STATE OF CALIFORMIA—HEALTH ANMD WELFARE AGENCY

EPARTRENT OF SOCIAL SERVIC

&+
744 P Streer, Sacramenio, LA §5814

May 6, 1980

ALL~COUNTY INFORMATION NOTICE I~ 45-80

. TO: ALL COUNTY WELFARE DIRECTORE

SUBJECT: ALIEN STATUS VERIFICATION SYSTEM [CA 6)

REFERENCE:

Thie transmits recommendations from a study of the CA & process conducted

by state staff in selected counties. These recommendations, mainly procedural
in nature, represent the first phase of actions designed to improve the
operation of the alien status verification system. Other recowmendations
which require regulation changes are being considered and may be implemented
in the future.

Counties should review their CA & procedures snd implement the following
changes where appropriate:

Photocepying of INS Documenils

Immigration and Naturalizatlion Service {INS) documents that may be useful
for the cage record should be photocopied when presented by the spplicant/
recipient (unless specifically prohivited on the document). This would give
the county & copy to file in the case for future reference or to forward to
ITNS to facilitate verificacion when needed.

Number of Copies Lo IRS

1

At least three copies of the foym TA 6 should be completed if INS verification
ig indicated. This is in accordance with imstructions on the back side of the
form CA 6 (4/79) which specify that ons copy be vetained in the case file and
two copies be sent to INS. There is a diecrepancy betwean E4S sections
42-4633, 34 and 42-636. Section 42-433.34 stetes in part that A copy of form
CA 6 shall be retained in the cese file and a copy of the form ohall be for-
warded to INS." Section 42.436, which portraye the system flow process chart,
indicates that two copies are sent to INS. This discrepancy will be corrected
by a subsequent regulation change. INS has indicated rhat at least two copies
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it

are needed in order to compliete thelr processing. If the applicant provides
acceptable documentation and referral to IRS is not indicated, complate g
form CA & and file in the case record.

Return Addrass

To inpure that a return esddress is on each copy of the CA & sent to INS, it
is suggested thet a preprinted return address be used. INS has indicated
that some Zorms are received without & return address. When this cccure INS
sends the forms to PSS for veturn to the counties, if the origimating county
can be determined. The use of & preprinted return addrees would reduce EBW
forme completion time and turnarocund time between the counties snd INS.

Review of Form C4 6

The form G4 & should be reviewed for completeness prior to submission to INS.
Countier may want to have the reviews done by the supervisor or may want to
designate a person for the purpuse. Suggested minimum review reguirements
should include:

a. Verifying that the applicantis address has been checked.

b. Verifying that apparent eligibility for aid has been estsblished.

c. Verifying that acceptable documentation or appropriate statement
of verification or affidsvits have been provided,

du  Verifying that two copies of the C&4 6 have been completed for
gubmiselion te INS.

e. Verifying that a return address is previded on sach copy of the C4 6.

Adherence to this procedure should reduce the number of CA 6 forms unnecessarily
senit to IRS for persons denied or discontinued from aid end should reduce
turnaround time between the counties and INS.

Impiementation of these recommendations should improve the efficiency and
effectiveness of the allen status verification system.

If you have any questions plesse contact vour AFDC Program Mansgement
Consultant at (916} 445-4458,

Sincerely,
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES

744 P Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 445-4458 |

EDMUND G. BROWMN IR, Governor

May 5, 1980

ALL-COUNTY |INFORMATION NOTICE I~44-80

. 10:. ALL COUNTY WELFARE DIRECTORS

SUBJECT: Vaessen v. Woods

REFERENCE:

This letter is to inform you of litigation in progress in LoOs Angeles Superior
Court entitled Vaessen v. Woods. The issue in that Titigation is whether, for
AFDC purposes, income tax refunds should be treated as income or as property
in the month received. There has been no final decision on the issue of this
Titigation by the courts. If the plaintiffs are successful in this matter, it
may be necessary to identify all AFOC applicants and recipients in your county
who reported the receipt or anticipated receipt of a state or federal income
tax refund and whose benefits were reduced or denied due to the treatment of
tax refunds as income rather than property.

Therefore, we suggest that you flag or otherwise identify AFDC cases whose
grants or eligibility are affected by receipt or anticipated receipt of income
tax refunds. You are not being asked at this time to identify AFDC applicants
or recipients who, before your receipt of this notice, reported an actual or
anticipated income tax refund during 1980.

Although we are unable to provide you with specific infermation and dates
concerning further proceedings in Vaessen Vv. Woods, we will keep you informed
of the progress of this Tawsuit.

Please contact your AFDC Program Management Consultant at (916) 445-4458 if
you have any guestions about how this request can be best complied witn in
your county.

L AR
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A s, McKzN'SEY%M
Depity Director
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