Notes from P&L Call on 3/26/2010
 

Present on the call:  Christine Jennings, Susan Paikin, Rob Velcoff, Ruth Clark, Jeff Ball, 
Bill Duffey, and Christin Semprebon.
 

Topics of discussion:
 

1) Referred minutes from 2/26/10 call for everyone’s review.    
 

2) H.R. 4872.  Jeff Ball alerted us that H.R. 4872 was passed on 3/25/10 and is now on the President’s desk for signing.  There were two provisions relevant to student loans, one of which dealt with low income student loans, which were stripped from H.R. 4872.

3) H.R. 3590.  Christine relayed that the explanatory notes on the legislative matrix came from ‘chirps’ that Vicki Turetsky publishes.  We talked at some length about what impact the provisions regarding health insurance would have on child support medical orders.  Jeff said that we could review the PowerPoint presentation for ERICSA that OCSE is providing to get a better idea of possible impacts.

4) Potential expansion of child support beyond its core mission and whether the statutory purposes (and funding) of the program should be expanded.  Christine provided some notes she had taken from a presentation Vicki gave on 3/23:  
a. Administration has decided to wait a year for TANF reauthorization.

b. States are moving towards other areas beyond traditional to address those who are not in formal economy.
c. Some questions:

i. Could funds be loosened up for new areas within the current statutory purpose of the program?

ii. Do we have the authority or should we ask Congress for expanded statutory language?

iii. Should we pay for case managers? 
d. Would child support become the main provider of funding to pay for workforce training and services to low income NCPs?  Vicki is more circumspect than others regarding child support taking on all this.  Child support is viewed on the Hill as being effective, and there is talk about our program having an expanded role.  Currently, there are three agencies that deal with this subset:  child support, criminal justice, and DOD/veterans.  
e. We couldn’t talk about expanded mission unless we had been successful in meeting our core mission (locate parents, establish paternity, establish orders, enforce orders).

f. Key issues:

i. Does the administration want all monies collected to go to the family?  With the economic downturn, may not be something that states could do now (although some have moved towards this)

ii. Should funding be restored as is or should funding be revised?

iii. Conforming our medical support obligations to new health care legislation.  Public coverage of children will be there.  How does are cost recovery focus fit it?  
g. New role of child support could fit in with new thinking of interoperability and interoptimability.

5) DCL-10-04, released March 19, 2010, RE: TANF Emergency Fund for Noncustodial Parents.  Jeff referred us to this DCL and how it affects payment of child support.  Susan Paikin forwarded the DCL for us to review.

6) Draft Responsible Fatherhood Policy Paper.  Ruth Clark walked us through the draft she prepared and presented at the ERICSA Mid-Year Board Meeting.  Everyone was in agreement that this was an excellent paper.  Ruth suggested that given the new legislation and possible expansion of the child support mission, we should consider having some updates to her paper as well as a one pager that would become the guiding principles and priorities by which ERICSA evaluates new legislation and policy.  Jeff suggested that we don’t lose focus on mothers as well as the new focus on fathers. We should take into account how hard it is to care for children.  Susan Paikin put forward that Ruth’s expanded paper and the one pager would serve as directions for next year’s P&L Committee.

7) ACTION ITEMS:
a. All committee members are asked to please review Ruth’s paper and provide comments by 4/9/2010 to Christine, who will forward to Ruth.  Keep in mind that we will want to put this paper forward as guidance for ERICSA’s review of future legislation.

b. Ruth will expand her paper into a position paper.  We will have one more P&L Committee meeting on April 23 at 11:00 AM ET to review her paper.  Upon our collective vote, we will refer it to the Board for a vote of approval on May 1.  The position paper would be posted at the conference for attendees to review and posted to our website for members to view and use.
8) The next P&L Committee meeting will be April 23, 2010 at 11:00 AM ET.  We decided it necessary to have this meeting to finish the business regarding the paper Ruth is finalizing for us.  

