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Citizens Committee To Elect RONALD REAGAN GOVERNOR 

NEWS RELEASE . .. 
Contact: Lyn Nofziger RELEASE FRIDAY APRIL 1 

Los ~ngeles-- A commission to redefine the goals of the state welfare program 

was proposed today by Republican gubernatorial candidate Ronald Reagan. 

Reagan, choice of all polls to win the Republican nomination June 7, said 

that as Governor he will "propose a commission to redefine welfare's goals and 

recommend appropriate legislation." 

He said he will also: 1. explore every avenue whereby, through state, 

business and labor cooperation, the business climate can be improved and thousands 

of new jobs provided; and 

2. Seek to provide useful employment in our public institutions, or training, 

for as many welfare recipients as possible in order to give them "the self-

respect which comes from useful service." 

Reagan declared that he "strongly" supports welfare programs designed to 

provide "not only the necessities of life, but also some of the comforts which 

can make life worth living" for the disabled, the aged and the infirm. 

At the same time he warned against the tendency "to perpetuate poverty by 

making welfare a way of life" for people who could otherwise be trained to take 

"their rightful places in our productive economy." 

3.31.66 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA HEADQUARTERS: 3257 WILSHIRE BLVD. , LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 90005 - Phone (213) 381 -5771 
NORTHERN CALIFORNIA HEADQUARTERS: 46 KEARNY STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 94108 - Phone (415) 382-8305 



May 9, 1966 

Mrs. Fern Aston 
739 E. Tujunga Avenue 
Burbank, California 

Dear Mrs. Aston: 

I am in great sympathy with the plight of many people who, because 
of age or disability, must depend on our feeling of brotherhood 
for their live 1 i hood. I have expressed my feeling publicly that · 
our entire welfare program should be investigated for the purpose 
of making sure that we can provide not only the necessiti es, bu t 
some of the comforts of life for those people. At the same time 
I have been critical of that other part of our welfare program 
having to do with able-b~ied people, and white t beli eve there 
are opportunities for saving which will make i t possible to do 
more f or the truly deserving. 

I cannot, however, agree with the approach to the nationa l ization 
of the program because every ev1aence indica t es t hat when the 
federal government gets into the act, the re is more bureaucracy 
and red tape, not less. 

I assure you, if I am elected Governor. am go ing to do all I 
can to straighten out what I think is a mess in our s tate welfare 
system. 

Best regards, 

! I 

Rona ld Reagan 
I 

RR:kd 
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i ehabi litation of Aid Recipients 
.Top Goa) of N,e11 Weifare Chief 

.... ~ ~· ~1~ i 
/ ~:_/~ . J BY JERRY GILLAM · MRS. RUTH H. JONES : • 1 

SACK~~~ ~f6 ~ ;t;e~;edT
1:::t•tt:11t.~ ,.8L3o~ ~~::r.ebs~?~~'~'~frt1:).~ / I 

pha:; i., on the rehabi lita tion of social . ·.,,.-,' · "'.:-::;,L:; :;,i 
welfare aid recipients through work F,\> ,·,~,-t·:.r::: 
experience is the );o. l goal of New- ~ .//· '\.'· 

r ' 
to.n R. Holcomb, th e state's new $24,- · 
500-a-year ·welfare ch.ief. · · <)> 

"The governor asked me to ·take a ~ 
look at programs aimed at _rehal:Jilita- ~ 
tion of -welfare recipients and to re- .f;di 
commend additional w~ys_ to im-f ~~'.· 
prove them• Holcomb said in.a tele- . . I, 
phone interview·. · · . ,. '1 

"I den iloped a similar· program int•. ' 
Santa Clara Coun.ty, and I would ex­
pect to do something about this im-
mediately ih Sacramento."· . c- , 

The new director, currently wind- '-" 
lng u p dlli.ies as Santa .Clara Coun- .J ts a~istant ex~utive ~fficer, will (t; 
,~art -w ork Sept. 4 • • 

He replaces J ohn M • . Wedemeyer,\,, 
:<;b:o resigned after Gov. Brown ve- ~ 
.oed ·a tentative agreement to pay , 
:ta te funds to private welfare righ ts , · 
;roups for informing aid recipients ;!_, 
1f how to get all potential benefits. '·-

Chided by Governor 
The governor had chided Wede- 1:'-_ . 

n.eyer · for his opposition to the so-'i" · .. ,> 

ailed Cal~Flef plan_ adyocated °J?Y tv ··.-.-: · ·::• -Newton- R. , !comb 1 ~ 
~e Cou,,~y ::iuperv1sors -Assn. to ..J) · c->~ !daJ{.w1rrnoto t.,. 
tve coun_u~s mo_re control over w el- _ .. _:>' . . ~ 
rre admm1str~t1on. , "' ... · • · · 1 place him touched off a controvel'sy 
Holcomb ·sa_id hes m general r.\that probablv~:vi1 turn into a h ot 

0 reementM wnh most of the Cal-~\.! • · 
1ex. plan and he intends to sit down~gubernatorial a paigf.' . 
·ith county people to d iscuss its A member ~ e dvisory State 
:>~te:1;t~ ''.a.5 soon

1

a3 poss ible.It · Social Welfare o d, P ercy Steele 
I ~nmt.: theres a great deal o! of San F ranci3 ccused Brown of 

10m for improvement in coun ty- · w rk.in w · • ' n ervi~ 
·ate welfare rela tions," he told The O g . , 11 • ~--

imes. "Things ha·:e been gradually sors.,,A: ~n. t? "engineer Wedem""~ 
eteriorati ng." . ~6 r estgn~ t1on. ._ 
A simp!ificatio 11 of the en tir e we)./ • Steele said he fel t Brown wa n ted ' 
.re ad mini., trar.i,·e process from top \Ved~m.eyer _ou t b eca u!e th1; : o\;r· 
1 , bottom Y,i ,h electronic data- nor ~s I1J1,:!l tng3s:,i red agam~t •:~­
:nc:~ssir.:?: re:Jl:ii·: 11 ;; paper wotk a~/pub½r:an g~~erna_t?na l n_ o _m !:. e e 
;_;,:h a:; no,., ih!~ ic; another impor-?'' Ron5ld ,!lea,,a n, ,\b,o_lu.s-.1.lG: - f..l _a 
nt item ·on H ,:f.0 -nh's list. \ cu(~~~ e ,we~ . ..;_p_c>l}Ji.in;. 
Tr:~ res;::r:,c1;:hri of Wedem~ye r r1 About L i m11lionea fTioriiTan ;; are 
:cl the !car:: !n(; n~ H0!eomb to1 re- ~ Please T urn to Page '.?o , Col. ;J 

. , •") -:,, ~ L , . 

' I , 
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Continued from Page B 

now on welfare at. a total 
cost of about $1 billion a 
year i:1 st.ate-federal<aun­
ty funds. 

\\" i i l i a m :ilacDougall, 
general ;nartager of the su­
pervisors association, de­
s-crib e d Holcomb as a 
"good man.• He add~d the 
a:,:,ociation fa looking for- . 
ward to ''sympathetic 
hearlri_gs from stat~ wel­
fare. of:icia!s for the first 
time in se\·en years." 

Weceme•.-~r took office: 
b 1!)59 a.s "on'T of Brown's 
original a:;,po intees. He .. 
pre,iot..sly served as Santa · 
C 1 a r a C o u n t y welfare 
director as did Holcomb. 

A 1 t h o u g h angry at 
Brown for voiding , the 
contract, representatives 
of variouJ ·welfare rights 
groups v,ho came to Sa­
crarr..ento to protest this 
action and '\Vedemeyer's 
resignation i.z1dicated they 
knew !ittle about ·Hal .. · 
coma. 

T h e y 0.,·ere l av is h, 
howe•: er . in their praise 
for \Ved e::1eyer, express­
ing do•.ta t: tha t he could be 

~, 

"He was our only hope," _ 
one woman· representative 
sai_d at a noisy protest 
meeting in the Capitol. i 

H o 1 c om b will be nq 
stranger J.o Sacramentd 
when he arrives here. Ht:! -
p r e v i o u s 1 y served sb:" 
years as chief of adminis~ 
t r a t i V e service9 in the 
State Department of Social 
Welfare under another di, 
rector. · t· 

He also was chairman Of 
· the committee on welfara 

administration of th e , 
governor's vYelfare Study I 
Commission which recom­
mended sweeping changes 
in 1963; some of which I 
were later enacted into 
law. . ; 

One or those changes 
stripped the State Social 
Welfare Board of its poli­
cy-making duties and vest­
ed this power in the hands 
of the director. This left 
the .board as only a study 
gro1,tp. . . . 

Holcomb, 54, has no illu-

.,/j2lD I U I W9iitl: ®3\ J5 i;llllll" -7 
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Thrifty Bonded Pres/ 
are fully guarontee6'' 

• curocy, purity and..( 
. sensibly p,iod, ," 
Blue Chip Stal' 
1criptian De,./ 
•Week.· · 
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slons about his new job. , 
He knows he's going to be i 
on the firing line the first·· \ 
day. _ - . -\" 

''I view it as an opp~rtu- :\ 
n ity," he said. "I don't like ~ -. 
the word _'challeng~,• and r·. 
I'm not gomg to wait and 1 · 
see about anything." ' • · 

I. 

\ 
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Proposed Answers to questions sbumittea by B111 Boyar s ky_ AP 
July 27, 196~ \J \_o ~~l..u ·, ~ 

I. In view of cri ticisms of the University of California, do you favor a constitutional 
c hange permitting the governor qnd the legisla tu~e to have more .control over UC? 

I I 

When a small minority of students at Berkeley impair the traditional function of that 
institution - providing an education - that situa tion must be rectified. Constitut ional 
revision placing more controls on the UC system from Sacramento is a solution that 
creates more problems that it solves. The purpose of providing long tenure to mem­
be rs of the Board of Regents is to insulate them from political pressure and influence. 
Clearly, political control from Sacramento might prove destructive of academic free­
dom. I recommend that thoughtfu I attention be devoted to de-centra !'izing the UC 
system. Centro lization , as current history testifies, does not a !ways bring sure 
solutions, whether in Washington, or in Sacramento. · 

2. Are you in favor of repealing the Rumford act in [967? 

I am a firm believer in government which is representative of its citizens - I 101n 

2/3 of California's voters in favoring statutory_ repeal of the Rumford ac~. The 
Rumford act, when analyzed together with other housing legislation, is both redun­
dant and loosely phrased. I favor repeal of the Rumford act, together with the 
drafting of alternative legislation which, in ikeeping with the 14th Amendment to 
the U.S. Constitution, guarantees to all citizens maximum liberty and equality in 
their rights to property. · 

3. Both of you have agreed on the need for property tax reform. How would you go 
about it? \ 

l • I 
I. i . 

Our outdated system of property taxation grew up with an Agrarian society in which the 
chief value of property lay in the land. I propose that we devote our efforts to the . . .• { 
creation of a system t_hat recognizes present realities.~ property should be taxed f •·· H~ '" , ~, _·l 
on the basis o'f services receive'\_os .. d.La, !um:i:.w.Je~. ! Second, the foventory tax, 
a regressive system of taxation that drives a-,,vay its source of income, shou Id be modified 
so as to stimulate greater business activity a 'nd, thus, tax revenues. 

4. Would you favor the 1967 legislature tightening current welfare laws? 

The tightening of we I fare laws in areas where the system is abused is not enough. 
What is needed is not mere "tightening, II but creativity. La~s that today effect 
the truly deserving - the permanently disabled, the aged, ard the temporarily unpro-
ductive - may even need to be "loosened". I recommend that a commission be created , , . 
to:aefine welfare's goals and propose means whereby(welfare ~---··-------a 1-tc._ 

X
; ~1

ining and return to productive lives, thaf· the full forces of government, business 
I I 

,nd l'obor unite to create jobs an? offer training programs. ;Unimaginative public 
welfare programs have institution'oli zed ,and perpetuated\ poverty, at the expense 

o f welfark recipients and the public alike. 

I 

I 
i 

' 
___ ___ ... __ _ 
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5. Do you believe crime is a problem in California and, if so, what laws would you 
favor to solve it? 

(i Jo·•· r 
Crime is a serious problem ,/~erywhere across this nation. In Co lifo;nia a lone, the 
average family of 4 spendt_.$1000 annually for the prevention and control of crime ...-· 
In order that we meet today's challenge of the growing costs and incidence of crime,' 
I propose that we re-enact those key cri mer prevel')ti on bills vetoed by the governor, 
stop the pre-emptio'n by the state of measures at the loco I level created to meet 
loco I problems, and remove politics frorr/ the appointment of judges. · . · 

I 

I 
I 

I 
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Frar.:c!1t , Cali!~•.(' 
THE • E.GIB .-: . 

Ciro .. 9/200 · .. ,:):/1: J, 
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Ji.~n/'" _' ,.c. ·'.· Ei ' .1888;p · ' 

~~~ia~.lD~~~i:~~~·'~A:ciiihC~e ~:: ,.~ 
. v,?~>:- ·J,1·· -J -~ U.:1-~ /P;,r.r ~·-J·· .iJ ·,:.:·. ,: lf'f";:l.ol.D'~-~,·4t:~~ --~ - : ·,;' t~ 1· 

~-: ·,'A;sign~e~t: ~ :'"fttf:r1 ~~~:.: ·~~i,- _· ll;:· .Y' ~ .~ ~ -agedfand i)ifirm anb. .ess ?tis~ "w~o '".; < 
. ":r Watch ka poll ·cian, shake hands with · f want to be unemployed m Cahforma · 
huna:ced ·'of ,,well-wishers, smile ,.·at.., an ·. rather~than jobless somewhere else." . · 
endless array ofl."cute'' . remark~ · ap-d . . _ He_ also pro_poses to l~P. the dep~rt­
wink ·at as many admirers as po9:S1ble t9 · ~: ments . of public heal.th;:. social security,· 
give .-that added: personal touc~: .. ,Then;;_ ;; mental -hygieJ?.~ - and ' rehabilitation and 
• liim. • , :.· • •,:.··.". • ·' · ·•: .- .· ' ; .. the new super agency of health and wel-s1ze up. . . . . .. . . . , ,. • ._ , > . . 

How much . intimate · knowledge of ·a ~ fare . into one-- single agency to melt off 
man can. you really gain in the . smok~- · . the fat of. duplication and overlapping. 
filled- room . of a fund-raising dinner;: · ~-. That . proposal . ranks Reagan as. a fear- . • 
amid the- small and sometim~s senselestt"· . .-... less _ fighter; for he knows how . many 
chatter of a cocktail hour-? Admittedly; ·. · state employes it would deliver· to his 
not much ·. -··· . · -: ... i; · opponent ;, , · ,,·. ' · "!, 
. But ~atch the maii'iong- enough, 'ils- 1

_'. His othe~ .proposal. i;. to dump able­
ten hard enough, study his prepa,red re- ;;::~ bodied, : we!fare recipient;s off the dole 
~ arks in depth, wa_tch ·rum go ~h~ugh -·· ·:. unless./ they . earn the~r sialt by ,working 
his , paces and the · JOb becomes· ea:s1er. ' , , for the public good, either- on some state 
··- That formula isn't designed to quali ; '-' level, at park mainteJtancEl and the like, ·. 
fy you to write a: stirring ·ch~pter-of•-!'Iii '_. f or- agree -to-undergo job retraining that 
side Ronald Reagan": but it-.. reveal far ····· would·. get' them . back- into· the main- · 
more than it obscure~ .. ,--:,;, · ;•·":' . · .. :r;:;,:_~.- '; stream otauseful existence-.!· -~· • · ;.· 
. · .. · · · * : .1·J *·.t~1• i* ·;· ~- . ;,,-_,;;:· . .:•·)'--,:· What the election·· boils down· to is ; 

Republicans; · in: ·r_e.:c o r d · num be : , }I_; • ' whether Re~gan is close enough to the .' ·: 
turned out Tuesday. ¢ght -iri Haywai:_d ~o.,~ ... · .. people, and their wishes, t<? attra.ct them 
ch7e; ;Reagan on~~ j !f:it~~et!'-~ :~-i:?~ : ~ -·d.espite :. his-: ine~perienc~ -~-~~ , . .:rdmin~stra~ · 
paigncoffers. . . ·-· ···R-,-- · .•. ~- . .,_,,,, . ,;i. .. ..., -<t: tion on. a statewide leveL -. __ _. 

Reagan, the man,'; was -. tired with ' the '. :; ·. To do _that he must; as·: t hey say in , 
kind,,.o~ weariness..:tnat~ only. tht?: un~li~f --\, : _the trade, )"come acro_ss_': to his public. 
able · ngors of the·•~ampaign trail ·c_an ~"Tuesday-rug'ht, once hIS, text. wal? out of ·. 
cause~ ,... . ; , ·. . -.. , ,;,_ •; /: ,the way; Ronald Reagan, the man, came 

But Reagan, the ...:politician - · ·. albeit -,, .. 1~cross.-in ·spa.des, despite· .all the imper­
an amateur one, which might not nee- '· 'sonal obstacles of mass·campaigning: 
essarily be a strike against him t h i s · ·, · · * * * 
time-was tireless. His prepared text . :· His off-the-cuff remarks brought out 
packed a few surprises, a few new .. ~ the kind of fire and spirit that will en­
twists that bear some attention. • · ·,, ,f.:• ,,J -~: i dear him to people- of both parties. 
; Any plans to harness a runaway un,.:· The consensus: Ronald Reagan is a 

employment problem with the brainpow- . neophyte- politician who has turned that 
er and experyence of / private industry, · .... so-cri,lled weakness to his advantage; a 
or any blueprints to correct a welfare.;:., .m3.Il- whose personal sincerity and in­
syst~m that is producing wholE:' new ~en~=,;;...._ tegrity;. ;in ,<;>Ur- opinion, overcomes a lot 
erabons. of drone_s · dtr,~and rm1;1e~~ ~- ._of other mmor_ faults; a man who .de- ·: 
and detailed attention. ,.••~..; ~. . ... - , 0 ,. , •. ..,.,J ~; !_ ~rves to be given a chance to make . 

Reagan's plans. of~e1;::- 'more -' to,·-:_the ,~: · good on his common-sense promises. 

. ~!- . 
; 

:·· .._ ~,,;, .... ((.·"!I· .... -.; ... ~t•· •.,r.!;1.l~· ~ .,.,:.\ .t.··•·.~ ·:.,JI·· ••• ·' · • .. . 
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COUNTY OF Los ANGELES B UR E AU O F PUBLI C ASS IST ANCE 

T 11 ~ S I A I F I E G I S I A 1 IJ R E H A S ADO P T E D A N D GO V E R NO R BR O W N H A S S I r.:, F r, I N TO 

✓ LAW, A PROVISION WHICH GIV E S YOU A $4 INCR E ASE I N YOUR O A S G R AN T , FOR 

A ONE - YEAR PERIOD BEGINNING JULY 1, 1966 , AND E NDING J UNE 3 0 , 1 96 7. 

SINCE YOU HAVE ALREADY RECEIVED YOUR REGU L AR OAS GRAN T F OR J ULY , 

AUGUST AND SEPTEMBER, AN ADDIT I ONAL CHECK F OR $ 4 , F OR EACH MON TH I N 

WHICH YOU WERE ELIGIBLE S INCLUDED WITH THIS NOTICE. 

GRANT WI LL BE NCREASED $4 EFFECT I VE OCTOBER 1 , 1 966. 
YOUR CONTINU I NG 

Tri IS $4 MON TH LY 

INCREASE IN GRANT IS TO ASSIST YOU IN MEE T ING ANY EX ' ENS E S YOU M/,Y HAVE 

F OR HOUSEHOLD REMED I ES AND SIMILAR PERSONAL OR SUNDRY N E EDS . 

T 6 - 7 4 9/66 ? 

COUNTY O F LOS ANGELE S BUREAU OF PU BLIC ASSIST ANCE 

IMP O RTANT NOTICE TO O AS RECIPIENTS 

" THE S T ATE LEGISLAT U RE HAS ADOP TED 

LA W, A PROVISION WHICH G I V E S YOU A 

AND 

S 4 

G O VERN O R 

IN C REASE 

i:,/ 
_ _,, l:. ~ .... 

BR OW N HAS SIGNED 

I N YOUR OAS GR ANT, 

L 

NTO 

FOR 

A O N E- Y E AR PERI O D BEGINNING JU LY 1, 1966, AN D E N DING JUNE 30, 1967. 

S INCE Y O U H AVE ALREADY RECEI V ED YOUR REG UL AR O AS GRANT FOR JULY, 

AU GUST AN D SEPTEMBER, AN ADDITIONAL CHECK FOR $ 4, FOR EACH MON TH IN 

WHICH YOU WERE ELIGIBLE IS INCLUDED WITH THIS NOTI C E. 

GRA NT WILL BE NCR EASED $ 4 E F FECTIVE OCTOBER 1, 1966 . 

YOUR CONTI NU ING 

TH IS $ 4 MONTHLY 

-1 

INCREA S E IN GRANT IS TO AS S IST Y O U IN ME ETING ANY EXPENSES YOU MAY H AVE 

F OR HOU S EH O LD REMEDIE S AND S IMIL A R PER S ON AL OR SU~D R Y NEEDS. 

T6 - 7 4 9 / 66 



COUNTY ~F LOS ANGELES BUREAU OF PUBLIC ASSISTANCE 

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO OAS RECIPIENTS 

THE STATE LEGISLATURE HAS ADOPTED ANI GOVERNOR BROWN HAS SIGNED INTO LAW, A 

PROVISION WHICH GIVES YOU AN EXTRA ALLOWANCE IN YOUR OAS GRANT TO ASSIST YOU 

IN MEETING ANY EXPENSES YOU MAY HAVE FOR HOUSEHOLD REMEDIES AND SIMILAR PERSONAL 

NEEDS, 

196 6. 

YOUR GRANT HAS BEEN INCREASED TO THE STATE MAXIMUM EFFECTIVE JUL-Y--1- ,­

SINCE YOU HAVE ALREADY RECEIVED YOUR REGULAR OAS GRANT FOR JULY, AUGUST 

AND SEPTEMBER, AN ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR EACH MONTH IN WHICH YOU WERE ELIGIBLE IS 

INCLUDED WITH THIS NOTICE, 

INCREASE, 

T6 77- 1 9/66 

YOUR CHECK FOR OCTOBER ALREADY NCLUDES THIS 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
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TO: 

PROM: 

SUBJ: 

ENCL: 

M E M O R A N D U M 

CALIPORNIANS for REAGAN 
1926 ~ Wi1$hire Blvd 

Los Angeles, Calif'., 9000 s 90057 
Phone:(213) ~,1xsssJxJtsoc'3C•x~•x 

PHONE: 483-4101 

Bill Rober ts 
w: 

Geo. Rochester 

DATE: Oct 4, 1966 

OLD AGE RECIPIENTS in California. 

(1) Copy of transmittal memorandum 
with the recipient's check, da­
ted September 30th 1966 • 

1. I think that you will have to agree with me, 
that the attached message which accompanies 
each $12.00 check to Senior Citizens, is very 

· cleverly done 1 

2. I am wondering if you plan on counteracting 
this propaganda - to set the record straight -
and in pointing out the long delay of this 
monthly differential, which now comes at the 
most appropriate time along with a powerful 
message helping Pat Brown in his hopeful de­
sire for a third term as Governor. 

Please let me know of your action, if any, 
concerning this matter. 
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November 1, 1966 

Mrs . V..ats Kunitsugu 
c/o Kashu Mainichi 
346 East First Street 
Los Angeles, California 90012 

Dear Lady of the Carrousel: 

Your glowing account in the October 18 issue of your paper of the rally at 
the "real nice clambake" the preceding evening, was so extremely friendly 
and helpful t o me, that it was only fair to my opposition that you point 
out (as you did in your October. 21 "Carrouael") the things that make you so 
afraid of me and th II danger of Reagan" .•• BOT 

Do you really think that even the "uncultured, unclean, unaJabitious" will 
have anyth g to fear from me? 

The members of your profession must be students of character, and are able 
to distinguish between the true and the false. You obviously read my auto• 
biography, vJhere• s the Rest of Me?, you have seen and heard me speak my 
mind, and you know of my reputation for integrity and sound common sense, 
of which I am .rightfully _proud. Applying what you know, woul it e consis­
tent with my hac ground that I should now or in the future overlook or 
neglect the needs of the ·"uncultured, uncl n, unainbitious. 11 

I 
The vice of t he present situation is that now tho e and other unfortunat S-

are given nothing but a parti':ll anesthetic in the f orm of a money dole, 
which only insures their remaining in the ·" lums." There bas been and is 
too much walking backwards into the future, too much looking and talking 
about the pas t and what is claillled to have caused present deplorable condi­
tions. ~t• s turn around, face forward and .4Q. something to correct these 
evils. 

When our creative ideas go to work after the new day dawns, we will provide 
the necessary stinulus and help so that the "uncultured" can help thems lve 
to be more cultured, so that the "unclean" can Jlelp themselves to be clean, 
and so that the " unambitious11 will help themselves to acquire the necessary 
ambition to cna le them to leave the slums and to "live long in clean, cul­
tured suburbs." Then, and only then, will the slums completely and perman­
ently disappear. Then these people can lift their heads with the rest of 
us, all proud that .we are Californians. 

When you state that I am a "self-acknowledged conservative'' you do not 
adequately defin or explain what I actually mean by " conservative. 11 My 
definit ion of a Republican conservative is an American of integrity, pro­
gressive in his creative thinking, who strives to make this a better place 
l1n which to live and raise children, and accomplishes. that result by the 
app lication of hard work and sound common aense. A conservative Republican 
i s a good American citizen with both feet on the ground. 
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Mrs . Kats Kun1 tsugu 
November 1, 19~6 
Page two 

You say tha '1 the key to the danger of R.ona.14 Reagan i s his swi t ch f rom­
liberal Democrat. to a conservative Republican. " You r ecount my " try ing 
hard to 'save' people" i n my fight for the rights of the members of the 
Scr een Acton Guild d nrJ working with management during my l ong assoc­
iati on wit General Electric. You do not mention that I represented both 
labor ncl management in t he Screen industry, when I appeared for both 
be.fore Congressiboal committees and ·fought for their mutual rights on tax 
mat ters. 

You s ea to wcnde.: why I chang d my party affiliation. Just say that, 
having seen and lived :vith both sides, I had be-come leas one-sided and more 
mature in my t hi nl ~g an that I m~rely foll.owed the advice of the most 
r evered aepublican . Abraham Lincolnt who said: 

11 Stand with anybody that stands right •. 
Stand with him while he is right and 
part with h im when he goes wrong . 11 

(Speech a t Peoria ,. Ill inois• October 16> 1854) 

I My1 opponent coul d not follow this advice because hi motto eems to 

"It' s wrong to be r i g t." 
I 

Thank you ver y much for t he many kind words t hat you> a Democrat,. have 

• • 

said about me, and please convey my s iru::er thanks and appreciation. t o 
your people , both Republican ~nd Democrats, for the warm reception given 
me a t the Octobe+ 17 rally, and for t he great help of every k ind which 
they have given and. are giving me • . 

I am sending a copy of this l tter for your editor and I feel certain 
that he vill give "equal ti.ma" on t he "carrousel..n 

Sincerely, 

Your Friend and the. True Friend of Your People 
, 

I I' 

Ronald Reag~ 

RR: pw 

c c : Editor 

I 

i 
I 
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;:~ SACRAMENTO, Dec. 9 (UPD · . 
·:ii.· - At least 250 persons in Cal 
• fornia are drawing welfare 

while on the payrlol of the 
Federal war on poverty, a "ur­
vey by united Press Interna• 
t ional showed today. · = 

A large percentage of ~­
the cases are in Los An· ~ 
geles county, the survey · 
showed. · :· 
Welfare officials 1n severa-1 · 

counties .are quietly imple 
~ menting new reguiauo~s de'."=· 
~ signed to curb the relative a~­f; fluence of so'me of th~se 

\t1 
wc;i:::ty workers engaged~ 

;{ in community action pro-: 
·~t~ grams in some areas are r~ : 
~• ceiving welfare grants under:; 
41« the program of aid to fami--: 

lies with dependent children= 
at the same time they ar~ 
drawing salaries from paver-:·; 
ty programs. 

Federal, state and couno/.'.: 
poverty and: welfare off.iclal .. 

- readily concede such case~ 
exist, point out- that the d~ 
~le payment . ls legal, an~ 
maintain the systeit?, ·is .4 . 
signed to. provide incentiv~r, . 
get the people . off welfa:r~ - ·. 

::;._ eventually. ·· · · · · · ·~· · ,; 
I' Most of the persons receiv,f · · 
1
• in"' double payments ·were · . 

?S wcltare re c.i pie n·t S before , . 
IS they were hired by lo~&"P9:'1>·.',;;, 
r- erty prole<:ts: _to . wo;-k'· .~.O -~ . 
O. the poor; 1n· "~elf·l!;~·- _P~ ~·:',~ 
r- grams or·as teachers JJ.fdes~+''. 

· s pi;-~je_~ts. such .~ -?1ead-s~. " 
,, , _ne .. _J J~ .)~ 

..... , "U' ......-*!.,,. !:"' . 

· ' (CoJit;;oll"P;t,ge-:A.15;:po_ ~ - t~ • .::~~ .... , ..... .., -~· , 
·::~ Jtw_,::- '.-:·•·· ,:,;,:r~ti:t·e~~~r-.. s:·.,: . . '.t:A:JJ s·'o·: i< ·\'{l~_·•,· .. 
e .. · . "' ·K .1·,-.._ t .. ;:):15_: ~· 

et _·:w~lfa~e i_PtlXr;, _:,':'. 
(Continued from Page A·3): ,,. # · .• • . 

I I .... ·. . 

tlons, they are cla.l.sified as family ot· three, in which the 
trainees - "resictent non• mother and a teen-aged son 
prrifessionals" ....: ; which were taking part in -poverty 

programs, received a total of 
permits them ,' suhstantial $738 for . the month of Sep-
e. ·emptions from thelr pov• t ember. • 
ert.~ earnings w~en com- • ,In Los Angeles County, 
p11tmg welfare claims. · the average gross income for 
Un er the Economic Op- the welfare-poverty worker 

port1mity Act of 1964, they cases amounted to $6300 a 
could deduct $85 from their year, and one family earned 
poverty program earnings $9100 ·a year. There were oth­
a nd half of th~ _remainder of ers-in the $800&-a-year bracket. 
t he salary from -consideration • ·• · Somewhat less spectacu, 
as - income. Further exemp- Iar cases .were found in 
tlnns are permitted for work- Alameda, Sacramento and 
In~ P.xpenses; Social, security, ·other counties. 
and income tax. ·. ·. . The Federal OHice of Eco-

Cnnnty we l tare depart. nomic Opportunity reacted to 
m •~ nts hen use this remain- the situation last September 
in;; fraction of their salaries by issuing new regulations 
a.; t.he total income, subtract based/. on new interpretations 
1t Irom Lhe "total need" of of the 1964 statute creatln 

~

he family in questiop and the programs. / 
ake up the differep[ as a The State D11partment of 

rant under the aid I fami- Social . We 1 fare passed 
,,es with dependent 'c lldren along tlie new rules to 
program. , \ county we Ir a,r e depart: 

Here is · what the · system ments ln October and all 
l)r1Jdnced: I counties wlll have them im• 

• In Butte County, one _plemented by Jan1J,ary •.. 
,.- .... , · . ., 

' · 

' 
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PUBLIC WELFARE 

Budget Analysis • 1965-1.966 

Possible means of slowing the growth In soctal welfare costs: 

I. The Institution of recovery provisions with respect to old age. security program. Some 
portions of costs would be recovered from estate or recipient after hts death. 

2. Enactment of stronger relatives' responsibility provisions. It was estimated tn 1962 that 
reinstatement of responsible relatives provisions that existed prior to l961 •amencfments 
would result In approximate annual savings in Old Age Security of $11,254,900. 

3. Simpllfication of the cost-sharing fonnulas In the assistance programs. 

4. A c:etsatton of duplicative cost-of-ltvtng increases. At the present, cost-of-livlng 
ln*ses are passed on to recipients from federal grants as well as state and county 
t ncreases. . \ 

' . ;; . . 

5. · Establishment of maximum ave'rage grant provisions in each of the assistance programs, 
· wtth such maximum average grant levels not subject to alteration during the course of 
the fiscal year. 

I 
• • I 

Possible means of Introducing economies into specific phases of program operations. 

1. . Termination of the provision of special need allowances for prepaid medical and hospital 
care insurance tn the Old Age Security and Aid to the Blind Program. 

2. lnstitufion of a simplified system for the preparation, writing and issuance of departmental 
regulations, circular letten, memorandums, and other items of instruction or correspondence. 

I 

(a) Concern over this problem has existed for a number of years, little has been done. 
Since Sept. 1964, dept. has revised 51 sheets in procedure manual, issued 188 circular · 
letteB, 259 pages of information related to department bulletins, 57 procedure memoran­
dums and 1,655 revisions in nine program and activity manuals. Copies of 22 bound pro-

·' cedure and program manuals and handbooks extend approxtmatelyJ 5 ft. In 1ength. 
I 
! \ 

· (b) i Three observations may be imode: 
I 

~. Revisions are necessary especially following changes Involved in 1963 legislation. 
/ Jiowever, number and length of many unwon:anted and content of many non-essential. 

I 
I 
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•• Although the deportment does have a number of directly administered 
programs, the department is charged with supervision and not admintstro- . 
tion of the stx assistance programs • 

• • The most deleterious effect of such a production of paper is on the individual 
social workers themselves, who must read review and complete a number of · 
forms and documents which require them to devote time to this sort of activity 
rather than that for which they have been expressly trained and can be most 
productive. 

Souree: Budget Analysis 1965-1966 
Page 612, Item 168 

One-Step Welfare Plan 
i 

A $16.8 mlllton "one-stop" welfare .program was proposed to the legislature by Governor Brown. 
The one-stop center would combine welfare aid, education and employment guidance, vocational 
rehobllltatlon, parole services, mental hygeine, help consumer advice and representatives of the 
Fair Employment Practices Commission. 

· Under this plan c;i single person, called a "master case worker" would toke charge and handle all . . 
the services for the recipient. The master case worker Is likely to be a state employee. The · 

. administrations spokesman said controversy was expected to develop over provisions giving the 
case workf;'r power to tell the county how and when to administer social services now under 
county control. i i 

: . • . I l . . . . 
.. Centers would be located In Los Angeles and San Francisco (2 each) and one each in Oakland, 
:Long Beach, Stockton, San Bernardino, Riverside, Bakersfield, Fresno and Vallejo. 

Source: Oakland Tribune - 2/14/66 

Administration of Public Assistance 

In 1961 the Legislature authorized subvention of funds to county welfare departments which would 
i mpr~ve ad'T'inistrction. (We I fare and Inst. Code #403). · 

: I 

The only stote agency exempt fr~m the requirement that all administrative regulations be published 
in .the Register of the Administrative Code is the Department of Social Welfare. This hos been 

I .. 
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the root of lnnumerabl& policy and odmintstrotton problems. Perhaps most serious administra­
tion problems is the amount of regulatory material which pours out"-of the Deportment of Socfal 
Welfare to caseworkers at the county level. In analysis of the budget,. the Lesiskztive Analyst 
states that "Since September, 1964 through January, 1965, less than. 1/2 year the department 
hos revised 51 sheets in Its procedure manual. In the post 18 months, the departmer.t has 
Issued 188 circular letters, 259 pages of information relating to department bullstfns, 57 
procedure memorandums, and has made 1,655 revisions in ni!'l8 programs and activity manuals. 
Copies of the -22 bound procedure and program manuals and record handbooks extend approx· 
imately 5 feet in length. 11 

Y~lo county reported at the committee's public hearings that each month they are- required to 
submit 180 reports to the state. This experience was repeatedlzyevery county reporting 
(55 out of58) • - · 

The Senate Fact Anding Committee mode the following recommendations: 
-· . . . I . . . . . 

11:ln summa~y, requl'ring the public:Qt.ions of the depa;rhnent's regulatory material in th.e adminis­
trative code would: 

1. Reduce the initial amount of regulatory materials .adopted by the State Department of 
Social Welfare; . . i . I • . • 

·2. Reduce the amount of unnecessary revisions of such materials; 

3. Provide needed assistance to the department by experts in the Reviiion of Admf nistrative 
Procedµ res as to form and format used for regu lotions; . · · 

I • 

4. lmpro.Je rehabl litative services to welfare recipients by pennitting and encoumglng 
resourceful caseworkers and by de°'3osing the paper blizzard; 

:5. Give greater protection to recipients, counties and the general public from illegal 
or unreasonable agency ruli_ngs; and I 

I 
16. · fv'tc:ie our great fovestment. ,bf money and staff In publfo w~lfare that much more capable 
' of 98aring high returns. 11 

• · i \ · 
! 
' 

I 

I 
i 

I 

\. 

Source: Senate Fact Finding Committee on Labor 
and Welfare 
Choinnan: Vernon L. Sturgeon 
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SOCIAL WELFARE BULLETIN-NO. 2 

THE JOB OPPORTUNITIES BOARD (J.O.B.) · 

The problem of welfcre hos grown increcslngly In California and Its constant increases hove 

b-.~n Independent of the affluence or depression of the general ecOAOm)' (see outline prepared 

for TV cm~ fo_ct Books). Currently third o.nd fourth generotion welfare recipients ore not un­

common and are growing in number. Browrls proposal. for welfare follows. previous pattern, 

in that he sugged spendtng moro to obtain unpredlctobla results. In this case, his proposal 

is for sixty million dollars for job retolnlA9 of welfare teeiptents, twenty .. four mUlton· of which 

I 

·: must come from state funds. This adds one more continuing program which does not bow a 

g~rantee of success end at en lncreOM<J cost to the toxpayen. 

Tha Creath•• Society offers the framework for o fqr better solution to welfare problems by 

turnlh9 to the people themselves to seek the solution. The specific proposal here Is for the 

estubltshinent of a ~ntet for Job location and trcdnl119 to be fully support«! Gnd fund.d by . · 
. . . 

the private or Independent sector of the economy. In thfs czaie, we propose to call It THE 

JOB OPPORTUNITIES BOARD, to be known more commonly by lb abbtevtoted name of 

J.O.B. It is. fcahioned ofter the V9IY' successful concept of Chad McdaHan in his work 

' 
in Wotts, but ol.- includes several new conC$ph. The proposal hes the support of o large 

I ; . 
: independent citb:~ns orsonlzotion o~ It olso should receive the ba~klng of a.lous 

, I • 
! : I I t 

business and lhdustrlal groups • 

• I 

Starting with the f-act that mony persons on welfare ere_ able bodies ar.d do hove come lob 

skills, there is o n-a~d to !cote thase jobs for them or pr,:,vide suitable training opportuntties 

in bi..iF.in-e.~~ and tndashy where curre.nt Job openings exist. J.O.B. wtfl serva os a coordlnoting 
! 

cente r to rec~lve tnformotlon from buslnass ond industry on iob openings throughout tl,a state, 



Page Two 

o nd to collate this infor.:.ction provided by counry welfura deportments on the work ovatl­

c.~i Ii ty and skiJ~ levsls of per>0ns currently on tha social welf0re rolls. 

J .G.8. would be funcled, stuffed, and directed by persons from the indepe~nt Seeto, of 

the community. This wUl CiSSvre its effic;is~y, ;>rodu.c;tivity, and reoc:tiveness to the problem,, 

it seeks to $Olva. In addition to information on welfare recipienb, the $tote of O:ilifomi(I 
; 

would provide card punching servl ees, computer programming help, and computer tiiNl to 

collato oil available Information~ Additional "reosoncble., services would be provided 

by the stare, whan request by J.O~B. Th. two agencles would work ~ooperatlwly together, 

but the primary direction end control would be exerc:i"d through the Independent Sffto, 

and it$ n)Onagement of J. 0. B. 
I 

Persons who or& declare:d eligible for such programs will be n,qvi.red to accept work suit­

able for , their .skill or trolning lewJ. While in trajnlAg, they will c:ontlnuo to receive their 
! . . . . ' 

welfcsre che~lo, which ,could possibly be poid to the compgntes conductlns the trolnlng to oHow 

· them to ~ · 1 n a pc,sitlon of providing o iupplement to wel fqie payments and a further Induce­

ment to traini09. lJpOft ccmpletlon of troinin9, welfora checks will stop and tho Individual 

wUI .accept the iob for which he was trained and usually within the specific lndu$try or plant 

facility In whlc:h h~ ~ trained. Dropping out of the program for bed conduct or loct of 

. . . . I ' . ; . 
dedication to the ti:ainlng actlvltJe, wHI be comidered a sulflci•nt condition for termlna-

' ' ! ! . 
• I ; 

ti~ of welf!lre stptus. However, those ·persons who ore obviously not suited for th& type 

of work they are being trained for will b.e given <:mother job placement or training 
I 

opportunity. 

I 



I 

I 
I 

I 
/ 

I 
! 

The important points of the pion are: I 

a. This would reduce the case loon on social welfare. 

Paga Three 

· · b. There is no necssity or Qdditlonul funds from the State of California {business and 

industry cover the cost). 

c. It fits nicety with all of the tenents of the Creotlve Society. 

I • 

! 
I 

I 

·I 
i 
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seAt to the eowrnw. It wcs outhored by A~blyun ~ Stevens ond wos to re- · 

quire O·;,t,J10nGl lntetvi41W fw oH .,,-..,., wellore oppli<iOnb t~t tho state. Its 
. . 

pt1rpcse was to ~bat rbl• wolfQ,. com-· by roducln, the -ntmbtr of fioud ·COIN or . . . 

ot1- peraom who do not te.gltl•tttly i,.t-a on w-.lfo,-, Tl. personal lntorvltw Wo,11 

enttJonary octfon of the head of the O.portnnt QI Soctot W•lfore. The meoswe hod the 

GP~ of wrlo. ~nlaotlons, f.-ludt• County Sv,ed,._ott Affoefation. On . . I 
July'8, it65,. Willlc,,~ Q .• MocOougaU~ Genen:al Cot>~I·· end: ~r for tt.. County 

· Superlne.ndt,ats Assoclotlon, wrot. o 1•-ttet to &town, tn which _ he scald In port: 

.MJhtJ ·bltl n.rely plac.1 tn ·t'- 1tohJtet tM ton, standing •tom In 
Odlfornlo thot JMtnont not he plcictci on pubttc otsbtonce rolls whhout 
• personal lnmvlew. W• CGMOt conceiw -thot thtt •~ would be 
contrewnlal.. • • • • TM tre-ncl In modffn. wetro,. act.Jnbtrotlon 11 
toward more penoMII t1thtnMWS " ••• The opptov0l of thb btll wUl •••ly lncntose tt. conffdena of Coltformo counti• In th. weJfo,e 
p~ they odmlobt.r for tM stcte throughout thct stot• ... 

' . 

At th$ IOfN ,ttmo,. JclmW•d.meyer, t>1~tor Qf th. Deplftmeftt of Soc.fol Welfors·, was 
I 

pvm.ptns fo, o plan to _ do oway with po"°"°I lnr.trvJ4w1 os,d ~How a penon awJylt19 , 
I 

for l 0 ld ~• Astistcna to sign \ln offidillvlt OI to r~tt:fl ond ~Hglblllty, which could 
I . . : .I . . . 

0Vlan b.e malled in without CJ penoi'Kal ;cpp,aorance on thJ port of tho cppUcont. later, 
f . 

foe plan was to be extended to othar b-ronehes of weH'ortt. It was pretenMd una.r the 
I 

I 
i 

. -
. \ I 
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'1ulse of .~vlng money si~ .. time end effort ore frultle,sly const.UMd not only i~ the 

: initlol·· Interview, but f n the dotaii•d wrlfJcotion whlch now follows It.~ {Stota Oepcrt­

ment of Soclol Welfare ht et newt releose of March 12, 1965). We&uneyer also s.ctd In. 

tha ~ news releas., DGrec, hondfcap, to ~•lfore .simpllfl-cotfon Gftt imJ)OIMO by tho· 

prevcaUI~ method.· can4 otmoqhere of skeptlccl lnwstlgotlon. 11 

. \, 

Sine. this wos o news .-.t.-. by w._lMY•r, ft is qvft. obvlout thot the Gowmor 
f . 
lwcs cawca,.. cf Wedo-r•r't ~netGJ progrom phUOJO?hy, end t. pocbt vetoed A. 8. 3:U2 

thot Y•'• Thus, thent's cne mor. indtcotlon that ltown we, wry mU¢h owar• of all of 
I . . 

This f• the only ploe. of Legfslotlon.on :w•lfore ti> poss tn thc;t lflllon. h~ of thb, 

k.iefnblymon SteYN$ ho, ploeed -o c0"'5tfhJt1onal orunct.nt on the ~r bcllot 

which: will ovtJow tt.. ~ of poek•t wtoret by - Governor {i>topOfltlon 6). H• hos done 

18$$lon, tt.. Govemot wtoed only eight (8) btll,, but he ,ock•t vetoed One Hundred 
I . 

and sbcty-flw (165) .• i 8ecousa of thct two-thtrds requlremenh ln both ~ for ~ 
I i \ 

o~r a poc;ut v.~, ,n. legblotvre ,aldom owr overrides o G-ovemor's vet<>. In spite 

of thos. problem,, tM Qqyemo, SGlcl In o prNt con(e,.~ JeiJly 6, 1966, 

"And I don't know of ,my governor Jn the . hbto,y cf the state who hos 
eYM ,r,bused thb ~r (pocket veto) over o long period of tltM. ra 

I : 

I 
I 
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/ PUBLIC ~.JELFARE 

Jewelry Purchases 

Assemblyman Charles J. Conrad has uncovered situations where women receiving 

Aid to Family w_ith Dependent Children were purchasing jewlry ~n credit list­

ing their present employer as "ANC" (i\id to Needy Children). Futhermore, 

some of this jewelry was for use by a man. 

"This situation is an outgrowth of my inquiries into the so-called MARS 

Program (Man Assuming the Role of Spouse.) where the wom:ln is living with a 

man without being married to him. 

"These cases are not give.n simply as an expose. If I was able in a limited 

time to disco·ver such situations, think of t_he saving to the taxpayer, to 

say nothing of the unhealthy personal relationships that could be eliminated 

if we had a Social Welfare Department t_hat was truly interested in seeing 

that 10.0 cents of the tax-payer's dollar wali spent to help needy children, 

which is the purpose of the program." 
. . I 

Conrad produced photost~ts of the appl~cation .for credit in the following 

cases: 

' 

. .MISS Norma ____ who stated; she . was single, but also listed 

a Jo·seph ____ as . spouse, p.urchased a matched pair of diamond 

_wedding ririgs for $295. 35. She stated she had been on welfare 

for one year. 

Rosalie ___ who listed herself as divorced, purchased a 

gentlemen's diamond ring for $112.20. She didn't say how 

long she had been on we lfar e. 

Hary ____ listed as a divorcee, but also naming a spouse with 
I . I , 

.a different na,me, purchased a }ady' s watch for $125.40. 
i 

SOURCE: NEi·JS RELEASE, Charles J. Conrad. March 2, 1966. 
I 

I 
: 

I· 
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PUBLIC we:LfARE 

~fficiency Recommendations 

1n a report to the California State Der-.: ,. '. .. aent of Social Welfare, the _1965 Los 

Angeles County Grand Jury called for an immediate start on streamlining existing 

i 
welfare programs. Prefacing the Grand Jury's 10 recommendations for paring costs 

; 

through efficient handling of growin~ case loads, ·peter F. Schabarum, panel 

foreman., charged that in Los Angeles County, $38. 5 million a year is being 
: I ' 

spent on welfare adcinistration costs. Ue added that the Los Angeles County 

Bureau of Public Assistance is operating on a $400,966,530 budget for the 

current fiscal year, accounting for 43.1% of the entire 1965-66 budget for county 

o~eration. "vJe learned that $38. 5 million of these funds are expended for county 

administrative costs of welfare programs, or for every $10 disbursed in aid, · 

nearly $1 is spent on administration," he pointed out. "Since it- is obvious 

l . 
that welfare is 'Big Business', we wonder whether it is 'Big · Business-' efficientiy 

administered." 1 

The Grand Jury report ·also pointed out: 

1. 

2. 

I : 

That while the State Department of Social l-lelfare uses "considerable 

latitude" in the interpretation of welfare iegislation, ·no consider­

atipn is being given to the difference in size of Los Angeles County 
I \ 

com~ired with other founties in the establishment of welfare policies 

a1;1q procedures. 

· That participation in the Federal "priority n,~eds" program will 

increase F,ederal assumption of adroinistracive costs from 50 to 

' 75%, but that figures for Los Angeles County i,Ldicat~ the county 

will be requir~d to assume an additional $361,650 cost in salaries 

for 280 new staff positions. 



I 
\_ . 

3. 

Grand Jury report ..... Page 2. 

Thnt no act ion w,1s tnken on 10 previous recommendations (6 of which 

needed no permissiV(! legislative :iction) for administrative simpli­

ficntion m:idt; b-y ~lilli-':lm A. Barr., head of the Los imgeles County 

Department of Charities, and included in the Governor's Welfar(! 

Study Cpmmission. 

Inn side. cor.iment, the Grand Jury point;ed out that Supervisor Ernest E. Debs, 

I 
a member of the cornnission, has charged that none of the rccor.uncndations made 

j 
in January, 1963, has been acted upon. The panel also speculated "whether ••.• 

the entir~ report has not been filed and forgotten." 

/. 4. 
! 

\ 

'that "the costs of welfare programs continue to rise, · the paper-work 

continues to mount, the turnov~r of social workers, whose norale is 

undermined by the hours sp;:)nt at paperwork, continues to contribute to 

;i¢.1inistr.<1.tivc difficulties, ilnd th~ time: available to cli'-'nts continues 

to decline." 

Th~ Grand Jury's eff.icicncy-rlnd'-uconomy rE;comr;1endations 1 included: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

I 

Reduction in the size of ov8r-wordy, rcpctitiv.:: and costly 620 to 760 

page r,cgu lnt ion l~andbooks. 

Seek 'legislation to repl~cc th~ 7 we lfare prograras now in effect to 

fi'lcet the: ne:eds of adult ri:::cipic.:nts with cl single uniforo progr-'.lo for 

:Jll cdsios. 
I I 

• I I ; 
Est.:1blibh 

; i i 
nid \~v~i 

I 

I 

(.l single.: st.:in<l-'.:l rd of C·'.lr..:: for a l J. adult C.'.lSCS with c! t!l£!.xinu1:i 

to bu set by J .-:iw ::i.ncl with r.,e:<lic,'.ll c a r -., to b.:. :~.d r.1in ist o r ~ d 

under ,1, uniforr.i se:t of n .:gulnt i ons • 
. i 

Establish uniform r (!eul~~ions t o syst~matiz(! th0 sev~ra l prograns for 

ncc.:dsy dis~blcd per&ons so ~s to cut adninistrativ~ costs .:1n<l to 

gunr~~t~~ that th~ n~Ldy blind, thu rn~ntnlly disturbe d an~ oth~r institu-
1: 

tlon~liz~d di s ~blud will n6 t b~ a~ni~d 2ssi s~inc ~ th roueh uncl~~r !~-

ministrntion po l ici~s . 

I 



l 
I .. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

; 

8. 

I 

I 
I 

Gr:md Jury r1.:port. .Pngc.: 3. 

Sir.iplify gr::mt cor:1put::ttions polici(!S and proccd_urcs involving chnng,:;s 

in recipient's cligibiHty and amounts of grnntk allowed. P~per and 

staff work on approxiraately 500,000 changes in '. status in Los Angeles 

\ 
County last year cost nore than · $10 per chnngC! or a totnl in excess 

of $5 oillion. 

D~ve;lop a sinplificcl case numbcr;ing systcD to replace a syster.:1 now 

rcciuiring_ st-:;i.tc nur.ibcring codes supcr-i1.iposc<l · on county cnsc numbers, 

resulting in confusion, d~plication of rccor~s ~nd wa~tc of tiraa 

_Use of the California Medical Associ!ltion Re lat ivc Value Stucy in 

place of the currcn~· foc.: schc.:d1k in the: Medical c~rc Pro8r"lm., 

• . i I 

Sub st: itut ion of a p~:.:ictical mcthoJ of .lil~itcd fiscal 'ludit. of rnacic':11 

statements iu pl.::tce: of the.: current !involvecl ' system. 

I 
SOURCE: 1965 LOS ANGELES COUNTY GRAND JURY R~PORT. 

\ 
\ 

I . 

i 
-I 
I 

I • 

\ · 

I 

./ 
\ 
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r. .. L~-•w vv/,,11 PUBLIC ,·JELF.\RE 

State Responsibility for Welfare. 

95% of city and county welfare programs are r<.:!gulated by state and f~dcra.l 

rules - thus, itate needs to take action on this. 

(Los Angeles Times. January 27. 1966). 

On in1plementing changes for efficiency, vJm. A. Barr, Supt. of Charities for 
' 

Los Angeles County has said, "The State Department\ of Social Welfare has 
I -

the authority to implement most of these simplifications (Brown appointed 

a commission to study the entire ct.:ite welfare program in 1961 - first time 

in 40 yea7iS) of recommendations, but" they have chosennot to do so·to date. 11 

Local action would not be effective, it must come from the state level. 

(Los Angeles Times. January 27, 1966). 

With a population increase of 27.9% over an 8 year period from 1959 to 1966, 

welfare costs will have increased by 133. 7%. _ 

(Robert Stevens. Califor~ia Assembiyman, 60th District, December. 1965). 
! i I t 

I : I 
A.B., 331~, a bill introouced during the 1965 session and passed by legisla-

1 
! 

ture. It l,"equired a personal interview 1 before a public assistance 

I . I 
appiicant rec.eives welfare money, as a protection against fraud. Governor 

I 

Brown "pocket vetoed" the bill. 

(Robert Stevens. California /~ssemblyman. 60th District, December. 1965). 

State, Federal and Coun~_&_~~s (Quotations) 

Q. It I s been said that some farailics are able to make more on relief than 

they can by working. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 
I . 
I 

i 

In the families with a large number of children. 

How woold you co.1e with this situation'? : 

' \ 
"Top" could be .put dn the size of welfare budget no catter how many 

children in the far.iily. This p_olicy hns been followed with varying 

I / results in the sta te . 

I· 
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State, Federal and County Laws (Cont.) Page 2. 

Q. Would defoliating the junele of bureaucratic red tape lead to .monetary 

savings and service improvements ': 

A. Emphatically, yes. 

(Wm. Barr - Los Angeles Times. January 27, 1966). 

Q. Why .have Welfa~c costs jumped so tremendousli in Los Angeles . county in 

the last decade alone '£ 

A. The enactment of 4 new welfare programs by the state legislature at a 

cost 1to the «ounty of over $100 million: 

Aid to the totally disabled. 

Public assistance medical care. 

Medical care for the aged. 

Aid to Families of . Dependent Children. 

I 
Repe~ted liberalization of the w~lfare prograra in regard to property 

I . I 

holding. 

·Q. l.Jill · the War on Poverty have any measurable effect on the more than 
I I 

$1 billion spent on welfare in Cal.1fornia each year ·:· 
I 

A. The essence of poverty pr;gram is to break the cycle of poverty that 

exists from generation to 3eneration. Example, after example of third 

and fourth generation people on welfare because they were in the kind 

of environment that prevented them from stepping above that environment 

I . 
and l e a r ning the kind of skill s a nd knowle dge n e c essary to ma ke~ more 

adequate living._ 
I 

Paul ~~ard .'.. Los An les Times Februar 3, : 1966). 

f ' 

/ 
l 
I 

I· 
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PUULIC ,✓EiFARE 

Administration of Public Assistance. 

In 1961 the Legislature authorized subvention of funds to county w~lfar_e dep.1rt­

ments which would improve ,'ldministration. (Welfare nnd Inst. Code /1403). 

The only state agency exempt f-;:-om the requirement that all administrative regula­

tions be publis!1ed in the Reg:i.ster of che A<li!linistrati'\ie CoC:e is the Dcp,:rrtment 
i 

' 
of Social Welfare. This ·ha;; been the root of innumerable policy and administ ::ntioq 

problems. Perhaps most serious adrninistration problems is the amount of regulatory 

materfal which pours o, .. t of t:he Dep::rtf!lcmt of Social Welfare to casewo-r~ers at 

the county level. In nne.lysis of the budget,. the . Legislative Analyst states that 

"Since September, 196'• through .Jllui:iary, 1965, less than ~ year the department 

has issued 188 circular J.ett~;:s, 259 pages of information relating to departm~nt 

l 

bulletins, 57 pror.edure memorandumti, and has made 1,655 revisions in cine programs 

and activity manuals. Copie~ · of the 22 \bound procedure and program manuals and 
I • 

' ' I ' I 
:record handboo~<s extend approxi1~1ately 5 feet in length." 

I 

' . 
\ 
.\ 

Yolo county reported a t the committee ' ·s public hearings that ~ monCh they . are 
I 

requfred to submi, 180 report::> to the state. / This exper:i:ence was ;:epeat:ed by 

I 
every county reporting (55 out of 58). 

Tl1e Scn:1tc F.:.c:: .Findine tc::ni.t t 0. <' r:n ,..:~ t;•lc folJ.01-iinc :cccorr.mendations: "In 

summary, requiring the r,ublic.:iU.on:; of the ciepart.nent' s regulatory material 

the admittistrative coo.e wo•.ild: 

'· :in 

1. Reduce the ::.niti.:ll amount o ::: r<;gulatory materials adop::ed by the State 
I 

2. 

! 3. 

i 
I 

Depar~m~nt u~ Soci.11 Welfare; 

Reduct! th~ ;,.iinount:i of unnec2ssa:cy revisionc ,of such mntcrials; 

: ./ 
Provide neede<l assis t ~ncc to the deptlrtment by e~perts in the 

! 

Revision of Admi~istrative Procedure s as to form and forraat 

/ used for regulotions. 
i 

\ · 
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I 

4. 

5. 

6. 

I 

I 
! 

page 2. 

Administration of Public Ass~stance. 

Improve rehabilitative services to welfare recipients by 

permitting and encouraging resourceful caseworkers and by 

decreasing the paper blizzard; 

Give greater protection to r~cipients, count~es and the general 

public from illegal or unreasonable agency rulings; and. 

Make our great investment of money and staff in public 

welfar.e that much more capable. of bearing high returns." 

,I 

SOURCE: SENATE FACT FINDING CONMITTEE ON LABOR AND WELFARE 

I . 

I 
i 

Chairman: Vernon L. Sturgeon. 

I 

. I 

.\ 
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·SOCIAL WELFARE 

(According to the .~egislative Analyst) 

Social Welfare Costs (Millions) 
i 

State Costs Only 

Total Costs 

Total Costs(Per Capita) 

Fiscal 
1958-59 

I 

$ 192.8 

479.4 

32.65 

Fiscal 
1965-66 

Percent 
Increase 

$ 450.6 plus 113.7% 

1,165.8 plus 143.2% 

62.08 plus 90.i% 

Note: In 1964, California ranked fourth highest nationally in per-capita 
i . . . . 

expenditures for public welfare, more than 50% over the national average. 
. ' 

Only Oklahoma, Louisiana and Colorado spent more~ 

I 

I . 

i : 

I \ · 
. I I 

. i 

I 
' I 

I 
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PUBLIC . }vELFARE 

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE EXPENDITURES 

Comparison of 7 years Democratic Reign with Previous 7 Years of Republicans. 

YEAR 

1965 

1964 

1963 

1962 

1961 

1960 

1,959 

1958 

1957 . 

I . 
1956 

' 1955 

1954 

. 1953 

1952 

. ':.,:. ,· 

; i . 
I . , 

Expenditures and Percentages o:1; Both. 

AHOUNT % INCREASE OVER PAST YEAR 

891,422,718 .Over 
I 

14% 

760~524,643 I II 12o/,. 

667,611,538 " 16% 

571,388,209 II 12% Average over 

507,995,047 II 8% 

466,542,749 II 1% 

459,854,526 . II 12% 

.409 ,043, 521 II 14% 
...... . -r· 

359,970,857 II 3% 

· 346,174,410 , les!:l than 1% . · Average 3% a 
\ 

·, 343,648; 797 . Over · ·37o 

339,149,011 " 1% 

333,070,246 les~ than · 1% 

330,523,871 less than 1 % 

· SOURCE: I tALIFORNIA 
I 
I 

STATISTICAL i\BSTRACTS • 

. i 

/ 

10% a year. 

year. 
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·, COMPl~RISON OF EXPENDITURES-WELFARE . & EDUCATION, CALIFORNIA, 1953-59 to 1965-66. 

FISC.:'.L YEAR 

1958- 1959 

,1959-1960 

1960- 1961 

1961-1962 

1962w.19\l3 

1963-19~4 

' 1964-1965 (Est.) 

1965-1966 (f;st.) 

Percent Increase 
''' 

( :~ · ,, . 1959.:.1960 -. - : : ·•.·, · 
\ ,., 

., I 
I 

i ' 

I 

C.\LIFORNIA SOCL'.~L WELFARE 

COSTS (Millions) STATE COSTS ONLY. 

$ 192.8 

205.1 

220.6 

248.3 

280.J 

313.3 

330.6 . 

450.6 

133.7% · -

I 

,f 

\ · 

' I 
I . 

• I 

. I 
I 

\ 

. : 
I 
I 

AMOUNTS 

PER CAPITA. 

$ 39.16 

41.82 

42.88 

43.61 

44. 76 

47 .60 

51.51 

55.09 

40. 7% 
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COMPARISON OF EXPENDITURES FOR 1•/ELFARE & EDUCATION IN CALIFORNIA, 1958-59 to 

1965-66. 

FISC,\L YEAR 

1958-1959 

1959- 1960 

. 1960-1961 . 

1961- 1962 
' 

1962- 1963 · 

1963- 1964-

1964- 1965 (Est.) 

1965- 1966 (Est.) 
, ... 

Percent 
. ' 

Increase 

1959-1966 
I 

I 

I 
i 

i. 

., 

(INCLUDING STATE_-FEDERAL 
. & COUNTY FUNDS) TOTAL CALIF. 

SOCIAL WELFARE COSTS(Millions). 

$ 479.4 

501.3 

542.5 

620.0 

119.9 

835.4 

1,003.7 

1,165.8 

\ I 
I 

143.2% 
: . 

I 

. I \ 

TOTAL ~OSTS PUBLIC SCHOOL 
PER CAPITA. APPORTIO~'MENTS 

$32.65 

32.84 

34.20 

37. 70 . 

42.24 

47. 38 

55.42 

62.08 

90.2% 

(STATE COSTS ONLY) 
Millions. 

$ 575.2 

638.4 

680.3 

717. 4· · 

762.9 

839.3 

937.5 

l,_034.4 

79.8% 

·-· .; •; 
, . 
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• •• Tl'!i) C:0$b to. tho-:> stot-9 for :to~al w~!kr$ hovai rben- H3.7'% from fb0.2l l958-59 . 
I 

... 

(Knia~t ~t) tc fhcal 1965-66~ whB4J populcstJon Jn"~ by :;>nfy 27.9% in the 

••• ~ num~P of fomUiet lmoJ~ Jn . the AFl)C progrom in i96S WOJ cpp'?"imataly 

75% hl:;har th:Jn :n 19Q01 whlfa the~, of children hiJl~lr,g to wc:b fomllu,, . 
I • 

tn~raosed by cpptvximot.ly 90% in the sc~ petlod,. fndl~tfog o ri,-. in the propo,- . · 

tion of c:t'lifc!l'ofJft per !nmUy. Total exparwJitu,e, ~, the AFDC progmm f::n$ by tipproxi-

MC?elt 96% In the pen~ 19~5. . . \. . . _ . . . 
. , I . . 

'~ •• nie ~nerol t(:lil&t Pros~m# wht ch h ontl,ely" fim~4 and at!mlnls1ertld by counties 1 
' ! . 

~t ~,ly $20 mUU~ fn 1960-:- by t%.5 cc»Jmfes ~ spen;:ing oflly $t3.,8l5,®0, 

' focU<:atina th.at welfwe ?f09t0Mt Of$ ~lng ta the Sto~orfd' Fed:eml goy&mmenn. 
i 

.... GaMrel fuf.kt •~nd1~m of tho S.__ ~ for $0C1cl w&!f:it\t iir.&tr tne Brow,t · 

odmtnb>-n:ttkm bwn9C:S-ed by t~ tot Jo.wing >~ly figures: _ 

' . 

1959-60 
19¢11-6} 
1961-62 

---
)962--63 -
19~ -
i9M-65 -
1%5-66{pro~)-

1 : 

~.4% (of 1958-59) 
7.6 
12.8 
12-:·~ I 

13.3 
11.0 . 
18.4 ; 

. I . . 

. ~ •• P..,blk o:d}ffl~Ql ,~;:sh mm fhcol 1959-t'xl t:>
1

1?65-U 
0

£'~wool t!10t trn:r,ao-Sfl tn 
I : . 

i 

csld k -rol n;·1t.>., whilo lnc~~J ln ~,;!m?rihm:n!on toto} !23'%. - ------/ 

I 
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' .. 
• • • The ga:,ls of wal&ffit ho'l'ft of.tffi l>Mn dtjbfw, - i'Ql':"n9r St~t• ., Oirieeto, of Wa\fo,. 

•• • Bvowft'a appo4~ ~ ~ be&ft ~~J,,1-. J.M .. Wademeye, did t»t resig~ 

vmH s.\wtly bltfQl9 the forthe:,Mlng ekt~tlon; whlk Ms op~Jntnv.inlt to oihet poJb ;.,,,.,.. 
I . . 

ds~tm~ s-:,hu:tion on~ then flr.tt crlterkt~ The~,~ of er~•, ~pctgn tn~:nl!Qgai: 

(fujlJe9 Eva,-) wa.i OPr,JC3;'at.-d o "~·pvty"' dlt$Ctof of w~lfare,· o p-~Jtl<m not utid# elvH . 

:GNie. ~lotions. A~, ~11!9 er*t.fJd f(>f the '8ccnd ti~ on o dromc-drivlns ond hl~ · 
. . . . . I . . . . 

ru~ cbi,rsw, !I~ ~~ tn Au~ I ' 
. ' 

•• ~f'r.::ud cmong welfcra T~elpienb, most of whlch- dee~~ l.n th~ AFDC progmM, has •~etecsed 
'· . ,i 

ropldly la tba bit Mvtm:1l ye,an. ht lpJ Ansohn C~ty ~d ~ l~:5&.d by ~,ly i70%· 
I . 

tn ~he ;>9riod I~ • . Whfla this fl~ !s du.a tn ~ PQrt to oft fotfffllifl«.tlon of J~,sti- · · 

g::tior.s, It b no lei, tlinlff=nt. StQffing $nc>ugl, dep.Jtt•s he:s !:ff11 o problem. 

· ••• In ge~I, wetol we!r;;n-$ progrcn ~.,,.. gm~n tnen.crdng>y cu·ttihenon,,e one! tnef-flctant . . 

<J·, !oeol pn>bl~ ha'/19 be~·.mme c-on,p f$x - control, from thf, ~~min,~ c sitvotton · 
I 

er~ Jn~Nklslngly t;tn,ecilistte. Hus- omount, of rogulotor1 mo).ariol pour from the Stahl Doport-

' 
i 
: i 
I I 
i 

. . , 



••.• E$kJ1'U• ''!r...od e4~• 01 the only P4tml»ib\~ ox4~ for 11tc.Jpt.a~ to rafU$a wm. 
Y. Gm e=\$tl mlghtimcl~ wor" r-.ot withb, physlsol or m8A!ot c::opo~lty, exmt~ diJtonca . 

. . 1 . . . . . 

' 
of o:»lg~ rro."n home, ~ "immh,.A~ U!<Uhood=- cf re.mpl.;;.~t cf i'Dguk»- werk, the . 

. ' 

. . 

l . ~ .elimlnote tna ~n~uot R41Hef ~·~ {coumifl) t~t ~~ l'l,tCip~b ~tsn -I . 

ovar li'\$PC~., prop,trt'/, niortgrj~, ~k. WM&. the ov-iro~ poy~nt t, $45, admtnbh'il-
1 

Hw, c~bo~ S.50 • 

• .. • !mpt..,..,t tho l..A. C¢unty Groltd Jury r&c~*tloM (19&l1 
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