
MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
FINANCE AND CLAIMS CO~~rTTEE 

~ONTANA STATE SENATE 

January 24, 1985 

The 4th rn.eeting of the Senate Finance and Claims COITuni ttee 
met in room 108 of the State Capitol on the above date. 
Following roll call, Chnirman Regan called the meeting to 
order at 6:08 p.m. 

ROLL CALL: All members were present. 

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL 122: Senator Judy Jacobson, 
sponsor of Senate Bill 122 said this would concern the AFDC 
program and put back what wa~ taken out a few years ago. It 
would make these people eligible once again for AFDC. In 
theory we thought it would encourage more people to seek 
employment more rapidly. In fact it appears from evidence 
it is separatinq people as families. It would seem, at this 
time, there will be an impact to the general fund. It looks 
like it will save $325,000 over the biennium, and also a 
savings to the counties. There are some amendments to clean 
up the problem they had with drafting. It will change the 
effective date also. I hope to change the program in April 
and the reason is for the savings it makes. Dave will speak 
to the amendments. 

PROPONENTS OF SENATE BILL 122: 

Dave Lewis, Director of SRS, said he would speak to the 
specifics of the issue. When we eliminated these people, 
the assumption was not many would turn up on the case loads. 
Over 200 families on case loads. 100% paid for by the state 
or counties. We can go back and put them on AFDC and the 
Feds will pick up about 2/3. Amendments attached as exhihit 
1. 

Lee Tickle: Mr. Tickle said it is a division responsibility 
to administer it. The condition of eligibility where both 
parents are unemployed. This program was terminated in '81 
when it was felt those people previously employed, given an 
economic incentive would find work. It sort of backfired. 
The actual effects were 1. Many people reported where the 
father and mother split and the remaining parent came on 
AFDC. The purpose, I am sure, was to get medical care and 
under the single family grant they would be eligible. It 
turned out that the mother would be on AFDC and the father 
on general assistance. This is the program which is 100% 
funded in those counties. AFDC, 26% state and 8% from the 
counties not under state administration. Also, where both 
were employed, and since the general assistance program as 
the last safety net is the last resource, the protective 
social impact and the economic impact on both the counties 
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and state through the general fund. The economic resultR 
are contained in a fiscal note which has been copied and put 
before you. He passed out testimony to the committee and it 
is attached as exhibit 2, and the fiscal note, exhibit 3. 

John Ortwine, representing Montana Catholic Conferences said 
they support the bill for three reasons. 1. AFDC is 
helping families. Statistics show 22.6% broke up in Iowa to 
get assistance. 2. AFDC strengthens the work ethic, and 3. 
The cost is reasonable. Judging from what has been statpd, 
it should save money. Statement attached, exhibit 3A. 

Susan K. Fifield, Clinton, said she was in support and her 
statement is attached as exhibit 4. 

Kim DuVall, Missoula, spoke in favor of S8 122, statement is 
attached as exhibit 5. 

Eleanor M. Gray, Butte, representing the Low Income 
Coalition supported SB 122. Her testi~ony attached, exhibit 
6 • 

Gary T. Rudolph, Mt. Low Income Coalition, Clinton, 
statement attached, exhibit 7. 

Kathv A. Vasquez, Butte, representing Butte C. D., and 
herself spoke in favor of SB 1~2. Her statement attached as 
exhibit 8. 

Jim Smith, Human Resources Development Council said we are 
committed and support the bill. I appreciate your stayin0 
late to hear this bill. In our view it might well be the 
most important bill we support in this session. 

Judy Carlson, representing the Montana Chapter of Social 
Workers, said we work every day with people who are or have 
been on public assistance. We support the bill. 

Beverly Gibson, Helena, Montana Association of Counties 
spoke in support of the bill, her statement is attached as 
exhibit 9. 

Cathy Campbell, Mt. Assn. of Churches, said they support the 
bill, and handed in testirnony to suport her position, 
exhibit 10. 

Gail Kline, speaking for the Women's Lobbvist Fund, said 
they support the bill, statement attached: exhibit 11. 

Elaine Bishop, Great Falls, spoke in favor of the bill, her 
statement is attached, exhibit 12. 
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Senator Gage asked the question on the wash back on this 
program now, do you have any knowledge of the 38% of the 
families split up? How wany are back on? 

Cathy Campbell said she will check it out. 

Senator Regan said she had a question to the department on 
rule making authority. The department may adopt rules, etc. 
Is there any contemplation on your part that the state 
portion will be left on the counties where not state 
supported. 

Dave Lewis, Director SRS, said after talking with 
Legislators we felt it was not a good idea, so no. We have 
made no attempt -- we have had to spend up. If those 
figures are true, then we would have more. In other states 
that did happen. 

Senator Rimsl, Are you assured that the federal assistance 
at this level is corning? 

Dave Lewis, It has been in existance. Nothing has been 
heard to the contrarv. You are asking me if Congress is 
going to do anything crazy. They have never been cut. 

Senator Rimsl, l'Je have had commitments before that the money 
is available, and then it is cut. 

Senator Regan, No limit on the funds required to fulfill the 
needs of the state. Open ended. 

Senator Jacobson, I am really appreciative of the people 
that came today. An estimate of $2.8 million cost on the 
first time and I was still willing to take it to 
Legislature. I think it would be cut a minimum of $2 
million to keep the families together. Sometime when you 
have created the problem then you cannot go back. 

One other pjece of testimony was handed out with the reauest 
that it be included in the minutes, it was by Teena S. Capes 
and a request made that it be entored in the minutes. It is 
attached as exhibit 13. 

The hearing was closed on Senate Bill 122. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 122: Senator Haffey presented 
this bill to the committee for Representative Thoft the 
sponsor. 

Senator Haffey said Representative Thoft had another 
comJ:1ittee he had to attend. This is a bill that insures 
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that an appropriation subcommittee will hear the grant 
proposals for culturol & aesthetic grant projects in the 
Long Range Planning subcommittee. 

Senator Regan, By way of explanation, we mandated the 
subcommittee that heard the Montana Arts Council and a 
shifting took place. This bill makes legal what we are 
already doing. 

QUESTIONS FROM THE COMMITTEE: 

Senator Aklestad: Didn't we just hear on closing where 
these are being assigned? It is in LRB. 

Senator Haffey: These projects are being heard by those 
subcommittees. This bill insures that what that r:ornmittee 
is doing is legal. 

Senator Harnmond: We heard all these in Education two years 
ago. 

Senator Haffey: They will not be heard in education now. 
They are in institutions and this one is is LRB. 

Senator Hammond: It is allowing them to be shifted around 
where-ever they fit every seEsion. 

Senator Regan: In the end result, that is correct. It now 
is making legal for the LRB subcommittee which heard it. 

Senator Aklestad: The portion that is amended out is LRB. 

Senator Haffev: It does not preclude that subcommittee from 
hearing it. The original amendment was so that they could 
be heard by a committee other than--etc. Now it just says 
"" It was heard by Long Range. 

Senator Bengtson: The people who review those Cultural 
Aesthetic grants wanted that committee that reviewed the 
Arts Council and Historicol Society projects. They wanted 
them to do it. When we carne into the session the LRB needed 
more work and wanted to do it. I guess it was maneuvering 
to get it there. This is the best we can do because it is 
after the fact. In another session maybe we can straighten 
it out. 

Senator Regan: Would the committee care to take action on 
this bill? 

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 17.3: 
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MOTION by Senator Manning that House Bill 123 be concurred 
In. ~econded, voted, passed with Senator Bengtson voting 
no. Senator Huoonond requested his vote be changed to no. 

MOTION by Senator Christiaens asked for reconsideration of 
House Bill 123. Voted, passed. 

MOTION by Senator Manning that House Bill 123 be concurred 
in. Roll call vote. Vote attached, passed--ll-S. 

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 122: 

MOTION by Senator Christiaens to adopt the amendments. He 
recalled the motion and made a new one. He moved to adopt 
the amendments to the statement of intent. 

Voted, passed, unanimous. 

MOTION bv Senator Christiaens that we adopt the statement of 
intent as amended. Voted and passed, unanimous. 

MOTION by Senator Christiaens that we accept the amendments 
as presented by the SRS. Voted and passed, unanimous. 

MOTION by Senator Christiaens that we do pass Senate Bill 
122 as amended. Voted and passed. 

The meeting adjourned at 6:47 p.m. 

~y ./ 
. '/ 

Senator Regan, Chairman 
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AMENn~BNTS TO SA 122 

(1) Statement of Intent, line 7 through 12 

Fnllowing: "2dout" 

Strike: remainder of lines 7 through 12 

Insert: "Rules to administer this proqram pursuant to 

title IV, section 407 of the Social Security Act, as 

amended." 



( 1 ) Page ~, 1 i n e 3. 

Followinq: "children," 

Insert: "pursuant to federal social security act," 

(2) Page 2, line 17 through line 4, page 3. 

Strike: sertion 2 in its entirety 

!nsert:" NEW SECTION. Section 2. Aid to dependent children 

- unemploved parent program. Aid to dependent chilnren 

shall he qranted to or for the care of children \-Tho 

\,7ould not otherv-lise be entitled to such ? id hecause the 

child is living in the home with hoth parents." 

(3) Page 3, line 5. 

Strike: section 3 in its entirety 

-------..---, 
(4) Page 3, line 14. 

Strike: section 4 in its entirety 

Renumher: subsequent sections 

(5) Page 3, line 7(). 

Following: "authority." 

Insert: l( The departJl1eT'lt mCly adopt rules to acroinister this 

program pursu2nt to title IV, section 407 of the 

f d 1 . I' d .'l J) _e era SOCIa securIty act, as amen eu. 



,// 

(~ Paqe 4, line 1. 

F'ollmTinq: "through" 

Strike: "<1" 

Insert: "3" 

Page 4, line 3. 

Following: "through" 

Strike: " 4" 

Insert: "3" 

Page 4, line 5. 

Following: "effective" 

Strike: ",July 1, 1985." 

Insert: "on passAge and approvnl." 



) 



DEPARTMENT OF 
SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICES 

TED SCHWINDEN. GOVERNOR P.O. BOX 4210 

---~NEOFMON~NA---------
HELENA. MONTANA 59604 

January 23, 1985 

RE: Additional Requirements for AFDC-UP 

The following are the additional requirements necessary for the AFDC-UP eli
gi bil ity: 

1. Principal wage earner must be unemployed. 

This is the parent who earned the greatest amount of income in the 
past 24 months 

2. Must have been unemployed for at least 30 days prior to receipt of AFDC 

- May have worked 100 hours or less 
- More than 100 hours if the work is intermittent and of a temporary 

nature and was less than 100 hours the past 2 months. 
- Expect that work not exceed 100 hours the next month. 

3. Has not refused a bon-a-fide offer of work in the past 30 days. 

4. Has earned $50 more in each of 6 or more quarters of work within the past 
13 quarters ending within 1 year prior to application. 

- You can start the count during any of the prior four quarters. 

Or, received unemployment benefits - or was qualified to receive such 
benefits during the 13 quarter period. 

S. The principal wage earner is a mandatory participant of the WIN program. 

For your information, quarter of work always defines as the quarters ending 
March 31, June 30, September 30, and December 31. 

PHj003 

'AN EOUAL OPPORTUNITY FMPI nV>R 



2. The Aid to Families with Dependent Children Program is 
funded ''lith approximately 2/3 federal dollars, 26% state 
dollars and approximately 8% for counties that are not under 
state administration. In addition, there is the ability of 
an intact family where both parents are unemployed to become 
eligible for the General Assistance Program as an intact 
family since General Assistance again is the last safety net 
for these individuals who are still in need of assistance. 

I believe this is one of those "good news" pieces of legislation 
that can be supported for two major reasons: 

1. The positive social impact that it will have, and 

2. The position economic impact it will have in terms of 
savings to both counties and the state's general fund. 

The positive social reasons I have outlined briefly above and the 
econonic reasons are contained in the fiscal note that was 
prepared by the Department of SRS. 

Without going into great detail on the fiscal note, I will 
summarize briefly: 

The fiscal note indicates a savings over the next two years 
for both the general fund and for county funds. The reason 
for this is that by making the category of unemployed parent 
eligible for federal matching funds you supplant a payment 
which is made from either 100% state funds in the state 
administered counties or 100% from county funds in non state 
administered counties with a program that will bring in 
approximately 2 federal dollars for every dollar of state or 
county funds expended for benefits. There is an additional 
positive benefit and that i~ to the extent that our staff is 
determining eligibility now for the UneMployed Parent 
Program and that administrative time is not matchable for 
purposes of federal funding, but it would become eligible 
for federally matched administrative funds once it becomes a 
federal program. 

We do have amendments to offer to the bill: 

1. The first simply cleans up to 
several sections and replacing 
authorizing the program. 

language by 
this with 

eliminating 
a statement 

2. Immediate effective date many save general fund and county 
dollars this fiscal year. 

We strongly support this program and I would be more than happy 
to go into any detail or answer any questions you may have about 
the fiscal note that was prepared by the Department or answer any 
questions. 

203 

-2-



DEPARTMENT OF 
SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICES 

TED SCHWINDEN, GOVERNOR P.O.80X4210 

---~NEOFMON~NA---------

Testimony of Lee J. Tickell 
Deputy Administrator 
Economic Assistance Division 
Department of Social and 

Rehabilitation Services 
III Sanders 
Helena, MT 59601 
444-4540 

January 24, 1985 

Adjournm~nt - Senate Finance and Claims Committee 

HELENA, MONTANA 59604 

Testimony of S.B. 122, Sponsor: Senator Judy Jacobson, et ale 
An act that would reestablish the Une~ployed Parent Program 
within the Aid to Families with Dependent Children Program. 

My name is Lee J. Tickell, Deputy Administrator of the Economic 
Assistance Division within SRS. The Economic Assistance Division 
is responsible for the administration of the Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children (AFDC) Program. The legislation before you 
would, as indicated by the sponsor, add as a condition of 
eligibili ty the unemployment o,f both parents for the Aid to 
Families with Dependent Children Progra~. 

This program was terminated in 1981. At that time, it was felt, 
through termination of this program, a number of individuals that 
were previously employed may be able to find employment given the 
economic incentive of no longer being eligible for the AFDC 
program. The subsequent experience with the elimination of this 
program revealed in at least two major affects: 

1. There were many instances reported by county directors where 
the father and/or mother may have split from the family 
therefore causing deprivation of child support and conse
quently the reMaining parent with the children becoming 
eligible for the regular Aid to Families with Dependent 
Children Program. A major motivation for many families is 
probablv to get medical care for their children under 
Med icaid. In addition, it is a cOITlI!lonly held belief that 
some, if not many, of these parents that were breaking up 
would themselves become eligible for a single person grant 
in the General Assistance Program. This, of course, is the 
program that is the last safety net and the one which is 
100% general fund in state administered counties. 

AN EOUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 
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MontanaCatb renc£ 

AND MEMBERS OF THE SENATE FINANCE AND CLAIMS 

am John Ortwein of Helena, representing the Montana 
Catholic Conference, which serves as the 1 iaison between the 
two Catholic Dioceses of Montana in matters of public contern. 

I am here to speak as a supporter of Senate Bi 11 122. 

The last several years have been difficult years for the 
workers of Montana. The wind erosion and drought in the Eastern 
part of the State coupled with a great reduction of workers in 
the oi I fields of the Williston Basin have led to great numbers 
of umemployed. The closure of activities on the "Richest Hill 
on Earth" in Butte have made work difficult to find in the 
Butte and Anaconda area. Depressed housing has made the lumber 
industry suffer a great deal of unemployment in the Western 
and Northern part of Montana. Thus, there are pockets 
throughout Montana where many families face the stress of 
poverty through unemployment. The unemployed parent provision 
of the aid to dependent chi Idren bi 11 would give some of 
these unemployed fami lies minimum assistance unti 1 employment 
possibilities improve. 

The Montana Catholic Conference supports Senate Bi 11 122 
for these reasons: 

AFDC-UP is Pro-Family: 
* Poor families are known to separate in order to receive 

help from the AFDC for the Mother and chi Idren and General 
Assistance for the Father. 

* Statistics in Iowa, Oregon and Utah has demonstrated that 
an average of 22.6% of AFDC-UP fami 1 ies broke up in order 
to obtain help from AFDC and General Assistance. 

* Montana should not delay adopting a program which as 
been shown to help unemployed parents stay together. 

AFDC-UP iStrengthens the Work Ethic: 
* Only those parents who are honestly and responsibly 

seeking work would be eligible for benefits, unless the 
parents are deemed unemployable. 

AFDC-UP Cost is Reasonable: 
* Judging from the Iowa, Oregon, Utah experience, there 

may already be a significant number of families AFDC who 
would be eligible for AFDC-UP. And absent fathers may 
be receiving general assistance at this time. 

Again, the Montana Catholic Conference urges your 
support of this bi 11. 

Tel. (406) 442-5761 P.o. BOX 1708 530 N_ EWING HELENA, MONTANA 59624 

... 
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MEMORANDUM 

Nita Rinehart 
A. N. "Bud" Shlnpoch 
Phil Talmadge DATE: January 11, 1984 
Alan Thompson 
Frank J. Warnke 
lorraine Wojahn 
Dianne H. Woody 

TO: 

FROM: 

Members, Senate Ways and Means Committee 

Richard Van Wagenen, Budget Analyst'!2UJJ 

SUBJECT: Aid to Families with Dependent Children--Employable 

The 1983-85 budget funds the AFDC-E program at $21.4 million (state) 
for the first year of the biennium. No funding was provided for 
the second year, and the program is now scheduled to terminate this 
June 30. This memorandum briefly describes the program and current 
experience with it. The Legislature faces a decision whether to 
provide funding for the second year in the supplemental budget. 
Estimates of the funding that would be needed vary between $26.5 
million and $34 million (state). 

BACKGROUND: 

Aid to Families with Dependent Children is a federally-matched income 
assistance program for indigent families with children under age 
18. Under the federal Social Security Act, a state may qualify for 
50 percent matching funds by providing grants and Medicaid coverage 
to such families. All states have AFDC programs covering single-parent 
families and families with two parents where one of them is incapaci
tated from working either at a job or in the home. In Washington, 
this is known as the AFDC-Regular program. About 9 percent of its 
cases involve incapacitated parents, and in the remaining 91 percent, 
one parent is either dead or continuously absent from the home. 

" 
In the 1960s Congress expanded AFDC coverage to give states the option 
of including two-parent families in which the principal wage-earning 
parent was unemployed (but had some previous employment experience), 
and Washington chose to provide such coverage as the AFDC-E program. 
Currently 23 other states provide for two-parent AFDC. In February 
1981, the Legislature terminated the AFDC-E program. 

Bob Edie, Senior Staff Coordinator 
105 PubliC lands Building. Olympia, Washington 98504 • {2061 753·7715 
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A DSHS follow-up study (summary attached), which the Legislature 
required in a 1981 budget proviso, tr~!9._ ... ~ randQ.I!L~.~!TIPJ~_.qLth~ . 
L.L~L_f.orfl!.eT. __ .~IDC-~ __ f.~llli.l ies_.~hQ_~.~ ... __ ~.~~1.J1~.n.f_e. __ ~1J9~fL .. Jha_L.?PE.ir1.9· 
I.b~_~_tudy. __ founc! .. t~~_L .. _~8. ?_PE!.r~~~J ... gf..Jh()se...f~lJ!j.l.i.~.~._r.eapp~3!,r~.9 on 
the AFQC- R __ .r.Qll~ ____ a,t_ .. ~.olJ1e. pot!1.L.I?E!!_~~~f1~!£h. ~.~§Lar:!.g __ JuJ.y.._198gj 17 
.!llQ..nth~L.. In any given month, the proportion of AFDC-R ranged between ~. 
18 and 21 percent. Because some of the former AFDC-E families included 
incapacitated parents who had not been evaluated for AFDC-R when 
both programs existed, and because some portion of the families 
presumably would have broken up for various reasons even if AFDC-E 
had not ended, i t i2. __ .~~_ttll]?te.c!._t~~t.q.bg.u.t.)Q .. P!?r.s:~nL9L.th~JqXJ!1~r . 
8.ED_C-E ___ t.~lT)iJi~~_ ... ~!:.~~~_up bE!cause _Qf~ the ... p.!".ogram I.~._ ~~_D!1.11}(~Jj.Qn.~,. The se 
famU.t~_~_r~m~.L,!eA .. _..9_~ .. _~FP.C::R Jor .. _~.medi.an. p.er1.()~.9J. eight .. lJ1Ql1ths, 
£:j)!1JP2:red_wJ~b. __ .tc~_~.r._!TI_9n.ths .. f9r_L?_l!!i lJ.~~ ... i.n ... th~ . .,t~!:".l.§.r._~FQi:..~.t.pr~Q.g.r~m. 
Their average grants were 26 percent higher than the average grants 
of other AFDC-R families, at least in part because they included .'~ 
more children. 

CURRENT PROGRAM 

In the 1983 session, the Legislature decided to reinstate AFDC-E 
for the first year of the biennium and appropriated $12 million for 
grants, $6.7 million for medical assistance, and $2.7 million for 
administration (all state funds, expected to be matched by about 
an equal amount in federal funds). Because the implementing legis
lation (SSB 3660) did not contain an emergency clause, the program 
began on August 23, 1983, instead of July 1 as the budget had 
provided. This seven-week delay is expected to result in a residual 
of unspent funds available to offset some of the costs of the program 
if it is continued in the second year. The delay, combined with 
the fact that the caseload has grown gradually in the program's first 
months, has made it difficult to forecast second-year caseloads. 
Currently caseloads appear to be running slightly below those projected 
by DSHS, hut the Department's projection is for caseload to peak 
at about 8,000 families in March, then drop slightly in a seasonal 
pattern to about 7,000 in June. The Department now estimates 
second-year caseloads to average nearly 8,000 a month, but House 
and Senate Ways and Means staff have arrived at lower estimates using 
a different methodology. 

The typical AFDC-E family has two parents and two children, and 
receives a grant of $526 a month. Most of the families qualify for 
food stamps, as they would have before the program was reinstated 
last year. They are covered by the Medicaid program for most health 
services except adult dental care. They are subject to the same 
income and resource limits as other AFDC recipients. One parent 
in each family is required to register for the Department's Employment 
and Training program, to seek work actively, and to accept any avail
able job. AFDC-E eligibility requires that one~parent have worked 
during at least six of the 12 quarters preceding application or have 
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worked a sufficient time to have qualified for unemployment compen
sation. 

The DSHS research division has completed a study of the current AFDC-E 
caseload, including some comparisons with AFDC-E families in 1980. 
The formal report is expected to be available during the week of 
January 9. Some of the data tables from the study are attached to 
this memorandum. They suggest that today's AFDC-E families are 
slightly larger than their 1980 counterparts, presumably because 
both parents and children are slightly older than those in 1980. 
The parents now on AFDC-E are somewhat better educated than those 
on the program in 1979, based on a comparison with the Department's 
AFDC characteristics study for that year. Three percent of today's 
AFDC-E families are Indochinese refugees, compared with 1 percent 
in 1980--a change probably attributable to the federal reductions 
in the Refugee Assistance program in 1982. (The federal government 
pays 100 percent of the 9rant and medical costs for refugees on any 
public assistance program.) At the time of application, 8.5 percent 
of the families had an eviction notice, 6.1 percent were facing a 
utility shutoff, 4.5 percent had no shelter, 5.2 percent reported 
a medical emergency, and 17.9 percent had no food (some families 
reported more than one of these needs). The most common former occupa
tions for fathers were construction,· machine trades, and service 
(other than food service); the most common for mothers were food 
service, other service, and sales. While the largest number of AFDC-E 
families live in most populous counties (45 percent in King, Pierce, 
Spokane -and Snohomish), the greatest concentration of recipient 
families relative to population is found in the timber counties of 
Southwest and Northeast Washington. 

DVW:gsl-4 

Attach. 
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January 24, 1985 

TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF SB 122 

Madam Chairwoman and members of the Senate, Finance and Claims 
Committee: 

The Women's Lobbyist Fund (WLF) supports SB 122 and I, Gail 
Kline, am speaking in favor of this bill. 

Parental unemployment should be added to the criteria for 
AFDC. because its availability will improve the emotional state 
of a family already inundated with financial problems. By allowing 
both unemployed persons ~ a family to be e'ligible for AFDC payments, 
family tension will be lessoned followed by a decrease in child and 
spouse abuse, and families will not be forced to lie about their 
where abouts, nor separate. 

According to. Psychology Today, April 1984, "deviant behavior" 
involving "contact with the law, running away from home, smoking, 
truancy, (and) school discipline problems" for adolescents decreased 
when there were two adults in a family. 

The legislature through SB 122 can provide this additional support 
system needed for real people with real problems. 

The WLF urges you to pass SB 122. 

Tha~k you Madam Chairwoman and members of the committee. 
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SENATE CCl'1MITI'EE 

Date J r ~'-J ---- 6~-

Narre 

Senator Haffey 
Senator Jacobson 
Senator Aklestad 
Senator Harrm:md 
Senator Lane 
Senator Christiaens 
Senator Gage 
Senator Himsl 
Senator Stimatz 
Senator Boylan 
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Senator Smith 
Senator I-Janning (Dick) 
Senator Bengtson 
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Secretary 
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STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

Janu~ry 24 ~5 
......................................................... 19 ......... . 

MR. PRESIDENT 

. Einance ana Claims 
We, your committee on ................................................................................................................................... . 

. .. S9nate 122 
haVing had under consideration ....................................................... '" .............................................. No ................ . 

_f_i_r_s_t _____ reading copy ( wb.i te 
color 

I' $~nate 122~ Respectfu Iy report as fOllowS1Tha.t .................................................................................................. No ................ . 
be ~;,,1ed. as £01 0'if8 i 

1. Pa90 2, line 3. 
Following~ ~children,~ 
Insert: ;'tpu.r5uant to feuer-al 3ccialsecurit.y act, If 

2. page 2 ... line 11 throug.£l lin.e 4, .i,;!A<i}e J. 
Stri..kc: sectlon 2 in its e.'ltirety 
Insurt :CI, ::1r:.~ saC?ZOli.. Seotion 2. Aid to de-pendent children 

- u:1«iiiployed-par.mt proqranc. Aid to dependent children ail.all bo 
9rante~ to or for the care of children WilO would not o~~arvi$a be 
entitled t.o s\lChaid beeaU3& the child is 11vinq in the ho~ with 
!:Iota l?ru:ent: ..... ,. 

J. Page J r line 5 throQ.9.il line 1!'.1. 
Str1ke;_eation 3 and section" J...n their ~ntiret:t' 
ilenumbe.r: atWiUlIt'iu.ent sections 

4.Page 3, line .2(). 
l"ollowi.ng; * 4uth.o::i-ty .. lit 

lnilert: "?he d~partme:At. ttAY adopt ru.les to adminiatar th.i!llpr()gra:~ 
puriJ\,UlJlt. to title rl, section 407 of the federal $OCial socuri.ty 
Act, as ~Gd.t~ 

5. Page 4, line 1. 
E'ollow-illg: 112-
Strike: ftthrou~n 4"" 
lnsert: ':J auld 3 11 

(continued) 

.................................................. ,,: ................................ . 
Chairman. 
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11auo 4, line 3. 
~ollOWin.;.p n;2" 
Strike: "through 4" 
In.sGrt 1 .. a.n~ 3 '" 

7. Page 4~ line 5. 
Followiug: fteff'octlve'" 
strike: flJul.1 1, 1935.1): 
Inaert; ·on pasaaga and apf-roval. f< 

AND AS AM£~D1m, 
~ OO-P:-uS-'--

ST'AT.RMEN'r OF Ih"fJ.'Etrt' IS A'lTACtmO 

~~~~~{ ....... ~.~.~ ... ~?~~ .............. 19 ......... . 
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... 'SlmA'fOFf ·;meAN············ .. ········ .. ············· 



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

January 24 as 
......................................................... 19 ......... . 

MR. PRESIDENT 

We, your committee on ...................... f. . .$.p.~"'q .... AA4. .. ~~.~ ................................................................... . 

having had under consideration ............................................................ ~~:c?~~ ................................ No .... ~.~~ ..... . 

__ 't_hi_r_d-'--___ reading copy ( 8lue 
color 

CULTURAL JUW AESTllftIC GU.~T PROJEC~S BEARD BY LONG-lUUfGE PLAmflrtG 
SUBCOl.u1. 

Respectfully report as follows: That ................................................................ ~~~~~ ...................... NO ..... ~~.~ ..... . 

BE CO!f(..~R.ru<;O IN 
, --

··sui\.1,iOi(··~···································ch~i~;.;,·~~: .... 




