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Summary of Topics Covered and Activities to date:

Child Support Advocate – Tom Joseph of Waterman and Associates in Washington, DC was proposed as an advocate for a consortium of child support agencies, including ERICSA.  NCSEA was discussed as the organization best suited as the agent to sign and oversee the contract. 
An issue arose about whether Board members might need to remove themselves from the Board if Tom Joseph had any lobbying work in the Board member’s state.  This did not appear to be problematic because Mr. Joseph represents CA counties, counties in WI, and had a contract with Ohio CSE Directors Association prior to May 2009 when the contact had to be terminated due to lack of funding.  He previously worked for the National Association of Counties.
However, additional issues arose when it appeared that NCSEA, due to bankruptcy filing, would not be able to enter into a contract with any lobbyist/advocate.  Moreover, NCCSD excused itself because of an issue that precluded the use of any monies received from state agencies going towards a lobbyist.  This issue also was of concern to members of the P&L Committee.  

Outstanding issue:  Should ERICSA look into hiring an advocate alone or in conjunction with another organization (e.g., WICSEC)?  Should ERICSA look into hiring someone to track legislation and funnel information to the P&L Committee and Board at large?  ERICSA originally budgeted $10K for hiring an advocate.  At issue is the amount of time it requires to track what is happening on the Hill especially given upcoming legislative activity.  Some of the points raised in our June 12th P&L call were:  1) How do we fill the void since Vicki Turetsky left, and 2) Who can regularly go to Capitol Hill?  
Lewin Group Study (Cost Avoidance) – The contract for a two-part study was between Lewin Group and NCCSD, with an agreement signed between ERICSA and NCCSD for ERICSA’s participation.  The first study report was finalized and shared with the various associations and committees.  ERICSA paid for the first report and has money in our budget to pay for the second ($7K).  Problem is that the report is still with Alisha Griffin.  No one within ERICSA has had the opportunity to review the report and by our agreement our POC should have this opportunity.  
Outstanding issue:  The P&L committee would like to ensure this opportunity for our POC to review the final report is provided before final payment is made.  
New Legislation - The P&L Committee maintains a Legislative Tracking Matrix that we use as a focal point for discussion.  (The matrix will be accessible from the P&L page on new website when operational in December.)  Earlier this year we reviewed the Lofgren Child Support Tax Credit Bill and the Landrieu Fatherhood Bill.  Neither of these garnered support from the committee.  During our June 12th call we addressed how there is unanimity on fighting DRA as to losing matching on incentives, but that we might have some different takes on new legislation.  Vernon alerted the committee that Sen. Rockefeller (D- WV) would be proposing separate legislation regarding restitution of DRA cuts, which did come about this fall.  

One general concern of the committee was the movement to not use the SSN as an ID and how that might impact child support.  
Bayh Bill – During our August 14th P&L call we reviewed how we needed to look at the broader implications of the Bayh bill (e.g., Distribution, Fatherhood, Employment).  We recognized that there may be areas in the proposed legislation with which we might not agree.  We decided as a committee that we need to carefully craft our positions and articulate why we take them, including timing of requirements as a factor.  On our September 15th P&L call, Vernon relayed that advocacy groups are very interested in Distribution (Sec. 104).  Vernon also relayed that state budgets are anticipated to be worse in 2011 since state revenue generally lags behind one year.  We decided that to do justice to the Bayh bill we would address Sec. 104 on our next call and Sec. 106 if we had time, and try to incrementally proceed through the bill on subsequent calls.  
On our October 2nd call we captured some major concerns about Sec. 104.  These concerns primarily focused on whether there might be unintended consequences in the elimination of assignment might result in a reduction in referrals from IV-A to IV-D.  Would this impact paternity establishment?  Could this cause IV-D to end up being perceived as a private debt collector?  

Jeff Ball pointed out that as an organization we would like to see more collaboration between IV-A and IV-D, and that we see IV-D as part of a holistic approach to families tied in with child care, food stamps, and other programs.

The committee decided that a full board discussion was warranted at mid-year, and that our concerns about Sec. 104 should be raised during 10/5/09 meeting with Vicki Turetsky and that we should ask her for some guidance on whether we were reading this section correctly.  Vernon Drew, Robyn Large and Christine Jennings would be representing ERICSA.
As a committee we were in support of the restitution of DRA cuts (restore matching on incentives and repeal fee on collections over $500).  We were also in support of factoring what is in the best interests of the child regarding referrals from Foster Care.  The committee felt the burden is on child welfare to stop referral to IV-D based on case analysis and reunification efforts.  
The P&L Committee was in support of eliminating the requirement to pay the federal share if a state opts to pass through the state share.  There would be no penalty to the state.

Meeting with the Commissioner – On October 5th, Robyn Large, Vernon Drew and Christine Jennings represented ERICSA in a meeting with Vicki Turetsky.  Robyn provided a summary of the meeting to the entire Board.  On the October 16th P&L call, Christine relayed what the Commissioner’s responses were to the committee’s concerns as noted above.  Vicki emphatically stated that the Sec. 104 leaves cooperation intact, that cases will be referred from IV-A to IV-D.  She also ‘schooled’ us on thinking that non-TANF and TANF cases were perceived differently was ‘antiquated;’ the perception of child support on the Hill has changed from cost recovery to funds transfer.  
Vicki offered that we should not get down into the details of the bill so much, but rather look at the bill from a larger perspective.  She said that the Bayh bill will be a source for TANF Reauthorization, but no one should assume that the Bayh bill will be adopted in its entirety.  She acknowledged that the bill has had involvement of both herself and President Obama.  Vicki asked that we examine what the public support would be for a changed program (moving from enforcement to family-centric), and what are the philosophical and political differences within and across states that might pose barriers.  She mentioned IV-D funding opening up and linkages to Access and Visitation and Workforce Development.
Major Themes – On our October 16th call, we discussed how we could formulate major themes that we are in support of regarding proposed legislation.  There are factors such as what is good for the program as well as what can states take on.  We talked in some depth about Sec.104 of the Bayh bill regarding Incarcerated Fathers and how that issue is particularly thorny since different states have different takes on whether incarceration equates to voluntary unemployment or not.  Christin pointed out that child support debt should not be treated differently from other debt.  Susan and Ruth pointed out there is existing legal structure that a child support obligation becomes a judgment by operation of law as of the date it is due and unpaid.  However, it is clear that the tone of the new legislation is to consider ways to overcome barriers to family relationships and that states will be expected to address such issues as incarcerated fathers.  
For our future discussions the P&L Committee is looking for some guidance from the entire Board.  Following our October 16th call, Ruth Clark offered to draft a resolution for our consideration at mid-year.  The overriding principle of our approach is that ERICSA has constantly supported what is in the best interests of the child and the needs of the parents.  The crux of the matter for ERICSA to address in analyzing legislation will be does ERICSA want federal law to spell out what states should do, or should states address the issues identified by law?  Ruth’s draft resolution will be distributed with this report at mid-year.
Administrative Activities – The P&L Committee:

1) Redesigned the P&L page for inclusion in the new website

2) Provided workshop suggestions for our annual conference

3) Provided updates to the ERICSA Handbook regarding duties of the VP of P&L

4) Provided updates to the ERICSA Strategic Plan

Respectfully submitted,

Christine Jennings, Vice President of Policy and Legislation
