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RONALD REAGAN
coveror of California

‘ #6136

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

HUMAN RELATIONS AGENCY

LUCIAN B. VANDEGRIFT
Secretary

OFFICE OF THE
SECRETARY

915 Capitol Mall
Sacramento 95814

DEPARTMENTS OF
THE AGENCY

Corrections

Health Care Services

Human Resources Development
Industrial Relations

Mental Hygiene

Public Health

Rehabilitation

Sociai Welfare

Youth Authority

April 16, 1970

Honorable Charles J. Conrad
Speaker Pro Tempore
Tﬁ: State Assembly
State Capitol
- Sacramento, California 95814

Subject: Confidentiality of Welfare Records
Dear Mr. Conrad:

It is my understanding that the Health and Welfare
Subcommittee took your bill, AB 917, under submis-.
'sion pending debate and progress on AB 1360 (Duffy).
I further understand that Section 10854 of Mr.
Duffy's bill will be amended to appear as follows:

10854. Notwithstanding any other provisions
of the law, any adult resident of this state
may request that the Department or a county
department iniorm him if a specific indivi-
dual or a specific family group is currently
receiving aid under Chapter 2 %commencing with
Section 11200), 3 (commencing with Section
12000), 4 (commencing with Section 125C0),
5 (commencing with Section 13000), or 6
(commencing witn Section 13500) of Part 3 of
this Division, and if so, to what extent.
The Department or a county department may
honor such a request, provided that the per-
son making the request signs an affidavit

- that he will not use the information so ob-
tained for commercial or political purposes,
and provided further that no such request
shall be honored if it contains an inquiry
about more than one individual or family

group.

The use of information obtained under this
Section for commercial or political purposes
or for other purposes prohibited under this
Code shall be a misdemeanor.

In its present form the above Section may, in fact,
be a test of the Social Security Act. Among other

things, the Social Security Act requires that the




. State Plan "provide safeguards which restrict the use or dis=-
closure of information concerning applicants and recipients to
purposes directly connected with the administration of the
State Plan", Other Federal regulations even go further in pro-
tecting the confidentiality of welfare records.

As I mentioned to you before, I think that it is time that we
challenge some of the more restrictive features of the Social
Security Act. Section 10854 is a step in the right direction.

I want to apologize for the position of opposition which was
expressed by the Department of Social Welfare representative
when AB 917 was discussed last Tuesday. That was an oversight
and the Department's position of oppose should have been re-
viewed and changed by this office.

Sincerely,

LUCIAN B. VANDEGRIFT d
Secretary ‘

ec: Bob Harvey
Phil Manriquezb///



4B 162
ISSUES RAISED BY PASSAGE OF A.B, 1640, MOORIIEAD

in Conference with Assemblyman Lanterman and
his Administrative Assistant, Dennis -Amundscn

August 20, 1970

CLIENT-FOCUSED

l. Possible disruption of continuity of care of Community Services
Division patients on January 1, 1971 if county mental health department does
not acknowlcdae them as legitimate cases. Funding of placements (page 3,
line 22 of bill), and staffing of services (page 4, lines 4-6) are dependent
on January 1, 1971 on county acknowledgement of cases and readiness to pay
the county share. Anyone not so covered will be cut off from funded social
services and payment for care.

Amundsen response: Doubt that this would be material problem,
Furthermore, some leeway on time could probably be granted if required.

2. Vhat impact county residence will have on entitlement to service.
There is no provision in the law except '‘county of residence.'' (page 2, lines
38, 39). County welfare departments operate under \!lelfare and Institutions
Code Section 11102 (b) (1), (3) and (4) which permits a county of placement to
bill the county of original residence, prior to hospitalization, for three
years of costs following release from the hospital. We expressed concern for
the lack of specification as to the conditions under which Short-Doyle would
pay for social services and non=-public assistance care for persons deemed
residents of other counties. In view of the mobility of the client popula-
tion in the community, there are no rules as to how one county may hold a
county of prior residence or continuing residence accountable for costs in
such situations. We stated that the residence problem introduced a rigidity
in the situation which does not now exist for CSD.

Amundsen response: Felt this could be handled by regulation, pre;
sumably one governing Short-Doyle operations. ’

3. How priorities for county mental health services can be shifted to
emphasize aftercare services for state hospital patients. \We pointed out
that county mental health agencies handle a tremendous volume of acute psy-
chiatric cases, including 40,000 a year needing state hospital admission; and
give substantially lower priority to aftercare services. We pointed out
Mental Hygicne's own published priorities which list aftercarc in the third
of three priority levels. Our only knowledge of. a contravening priority
emphasis is the Legislative Analyst's recommendation in his analysis of the
1970-1971 budget that HMzntal Hygiene give emphasis to aftercare services.

Amundscn_response: Mr. Lanterman will make clear to the Agency and
Mental Hygicne that he insists on a high priority for .aftercare in county
mental health programs.




’ | ASSum €
. pble ﬁ
FISCAL Tr 1S AT J

L, Possible loss of State General Fund savings/bV’ET;Z}ng initiative
and decision for serving aftercarc cases with county[ mental health dircctors.
We indicated, based on experience in-county weclfare,Nthat uniformity with
regard to fiscal cconomies cannot be expected of 58 separate county govern=
ments, with differing degreces of economic circumstances and admnnlatratlve,, s
sophistication., As-a consequence, the uniformity of emphasis on savings a=$477hﬂt
be lost to some degree because of county delays, resistances or negligence.
The loss per year per case in deferring out-of-home placement from state
hospitals amounts to only $500 to the county, but amounts to $5,150 to the
State General Fund, over ten times as much, 3

_ Amundsen response: Found it hard to believe that all counties would
not act in what was clearly their economic self-interest. Did not believe
that CSD was foreclosed from continuing initiative to reduce state hospital
population.

5. Cost of bookkeeping must be considered an offset against revenue
from counties. \le only pointed out that the cost of the procedures for
billing and payment under this system would have to be considered in relation
to the limited amount a county could be billed a month per case: $1.79 for
CSD services, for example; or $16 for a non-public assnstance Family Care
placement,

Amundsen response: None. This point was not pursued to any degree.

6. Overlap of authority for serv;zé/ggfve=n the public social service
and county mental health systems. —Welindieeteduthat there might be a legal
problem in limiting the SDSV responsibility under federal law and regulation
and the state plan, for provision of protective and out-of~-home services to
the mentally handicapped only on referral from a county mental health agency.~
The bill refers to this across the board =- involving 28,000 county-carried )
cases as vwell as the 17,000 CSD cases. We explained that county mental - /
health plans to this point had not involved county welfare departments, and
that there was more actual interagency planning and implementation between //
SDMH and SDSVW than their county counterparts. The conflict in authority 7~
betwzen the systems will need to be considered.

Amundsen response: Hard to see the problem, but conceded this would
have to be left to the attorneys.’,,,»/"
. /

7. Jeopardization of federal subvention for services to potential public
assistance recipicents. Ve introduced this as a corollary to the preceding
point, ra: cssed that over one million dollars of, federal revenue would be
at stake gﬁ f all the counties did not plan through the county mental hcaltr—]

directors for essentially the same protective and out-of=-home care services



: \
for the mentally handicapped, the statewideness requirement for federal sgi:_—J A
vention in the adult programs could be in jeopardy for lack of conformity. J

We mentioned that this was an issue in the pending August 25 federal conformity
hearing against the state, and that we were about to adopt a rule requiring

these services of the counties and CSD (MPP 10-072.252). Ve mentioned that

. mental health problems may come to welfare or CSD from other sources than the

" community mental health agency, including private psychiatrists paid under
Medi-Cal, and that the law would appear to require that they secure the services
via county mental health in the future.

Amundsen response: None. It did not appear that he conceived of
reasons for not having every case flow through county mental health; or in
the case of A.B. 225, effective July 1, 1971, every mentally retarded case
flow through a regional center.

Ficld Operations Branch
SDS\V/
August 21, 1970
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Honorable Ronald Reagan
(" A. B, 1651

SUMMARY ¢

FORM:
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CONFLICTS:
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i i ’ BRIAN L. W 7
Governor of California Brian L. Wackor
State Capltol . : ?AVIDEV.\‘ImwmctoN
. 't
% Sacramento, Callfornla | B | R Wina
d - A

REPORT ON ENROLLED BILL

~ FORAN Amends Secs. 16615, 16616
" and 16618, Ed. C., re chlldren s
centers.

To take effect 1mmed1ate1y, urgency
statute,

See Legislative Counsel's Digest on
attached copy of bill as adopted

Approved.

CONSTITUTIONALITY: Approved.

Approved,

_ This bill conflicts with two bills
which are also before the Governor.

Section 16616: This bill, Assembly
Bill No. /50, and Assembly Bill No. 1165 amend
Sectlon 16615 of the Education Code in different
ways.* This bill is an urgency statute and,
if signed by the Governor, its provisions will
become operative 1mmed1ately, whereas neither
A, B. 750 nor A, B. 1165 is an urgency statute
and, if signed by the Governor, will not become
effective until the 61lst day following final
adjournment of the 1970 Regular Session (see
Sec, 8; ArL IV, Cal. Const.).

3

VL A g - — . - —

All scction rcferences are to .the Educatlon Code,
unless otherwise' indicated.



Report on A, B, 1651 - p. 2

- This bill contains provisions which
would incorporate and combine the changes in
Section 16616 made by A, B. 750 if A, B. 750
is signed prior to this bill (see Secs. 3 and
7, A. B. 1651). This bill does not incorporate
or combine all the changes in Section 16616 .
proposed by A. B. 1165. . 17

Thus, if all three bills are signed,
the following results will occur with respect
‘to Section 16616: :

. (a) If A. B. 750 and A. B. 1165 are
signed prior to this bill, the changes to Sec-
tion 16616 made by both A. B. 750 and this bill
will be given effect and will go into effect
immediately (Secs. 3, 7, and 8, A, B. 1651; Sec.
8, Art. IV, Cal. Const.; Sec. 9605, Gov. C.).
The order of signing between A, B. 750 and A. B.
1165 will be immaterial in such an event as to
Section 16616, .

) (b) If A, B. 750 is signed prior to
this bill, and A. B, 1165 is signed after this
bill, the changes to Section 16616 made by this
bill and A, B. 750 will be given effect only
until the effective date of A, B. 1165 (e.g.,
6lst day following final adjournment of the
1970 Regular Session [Sec. 8, Art. IV, Cal.
Const.]); thereafter, only the changes to
Section 16616 made by A, B. 1165 will be given
effect (Sec. 9605, Gov. C.). :

(c) If this bill is signed before
either A, B. 750 and A, B. 1165, the changes to
Section 16616 made by this bill will be given
effect only until the effective date of A. B.
750 and A, B. 1165 (e.g., 61lst day following
final adjournment of the 1970 Regular Session
[Sec. 8, Art. IV, Cal. Const.]); thereafter,
only the changes to Section 16616 made by the
bill last chaptered, as between A. B. 750 and .
A. B. 1165, will be given effect (Sec. 9605,
Gov. C.). .

b



|

Report on A. B, 1651 - p, 3 .

Section 16618: This bill and

A. B. 750 both amend Section 16618, This
bill contains provisions which would incor-
porate and combine the changes in Section
16618 made by A.,B. 750 if A.B. 750 is signed

. prior to this bill (see Secs. 5 and 7, A.B.
EBBTS: A.B. 750 does not incorporate or com-
glgf the changes in Sectlon 16618 made by this

: |

If this bill is signed after A.B. 750,
the changes to Section 16618 made by both A,B.
750 and this bill will be given effect and will
'go into immediate effect (Secs. 5, 7, and 8,
A.B, 1651; Sec. 8, Art., IV, Cal, Const.,
'Sec. 9605 Gov. C.).

‘However, if this bill is 31gned before
A.B., 750, the changes to Section 16618 made by
this bill will be given effect only until the
effective date of A.B. 750 (e.g. 6lst day follow-
. ing final adjournment of the 1970 Regular Session
> ' [Sec. 8, Art. IV, Cal. Const.]); thereafter, only
the changes to Section 16618 made by A.B. 750
W111 be glven effect (Sec. 9605, Gov. C.).

George H. Murphy
Legislative Couns

]
P ———m
| sm s -

_0 )\ YIS gg{ C« Cw! WA JZ_‘..-»

Harvey Foster
: Deputy Legislative Counsel
HJF : dwf , A

Two copies to:

Honorable John F, Foran,
Honorable Jerry Lewis, and
« Honorable Alan Sieroty,
‘pursuant to Joint Rule 34,
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BRIAN L. WALKUP
THOMAS D, WHELAN
DAVID E. WHITTINGTON
Jimmiz WING
DeruTizs

Sacramento, Californié
September 17, 1970

REPORT ON ENROLLED BILL

LEWIS. Amends, adds, and repeals
various secs,, Ed. C., W.& I.C.,
and R.& T.C., re educational
programs.

_See Legislative Counsel s Digest on
attqched copy of bill as adopted.

~ Approved,

“Approved, see Comments,

. Approved,

This bill conflicts with two bills
which are also before the Governor.

(a) Both this bill and A. B. 1165
propose a major revision of the statutory
provisions relating to children's centers.
Both this bill and A. B. 1165 amend Sections
19699.22, 19699.23, 19699.25, and 19699.29 of
the Education Code® in identical terms,
Therefore, the changes.in these provisions
will be effectuated regardless of the order

of signing.

P

* All section references are to the Educatlon Code
unless othcrw1se indicated.

G



Report on A. B. 750 - p. 2

(b) Both this bill and A. B. 1165
amend Sections 16605, 16611, 19699.24, and
19699.27. Neither bill contains all of the
changes made by the other bill in these
sections. '

If both this bill and A.B. 1165
are signed, only the changes in Sections
16605, 16611, 19699.24, and 19699.27 made
by the bill last chaptered will be given
effect (Sec. 9605, Gov. C.). .

(c) This bill, A.B. 1165, and A.B.
1651 amend Section 16616 in different ways.

- A.B. 1651 is an urgency statute and, if
‘signed by the Governor, its provisions will
become operative immediately, whereas this
bill and A.B. 1165 are not urgency statutes
and, if signed by the Governor, will not
become effective until the 6lst day following
final adjournment of the 1970 Regular Session
(see Sec. 8, Art 1V, Cal. Const.).

. A.B. 1651 contains provisions which
would incorporate and combine the changes in
Section 16616 made by this bill if this bill
is signed prior to A.B. 1651 (see Secs. 3 and
7, A.B. 1651

S E  A.B. 1165 does not incorporate or
. combine all the changes in Section 16616
' proposed by this bill or A.B. 1651 '

Thus, if all three bills are 51gned
'the following results will occur with respect
to Section 16616:

(1) If this bill and A.B. 1165 are
‘signed prior to A.B. 1651, the changes to
Section 16616 made by both this bill and ,

. A.B. 1651 will be given effect and will go
into effect immediately (Secs. 3, 7, and 8,
A.B. 1651; Sec. 8, Art. IV, Cal. Const
Sec. 9605 Gov. C. ) The order of 51gn1ng
between this bill and A.B. 1165 will be
immaterial in such an event as to Section

16616.



Report on A.B., 750 - p. 3

(2) 1f this bill is signed before
A.B. 1651 and A,B. 1165 and A.B. 1165 is
signed after A.B. 1651, the changes to Section .
16616 made by A.B. 1651 and A.B. 750 will
be given effect only until the effective date
of A.B. 1165 (e.g., 6lst day following final
adjournment of the 1970 Regular Session
[Sec. 8, Art. 1V, cCal. Const. ]1); thereafter,
only the changes to Section 16616 made by
A.B. 1165 will be given effect (Sec. 9605, Gov,

c.).

- (3) 1f A.B. 1651 is signed before
this bill and A,B. 1165, the changes to ‘
Section 16616 made by A.B. 1651 will be given
effect only until the effective date of this
bill and A.B. 1165 (e.g., 6lst day following
final adjournment of the 1970 Regular Session
[Sec. 8, Art. IV, Cal, Const.]); thereafter,
only the changes to Section 16616 made by the
bill last chaptered, as between this bill
and A.B. 1165, will be given effect (Sec.
9605 Gov. C. ) ,

2 (d) This bill and A.B. 1165 both

add Section 15053.5 to the Welfare and
Instltutlons Code. -

This bill adds Section 15053.5 to
the Welfare and Institutions Code to authorize
the Director of Finance and the State
Controller to approve a plan whereby funds
when appropriated for such purposes, may be
transferred from the Social Welfare Federal
Fund to the Department of Education for
payment of, or as reimbursement for sPec1-
fied services with respect to chlldren s
centers,

A.B. 1165 adds Section 15053.5 to
the Welfare and Institutions Code to authorize
the Director of Finance and the State
-Controller to approve a plan whereby funds



Report on A, B. 750 - p. 4

may be transferred from the Social Welfare
Federal Fund to the Department of Education
for payment of, or as reimbursement for,
specified services with respect to children's
centers. The specified services are not

the same as designated in this bill.

Thus, this bill and A. B. 1165 both
add Section 15053.5 to the Welfare and Insti-
tutions Code relating to the same subject
matter but in different terms. We think
that only the form of Section 15053.5 of the

-Welfare and Institutions Code contained in
the last chaptered bill will be given effect
(Sec. 9605, Gov. C.). R

(e) This bill and A. B. 1651 both
- amend Section 16618. A, B. 1651 contains
provisions which would incorporate and combine
the changes in Section 16618 made by this
bill if this bill is signed prior to A. B.
-1651 (see Secs. 5 and 7, A, B, 1651). This
Pill does not incorporate or combine the
~changes in Section 16618 made by A, B. 1651.

: If this bill is signed before
A, B, 1651, the changes to Section 16618 made
by both this bill and A, B. 1651 will be given
effect and will go into immediate effect
(Sees. 5, 7, and 8, A, B, 1651; Sec. 8, Art.
IV, Cal. Const.; Sec. 9605, Gov. C.).

. However, if this bill is signed
after A, B, 1651, the changes to Section 16618
made by A, B, 1651 will be given effect only
until the effective date of this bill (e.g.,
6lst day following final adjournment of the
1970 Regular Session [Sec. 8, Art. IV, Cal.

Const.]); thereafter, only the changes to
Section 16618 made by this bill will be given

effect (Sec. 9605, Gov. C.).



|
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COMMENTS :

HJF:mct

-1

f

This bill, amongz other things,
requires the Department of Education and the
Department of Social Welfare to enter into
a contract wherein the Department of Education
agrees insofar as feasible to provide children's
center services or development center services,
or both, for specified families. The Department
of Social Welfare is required to pay to the
Department of Education, or to reimburse it,
for specified costs of services to such partl-
cipants. In turn, the Department of Education
is required to enter into contracts with school
districts or county superintendent of schools
or private and public agencies willing to

- furnish such services, “with the Department

of Education to pay to such entities specified

.costs (Sec. 16630.5, Ed. C., as proposed to be

égended).

We think that a contract with a private
agency pursuant to this provision might present
a constitutional issue under Section 8§ of

"Article IX of the California Constitution,

which provides, in part, that '"mo public money
shall ever be approprlated for the support of
any ... school not under the exclusive control
of the officers of the public schools. ..."

George H. Murphy
Legislative Couns

J ol .
M‘OJ*JU\\<3“““'§DkJﬂ\

Harvey J. Foster
Deputy Legislative Counsel

Two copies to:

Honorable Jerry Lewis,

, Honorable Alan Sleroty, and
* Honorable John F. Foran,
pursuant to Joint Rule 34.
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REPORT ON ENROLLED BILL

SIEROTY. Amends and adds various

A. B. 1165

: secs., Ed C., and W, & I.C., re

children's centers.
SUIMMARY: See Legislative Counsel's Digest on
: - attached copy of bill as adopted.
FORM: ‘ Approved. .
CONSTITUTIONALITY:  Approved. ]
- TITLE: Approved. | .

CONFLICTS: This bill conflicts w1th two blllS
) which are also before the Governor.

(a) Both this bill and A. B. 750
propose a major revision of the statutory pro-
visions relating to children's centers. Both
this bill and A, B. 750 amend Sections 19699.22,
19699.23, 19699.25, and 19699.29 of the Educa-
tion Code* in identical terms. Therefore, the
changes in these provisions will be effectuated
regardless of the order of signing.

. (b) Both this bill and A. B. 750

amend Sections 16605, 16611, 19699.24, and
19699.27. Neither bill contalns all of the
changes made by the other bill in these sections.

%

All section references are to the Education Code,
unless otherwise indicated.
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|

' Art, 1V, Cal. Const. )

If both this bill and A.B. 750 are
signed, only the changes in Sections 16605,
16611, 19699.24, and 19699.27 made by the
bill last chaptered will be glven effect
(Sec. 9605 Gov, C.).

© (c) This bill, A.B. 750, and A.B.
1651 amend Section 16616 in different ways.
A.B. 1651 is an urgency statute and, if signed
by the Governor, its provisions will become
operative immediately, whereas this bill and

. A,B, 750 are not urgency statutes and, if

31gned by the Governor, will not become effect-
ive until the 61st day following final adjourn-
ment of the 1970 Regular Session (see Sec, 8,

-

§ A.B, 1651 contains provisions which
would .incorporate and combine the changes in
Section 16616 made by A.B. 750 if A.B. 750

is signed prior to A,B. 1651 (see Secs, 3

and 7, A.B. 51).

This bill does not incorporate or
combine all the changes in Section 16616
proposed by A.B. 750 or A,B. 1651.

Thus, if all three bills are signed, -
the following results will occur w1th respect
to Scctlon 16616:

(1) If this bill and A.B. 750 are
signed prior to A.B, 1651, the changes to
Section 16616 made by both A.B. 750 and A.B.
1651 will be given effect and will go into
effect immediately (Secs. 3, 7, and 8, A.B.
1651; Sec. 8, Art. IV, Cal. Const., Sec,

9605, Gov. C, ).- The order of signing
between this bill and A.B. 750 will be
immaterial in such an event as to Section 16616.

(2) 1If this bill is 51gncd after A,B,
750 and A, B, 1651 and A. B. 750 is signed prior
to A.B. 1651, the changes to Section 16616 made
by A.B. 1651 "and A, B, 750 will be given effect
only until the effective date of this bill (e.g.,
6lst day following final adjournment of the 1970
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Regular Se351on [Sec. 8 Art. 1V, Cal Const.]):
thereafter, only the changes to Section 16616
made by this bill will be given effect (Sec.
9605 Gov. C.). ,

© (3) 1f A. B. 1651 is 51oned before
this bill and A. B. 750, the changes to ’
Section 16616 made by A. B. 1651 will be
given effect only until the effective date
of this bill and A. B. 750 (e.g., 6lst day
following final adjournment of the 1970
Regular Session [Sec. 8, Art. IV, Cal. Const.]);
thereafter, only the changes to Section 16616
made by the bill last chaptered, as between
this bill and A, B. 750, will be given
effect (Sec. 9605, Gov. ‘c. Y« g

(d) This bill and A.B. 750 both
add Section 15053.5 to the Welfare and
Instltutlons Code.

This bill adds Sectlon 15053.5 to
thé Welfare and Institutions Code to authorize
the Director of Finance and the State Controller
to "approve a ‘plan whereby funds may be
transferred from the Social Welfare Federal

- Fund to the Department of Education for pay-

ment of, or as reimbursement for, Spec1f1ed
services w1th resPect to children's esnters

A B. 750 adds Section 15053.5 to the

Welfare and Institutions Code to authorize

the Director of Finance and the State
Controller to approve a plan whereby funds, . .
when appropriated for such purposes, may be
transferred from the Social Welfare Federal
Fund to the Department of Education for
payment of, or as reimbursement for 3pe01-
fied services with respect to children's

centers, The specified services are not the

same as designated in this bill.
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Thus, this bill and A.B. 750 both
add Section 15053.5 to the Welfare and

Institutions Code relating to the same subject .

matter but in different terms. We think
that only the form of Section 15053.5 of.
the Welfare and Institutions Code contained
in the last chaptered bill will be given
effect (Sec. 9605, Gov. C.).

George H. MUrphy
Le 1slat1ve Counsel

%ﬂ%@?f

AU
By éy
Harvey Foster
Deputy Legislative Cgunsel
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May 26, 1970

Honorable Wadie P. Deddsh
State Capitol, Room 2165
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Assemblyman Deddahs
ASSEMBLY BILL 1676

This morning I spoke vith your steff concerning AB 1676 eand related that
establishing an income level of £20,000 per year for purposes of your
bill was not acceptable to this Department. It was pointed out that
approximately 95% of the savings expected from this enactment of Chapter
1516 (Statutes of 1969) would be lost by adopting this level. For this
reason, the Department could not alter ite position of opposing the bill
because of its fisczl impact.

It wvas suggested that an annual income of £10,000 would be & more reasonable
level although the savings expected from Chapter 1416 would be cut in half.
We have sent a memorandum to the Cabinet recommending support of your bill
if it is amended to indicate the §10,000 level.

For your information, the effect upon savings generated by variocus income
levels was determined as follows: '

Considerations:

16,700 ATD recipients live with their parents who have income other
than public assistance. The average housing allovance for this group

is $39 per month. Disallowing this allowance reduces State expenditures
$3 million.

The income levels of the parents of this group follows the pattern
established by all California families.

Adjusted gross income for California families follows this pattern:
25% of California families earn $7,000 per yecar or less
52% of California families earn £10,000 per year or less

83% of California families earn $15,000 per year or less
93% of California families esrn $20,000 per year or lcss

\



Assenblyman Wadie P. Deddah SN May 26, 1970

. Method:

Percentages eoméponding to each earning level were epplied to the
$3 million savings figure, i.e., using the §10,000 income level:

526 X 3,000,000 reduces expected savings by $1, 560,000
Very truly yours,

Robert Martin

PM:pa

bee: Humen Relations Agency (2)
Coomittee Choirman
Legiclative File «~
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“ ¢g:  Jovernor Ronald Reagan . Date: May 25, 1970
From: Hu'nen Relations Agency No.
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Secretary Director, Department of Sociel Welfare
SUBJECT: . Assembly Bill 1676: Restores housing allowance in ATD. °
[SSUE: What position should the Administration take on AB 16767

CONCLUSION:  The Administration should support AB 1676 if amended to
effect only the perents of recipients of Aid to the Disabled
whose annual gross earnings exceed $10,000.

DISCUSSION: - AB 1676 proposes to repeal Chapter 1416 (Statutes of 1969).
Chapter 1L16 provides that parents of recipients of Aid to
the Disabled (ATD) are responsible to provide normal household
needs for the recipient if they live in the same household.
The purpose of the measure is to prevent affluent parents of
ATD recipients from receiving stete aid unnecessarily. Tuais
measure was expected tc reduce general fund expenditures by
$3 million during FY 70-T1l.

Regulations developed by the Department to carry out the intent
of Chapter 1416 have produced the expected savings but have not
produced the program results intended by the Legislature. The
regulations have reduced ATD grants for persons with marginal
&s well as adequate incomes. Sufficient complaint has been
generated to call for the repeal of that part of Chapter 1416
authorizing the reduction. Because AB 1676 would repsal a
provision expected to generate savings, the Administration

is abligated to oppose the bill. The present climate of the
Committees on Health and Welfare indicete that the bill will

be passed unless the Legislature can be assured that the Depart-
ment can adopt regulations to ensure that only the more affluent
will be cffected. It is the position of the Department that its
regulations cannot be modified to exclude persons wita marginal
incomes unless the wording of Chapter 1416 defines an income
level which the Legisleture believes to constitute the "effluent"
level. Adoption of any level would reduce the number of parents.
effected and reduce the savings generated by the Chapter. The
alternatives aveilable are (1) run the risk of losing all of th
projected savings ($3,000,000), or, (2) work toward modifying
AB 1676 to salvage some of the projected savings.

AB 1076 was heard in policy committee on Tuesday, May 19, 1970.
This Depurtwuent cpposed the bill because of its fiscal implications.
Assemblymon Deddah, euthor of the bill, offered amendments which



would make Chapter 1416 applicable only to parents whose gross
income exceeds $20,000 per year. Adopting this income level
would reduce the savings expected from Chapter 1416 from
$3,000,000 to approximately $150,000. This in effect wipes
out the anticipated savings.

It is intended to negotiate with the author to have him lower
the proposed income level from $20,000 to $10,000. Adopting
the $10,000 income level would reduce anticipated savings from
$3-million to $1.5 million. If the author agrees to the $10,000
income level it is recommended that the bill be supported. ;
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May 18, 1970

Honorable Gordon Duffy

Chalrman, Assembly Health and
Welfare Committee

State Capitol, Room 5163

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Assemblyman Duffy:
ASSEMBLY BILL 1676

Your Health and Welfare Subcommlttee on Welfare Reorganization has asked for
responses to the questions raised in Mr. Rosenberg's analysis of Assembly
BIll 1676 (Deddah). Assembly Bil! 1676 proposes to repeal the provislons of
Senate Blil! 847 (Chapter 1416, Statutes of 1969).

Chapter 1416 provides that where reciplents of Ald to the Disabled Iive with
. thelr perents, the parents shall provide normal household needs such as room,
furnishings, and utiilties which do not add appreciebly to the family expense.

The first question asked Is why hasn't the Department Implemented procedures
to ensure that only the more affluent parents are affected by the provislons
of Chapter 14167 The Department explored several methods to jevelop a mechanism
which would, within the wording of Chapter 1416, affect only those persons
with comfortable incomes. The flirst consideration was to edcpt a relative's
contribution scale. Thls was not possible because of Welfare and Institutions
Code Section 13600. The second approach considered was to develop a sliding
scale to measure ablllity to provide housing according to the Income level of
the parents. Use of such a scale would have involved the presumptions that
persons below a certaln income level are unable to contribute toward the
support of their disabled children, and, that persons above a certain Income
level are able to contribute these Items. Departmental staff questioned the
legallty of such a system and determined that the best alternative would be
to allow housing and utillity allowances only under specified conditions.
Regulations were developed to permit these allowances under the fol iowing
conditions:

I. where parents of the reclplent are also recelving pdbllc assistance, or,
2. where It could be established that family expense for housing and utlilities

Is appreciably Increased because of the presence of the ATD recliplent In
the home, or,
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3. where the family's expense for housing and utllitlies exceeds 25% of the
parent's total net Income,

The Cormittee's second questlion Is how much of a savings has been generated

by Senate Bill 847 and why has there been no transfer of $!,000,000 to the
Department as required by the blli's enactment Into law? Nelither this
Department, nor the Department of Flinance, have set up a speclal account to
Identify the savings accumulated from the effects of Senate Bill 847, To date
the best Indicatlon of what savings have occurred Is the estimate developed
durlng the dellberations surrounding Senate Bllil 847, The estIimate Indicated
that state costs would be reduced by approximately $3,000,000. There Is no
reason to doubt the valldity of this estimate and it can be assumed that

half of this amount wil! have been saved by June 30, 1970,

No appropriation, Identifled as belng authorlized speciflcally by Chepter 1416,
has been made to the Department of Soclal Welfare. Instead, additional
Increases have been allowed In the proposed budgets for continuling the
accelerated placement of mentally retarded persons In the community and for
increasing the rates pald to facllitles caring for such persons.

Very truly yours,

Robert Martin
Director
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Honorable Tom Hom
State Capitol, Room 6009
Sacramento, California 9581k

Dear Assemblyman Hom:

This letter is to confim my conversation with your office mquesting
that you drop Assembly Bill 1962.

This bill removes the provision limiting Aid to Families with Dependent
Children eligibility to two calendar months when & child is in a public
hospital. The bill is a proposal developed by this Department and one
vhich you egreed to author. Since presenting the bill to you, resistance
has developed toward the proposal because of its'’ cost effects on the
medical assistance program.

Very truly yours,

PM:pa

beec: Director's File
General Files
legislative File /



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HUMAN RELATIONS AGENCY RONALD REAGAN, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE

744 P STREET
SACRAMENTO 95814

August 18, 1970 ///
//‘
‘ State Department of Social Welfare Positio AB 2005 -/ Assemblyman Bill Greene

This bill would amend Section 197.5 of the Civil Code to allow visitation
rights to the parents of a deceased parent of a minor child. These rights
do not apply if the child has been adopted.

The Department is concerned about the amendment which states that any visi-
tation rights granted prior to the adoption of the child will automatically
be terminated upon such adoption.

There is normally a period of one year from the time a child is placed in
an adoptive home to the time that the actual legal adoption takes place.
This amendment would permit the granting of visitation rights to grand-
parents during this period of placement prior to the legal adoption.

Adoption is a very complex procedure and carries with it a great deal of
emotion and feeling. Essential to relinquishment adoptions is confiden-
tiality. In agency adoptions the child is relinquished to the agency and
from that point on the family of the child loses all rights and the wherea-
bouts of the child and the name of the people who plan to adopt are kept
confidential. This amendment would destroy this confidentiality.

It would be extremely upsetting and threatening to adoptive parents if
members of the child's own family were visiting during this year period.

It would be disturbing to the child, if he is old enough to understand, in
that it would split his loyalties between his own grandparents and his
adoptive parents. It is essential that he develop a close relationship to
his adoptive parents if the adoption is to be successful. It would also be
upsetting to the grandparents if visiting were time-limited and would create
continuing emotional upheaval for them.

The Department recommends that Subdivision (b) be changed to read:

Subdivision (a) of this section shall not apply if the child
has been adopted. Any visitation rights granted pursuant to
this section prior to the freeing of the child for adoption
shall be automatically terminated at the time the child is
freed for adoption.

Adoptions and Foster Care Bureau
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My 26, 1970

Honorable Ernest N. Mobley
State Capitol, Room k005
Sacramento, California 958014

Dear Assemblyman Mobley:
ASSEMBLY BILL 2061

This letter is to inform you of the Department of Socisl Welfare's
opposition to Assembly Bill 2061. This bill would abolish the hearing
officers in the Department and provide that fair hearings be heard by
referees in the Office of Administrative Procedure.

Our opposition is based on the following: This bill would transfer the
wvelfare hearing process from the Department of Social VWelfare to the
Office of Administrative Procedure. Similar proposals have been rejected
in the past. As a result of lezislation introduced by Senator Vay in 1967,
an experiment was comxiucted under which Office of Adminisirative Procedure
hearing officers conducted 20% of the fair hearings.

Independent evaluations of the experiment were made and submitted to the
Legislature in 1969 by the Department of Finance and by the Legislative
Analyst. Doth agencies recommended that the fuimction remain in the Departe
ment of Social Welfere for the following reasons:

1. The costs of conducting the hearings by OAP are very mmch higher.

2. The hearing officers of the Department are better able to resclve the
cases coampletely so as to include the necessary ection by the county.

8ince then the following edditional factors appear:

1. The possible heavy increase in fair hearings as the result of the
Wheeler case and federal legislation.

2. The adoption by Congress of the Eixon Plan.

.,:;v
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As ve see it, the state would have very little to do in this field if the
Nixon Plan becomes the law. Under those circumstances, it would seem
unvise to expand very greatly the operations of the Office of Adninistrative
Procedure partly because of the persomnel problem and partly because of

the considerably higher cost involved.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact the Legislative
Coordinator, Philip Manriquez, at 445-8956.

SRR o
Very truly yours, N
BRSNS
(‘«-ﬂbt- QXGNE.EL 2 ;an\': - ) i
0 %% ;..;Uls-./ - ) _ e
Robert Martin vy ;;Ov/ed T
Director bEP

JCN:pa

bec: Human Relations Agency (2)
Committee Chairman
Legislative F:llc/
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SIAh OF (AHIO INTA - HUMAN RElATIONS AGENCY . RONALD REAGAN, Governor

DEPARTMFNT OF SOCIAL WELFARE

744 R.STRLET
SACRAMENTO 95814

|
May 1, 1970 '

Honorable Ernest N. Mcbley
Member of the Assembly

State Capitol

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Assemblyman Mobley:

Thank you for your letter of April 21, 1970 and the invitation to express my

views on Assembly Bill 2061,

S —.
As | am sure you realize, the subject matter of Assembly Bili 2061 has been
the object of legislative interest on numercus occasions, going back at least
tvielve years The most recent instance was Senaie Blll 1196, introduced by

Senator Way In 1668.

Follcwing the Introduction of Senate Bill 1196, and after a series of discussions,
the author agreed to withhold action on the bill pending the outcome cf a large
scale experiment under which a substantial number of representative "fair
hearings" would be conducted by hearing officers of the Office c¢f Administrative
Procedure. This experiment was carried on between September 1968 and June 30,
1969. During this time, the Office of Administrative Procedure, with the full
cooperation of this department, conducted about 20 percent of the total hearings
requested by welfare recipients who were dissatisfied with the action of county
welfare departments.

At the conclusicn of this experiment, both the Department of Finance and the
Legislative Analyst rendered repcrts to Senator Way. Both reports reached the
conclusion that the "falr hearing" function required by the Social Security Act
and Sections 10950-10962 of the Velfare and Instituti~ns Code should remain
with the Department of Social Welfare and should not be transferred to the
Office of Administrative Procedure. '

Both reports also reccmmended legislation expressly authorizing the Office of
Administrative Procedure to cenduct fair hearings under delegation by, and in
agreement with, the Director of Social Velfare.

Diring the 1969 session, legislation to that effect was included in Assembly
Bill 1477, authored by Assemblyman MacDonald. The measure had the full support
of all concerned, but at the last moment technical! prcbiems arose which caused
the author to drop that portion of the bill,
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Nevertheless, the idea remains valid, With the full support of the administra-
tion, Senate Bill 1403 was introduced by Senator Way during the current session.
The amendment of the law embodied in this bill would provide an option by

permitting referral ~f cases to hearing officers of the Office of Administrative

Procedure in order to reduce backlng and to deal with "involved legal cases".

It is my earnest belief that Senate Bill ‘403 represents the most appropriate
step to be tzken at this time,

To the factors relied upon in the studies cnnducted at the Department of Finance
and the Legislative Analyst, | should add that the immediate future of the
entire program is rather uncertain. |f President Nixon's Family Assistance

Plan passes the Congress without any major changes in principle, the fair
hearing function will undergo a most dramatic change.

Among the strong possibilities is that of shifting the entire process to the
United States Department of Health, Fducation, and Welfare. Under all those
circumstances, it does not appear to me that the transfer of the function
sought by Assembly Bili 2061 is advisable at this time.

For your ccnvenience, | am attaching cdpies of the reports mentioned above.

My staff and | Will, of course, be pleased to furnish you with any further
information you may desire.

In conclusion, let me suggest that your support of Senate Bill 1403 will not
only solve the existing problems as we see them, but will be very greatly
appreciated. ‘

Very truly yours,

Robert Martin
Director

Attachment

bres dleecterie Flige (Tentront #2300180
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Honorable L. E. Townsend
State Capitol, Room k164
Sacramento, California 9581%

Dear Assemblyman Townsend:
ASSEMBLY BILL 2343
This letter is to inform you of the Department of Social Welfare's

opposition to AB 2343, vhich would allow direct payment of patient
incidental need allowances to nursing home operators.

Federel regulations state, in part, that incidental need allowances
shall not be paid to "... proprietor, administrator, or fiscal agent
of & nursing home..." Non compliance with this regulation could
result in claim cuts, and loss of federal funds.

If you have any questions, please contact Philip Menriques, 445-8956.

Very truly yours,

Robert Martin
Pirector

-

JCl:pa

bee: Human Relations Agency (2)
Committee Chairman
legislative File /
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June 22, 1970

Honorable Robert G. Beverly
State Capitol, Room 2016
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Assemblyman Beverly:
ASSEMBLY BILL 2352

As you know, it was the sincere feeling of the State Department of Soclal .
Welfare and the Social Welfare Board that passage of AB 2352, which wouid
clarify existing law regarding separate facilities for housing abandoned
children, would force the counties to fulfill their responsibilities in
this area.

However, in view of the Legislative Counsel's analysis of AB 2352, which
indicates that existing law is adequate, it appears we are really faced
with an enforcement problem. We will pursue this problem with the
authorities having jurisdiction over the matters involved.

Thcrefore, we are requesting that you drop AB 2352 at this time. We
appreciate the support you have given the Department regarding this
issue.

VYery truly yours,

Robert Martin
Director

bcc: Human Relations Agency
Committee Chairman

Director's File V/// b
Legislative File B

PM:JFMc
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JACK W. THOMPSON, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

Honorable Robert G. Beverly

Member, California State Assembly

Room 2016, State Capitol

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Asgemblyman Beverly:

May 29, 1970

1 take pleasure in advising you that st its meeting on May 22, 1970,
the State Social Welfare Board voted its support of Assembly Bill 2352.

As you know, the proposal embodied in this legislation is that dependent
neglected children should be housed in facilities separate from those

"~ housing delinquent juveniles. This is one of several recommendations
contained in the State Social Welfare Board's First Report on Child
Welfare Services published in July 1969. Several other recommendations
in the section entitled "The Child and the Lav" are closely related to

this issue.

Mr. Jack W. Thompson, Executive Secretary of the Board, has been authorized
to express the board's support of this legislation in testimony before the
next meeting of the Assembly Judieciary Committee on June 4, 1970.

We ere indeed grateful for your interest in vhat we consider to be a
highly important area of child welfare.

Very truly yours,

Robert E. Mitchell

bee: Thomas G. Daugherty

Philip Manriquez e
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July 8, 1970

Honorable Gordon W, Duffy
State Capitol, Room 5163
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Assemblyman Duffys
ASSEMBLY CONCURRENT RESCLUTION RO, 37

Hr. Driscoll, Chief Clerk, has sent us Assembly Concurrent Resolution
No. 37 which was adopted by the Legisiature June 139, 1970.

This resolution directs the Departments of Social Welfare, Education
and Public Health to conduct a joint study on the need for education In
proper nutrition., Such report end recommendations were to have been
presented to the Legisiature by Juns 1, 1970,

Because of the inconsistency between the deadline specified in the
resolution and the date It was passed, the mandate cannot be complied
with, In view of the scceptonce of your committee's report on mainutri-
tion, which is menifest in the passage of Assembly Bill 318, is the
report called for in ACR-37 still necessary?

Yours very truly,

Robert Martin
Director

bec: Legislative File
PJM:pam
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RONALD REAGAN, Governor

STATE OF CALIFORNIA —HUMAN RELATIONS AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE

744 P STREET
SACRAMENTO 95814

August 28, 1970

‘ Honorable Gordon Duffy
State Capitol, Room 5163
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Assemblyman Duffly:

Representatives of the State Departments of Social Welfare, Education, and
Public Health met on August 13 to make plans to fulfill the requirements of
:Assembly Concurrent Resolution Number 37 relative to the need for education
“in proper nutrition, especially for low-income families with children.

Each department reported on activities in which it is durrently involved, or
has plans to execute in the near future. A subsequent meeting will be held.
Statements by the departments about these activities follow:

1. STATE DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE

The Department of Social Welfare is responsible for the provision of the
funds with which the recipient purchases his food. Of course provision
of & nutritious diet is dependent to a major extent on the adequacy of
the total family budget.

The counties are able to provide supplements to the cash grant in the

form of donated foods or food stamps made available by Food end Nutrition
Service, U. S. Department of Agriculture. In the counties in which the
Food Stemp Program is in operation, the county welfare department has the
responsibility for developing a nutrition education committee. The pur-
pose of this committee is to promote better nutrition practices among the
users of food stamps and others, as an essential part of the program's
goal - to improve the diets of low-income persons. The method and infor-
mation vary in each county. Most of the counties mail brochures on better
buys, recipes for low-cost food, storage tips, etc.

The Food Stamp Bureau of the State Department of Social Welfare is respon-
sible for encouraging and essisting food stamp counties on a consultative
basis for the development of such nutrition education committees and/or
activities. A Nutrition Education Kit has been developed by this bureau
to inform counties what other food stamp counties have done in nutrition
education, and to provide resource material as to what is available for
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them in these efforts, both in printed material and/or available
professional personnel (e.g., Pacific Gas and Electric Home Econo-
mists, Agricultural Extension Service, Dairy Council, Health Department
Nutritionist, etc.).

In March 1970, the Food Stamp Bureau also organized and conducted a two
and one-half day Nutrition Education Conference at Asilomar for all food
stamp counties and other interested persons. One hundred and twenty
persons attended from 23 food stamp counties and five Donated Foods
counties. The group included county welfare directors, professional
nutritionists, Agriculture Extension Home Advisors, and many aides from
 the recipient group. A followup conference was planned for the future
‘eimed at the recipient group. The staff of this bureau has also partici-
peted in nutrition conferences conducted by the State Department of Public
Health for local county health nutritionists, and U. C. Agriculture
Extension Service for ENEP (Expanded Nutrition Education Program) aides.

The State Department of Social Welfare employs a full time Home Econo=-
mist. Among her duties is the development of nutrition education material
for various groups of people serviced by the department. Currently a
booklet is being written for nutrition for eged persons in residential
care homes.

The Home Economist also works with licensing staff to insure good
nutrition in the menus planned by the administrators of day nurseries.
She acts as a consultant to state staff in the preparation of various
materials for the county staff, these include educaticnal material for
training staff, and an analysis of the adequacy of budgets or allowances
for the aid programs.

Only one county employs & Home Economist in the welfare department. For
the past few years, Sonoma County's Home Economist has worked directly
with recipients giving training in money management, consumer and nutrition
education, home management, and child care.

2. STATE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

The Department of Public Health has responsibility for the National Nutri-
tion Survey in California. The field work has been completed and the

results are now being processed. The findings will provide for the first
time much valuable information on melnutrition within the State, particularly
emong groups having below average income. The Survey population represents
3,900 households; approximately 6,000 individuals participated in the clinic
phase of the study. These were almost equally divided between Northern and
Southern California. The ethnic distribution was 50% Anglo-Caucasian; 27%
Mexican-American; 15% Black; 5% Oriental; 1% (other). The median family
income was slightly less than $5,000 a year compared to an estimated 9 to
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10 thousand dollars for the State as a whole.

Education efforts of the nutritionists in the Department of Public
Health are primarily geared to the role of food and nutrition in
medical and health care programs; e.g., health care facilities
(hospitals, nursing homes, extended care facilities); mental retard-
ation; maternal and child health. .

Of a total of 61 local health jurisdictions in the State only 17
employ public health nutritionists (only three have more than one
nutritionist position). There is no trained public health nutritionist
to serve the community in the remaining U4 health jurisdictions. This
means that ongoing nutrition education progreams for the general public
are most limited or lacking.

STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

The Child Nutrition Programs administered by the Bureau of Food Services
have a two-fold goal:

1) to provide for improved nutrition, and
2) to provide nutrition education for children and youth.

The nutritionally balanced Type A lunch served by school districts that
participate in the National School Lunch Program is, in effect, a function=-
al program of nutrition education. Most school districts provide some
nutrition education in connection with the State Health Series, but is
only in districts with qualified directors of food service where there is
a coordinated program.

The educational function of school food service will be given greater
impetus with the recent enactment of Public Law 91-248, which provides
funding for initiating a coordinated nutrition education program in schools.
One of the first objectives of the Bureau in implementing the law will be
to provide a program of in-service training for teachers in order that they
may receive accurate nutrition information along with methods of applying
the subject. In addition, the Bureau will continue to give direction to
the training of school food service employees at the professional and semi-
professional levels.

Available from the Bureau is a publication entitled, "Nutrition in the
Classroom", prepared by the Little Lake School district, Santa Fe Springs,
California. The California School Food Service Association has recently
issued a publication entitled, "Sensible Nutrition Makes the Scene", pre-
pared by the Alum Rock Union Elementary School District, San Jose. Copies
are available from the California School Food Service Association, Business
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Office, 1828 Sarazen Drive, Alhambra, California 91803 at $1.25 per
copy .

A leaflet entitled, "The Right Food - Stepping Stone to an Alert Mind,"
was developed for use with mothers of preschool children in low-income
areas enrolled in school sponsored centers. The program as presented

by State Nutrition Consultants includes a discussion of simple, basic
nutrition facts, purchasing informetion, and & food preparation demonst-
ration utilizing low-cost foods. Local school district food service
directors also present similar programs for mothers of preschool children.

In order to place emphasis on the educational aspects of foods and nutrition,
it is hoped that the title of the Food Services Office will be ultimately
changed to the Bureau of Nutrition Education and Food Services.

The Bureau of Health Education, Physical Education, Athletics and Recreation
has the responsibility for providing leadership for health education programs
in California public schools. Assistance in curriculum development and
in-service education related to health, including nutrition education, is
provided to local school districts and to county offices of education upon
their request. -

The Bureau has prepared a curriculum Framework for Health Instruction in
California Public Schools, Kindergarten through Grade Twelve, which has
been adopted by the State Board of Education. Nutrition is one of the

ten content areas; consumer health is another. This publication will be
distributed to all schools in California in September 1970. The Frame=-
work is based on the health needs of California children and youth as
determined by physicians, dentists, public health personnel, and special-
ists in such fields as nutrition and safety. It is designed to serve as

& planned, sequential foundation for local curriculum development inter-
relating all areas of health. TFor example, the Framework indicates specific
relationships between nutrition and concepts in consumer health, mental-
emotional health, oral health, exercise and posture, diseases and disorders,
and community health resources. Criteria for the forthcoming adoption of
new state health textbooks are based on the Framework.

The Bureau also provides leadership for school health services. School
nurses and school physicians, in those districts having medical consultation,
are frequently involved with pupils and families having nutrition problems.

Representatives of the three departments plan to have an additional meeting

in the next few weeks for the purpose of discussing and planning the implemen-
tation of AB 318, the Duffy-Moscone Bill. This bill .requires the Departments

of Education and Social Welfare to establish a statewide program to provide
nutritious meals at school for AFDC children, or other alternative methods of
providing pupils with minimum nutritional requirements. This is to be a program
of food supplementation while they arce attending school. At least one demonstre-
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a wvoject will be established by the Department of Education, Bureau of
K‘Q services to provide a nutritious fortified food supplement in lieu of
L atitional meals. This bill also provides for practical experience and
Le.atng for the parents of the children involved in this total program.
w4 surcau of Food Services has already begun to develop plans to implement

w.a program.

~a taree agencies do not have the staff or the funds to carry on a broad
sutrition education program for the general public - not even for the low-

tasvme high risk population.

we committee has some preliminary thoughts on solving the need for educa-
:oa in proper nutrition among low-income families with children:

1) New material which would be effective in helping all low-income
families make the best use of their increased purchasing power
resulting from the use of food stamps.

2) New methods of reaching low-income families should be developed.
Possibilities are the use of educational television, neighborhood
demonstrations in low-income communities and person-to-person
contact with these homemakers.

3) Utilize the increased awareness about nutrition resulting from the
Nutrition Education Conference in Asilomar and the request at that
time for another meeting especially designed for service aides in
the county welfare department, community action groups and health
agencies.

k) fThe state Department of Social Welfare should give special training
in nutrition to social workers in the AFDC program.

5) County offices of health and welfare should be encouraged to employ
at least one home economist or nutritionist to work with local staff

and low-income families.

6) Good nutrition should receive greater emphasis in the various pre-
school children programs, including Head Start and other nursery
schools and the mothers participation encouraged.

Very truly yours,

Robert Martin
Director
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