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VIA EMAIL (EZogby@seate.pa.tisl

Edward L Zogby, Director, Bureau of Policy
Health and Wel&m Building, 4th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17105

MAY 2 4 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

RE: Proposed Regulations #14-518
Revisions to the Special Allowance for Supportive Services Requirements

Dear Mr. Zogby:

On behalf of the Greater Philadelphia Coalition Against Hunger, I write to oppose the Department of
Public Welfare's recently proposed regulations that would severely and unnecessarily limit the
availability of welfere-to^work supports for Pennsylvania families

The Greater Philadelphia Coalition Against Hunger fights hunger in Southeastern Pennsylvania through
education, outreach^md advocacy. Each year, we help ov# 7,#0 ̂  # d
othmr work supports *hmu# our success&l F<x>d Stamp Hotline*

Special allowances allow families receiving TANF or SNAP (food stamp) benefits to obtain employment,
education, or training. Current TANF grants pay less than one-third of flie poverty line, A tally of
three, for example, receives only $403 per month in most Pennsylvania counties. This is simply not
enough to pay the costs of transportation, books, school supplies and other work supports that families
face when trying to better themselves and move off of welfare. The Department of Public Welfare's
(DPW's) proposals would make it even more difficult for femilies to escape poverty.
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We are also troubled by several other provisions:

# Proposed S3 Pa. Code §165,1 ( a ) a j p ^ ^ ^
(work) requirements as a result of the disabili^ domestW violence, or other cimumstanc^ W
nonetheless wish to volunteer for education or training activities, comply with hours requirements
they may not be able to meetamsistmtiy. This will discourse clients wifli barriem &om
preparing themselves for eventual employment. And, we believe this provision violates the
"exempt volm*W role ifi Ae Penmylvmia Welfare Code at 63 PS* § # & 1 #

We recommend that DP W delete the proposed language stating that clients "and shall comply with
Ae requirements of the AMR or BDP/'

# Pmposed 55 Pa. Code §165,44(bX2)(viii) would impose a supportive services oveiimyinent for
non-compHance with wmt requWmen% wstiiout regard to Ae degree of nmoompliance* Under
this provision, a elicit who, for example* attends her pro#am fm 29 hours in weeK insWkl of the
required 30 how, could be required to pay back the Ml amount ofmpimAWsmriimpaymmw
issued to h# in Aat week, even though those work supports were actually required and used for
their intended purpose.

We mcommmd that DPW drop #b#Won (viii) #om this proposed mguWon*

# Proposed 55 Pa. Code § 165.44(a)(2) would create unnecessary red tape by requiring employers
and training providers to verify that transportation to the work or training site is required, even
when the need for such transportation is readily apparent. Employers should not be asked to
prove the obvious, especially as they often have no more knowledge than welfere office staff of
tite employee's tmm^ortation ®pfmm hdividmls who live mine than walking disWm #om
Aek joi) or imMagWw # # W W M v e to pmre & ^ need trmqp(*W&m to get &s#.

We mommeW dW DPW add the following exc^Akm to the m q # m w t W med W vm(W:
"unless* wMh #g#d to (W need for Wms#*Woa, (Wxly avWbMe W m W e a %g##mg &>
Wve* # w w e dkmowmw the wedL"

In this recession, Pennsylvania^ families need more help — not less — to obtain quality education and
training that will lead to sdf^uffieient j<M These regulations will only hurt feinilies as they try to wmk
their way out of poverty.

Executive Director
Greater Philadelphia Coalition Against Hunger

CC: Arthur Coocodrilli, Chair, W # # d e n t Regulatory Review Commission
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MAY 2 4 2010

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY
REVIEW COMMISSION

To the Dept. of Public Welfare and the Independent Regulatory Review Commission -

Please consider the attached letter from the Greater Philadelphia Coalition Against Hunger opposing the proposed
revisions to special allowance for supportive services requirements. Please feel free to contact me with any questions or
to discuss our position further.

Thank you,

Rachel Meeks
Policy Center Manager
Greater Philadelphia Coalition Against Hunger
rmeeks@hungercoalition.orR
(215) 769-0659, ext. 103


