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4493 25th A,
Sacramento. Calif‘.!n;:z%?o
Tel. 916 456.855,

Heren 27, 1967

Hr. Jack T. c“.’, Chairmen
Assesbly Committee on Social Welfare
Califoraias lLegislature

State Capitol

Sseremento, California

Dear ¥r. Casey:

I would like to congratulate you on the excellent report, "Protective
Services for Children’ submitted to the Legisiature by the Assexbly
Interim Commitiee on Scocial Welfare. This report makes & resl cone
tribusica o & more complate understanding of the provlea and wity
there is such 2 pressing need for legisiation.

A8 coe of the Reglonal Divectors of the Epidesiciogical Study of

Child Abuse novw being conducted by Brandels Uaniversiity, I would like

to make one or two comaents a&boul the section om "Heasurinsg the Incidence.”
First, I wes delighted to see the reference to our study in ter=ms which
indicate an eppreciation of its aizs and intanst. On the other hanod, I
think there are cne or two iaaccuracies or at least asmbiguities.

It is trus that Los Angeles, Han Fraocisco end Sea H¥ateo are involved
in a more cozprexzensive study, since they are three of the &0 units
selected et rendom to represent the entire United States, In these
areas, research schedules will be compieted om 8ll caildren who &re
reported as sbused during the year 1967, not just ceses chosen oa a
sglective basis.” Incidentally, these schedules wilil be completed cut
of regular vorking hours by staff mezbers wao will be financially
reimbursed.

The statewide tabulation will be bssed on all reports reaching the
Bureau of Criminal ldentificaticn and Investization ss & result of

AB 49 passed by the 1356 Legzisleture. As you know, this legislation
azended the terms of AB 277 (i565) msking it wandatory not only for

the medical profession aad religicus practitioners but also for directors
of county welfare deparizents &ad superintendants of schools 0 report
cases of suspected sbuse. This widens the uaiversa considerably.

’Tlm}?/lm)"nvg‘ i el
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Hr. Casey -2~ March 27, 1967

Your report further states that these cases ere "not currently being
reported to Criminal ldeantification and Investigation by the State
Departuent of Social Wa lfara because of the lack of protective service
prograns to do follow up.” I assume that this should read "dy Criminal
Identification and Investigatica to State Depariment of Social Welfare,”
otherwise the santence does not uake any resal cense.

I make these points (0 keep the record straiznt., Be assured that the
Brandeis Etudy staff is sanxious to aelp in any way possible toward
the provision of adequate protective services for childrea who need
them. We hope that our findings will have importent implications for
pisaning preventive and treatmeont prograas nationwide, since every
State in the Union is perticipating in the study.

leay il

Miss Meg Brinlow
Regional Direcior

Bincerely,

ec: Mr. Tom Joe, Consultant
Asseably Committee on Socilal Welfare
Room bl4% - State Capitol
Sacramento, California

Mr. John C. Montgowery, Director
Stete Departuent of Social Welfare
2415 First Avenue

Sacramento, California

Mr. Arlo Dehnert, Chief

Bureau of Faanily Services

State Department of Scocial Welfare
2415 First Avenue

Sacremento, California

Mr. Verne Gleason v

State Department of Social Welfare
2415 First Avenue

Sacramento, California

Dr. David Gil
Brandeis University
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Kovember 18, 1968

Honorable Eugene A. Chappie
Aszembly Committee om Social Welfsre
California lLegislature

Ltate Capitol, Room 315

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Genes

b

This is to forward to you the requested distribution of actual housing costs
for Aid to Families With Dependent Children derived from our 1960 survey,
which was made on a sample stratified by county. The county-by-county data
have been combined to give this statewide distribution. 4s you realize,
housing costs can vary ccensiderably from county to county.

Flease let me know if we can be of further assistance to you or your staff,

Very truly yours,  QRrIGINAL SIGNED:

John C. Montgomery By“%ﬂL/ ;
Date Noted By _Lz2

Date Sent i-19

John C. Montgomery
Director

Attachment

MW:em
Control #16231

bece: Director's File \/
Central Files
R&S Files
E. E. Silveira
Verne Gleason
‘W. L. Parker
John McCoy

. J (3. 123



State of California ; ' ‘ Research and Statistics
Department of Social Welfare ' November 18, 1968

|

AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN

-Family Group and Unemployed Parent Cases

Distributionl/ of Actual Housing Costsg/ of AFDC Families in California

July 1968
Percent
Number Famili
" amilies
Housing cost ; of Total with
Tauiliss families housing
cost
Total e @ o o o o 208,532 100.0
Non-needy relat{ve and
free housing .« « « o « 22,655 10.9
With housing cost « + + o | 185,877 - ©100.0 _
3 1 - lO e o o o o .‘ 651 003 0.4
11 - 20 e o o o o o 1’858 009 . 1.0
21 - 30 e o o o o o ‘},077 2.0 2.2
31 - ‘}O e o o o o o 9'?77 l"'? 503
Bl = 50 o s ¢ o o 19,501 9.4 10.5
51 Lod 60 e e o o o o 23,638 11.3 12'?
61 - 70 e o o o o o 300993 14.8 16.?
71 - 80 e o o o o 28'276 13.5 15.2
81 - 90 e ¢ o o o o 23,124 11.1 12."’
91 - 100 e o o o o o 16’820 8.1 9.0
101 - 110 e o o o o o 7’134 3.“’ 3.8
111 = 120 ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o 7:573 3.6 k.1
121 - 130 e o o o o o 5’607 20? 300
131 . 140 e o o o o o 3,194 1.5 1-7
1’"1 - 150 ® o o o o o 1’786 009 1.0
15 » 260 » &« o & » & 957 0.5 0.5
161 and over . o . o 911 0.4 0.5

l/‘Percentage distribution was derived from a sample of 15,705 families and has
been applied to the July 1968 AFDC caseload.

2/ Excludes the cost of utilities; includes taxes and insurance for those pur-
chasing a home.

Source: 1968 AFDC Housing Cost Sample Survey.



State sf California Health and Welfare Agency

Memorandum

To

From

E. E. Silveira Date : November 15, 1968

Subject: Distribution of Actual
AFDC Housing Costs
Requested by Assembly
Committee on Social Welfare

Department of Social Welfare

W. L. Parker %‘ Z £

Attached is the distribution of actual housing costs for AFDC derived from the
1968 survey which was requested by Assemblyman Chappie. Also attached is a
suggested letter of transmittal for Mr. Montgomery's signature.

The request for this data actually originated from Dave Roberts, who states
that it is needed by him in his efforts to establish a single uniform standard
of need in the public assistance categories. He has discussed this to some
extent with Verne Gleason. It is suggested that Mr. Gleason be consulted
about the transmittal of this data before it is released to Mr. Chappie.

As Dave Roberts explained it to us, he would try to use the 90t percentile

(or some politically feasible percentile) from this distribution as a basis
for beginning to build an estimate of a minimum cost of living in California.

Attachment

MW:em



o? Sf&te of California ' Research and Statistics
s Department of Social Welfare November 18, 1968

¥

 AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN

VFamily Group and Unemployed Parent Cases

Distributionl/ of Actual Housing Costsg/ of AFDC Families in California

July 1968
Percent
. Number Families
Housing cost of . Total with
families families housing
cost
Total ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o 208 . 532 : 100.0
Non-needy relative and
free housing e o o o o . 22,655 1009
With housing cost o« « & « |. 185,877 100.0 “
s 1 - 10 e o o o o o 651 003 ) Ool*
11 - 20 e e o o & o 1,858 009 1.0
21 - 30 e e o o o o l'l’,O?? 2.0 2.2
31 - l&O L] e o o o L] 9,777 l"o? 5-3
Bl = 50 4 o o o o s 19,501 9.4 10.5
51 - 60 e & o o o o 23‘638 1103 12.7
Bl = 70 ¢ o 6 ¢ o 30,993 14,8 16.7
71 = 80 4 o o o o o 28,276 15,5 15.2
81 - 90 .4 ¢ oo 23,124 11.1 12.4
91 = 100 e o o o o o 16'820 801 900
101 - 110 e o o o o o ?‘131" 3.4 3.8
111 - 120 e o o o o o 7,5?3 3.6 l‘ol
121 =130 o o o0 o 5,607 2.7 3.0
131 - 140 e o s o o @ 3'194 1.5 1-7
1’*1 - 150 e o o o o o ' 1.786 0.9 ’ 1.0
151 - 160 e o o o o o 957 005 005
161 and over e o o o 911 004 005

1/ Percentage distribution was derived from a sample of 15,705 families and has
been applied to the July 1968 AFDC caseload.

2/ Excludes the cost of utilities; includes taxes and insurance for those pur-
chasing a home,

Source: 1968 AFDC Housing Cost Sample Survey.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY RONALD REAGAN, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL WELFARE

2415 FIRST AVENUE, P.O. BOX 8074
SACRAMENTO 95818

January 28, 1969

Honorable Eugene Chappie, Chalrman
Assembly Committee on Social Welfare

Room 315, State Capitol =~~~
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Gene:

Thank you for your letter of January 17 with copies of the final
reports on the studies completed for the Assembly Social welfare
Committee by Social Psychiatry Research Associates and Planning
Research Corporation. | have personally read both these documents,
finding them of considerable interest and use for improved
administration of the public welfare program in California.

The Department of Social Welfare accepts your Iinvitation to meet

and discuss these reports, and | have asked Verne Gleason to make
appropriate arrangements with Bob Rosenberg.

Very truly yours,
[
@ G Q'n;,j'?

John C. Montgomery
Director

¢c: Mr. Robert Rosenberg
Mr. Verne Gleason (_—

Wy srrey o rpemenny) Sgrerrry




State of California : }} b Health and Welfare Agency

Memorandum

‘ (%’V
To - Mr. Robert Rosenberg Date : Suly 2B, 1569
Assembly Ccrmittee on Social Velfare ‘ ,
' 315 Capitol Building _ Subject: ~ Reimbursement for Bank
' Sscrerento, California _ . Igsuance Costs in Food
_ Starp Progrem

From : Department of Social Welfare ? Thls P Street, Sscremento 95614

As you requested a clerification of the DHEW reimbursement of county edmini.
strative expenses for the issuance costs (usvally via banks) in the Food
Stamp Progrem, this is wvhat our Fiscal Division has essured us is the current
situetion.

Both the Food Stemp Menual (Section §3-000 of the PSS Menual) in Section
63-204.64, and our Fiscael Procedures Manual, Section F-030.%0, clesrly state
there is no DIEW reimbursement for these costs, and this has not been changed,

There has been some misunderstanding, however, ameng both county end siste
staff regardins the method of deterwmining procram costs, Although the cost
sllocation processes of bank issuasnce will fzll into Line J of Table VII of the
Administretive Claim Form DFA 327.4 (2/69), these costs are not reizbursed by
DHEW. Lire J is for county-only costs.

Y
The only chense vhich bes occurred is that sll county welfare department costs
since July 1:67 have been determined through spplication of a cost allocation
plan, end direct charges to progrex have been eliminated., Although the zpplice-
tion of the cost allocation system has incressed the total reimbursement, it has
pot resulted in IHEW shering of food stamp issuance costs.

from USDA through direct reporting of the certilication workers (Social Worker

or Eligibility Worker) snd their irmediate supervisor's time spent in certifying
“pure” lNonessistance Kousehold cases; end the normal DEEW reimburserent for the
certification (including clerical support) of food stemp housekolds containing s
public sssistance recipient (either Assistance louseholds or "mixed" Honassistance
Households),

Bileen C. Jensen, Chief '

bee: E. Newman .
M. Chopson
V. Gleason -//74 0
H. Rodseth

The only federal reimbursexent for the Food Stamp Prosram is thet obtaiped E\

| ’
/



May 26, 1970

Mr. Gil Oster

Consultant

Assembly Committee on Publice
Employment and Retirement

State Capitol

Sacramento, California 95814

g

Eligibility of Strikers for
Welfare Bemefits

Dear Mr. Oster:

In response to a request you made to Mr. Michaels, I am forwarding to you
a copy of a recent reply to an inquiry on the above subject.

If you desire eny further information, please do not hesitate to request it.

Very truly yours,

1 A
@Q}Q\L&. WU Las é\ﬂ'\
Ecbert Martin
Director

bee: Director's Files / ' Fhil Manriquez
Central Files
legal Office
Chron. File

RiM :maw
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This is in reply to your letter of May 11, 1970, in which you raised the question

as to whether strikers are eligible for welfare.

The whole policy on this issue is now under intensive study. At the present time,
the family man who is engaged in a bona fide, lawful, and sanctioned strike is
not automatically disqualified from receiving welfare benefits. He must, of course,'
have dependent children and meet all other eligibility requirements for Aid to
VFamilies with Dependent Children, including personal property limitations to get

welfare.

If the strike is not sanctioned and lawfu]--such as the 'wildcat' situation found
recently in Los Angeles and mentioned by you--there is no eligibility. This point
may not have been clearly undersfood by everyone in the past, but it is and has
been the position of the Directors in the past and it certainly is Robert Martin's,
the present Director. He is taking immediate steps to see to it that there is

no uncertainty or lack of clarity on this aspect of';he general problem.

Now pending before the Legislature is Senate Bill 852 which was introduced by
Senator Gordon Cologne. This bill provides that persons on strike are ineligible

for public assistance. This measure has the full support of the Governor.

| hope that this serves to clarify the situation on the receipt of welfare by

strikers and that the Governor can count on your support of Senate Bill 852.




