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:,.., re;, 12. 13 7-4 

THi£ i-WNORA~LE GEORGE OEUKt-1EJ1 M4 
f~r.ib~ r of tht"? Sen a te 
St~t o Cap itol - Roo-.9 5070 
-Sac.r~ nto, Ce1 t fern 1 ~ :)f,614 

D~ar Ceorge: 

I ~p~re clata your l ntt~r of Feb ruary :rn. ,foscri b in g .the tne,:;ultles 
t hat we r~ created ai a res u 1t of thu df'JrHI v~n~s z" prov-Js ions of i,!1 134, 
with res?ect to n:t5 poosi blo re latives . 

You s hould :.;nO'd t h/:\ p r~el se b.sck~round of t h~ 11forg l veoes ! 1
' r, rovJ s t on. 

Aft ~r t he l ◊sS of t ~e CLSC v. '.~ if ~n casa , t:'. a: condt t t en f o r ne.:ic t'I a ting 
a cor,,p roidse bit 1 {\-:h lch--~n~:- l c<l- t:,-e p;-fce t ag to bt: r educed fr;-,, 
apr, r-..,xt rra t u l'f ~l li'J id l11 on t t> .; 122 ,-:1 lll i r.:-n), ,"\ :s;e:r~~ •'J' mi!n 3urton 
I nsi st ed upon en <1npr o.;cn \..-h lch ':!O~ l d ~rov i <l:J ot: t ri gl-i t "a:mcsty.a 
os of t he c nJ of 1';73 , for ~11 p~ rs~ns •<1ho h.:Jd no t na l d t hdr relat:tv~s• 
r ~s ponsl o l lity ll ab il lty. i,•e objec t ;.,<l on t i-,o coirnt::J ; 

1) !ny outrl 9~lt amnesty wo1Jl d fly Jn t :-ie foc.:,:i o f ~fforts 
to require re lati v~s to con tln tt:? to !'l\e.? t ~ny liab lltty 

· lo cur rad unch, r t he r ,, cli.ice (! zcn l o ; M d 

2) \!'! kn.,,-1 t ha t ;:>e rsons who ha~ p:jj lcl, j ust cs your ccnstituent 
h.as , would .:i rotest, ~n d that t he re \-:C-ulo t ;·Hm b~ nn e-ffort 
to ext~.md ••f org lvone5s:• provJsi<'ns 0:1 a r1;trnactiv~ oazh·­
wh tch s~n ~tor Stl e m and l•.s serob lyman ~urto.,a ~ 1ctt attempting 
to do (In the ir sa 16£6 and AS 2:'j 32, resp,ectiv:, ly). 

As,ee~ l yman burto.1 1,,dicat!!d :,~ would rn.?;~ t our first ol)Jecth:m. ?>y 
r.ak !ng any 'fo r9 h1en~51 " Cl).'"ltin c:en t up;;.'lfl .l.'1 ln divl <l u~1 •~ ccotlnue <l 
c.o::-.r l ir.m ca witi, t he n•:M sc a !e 4 fi e a!;:>:r.o i u t ~ Jy r ~fused, ho-,;.1evar. t~ 
consl dc? r our t, .,; sic ohj ~i::t i on ( '. lo . 2 .:3:;it:,ve) ..,r to (i3::,ar t fro.--n h l s 
ln~ilstc nco 1Jp ~il a ' ' fo r g iV-:!O~$ S " .Jr1r.- ro-=ic.h . r.; tven t he oa r g.:itnln1 
pcs ltJ ,:,n In wh lch ·.1:-: found ours-ai vcs ~ t t h~ tl n<"!-- the loss of the 
CLSC c~s e, t l1e filct t h~t v:~ 1-w re t h=!n In Deceihl": r ·i-dt h a s ;,ed a t 
se·sslcn. aod t!i::'! foct t ;1.1 t i-.:-e i,;1d prevente d h is e:) rll s r bill (AJ 13) 
frc.'!l cl e arifHJ the S.en<>t t1:: floor 'by t't!lly t 1-10 vctes--•.,;1~ could not s~cure 
the ,fa let ion of t !1 f s ~rovlsi on. 



' Our t ack of suc~e,s doe;(! f'IC>t cu on, ho.(aV~!r > t hat w~ have ,:.~p~rtecl 
fro;n our vbw that MY 1'for~ivcnc:rn" .:l;:>Prn~ch b hta~propri ate. 
lo:, oe11eve in t i1c !.: ~sTc prfnciple of c., ilcren, 1,;ho sre ..l!>l0 to do 

so, su;:,port in g thol r pa rents; ! fee l thut th-il former contribution 
scale was not unrs:asonabie anci t1mt t11e inaquf tics in the l.a;,t irnd 
}3rge ly been el Jmlnated :,rior to tha ~nactr~ nt or ti.n l31l tl,r~1h 
r egu l story 11 be r al t zatk,ns that 1-,ere tc~e!i Ia ju)y of 1)72 an<l 1373. 

Our b~slc obJeetloo, then, to .!ny !'forgivenes1" .npproach h tHofcld: 
1) =-~cause It is unwarnmtcd oo 1ts face> v'lnai ttin1 ~ rscos · .. -tho trnd 
a legal ll~bllity to (!Scape that ll ~ lllty ; and 2) bec.euse it ,i tve~ 
rl~e to the Very k inds of tneoulttes tb.:1t your con,tltue.."lt d~s cri bes . 

The Legislature h"s• en a num~er of occaslc11;;. ,.m~ctod H b~rallzlng 
statutes wh lt;h tlo r1o t h~va ,·ex ;:,est focto·· r.;::;)lk.:itkn; that ts. 
persons ';l;ho ,,ed o:,i,rated unco r be r, rovl s icm~ of l.iv, prior to J ts 

:r:c:iclificntlo."\ do not hcn~fl t fretn that r~dlftcatton. tn this -1r.d 
other lnst~nces, I Cl.?-rt:iinly !){!) Jevc t~ cJofoct Jias Jn t he w;:~ndr~nt 
rather th ~n tne pr.o-existing •~~. 1-- -
In my vi~w, any attei!'!;:>t to redress any irH,qu lties that h.3ve b!'en 
c.ro.;tted shc·uld ~e In t i..c n~tu rc of '! l kin~tb!] t f-,p. .;for~ f v~n'5:is · ' 
rather t;''l').n c xte..1cHn g It. ~:,a ,-Ji ll C°-rt<'lnly c-poos.l S:. JU, (} {Sti~rn} 
.'l-nd A"fj 2JJ:! (.'.:urtcn), v.·hlc:"1 t-1ou1d r •::fond ~n rasnc.-n~l b- le rel a t iv~ 
contrJ~..1tf.:)nS i:..ad'-:l slnca t ivJ ':-!e l fo r l! Hafori!l f ,ct of Vi'.71. An.;; rt frcm 
th:l ccst-<d3 dllton, all of It froci t !1, Gc~n~ ral F°lmci~ and sc, rfous 
cir~fting fL . .:. ,s--the ~ills r.~ni 9r .Jtte t he o~;l lq;:;tf~.s to support one's 
;}~r~nts, ..thlc!-1 ?',as a r.~ral ~s "':!:ll as ~ Je q~l :tasJs. T!ia t ~ r ~c~;:, t 
has !.>co.n Sil uken by AJ J3!~, ~u t it v:culc be ,J-<:: ei-:.~n~c aln•t,s.t to t he 
point of n•.:lllfico!:ion tf t:.ls l e. qhl~tlcn shculc L-c r1ni)c t ~d .. tn dP.ed , 
It i,ay be tn.1t. :tr. ::t urtc-.. , Is hopin9 tQ ~ci:o;:;'lll.st. by Indirection thzit 

't1h Id) h~ has ~aett t.m;::> 1 ~ to ecccm;.} I t sh JI rec t l y. 

Since 'rie have never C.0!'.'1)')1etdy re?r-ov~rl ti,~ lb~lltty (it h cc.'ltln~~nt 
upoo .~~tir.~ b!lY curr~nt r ~5pO.i'l5 1l>t1ity}~ it r i;:M.l ins hH;ally pc,9sl b l:, 
to r.;!d ras!l r.nl!!: in~;-;uity in t~-= pro:>er fo!!hlon--!,y el h..ilnatin~ \4~a t In 
r-:y vl~w Is~ co-~p letely i~appro,rlat~ for~;v~ness .for the reasons described above. 

S Ince.re ty. 

Origl~al sir~od by D?. 7 i~ B. Swoap 
:iAvlO a. s•,;;j/lP 
i> r rec.tor 

ff:, .,,, ~ '. ~<-'2- '-

lice: Dtrector•s Flle 
~trector•s Keading file 
Mail c~,trol (31051) 
P. J. Newlin ~ ,.,-
P. Hnnrinnr,,,:c/' /1--~ 

C = 
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Apr II JI, 1974 

Assembly BIi i 764 

The Honorable Lawrence Y.apl loff 
State Capl tol. Room 2169 
Sac.ra111mto. ca 11 fornia 95814 

Dea.- Assemblyman r.apl 1off: 

We have reviewed your Assembl I 64 and respectfully wish to lnfona 
you that we cannot agree wltb lts provisions. 

A notion that has gained accept.once In recant YQf'S, Is that the government 
should holp pay the property taxes of aged persons with low Income so they 
will not Jose a homo acquired through a lffeti of labor. Thus , tallfomla 
has adopted the SeniOf" Citizens Property Tax Assistance uw. In Chapter 1216, 
Statutes of 1973. the bensftts of that law wre extended to aged 1elfare 
recipients. This blll expands that concept nd puts the publ ic assistance 
system In the tenuous posf tlon of uni lat rel ly accommodetlng purchases of real 
estate by welfare reclpfenu. This constitutes a serious Inequ ity to those 
members of our society who may never qualify for welfare ; wlt l work their 
entire lives; yet will never be fn a flnanclal J:IOS-ltlon allcwtng them to pur­
chase• b • Moreover, without a Nelf. re lien or recovery provision. the 
taxpayer would be placed In the position of ec:cumulatlng a protecting 
estates for the heirs of wlfare recipients. 

If yot, vould care to discus• tbls- further, 1111e lftJUl4 be gla to meet with you. 

Sl~~ly 
Orig1na! signed by 

_ PHILIP J. MANRIQUEZ 
Assista~t Director 

fHILIP J. ~NRIQUEZ 
Assistant Director 
Leg Is la ti on and Comnun I ca ti on 

cc: Randolph Col 1 ler. Chitlrmn 
Senata fine-nee Coalal ttee 

/ 

·-

. _,.,, 

. 
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• 
TE OF CALIFORHIA - HEAL TH AHO WELFARE AGEHCY 

i_PARTMEHT OF~~ BENEFIT PAYMENT$ -
/ IATE SOCIAL WELFARE BOARD 
·SACRAMENTO 95814 

~ 
IIOURT £. MITCHELL, CHAIRMAN 
ANTONIO G. BUENO 
THOMAS G. DAUGHERTY 
JACQUELINE N. HARKER 
DOROTHY 0. NATLAND 
ALAN S, RAFFEE 
SUSAN C. SCHWAB 

WILLIAM R. KNUDSON, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

Nat 21., ·1974 

The Honorable Barry Keene 
State Cap I tol 
Sacramento• Callfornla 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Keene: 

l AB 1293 

' 

74" P STREET 
RONALD REAGAM, Governor 

JOINT INTERIM LEGISLAT I VE COMMITTEE 

SENATOR PETER H, BEHR 
SENATOR ANTHONY C. BE I LENSON 
ASSEMBLYMAN LAWRENCE KAPILOFF 
ASSEMBLYMAN JOSEPH B, MONTOYA 

~:. , .. 

tam forwarding the enclosed letter from the Alameda County District 
Attorney's Office. I think It bacKs up the comments I made some time 
ago and thought you might like It for yaur flle. 

' 

Sincerely. 

Original signed by WILLIAM R. KNUDSON 

VIUIM R. KNUDSON 
Executive Sccr~tary 
State Social Welfare Board 

Enclosure 

VRl:feh 

bee: Jack Flanders, 17-14 
Phil Manriquez, 17-5/ 
Maureen Lenahan, DOA, Alameda County 
SSWB 
chron f Ile 

·- -· 

., 
i 
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.• OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

ALAMEDA C:OUNTY 

CALIFORNIA 

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION: 
BRANCH OFFICES: 

ALAMEDA• 1s1e OAt< sT. s21-112, D 
■ l:IIU<ELEYI 2000 CENTER ST. 8U • tll08 D 
HAYWARD: 22, WEST WINTON 783 • 5800 D 
OAKLAND• so11eTHSTREET n,-s111sO 

D. LOWELL JENSEN - DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

-

Jack Flanders 
Child Support Coordinator 
Department of Benefit Payments 
744 "P" Street 
Sacramento, Ca. 95814 

May 16, 1974 

Re: Proposed Legislation to change P. C. Sec. 270 
AB 1293 

Dear i1r. Flanders: 

In reviewing the above proposed legislation, I find desireable 
that portion of the Bill making both parents equally liable for 
child support. This amendment appears timely in light of the 
Dymally Bill (SB 569) giving either spouse the right to manage 
and control community property, and also in light of other women's 
rights legislation equalizing the rights as well as responsibil­
ities of women. 

However, that portion of the Bill, which states that· a parent 
must have failed in his support obligation by an amount of 
$1,000., in order to constitute a felony, I feel is bad legisla­
tion. This would appear to allow a parent with $100. per month 
support order to avoid paying the order fo.r 10-months before a 
felony could issue. On the other hand a parent with a $500. per 
month court order could be prosecuted for a felony non-support 
if he missed merely 2- month. Flagrant refusual to support or pay 
a court support order under special circumstances may require a 
felony complaint before an arbitrary amount ($1,000.) of support 
is omitted. 

As a matter of actual proof where there is no court ordered amount, 
or even where ther:e is a court order, it would be difficult to 
prove that the parent actually omitted to .furnish goods, shelter, 
clothing, etc. in excess of $1,000 • . 

. i 

... ,: . 

Jt 
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---· 
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Jack Flanders =2= May 16, 1974 
Child Support Coordinator 

Further, it would appear that perhaps that portion of the pro­
posed statute, making it a felony if he or she has left the 
state with the intent to avoid such obligation, is unconstitu­
tional under IN RE KING (1970) 3 CA 3d 226. 

The Family Support Division of Alameda County concurs in my 
recommendations. 

MKL:rnrn 

.cc: Michael E. Barber 

Very truly yours, 

D. LOWELL -JENSEN, 

;;::torney✓ Ll~ 
Maureen Kay L na~: 
Deputy Distri Attorney · 

Supervising Deputy District Attorney 

cc: Alphonsus c. Novick 
Division Chief 

cc: Richard Iglehart 
Peace Offi6ers Association · 

cc: William R. Knudson 
Executive Secretary 

-. . · 
. ~ .. 

r· 
t 



BENEFIT PAYMENTS - ·744 P STREET r 
e)j i rl I 

. ' 

Hay 13, 1974 

Honorable Barry Keene 
State Capitol 
Sacremento, California 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Keene: 

Ji 
•:' .. · 

ulease excuse the delay In sending you our suggested amendments to 
AB 129Lrclatlng to Penal Code Section 270. As we discussed, the 
provisions of AB 1293 relating to the arrearage of $1,000 add an element 
to the people's case against a defendant nonsupporting father by shifting 
the burden of proof as to Income from the defendant to the people. 

Further, the Interstate flight provision is largely unprovablo and really 
adds no deterrent effect to the existing statute. Accordingly, we propose 
the deletion of these two sections. 

Spectftca1 ly, on I Ines 13-14, page 2, the words "amountfng to one thousand 
dollars ($1,000) or more, 11 should be omitted. On 1 fnes 16-17, page 2, 
the words " and one day, or if he or she has left the state with the lnten• 
tlon of avoiding such obligation, in the county jail not exceeding one year" 

· shou 1 d be removed. 

We feel that the blll solves the· problems which may be raised by the Equal 
Rights Amendment and with these changes would not fmpare its effectiveness. 
I \'lould be most happy to answer any questions yoo may have regording this 

. problem. 

Sincerely, 

WILLIAM R. KNUDSON 
Executive Secretary 
State Soci~I Welfare Board 

WRKzfeh 

,bee: P.bi J° Manriguez/77-5 
SSWB 
chron file 



ST ATE OF CA LI FOR NI A - HE ALT H AND WE L F A RE AGE NCY 

DEPARTMENT OF BENEFIT PAYMENTS 

Ma rch 14, 1974 

REF ER r o, Assembly Bil l 2902 

The Honorable Dixon Arnett 
State Capitol, Room 4J4o 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Arnett: 

This is to advise you that we cannot agree with your measure, AB 2902, 
to increase maximum state participation base for children receTving • 
foster care. 

RONALD REAGAN, Governor 

In 1972 this department supported and the Governor signed AB 2089 (1972) 
which increased the maximum for sta te participation from $80.00 to $120.00. 
This action afforded the counties a clear opportunity to decide how best to 
improve their foster care program, if indeed, a deficiency did exist. 

Taking i-nto consideration, the current rather discomforting state revenue 
picture, it is our opinion an additional increase is unwarranted at this 
time. 

Sincerely yours, 

~ ' ~ - ' --,{ p~U.'~z 
Assistant Director 
Legislation and Communication 

cc: Wm. T. Bagley, Chairman, Assembly Welfare Committee 



Karch 28. 1974 

Assembly B111 2992 

The Honorable John L. Burton 
State Capitol, Roona 3173 
Sacra111Bnto, California 95814 

Dear Assnb 1 ywaan Burton: 

Ve have reviewed Asseml Bl 11 2992 and are sorry to tnfona you that we 
are unable to agree with Its prov s o refund certain contributions 
llitde under the Old Age Security responsible relative law. 

our analysis of tha bl1 I dictates that we oppose the bll l because of the 
fol lawing: 

I. The bll 1 does not consider the fact that the Habit ity of persons 
who refused to contribute In the past Is ~ absolutely forgiven. 
The 11forglyeness11 provisions existing In current law are merely 
conditional and past Habil I ties could be enforced If and when 
such ccndltlons an not met. 

2. The blll requires the state to refund monies \lllhlch, when collected, 
were shared with the federal governmnt. 

3. In our opinion the bill could be Interpreted to require the refund 
·of past and future contributions made under the relatlves ruposa-
slblllty law. 

If Y°" NOUJd llka to discuss this natter In more detail, &_ -,uJd be pleased 
to meet wl th you. 

Sincerely, 
(.._ ·, i,' , . · ' y 
Pii{i.1l' :.T . . ... ... ~,:~ --:'(;.:Z 
As a is':: ? . . , t :.. • .:·.J ;::tor 

PHILIP J,. WU-IUQU£Z 
Assistant Director 

·· Leglsl•tlon and tona.anlc.atlon 

cc: WI 11 fa,. T. Bagley. Cha I man 
Assembly Welfare ConaJttee, 

Anthony Bielenson, Chairman 
Senate Health & Welfare Comm ittee-------

:, 

Delivered 6/17/74 

·-
' 



April 12. 1974 

AB 3269 

/ 

The Honor ab le John J. Ht 11er 
State Capitol Roon, 2151 
Sacr&ilCnto, California 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Hi Iler: 

We have reviewed your Asse:nbl respectfully wish to Inform you that 
we cannot a gree \1ith its provis fons, to reduct? t he cur rent time period between 
the CCrJparis_on month and the adjustment month for AFDC cost-of-Jiving adjustments. 

The \klfDre and tnstttutions Code prescribes the usage of the average of the 
separate Constr.ier Price Indices for Los Anq~l.es and San f ra r.cisco, as published by 
the U.S. Bureau of Labor Sta tistics, as t he bos i s for determining the ch~ngcs In 
the cost-of-l iving. Althour,n the Les Angeles-Long s~ach CPI ts available every 
month, the Si:Jn Franclsc:o-0.ak land CPI is nv3 i lab le only on the third month of each 
~uarter. Therefore, for purposes of canputing the AFOC cost-of-living changes, 
the CPI ts avat Jab la four times a yt?.ar: Ha rc:h , June •. Se?tei.lber and OecC!Tlber. One 
of these four ~-,t.'ls 1:'JUSt therefore be s.e lected as a eoff'ti)ari son month. 

The tPl Is usually ava i lable about 30 days aft r the month measured, this is ~ded 
to the approximately two weeks lead tlmc re~uired by the eounties In order to ~t 
up the payroll procedures. Also fn addition is the regclar procedure for Issuing 
regulations requi'rin!J E.O days. Further. budget plann ing .at the state and county 
level ls flnalized in April and Hay, although t he counties do have s«ne flexibtlity 
untl 1 the tax rates are set. It is t herefore reasona!:, le -to select • ccr.tpari son 
month \-dlich wi 11 permit a minimum of 104 d&ys lead ti~. 

As you can re~dt ly observe your bt 1 ls requirement that Apr1 I bec.ome the adjustnent 
month ts a-dr.tinistratlvely Infeasible. If you wtsh to di~cuss this further. -e will 
be happy to me<!t with you. , 

SIIIQ9re1y• 
Origin~l :~ry~ ~ by 
PHILI? J . L ~:·Rl(tBZ 
Assir. b .:· ·, : . ,c t o.r 

PHILIP J. MAt~IQUEZ 
Assistant Director 
Legislation and Coaantmleatlon 

ce: Wt111n T. S&glcy. Chatnaa 
Assembly Welfare COQ'lllttft 

.. 

I 

~ 

~ .: 
" ; 

" .: . 
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iTE OF CALIFORNIA - HEAL TH AND wr::,_ , ARE AGENCY 

PARTMENT OF BENEFIT PAYMENTS 

Karch 29, 1974 

T~ Assembly Bill 3283 

The Honorable John F. Foran 
State Capitol, Room 3130 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Foran: 

We have reviewed your A:.=s.:.s.:;:.e,;,;;m;:;.b.;..1..__ ._._ ___ .___.....__.nd respectfully inform 
you the we do not agree provisions. 

Our opposition is based upon the following points: 

RONALD REAGAN, Governor 

1. Grants to adult aid recipients were recently increased substantially. 

2. AB 3283 represents a significant increase in General f und Expendi­
tures for welfare at a time when the state revenue pic ture is cloudy. 

3. Establishing the precedent of increasing the SSP level s when Social 
Security Benefits are increased will increase future t«elfare expendi­
tures. 

4. Current law provides for annual cost-of-living adjus.tnents. 

If you wish to discuss the matter further, we will be happy to meet with you. 

Sincerely, 
Or iginal signed. by 
PHILIP J . tI....:,:]BIQUE.Z 
As s i ste2t Di.,r.:.er.:t.Dr 

PHI LI p J. Kl\NR 1QuEr 
Assistant Director 
Legislation and Communication 

cc: William T. Bagley, Chairman 
Assembly Welfare Committee 

Wi 11 i e L. Brown, Jr., Chairman­
Assemb 1 y Ways and Means Committee 

.. 

, 

j 

• 

~ . 



STATE OF CALIFORN I A - HEALTH AND Wc.LFARE AGENCY 
) 

DEPARTMENT OF BENEFIT PAYMENTS 

March 29, 1974 

,,1110: Assemb 1 y B i11 3284 

• 
The Honorable John F. Foran 
State Capitol, Room 3130 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Foran: 

We have reviewed your Assembly Bill 3284 and respectfully inform you 
that we cannot agree with i ts prov is ions. 

As you are undoubtedly aware, the effective date of the adjustment has 
· a significant cost impact, and the current date (July 1975) represents 

an explicit agreement that facilitated the compromise settlement on 
AB 134. 

If you would like to discuss this in more detail, we would be happy to 
meet with you. 

Sincerely, 

p~~~it 
Assista~~rec;bl 
Legislation and Convnunication 

cc: William T. Bagley, Chairman 
Assembly Welfare Committee 

Wi 11 i e L. Brown, Jr. , Chai rman 
Assembly Ways & Means Committee 

Anthony Bielenson, Chairman 
Senate Health & Welfare Committee 

.. . 

RONALD REAGAN, Governor 



STATE O F CA LI FORNIA- HUM A N RELATIONS AG ENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE 
744 P STRE ET 

SACR AMENTO 95814 

The Honorable Joseph B. Montoya 
State Capitol, Room 4149 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Dear Assemb 1 yman Montoya: 

RONALD REAG AN, Go vernor 

~.:.-_ 

We have reviewed your Assembl y Bill 3422 and respectfully wish to inform 
you that we cannot agree with its provisions. 

We believe that such a transfer of administration to the state would be 
a mistake. The existing state/county delivery system for services and 
grants has the valuable advantage of maintaining administration at the 
closest level to the people being served. It is our view that the closer 
government is to the people, the more effective it can be. 

Secondly, we view seriously the tremendous magnitude of the proposal. 
It is our judgment that this transfer of responsibility should only be 
considered as part of a complete tax restructuring. The proposal contained 
in your bill would affect the total state tax plan and for this reason we 
think your proposal should not be taken up separately but rather should 
be considered orily as part of the state tax "matrix". 

If you would like to discuss the matter further, we will be happy to meet . 
with you at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

£c,p~l£l~· .. 
PH I LI fJ :>()~;NR I I c 

Assistant Direc or 
Leg i s l at i on a nd Commun ica tion 

cc : Willia m T. Ba gley, Cha irman 
Assemb l y We lfa r e Comm ittee 



STATE O f CA LIFO RNIA HUM AN RELATIONS A GEN CY 
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RO NALD REAGAN, Governor 
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P,pr il 24, 1974 

The Honorable William T. Bagley 
State Capitol, Room 2188 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Dear Assemb 1 yman Bag J ey: 

We have reviewed your Assembl y Bi I I 3444 and respectfully wish to inform 
you that we do not agree with its provisions. 

We concur with your assessment that a significant problem exists in the 
area of lost, stolen or destroyed SSI/SSP checks. However, we do not 
a~ree that it is the state's resp6nsibil ity to solve the administrative 
problem of the Social Security Administration. Further, in our opinion 
any expansion of the state's participation in the emergency loan fund 
would in reality act as a disincentive to the Social Security Administration 
in their efforts to pursue the internal administrative remedies needed to 
solve these payment -problems. 

If you would like to discuss the matter furthe r, we will be happy to meet 
with you at your convenience. 

Si nee re 1 y, 

~~)t.~~ PHILYD:-t-'ANRI .. 
Assistant Direc r 
Legislation and Communication 

', 



March 28. 1974 

As1eiably 8111 JAAS 

The Honorable Eugene A. Chapple 
State Capitol. Room 2091 
Sacramento, C.llfornla 95814 

Dear Assemblynan Chapple: 

, ' 

I 

Ve have reviewed your Assembly 8111 344S and respectfu11y wish to lnfor• 
you that we cannot agree w s Ions. 

Ve agree that the mlntalnlng of• guide dog Is one of perhaps mny leglthnate 
needs pecul lar to bl Ind persons. In recognition of such needs, pub) le assistance 
grants for blind persons have tradl tlonal ly been suhstantla11y higher than thos. 
for other categories of aid. (The current level of aid for bl Ind, single persons 
on wlfare Is $265 per mon~ whereas, the aid leve l for single, Aged, or Disabled 
Is $235 per month.) Thus, In our opinion the special cl relating to guide dogs 
la already recognized adequately In the grant level and s not justify the 
creating of a special state program of benefits for this purpose. 

In addition, one of the main objectives of the federall%atlons of the adult aid 
programs was to standardize the level of• and methods of computing. benefl ts for 
recipients. tn negotiating tho pol lcles for the new program, departures from 
achlevfng this objcetlve were agreed to by authorizing yments for "special 
circumstances". The agreements reflected In tho law concerning ''special clrcc.n­
ataru:es" are very specific and represent rather crltlcacl negotiations. Expanding 
the "speclal clrcwnstances" provisions•• suggested by thls bJII Ignores these 
•greements. 

If you wish to discuss the aatter further, pleesa do not hesitate to cal 1-us. 
Ve wl II be happy to meet wl th you. 

Sincerely. 
Cr l s i!:3.l Si fn8 d by 
PHI~IIJ J. r-.~:::?:::•.~TJ:;J]Z 
Ass1st~~ t ~ l-~~tor 

PHILIP .J. HANRIQ.UEZ 
Assistant Director 
Leglsl•tlon and Coaaanlcatlon 

cc: Wlllla•T. Bagley, Chalnen 
Asseably Welfare C01111ltt .. 

Willie L. Brown, Jr., Chairman 
Assembly Ways and Means Committee 

Anthony Bielenson, Chairman 
Senate Health & Welfare Committee---------

Randol ph_ Col 1 ier, C~a i rman ,.,~ • ._,l, e- lL 
~An~•A r."~"~c r~--••+&e ~-~-- • IJ 

\ 
.--:. .. 

I 
I 

Delivered 6/17/74 

• 



STATE O F CALIFORNIA- HUMAN RELATIONS AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF S©~l~kxWRkRkRf< 
74,i P STREET BENEF \T PAYMENTS 
SACRAMENTO 95814 

May 3 , 1974 

The Honorable Willie L. Brown, Jr. 
State Capitol, Room 3091 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear · Assemb 1 yman Brown: 

RONALD REAGAN, Governor 

We have reviewed your Assembl y Bi 11 3469 and respectful ly wi .sh to inform 
you that we cannot agree wi th its prov 1s1ons. 

We base our oppos ition on the fol l owi ng points: 

l. Expandin g the prov is ions for deeming of income betwee n recipients 
and their spouses wou l d , of cours , inc rease s tate expendi tures of 
pub! ic a ssistance . 

2 . The b ill is unclea r con ce rnin g whether or not the deem ing would be 
applicable to pe rsons who are curre ntl y ineligible f or SSP benefits 
because of their ex is t in g i.ncome. In our opinion the origina l 
version of the bill cou l d be i~te rpreted to apply to these i ndivi­
duals; the refore, t he bill would have a s i gn i ficant casel oad 
expanding effect which we are unal:>le to measure at this time. 

If you wis h to discus s the matter further , we will be happy to meet with you 
a t your conve nience. 

Sincerely, 

Communications 

cc : William T. Bagley , • Chairman 
As sembly Welfare Committee 



. STATE O F CALI FORNIA- HUMAN RELAT IONS AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE 
744 P STREET 

SACRAMENTO 95814 

Ma y 3 , 1974 

The Honorab l e Henry A. Waxman 
State Capitol, Room 5119 
Sacramento , CA 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Waxman: 

RONALD REAGAN, Governor 

We have reviewed your Assembly Bill 3489 and respec tfully wish to inform 
you that we do not agtee wl tfi , t s prov isi ons. 

The department opposes your bill on the basis tha t i t removes discreti ona ry 
power from the Director and to a la r ge ext ent re l egate s the fa ir hea ri ng 
t o an automated process in wh ich de ci s ions are ma de wi thout t he cons c ious 
exe rcise of j udgment from the hea ri ng au t hor ity. Even unde r new methods 
designed to assu re action on fa ir hea r ings in t he nea r fu tu re we l l with in 
t he 30 days prov ide d by the b ill, the re are a lwa ys certain d i fficult cases 
which require more ti me than the rou t ine . One of these kinds of cases 
could conceivably be a dopted4 

If you would 1 i ke to discus s the ma t te r f urthe r, we woul d be happy t o mee t 
with you at you r conveni ence o 

Sincere 1 y, 

~~ 
Assistant Director 
Legislation and Communications 

c c: Willi a m T. Bagl e y, Cha i rman 
Assembly Welfare Commi t t ee 
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The Honorable Hen A. Waxman / 
Assemblyman, Sixty-First District 
State Cnpitol 
Sacramento, California 9.5814 

Dear A.ssemblyman Waxman: 

Tb.is is in response to your inquiry dated April 23, 1974, concerning 
statistics which relate to your bill, ft..B 3489. We have provided you with 
as accurate information as possible; m5wever, t he following data will be 
less reliable than information deri•;ed f'roJII a post May 19?3 fair hearing 
d.lta ba~e. T'nia is because the Department converted its fair hear...ng 
calendaring and statistical functions from a manwtl to an a.uto:nated, com­
puterized sy3tem during May, 1973. The,re!OTe, in addition to the information 
you requested, I would like to provide you with an nddit ional. study based . 
on the July through December 1973 fair hearing d.."\ta base and your EIUrvey 
parameters. This additional. study has been requested and I expect it 
?'.ay 13, 1974. T'.ae information you requut.d is as followa: 

1. The number of fair heari.ng8 h•ld betveen January 1, 1973, and June 30, 
1973, inclusive, was 12,964. · 

2. Of those heal1,ngs held within the above sL"C-month period• the nuz.iber 
whose final decisions were mailed to th• recipients is as follows: 

a. 30 days or receipt of the proposed. decision: 3,791 

b. 6o days of receipt of the proposed decision: 6,929 

c. 90 days of receipt of the propos~d decisum: 771 

d. 120 days or receipt of the proposed decision: 520 

3. The nt..r.iber or decisioruJ heard during the period ·whose final. dKision was 
not mailed as of January 1, 19'14 wae 4o8. 

4. The n .-·Jber of decisiona heard during the period whose final decision waa 
not mailed as ot April 1, 1974 was 38 • 

.,_ 
., 
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.5. Of the propo~ decisiona not mailed to the recipient by Janus..ry lt l9?Z., 
the .month the Department received them is as follova: 

a. January 1973: 42. 

b. Februar.,r 1973: 33. 

c. March 1973: 94. 

d. April l.973: 69. 

•• M871973: 170. 

6. or thos. decisions ciailed to the recipient within 30 dais ·or .. :~ submiasion 
of the decision• those which were both proposed decision.a and advense to the 
clai=ant were 2,022. 

7. Of tboee decisions which had not been cail&d to the clnim:mt as of Janua...7 1, 
1974, but have since been adopted, the number which were adverse to the · 
r.Jaimant is 169. 

The only into:nnation which this nport doea not ·pre_eent to you is the number 
of decisiona received by the cl..nimant after January 1. 197~ which ~re heard 
du..-ing the month of June 1973. Thia inforoatian \:lill be forthcoming. 

If I can be of further assistance, please. do not hesitate to contact me or 
any of my staff. 

Chief Beferee 

bee: David B. Swoap .l?-11 
Phil Manriquez/17-5 
Jamus M. Moose, Jr. 17-14 
P. J. Newlin 17-11 

.:. ~ 'hin Dezer.iber 16-21 

Mail Control 15-43 

RL/DC/jb #'51759 

/ 

l . 
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DIJTRICT o,,-1ca 

wuT"1>1co BouL1tYARD, No. 7 

ANOELE:1, CALIFORNIA 11003!1 

TIILllPHONE1 (21:t) t:t!l•l292 

( 

J\zztmhl~ &ACIIIAMltNTO Aoo1111:a• 

STATE CAl'ITOL 

15014 

T&l.&PHOHE1 ARl'A Coo• .,. @al if oruia 'lfitgfolatur~ 
HENRY A. WAXMAN 

ASSEMBLYMAN , SIXTY-FIRST DISTRICT 

.. 

Mr. David B. Swoap, Director 
Department of Social Welfare 
744 P Street 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Dear Mr. Swoap: 

COMMITTEES 

CHAIRMAN, HEALTH COMMITTEE 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE 

ELECTIONS AND 
REAPPORTIONMENT 

FINANCE AND INSURANCE 

I am writing this l~tter in order to request some information which I will 
need in the discussion of my bill, AB 3489, in the Assembly Welfare Committee 
on May 6, 1974. 

Subsequent to discussing this matter with Mr. McKee of your staff, I 
have found that I will be needing the following data: 

1. The number of fair hearings held between January 1, 1973 and 
June 30, 1973, inclusive. 

2. Of those hearings held within the above six month period, the 
number whose final decisions were mailed to the recipient within 

a. 30 days of receipt of the proposed decision. 
b. 60 days. 
c. 90 days. 
d. 120 days. 

3. Of those hearings held within the first six months of 1973, the number 
of those in which the final decision was not mailed as of January 1, ·1974. 

4. Of those hearing_s held within the first six months of 1973, the 
nunb er of those in which the final decision was not mailed as of April 1, 1974. 

5. When were the proposed decisions whose respective final decisions 
had not been mailed to the recipient by January 1, 1974, received by the Department? 

.. 

.. 

.. 



... . . -
Mr. David B. Swoap -2- April 23, 1974 

6. Of those final decisions which were mailed to the recipient within 
30 days after the receipt of the proposed decisions, in how many cases were both 
the proposed and final decisions ad verse to the recipient? 

7. Of those cases in which the proposed decision had not been mailed to 
the recipient by January 1, ·1974, how many of the respective proposed decisions were 
not adverse to the recipient? 

Although this request is fairly lengthy, I feel that the information is impor­
tant enough to providing the members of the Assembly Welfare Committee with a 
clear understanding of the problem, that it should be given enough priority so that 
it can be answered byLMay 2. 

If you forsee any major'Clifficulties in fulfilling this request by May 2, 
please contact either my staff or me about it by April 29. 

I appreciate your efforts in helping me to ascertain this information. 

srr::; 
HENRYA.~f-
Assemblyman, 61st District 

HAW:pr 
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.• STATE OF lj'.ALIFORNIA- HUMAN RELATIONS AG l RONAlD REAGAN, Governor 

.,,,--

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE 
744 P STREET 

SACRAMENTO 95814 
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May 14, 1974 

~e Honorable Henr:,- A. Waxman/ 
Assemblyman, Sixty-First District 
State Capitol 
Sacramento, California 95814 

-. 
;,' Dear Assemblyman Waxman: 

In response to your initial inquiry of April 23, 1974, additional information 
is submitted relative to yourlBi11. AB 3989/ My letter of May 1, 1974 did not 
contain_inforrnation concerning the number of cases heard during June 1973, 
whose decisions had not been mailed as of January 1974. The answer is 210 cases 
heard but were not mailed by January 1974. 

The same information which you requested for the period January 1, 1973 through 
June 30, 1973 was obtained for the period July 1, 1973 through December 31, 1973. 
This information is as follows: 

1. The number of fair hearings held between July 1, 1973 and December 31, 1973, 
inclusive, was 11,547. 

2. Of those hearings held within the above six-month period, the number whose 
final decisions were mailed to recipients is as follows: 

a. 30 days of receipt of the proposed decision: 5,307 

b. 6o days of receipt of the proposed decision: 3,821. 

c. 90 days of receipt of the proposed decision: 284 

d. 120 days of receipt of the proposed decision: ll8 

e. An excess of 120 days receipt of the proposed decision: 70 

3. The number of decisions heard during the period whose final decision was not 
_mailed as of january l, 1974 was 4,399-

4. The number of decisions heard during the period whose final decision was not 
mail 0 d as of April 1, 1974 was. 417. 

,, 
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Of the p1"9posed decisions not mailed to the recipient by January 1, 1974, the 
date of the receipt is as follovs: 

I .~ J~ 1973: 211 

b. August 1973: 438 

. c. September 1973: 445 

d. October 1973: 781 

•• November 1973: 1,241 

f •. December 1973: 1,283 
. . 

.• ,6. Of the decisions mailed to the recipient within 30 days--_of the . submission of 
r1 the decision, those which were both proposed dec~ions and adverse to the 

claimant were 2,9.54. 

7""".:.:, Of those decisions which had not been mailed to the claimant-ias of January 1, 
1974,. but have since been adopted, the number whic:h 11Jere adverse to the 
.claimant is 2.50. •-· ·· 

If I can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me or any 
of my staff. 

Sincerely, 

Original signed by Robin J. Dezember 

BOBIN J. DEZEMBER 
Chief Referee 

bee: David B. Sw~ap / ~7-11 
Phil Manriquez1 17-5 · 
P. J. Newlin 17-11 

DC/jb 

James M. Moose, Jr., 17-14 
R.- J. Dezember 16-21 
Mail Control 15-43 

#31759 , 
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STATE OF CA LI FORNIA - HUMAN RELATI ONS AGENCY 

D.EPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE 
744 P STREET 

SACRAMENTO 95814 

May 3, 1974 

As sembly Bill 3532 

• The Honorable Leon Ralph 
St ate Capitol- Room 4130 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Ralph: 

RON ALD REAGAN, Governor 

We have reviewed your Assembly Bill 3532 and respectfully wish - td inform you that 
we cannot agree with its prov1s1ons. 

The Welfare Reform Act of 1971 (SB 796, Chapter 578 of the Statutes of 1971) 
increased AFDC grant payment levels such that a parity exists between payment levels 
and living costs. Further, SB 796 contains an annua l cost-of-living adjustment 
provision so that this parity would remain constant . 

Con sidering the above , there does not seem to be a sound a rgument in favo r of 
increasing AFDC grants at this time. 

If you would like to discuss the matter furth er, we wi 11 be happy to meet with 
you at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Assistant Director 
Legislation and Comm unication 

cc: William T. Bagley, Chairman 
Assembly Welfare .Committee 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA-HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY RONALD REAGAN, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF BENEFIT PAYMENTS 

August 2, 1974 

REFER TO: 

.. 
t ,, 

'I •· 

• Honorable Richard Alatorre 
State Capitol - Room 5160 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Alatorre: 

We have reviewed your Assembly Bill 8 and respectfully wish to inform you 
that we cannot ag~~e w1 1 s prov1s1ons. 

·1 . • 

We base our opposition on the following points: 

1 • 

2. 
I 

Expanding the provisions for deeming of income between recipients 
and their spouses would, of course, increase state expenditures of 
public assistance. 

The bill is unclear concerning whether or not the deeming would be 
applicable to persons who are currently ineligible for SSP benefits 
because of their existing income. In our opinion the original version 
of the bill could be interpreted to apply to these individuals; 
therefore, the bill would have a significant caseload expanding effect 
which we are unable to measure at this time. 

If you wish to discuss the matter further, we will be happy to meet with you at 
your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

or 
Communications 

cc: William T. Bagley 
Assembly Welfare Committee 

,. , ~-
( , 

r 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA-HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY RONALD REAGAN, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF BENEFIT PAYMENTS 

June 7, 1974 

Rl!l"ER TO: 

• 
The Honorable Richard Alatorre 
State Capitol, Room 5160 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Assemblyman Alatorre: 

We have reviewed your Assembl y Bil ) 3876 and this is to inform you that 
we cannot agree with the provisions that would require the state to 
increase State Supplementary Program grant levels by 100 percent of any 
federal increase in California's adjusted payment level (APL). 

Since current state law provides for a routine adjustment of the SSP 
grant levels to reflect increases in cost-of-living, an increase in 
grants due to an upward adjustment in the APL can only be viewed as 
a bonus to recipients. Therefore, in our opinion it is reasonable 
for the state to retain• its option on how this decrease in state expendi­
tures should be utilized. Retaining this option certainly does not pre­
clude the state from increasing public assistance grant levels if 
warranted. 

If you wish to discuss the matter further, we will be glad to meet with 
you at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

p~~ 
Assistant Director 
Legislation and Corm,unication 

cc: Willi a m T. Bag l e y, Cha irma n 
Assembly Welfare Corm, ittee 
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BENEFIT PAYMENTS 

Thi s lette r to members of As . W&M: Fo ran, Lante rman, 

August 26 ,. 1974 
Badham, Ba gley , Chacon, Chappie, Collier, Cory 
Davis, Duffy, Dunlap, Greene, Knox, MacDonald, 

, :-::·,,:1',·-'1· . • Mj 1 ler, Mobley, Priolo, Sieroty, Vasco~cel las, 
',·;.-~.: .. .: ·.:::: t,·::i ~:: u:. ,'_, : .. , · .· .. · , Warren •. Z.'Berg, a'nd .. Marc:Ch i istiansen ~: C:ons., 

• , r ~ _,- ~· ., l , , • •• ~ ~ •• ~..., •• \,, o l ,,., I , ,..'; J 

-··=:. .i--.- ✓ ,,:·t1 '-': .. ix';,,,;:, ~.o ·: :·:; .:, 1;. Assembly _Republican Caucus , .. \- ·_,.+,. 
. ·- .• · - • .... •1' .. . .::,"" .. ~,, .,, t,, 

:'".;.•I•;iJ .;~ l.tty ~!_-3~.:cb ~;_ s,~j/~. w:.~•:-;.,;_::: w-~ .. ·~t ~:;',t').t;::i~ ·.: \ :fl\; ~t,;:;= t;~~2 .: l.. it \~!lf 

Th! -, Ho~~r1:b,l e,l ~~tA'l · / fo~i:~·/thi t ;mil~' ;::),T 1 · ::.;;. t;; :3y ~~:--~ .. 

Assemb 1 y1 .W~ys and Means Committee 
State·: 'capitol• Roorn<3091 
Sacra~nto~· CA · 9581 lj.'. 

~, J:d~6~: ~:~~-0:ar . •·• ... .., ·~ ~ ~ ....... ~- .,.. . ......... _ 
PH!L 1r' J .. i'.Ai-i~ViUEZ 
lo.sf;~ .~:1t D! r eetor 

~r,.· _. : · :.. .. , -w::1,-:?-"f.:;,~e~, 1·;- 5 
Dear Assemblyman Foran : ............ ~ ..... ··•-· ... --
~i~ ~ \~ 5 

On Tuesday, August 27, Senate Bi 11 1886 Is se t for vote only before your •· -,·,---,.. 
Assembly Ways and Means omm ttee. The Department of Benefit Payments 
urges that you vote "no' t on this blll. - - ·-··--·---

SB 1886 (Alquist and Rodda) terminates the counties• participation ·lrt the·----·----·--·· 
flnanc~ng of the State Supplemental Payment (SSP) program over a four 
year period, begi-nnlng In Fiscal Year 1975- 76 and ·endlng In 1978- 79. -

The counties' shar_e 1s a total of $118 mlllfon annually. · Thf s · ftgure 
represents the amQUnt that the counties would have paid for Fiscal Year 
1974•75 under the adult aid programs which were replaced by the State 
Supp lementary Program. Continuing the county participation at this 
level was an Integral part of the negotiations that determined the 
benefit levels established under the new program. Because of this 
funding arrangement the benefit levels established for Callfornia 1s 
aged, blind and disabled are among the highest in the nation. 

It should be pofnted out one protection accorded the counties now (and 
not the state) Is that the $118 million figure ts frozen lnto current 
law. A further expansion of the specific sum is possible only If there 
ts an Increase In the counties• assessed valuation. The state's financial 
share currently exceeds $440 million and, as Indicated, does not enjoy the 
protection that ls afforded In state law for the $118 mllllon county share 
In- fact, the sta·te General Fund al ready faces an tncr-ease In General Fund 
expenditures for this program due to the annual ·cost-of-llving Increase 
feature of AB 134. In view of this we do not agree with the additional 
burdens placed on the General Fund by this bill. 
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t. •·- _ SB 1886 has been presented as a property tax relief measure. Thus~ the sole 
i Intent of the bt-11 Is to transfer this specific governmental expenditure from 
·----~ the property tax base to the state General Fund tax base. We question the 
_ 

1 
- advi sabi Hty of· such •a shl ft--wl thout fi rst-d nvestlgat,1.ng ... th~ 1 IJllpact.e IJ.,~Jklfvr 

r=j _ h~Ve ~n ~~~ -~~~f~re~_t ·,~},.a.~~~~ O~ '~~-,\~='f~~Jn_~,~u,ta:~:~~~:. •~p-r•v,cct '.)•di,,:-,u '}: prio! .rn :1lvs1.; 

:-- Si tlr!g'1\~:i- signed by L_J- "·prrr1rp :.J ; MANRI~UEZ1 ur,~it1cc"d a:· ,i:~•:;:s rn . l \'a ,,l. r rc··,.•.t:.i: y Jj)pr,,ve,.t p1,,;i tlOO ts ________ _ 

r.-. Assistant Direc·tor 
' ,, ; - ,1 -:-~r • · ·1 ~ .. 'r! • ';., ,han~.: tn approved po :~ior; ., f Coocc;e .__ PHI LIP J. MANRIQUEZ · ---------'-''-"'----- · · c:e comr-.1er> ~s b . low. 

Assistant Director 

• 
CJ LI~ :. ') t ,-, I s b ; f : '3 p,·:y.;: s ion. 

PM:ds ···- ----·-· 
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STAT E C: . - ~ •" v ,.. ,..,,,.- nuMAN RELATIONS AGENCY RONALD REAG AN, Gon1 

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE 
744 P STREET 

SACRAMENTO 95814 

June 11, 1974 

The Honorable John A. Nejedly 
State Capitol, Room 5091 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Senator Nejedly: 

We have reviewed your Senate Bill 1936 and respectfully wish to inform you 
that we do not agree with i ts provisions to disregard Social Security 
increases as income in the computation of the State Supplemental payment. 

The income disregards proposed by your bill will benefit only those SSP 
recipients who also receive Social Security cash benefits. While a 
significant number of SSP recipients do receive Social Security cash 
benefits, this is certainly not true for the entire SSP caseload. Therefore, 
it is obviously inequitable to reward only one category of recipients. 
Further, since increases of this nature must be funded solely by state 
funds the inequity is intensified. 

If you would like to discuss the matter further, we will be happy to meet 
with you at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

~i'/1~ PH I ~ LP ~. ~NR ! Q~E-f 
Ass I st ·ht DI recto·r--
Leg is 1 at ion and Communication 

cc: Anthony Beilenson, Chairman 
Health and Welfare Committee 

~ 
~ 
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(j DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE 
7 ~ P STR~ET 

SACRAMENTO 9.5814 

June 5, 1974 

The Honorable David A. Roberti 
State Capitol, Room 4047 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Senator Roberti: 

We have reviewed your S,.:nate Bill 2202 and respectfully wish to inform you 
that we cannot agree with its provisions that county welfare departments 
include bilingual employee personnel i n proportion to the total number of 
non-English recipients. 

In our opinion this measure forms the basis for establishing a numerical 
quota for specific personnel to be employed by the county welfare depart­
ments. This action is contrary to the federa l and state policy against 
numerical quotas. 

Measures of this type are of questionable legality due to the unequal 
opportunity under the law prohibition . 

If you wish to discuss the matter further, we wi 11 be happy to meet with 
you at your convenience. 

Sincere 1 y, 

Assistant Direc 
legislation and Conmunication 

cc: Anthony Beitenson, Chairman 
Senate We t'f a re Comm i t tee 
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DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE 
74' P STREET 

SACRAMENTO 9581-' 

June 5, 1974 

• The Honorable David A. Roberti 
State Capitol, Room 4047 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Senator Roberti: 

We have reviewed your Senate Bill 2203 and respectfully wish to inform 
you that we cannot asree with i ts provisions that the State Department 

.of Benefit Payments include bilingual employees personnel in proportion 
to the tota~ number of non-English recipients. 

·The establishment of numerical quotas for hiring state personnel in DBP 
departments is contrary to established federal and state policy. We 
further feel that measures of this type are of questionable legality 
due to the unequal opportu~ity under the law of prohibition. 

We will be glad to meet with you and discuss this matter at great lengths 
at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

p~~ 
Assistant Director 
Legislation and Communication 

cc: Anthony Beilenson, Chairman 
Senate Welfare Committee 



STATE Of CALIFORNIA-HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY RONALD REAGAN, Gonrnor 

DEPARTMENT OF BENEFIT PAYMENTS. 

IIUER TO: 

• 

June 11 1 1974 

The Honorable Alberts. Rodda 
State Capitol, Room 4048 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Senator Rodda: 

We have reviewed your Sena t e Bi 11 2300 a nd respectfully wish to inform 
you that we cannot agree with its provisions to eliminate county general 
relief programs and establish a state administered aid to indigent 
categorical aid program. 

In our opinion a bill of this type could only be administered by contracting 
with the county welfare department; therefore, the end result would be 
simply transferring current county expenditures to the state. Considering 
the existing safeguards ·against increases in county welfare expenditures 
and the recent passage of a significant property tax relief legislation 
(SB 90, Chapter 1406, Statutes of 1972) there is in our opinion little 
If any justification for this proposal at this time. 

If you wish to discuss the matter further, we will be happy to meet with 
you at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Assistant Director 

• 

legislation and Communication 

cc: Anthony Beilenson, Chairman 
Senate Health and Welfare Committee 
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The Honorable Anthony Beilenson 
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Dear Sena·tor ·ae; Hinson:•- . 

We have ~vi~d _yo"'.r; rs• I _ and. res~c:..tfully wish to Inform 
you tha~ ·we._canoot ~·gr~ie ·with . l_ts 'provisions to··1:ransfer the administrative 
respons1bi1itles · for unemployed parents under the Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children prograa (AFDC-U) from the county welfare department 
to the Employment Development Department. 

Because of the makeup of cases in the AFDC program. there ls a measurable 
amount of changes in case status between family group and unemployed. 
Under the present system where county welfare depa.rtments are handl Ing 
or responsible for the payments in both cases, this Is accomplished merely 
by a change in status. However. If the unemployed cases are to be handled 
by the Employment Development Department what was previously merely a change 
In status will require a transfer of the total case record from county's 
operations to state ope~atlon and will require also a change In the services 
provi.sions and in each Instance a change ·In the person providing the services. 
There is a further complication in that AFDC-U cases are frequently not "pure" 
"U" cases. In the case of an unemployed stepfather with chi Jdren in the home. 
there may wel 1 be "FG" children in the home who would, under this bi 11, rema In 
the respons I b iii ty of the we I fare department. We have genera 11 y treated these 
cases as a single household. The complexities Involved In transferring part 
of the family to EDD and retaining part of the family (lncludlng the mother 
In many cases) will create administrative errors In budgeting the entire 
faml ly's grant because of the a I location of any Income (UIB for Instance) 
the stepfather may have back to the 11FG" farally. 

The points we have listed above are only two of the many problems that wil I 
exist If your bill Is enacted. 

We understand that your bill is to be amended so that Its concept will be 
tested in a demonstration project; however. we will remain opposed. as con­
sidering the many problems that would develop, we see little justification 
for testing this concept. 

-----..:.~.-
- I 
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If you wish to discuss the matter further. we will be happy to meet t 

with you at your convenience. J 

Sincerely. ,. '"' 
,. ..... 

I,. ·, 

PHILIP j-• . AANR"IQ.UEZ 
Assistant Director 
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Leglslatlon and ta.unlcatl~-~-'.>J§SIC 7 

cc: 
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· Joe ·Montoya··, Vice Cha i _rman 
Assembly : We 1 f ar·e· ~ommi-ttee 
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