Whether the obligor parent has established that the equal or approximately equal residential responsibility will result in a reduction of any of the fixed costs of child rearing incurred by the obligee parent.
(C) Whether the income of the lower earning parent enables that parent to meet the costs of child rearing in a similar or approximately equal style to that of the other parent.
o	Ohio – Line 27 on Worksheet allows for a deviation on either “unjust and inappropriate” standards or for shared parenting, allowing for expenses, housing concerns and time spent with each parent.  Discretionary.  
o	Washington - Washington does not include a credit for Shared Custody on their form.  There is a place to discuss “other” considerations.  This is what the rule states: Residential schedule: The court may deviate from the standard calculation if the child(ren) spend(s) a significant amount of time with the parent who is obligated to make a support transfer payment. The court may not deviate on that basis if the deviation will result in insufficient funds in the household receiving the support to meet the basic needs of the child or if the child is receiving temporary assistance for needy families. When determining the amount of the deviation, the court shall consider evidence concerning the increased expenses to a parent making support transfer payments resulting from the significant amount of time spent with that parent and shall consider the decreased expenses, if any, to the party receiving the support resulting from the significant amount of time the child spends with the parent making the support transfer payment. RCW 26.19.075(1)(d).
o	Wyoming – Shared custody is considered when there is more than 40% shared time.  There is additional calculations that are used when this occurs.  

-	States using Other Methods 
o	Alabama – Uses a method that requires the amount of overnights for each parent and then equaling out the income in both homes.  The lower income individual receives child support.  
o	Arizona – Table B for 143 days or more shared custody – Only gives up to a 33% credit however.  
o	California – 
o	Indiana – Chart for duplicated expenses and out of pocket expenses.  
o	Maine - If each parent has substantially equal time with the child or children then the court is to determine the income of each parent.  If they are substantially equal in income neither parent pays support.  If it is not equal the “enhancement support entitlement” for each child is to be determined. 
	D-1. When the parties do not have equal annual gross incomes but provide substantially equal care for each child for whom support is being determined, the presumptive parental support obligation must be determined as follows:
(1) The enhanced support entitlement for each child must be determined.
(2) Using the enhanced support entitlement, a parental support obligation for each child must be determined by dividing the total enhanced support obligation between the parties in proportion to their respective gross incomes.
(3) The party with the higher annual gross income has a presumptive obligation to pay the other party the lower of:
(a) The difference between their parental support obligations as calculated in subparagraph (2); and
(b) The presumptive parental support obligation determined for the payor party using the basic support entitlement under the support guidelines as though the other party provided primary residential care of the child.
(4) The parties shall share the child care costs, health insurance premiums and uninsured medical expenses in proportion to their incomes. [2003, c. 415, §10 (NEW).]
o	Michigan – Parental Time Offset Equation is used to offset the cost shifts and savings                                  
(Ao )3· (Bs ) - (Bo )3· (As )
                                           (Ao ) 3 + (Bo ) 3
Ao = Approximate annual number of overnights the children will likely spend with parent A
Bo = Approximate annual number of overnights the children will likely spend with parent B
As = Parent A's base support obligation
Bs = Parent B's base support obligation
Note: A negative result means that parent A pays and a positive result means parent B pays.
For more information on Parenting Time Offsets see Page 13 of the Guidelines.  
o	New Jersey – New Jersey attempts to offset expenses that shift based upon their assumptions and then equal out the incomes of each family.  See chart for additional information and language.  
o	Pennsylvania – Pennsylvania assumes that most noncustodial parents have their child or children 30% of the year.  They took this number and offset the expenses and costs and incorporated that into their child support schedule.  If a parent has a child more than 30% of the time they may ask the judge for an additional credit of up to 20%, making the adjustment at 50%. 

-	States not allowing a 50% credit 
o	Kansas – Kansas allows for a credit but it only goes up to 15% - 20% credit.  This is the case even when there is equal parenting time.  Kansas does also have a “shared expenses” worksheet for the cooperative families who can agree to work together. 

-	States that do not Address Equal Custody 
o	Kentucky - does not seem to address it at all in the guidelines.  
o	Rhode Island - The Guidelines merely say that the court has discretion to determine an equitable amount by considering the basic support amount.

-	Separate worksheets for Shared Custody 
o	Arizona 
o	Colorado 
o	Indiana 
o	Kansas – additional shared expense sheet 
o	Maryland 
o	Nebraska 
o	New Jersey 
o	New Mexico 
o	North Carolina 
o	South Carolina 
o	South Dakota 
o	Utah 
o	Virginia 
o	West Virginia 
Why 1.5 Multiplier? 
According to Alaska’s Guidelines: This calculation assumes that the parents are sharing expenses in roughly the same proportion as they are sharing custody. If this assumption is not true, the court should make an appropriate adjustment in the calculation. 
The second premise is that the total funds necessary to support children will be substantially greater when custody is shared. For example, each parent will have to provide housing for the children. Thus, the amount calculated in the first step is increased by 50% to reflect these increased shared custody costs. However, the obligor's support obligation never will exceed the amount which would be calculated for primary custody under 90.3(a). The amount which would be calculated under 90.3(a) should include any appropriate visitation credit as provided by (a)(3). DR-310 (4/10) 36

Note: Alaska is not an income shares state but does use a multiplier and thus far has the best explanation of why one should use a multiplier.  
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