STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES
74 P Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

December 21, 1987

ALL-COUNTY LETTER NO. 87-16%

TO: ALL COUNTY WELFARE DIRECTORS

SUBJECT: TITLE IV-E INDEPENDENT LIVING SKILLS PROGRAM
ALLOCATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1687-88

REFERENCE: ALL-COUNTY INFORMATION NOTICE NO. I-85-=87

This letter is to pruvide Countiss with the final allocation of
funds for the provision of Independent Living Skills (ILS)
training to adolesnants age 16 and over who are receiving foster
care maintenance payments and who are Title IV-E eligible, This
letter also addresses some of the guestions raised by County
staff regarding allowable posts.

Allocations:

The attached final allocation reflects redistribution to
applicant Counties of additional funds which became available as
a result of other Counties indicating their intent not to apply
for IL3 funds.

Please note that an asterisk by the name of =z County on the
attachment indicates that the letter of intent submitted to the
State Department of Social Servieces (SDSS) lacked the necessary
assurances requested in the September 29, 1937 AlI-County
Information Notice (ACIN) No. I-85-87, Funding to Counties which
have not submitted the required assurances is contingent upon
receipt of written verification from these Counties that the
required assurances will be met.

As indicated previously in ACIN No. 1-85-87, a revised allocation
will be considered during the Apnril-June 1988 quarter, as
approosriate, so that any unused funds may be vadistributed., This
action is contemplated to assure that maximum utilization of ILS
funds is achieved prior to the September 30, 1988 deadline as
funds not expended by that date rever: to the Federal Government .




Competitive Bidding:

In our October 29, 1987 letter to County Welfare Directors
regarding TITLE IV-E INDEPENDENT LIVING PROGRAM CLAIMING
GUIDELINES, we indicated that the Independent Living Initiative
Program was subjeet to the Federal and State competitive
selection requirements but that SDSS would attempt to get Federal
permission to use noncompetitive negotiation due to ths time
constraints in the Federal Grant. This attempt has besan
successful. Therefore, under Manual of Policies and Procedyres
Section 23-650.11, 3SDSS will allow the Counties to use
noncompetitive negotiation to secure private agency contracts for
this program.

Time Study and Fiscal Claiming Instructions for the Indavendent
Living Program T(ILFV:

General claiming instructions provided %o County Welfare
Directors in the October 29, 1987 letter regarding TITLE IV-E
INDEPENDENT LIVING PROGRAM CLAIMING GUIDELINES remain in effect.
Several Counties have also inqguired about using these funds for
wage incentives or stipends. The response from the Federal
Government regarding use of the funds in this manner is an
unequivocal "no." ILS funds may not be used for stipends in any
manner, Counties contemplating usage of vouchers Ffor vouth
training are cautioned to expend services before the

September 30, 1988 deadline. Additional time study and fiscal
claiming instructions are as follows:

Case Management Activities:

Time spent by County Welfare Department (CWD) social
services workers performing for Federally eligible children
ILP case management activities, such as assessing the need
for ILP services, is to be identified on the Social Services
Worker Time Study (DFA 46), line I, Permanent Placement
Program, Federal Foster fGage. The salaries, benefits and
allocable support costs associated with these hours are to
be reported as a Child Welfare Services/Title IV-E cost
throughout &the administrative expense claim.

Proxiiion of Services Activities:

The costs of ILP contracted services are to be reported on
the Direct Cost Detail Schedule (DFA 325.18B): indicate the
type of service purchased and the name of the contracted
service provider.

Time spent by CWD soeial services staff providing to
Federally eligible children direct ILP services, such as
independence counseling, is to be identified on the DFA 46
on a blank line entitled "ILP." The salaries, benefits, and
allocable support costs associated with these hours, a3 well
as the costs of the direct contractor services, are %0 he
reported throughout htne administrative expense claim on a
line envitled "ILP."




Administrative Activities:

If no ILP-rela%tad soecial services staff time study hours
exist, ftime spant Ly administrative staff performing

ILP activities, such as contract negotiation or development
of videotape presentalions, may be charged to the ILP
program, if these staff maintain continuous time records of
100 percent of their activities throughout the quartsr. A
proportionate amount of the salaries and benefits of these
staff and an amount equal to ten percent of their salaries
are to be claimed as Personal Services and Operating Costs,
respectively, on the DFA 325.1B. In Column 1 indicate
"ILP," and in Column 2 indicate "administrative ecosts M
These costs are also to be abated from the allocable support
Personal Services and Other Operating Cost pools on the
Expenditure S3chedule and Cartification (DFA 225.1), as
appropriate.

Training:

Time spent by CWD soeial services staff in ILP tralning is
to be recorded on the DFA 45 to line HH, Nonallocable. The
salaries and benefits in proportion to these hours are to be
claimed to the "ILP" as a Personal Services Cost on the

DFA 325.1B. 1In addition, travel and per diem costs for
social services staff, foster parents and group home starf
atftending ILP training are %0 be claimed as an Operating
Cost of the ILP on the DFA 325,1B,

All ILP costs are to be reported throughout the
administrative expense claim and identified as 100 peroent
Federal funds on the Social Servicess Fund Distribution form
(DFA 327.104).

Community Colleges Foundation Youth Training Component:

Several Counties have raised questions regarding ihe degree of
training for foster youth to be provided by the local community
colleges under the State contract with the Community Collesge
Foundation, The State contract with the Community Colleges
Foundation is primarily for the provision of training to foster
parents and group home provider staff. It is our understanding
that some youth in participating Countiss will receive trazining
as a component of caretaker training offered by local community
colleges under the State confract with the Community Colleges
Foundation. However, training for foster youth in any given
County provided by the local community college under terms of the
State contract will aot cover all foster youth mandated and
optional training. Counties mayv need %o contact their local
community college coordinator in order to determine what specific
training modules offerad by their local community eollege as part




of the ILS effort to train foster care providers will also
include training for foster youth. Counties may wish to develon
or provide for complementary foster youth training that will
enhance the total County plan and easure availability of the full
range of ILS services to foster youth served by the County.

Questions regarding Independent Living Program implementation
issues should be directed to Ms. Beverly Gronlund of the Family
and Children's Services Policy Bureau at {916) 323-6514,
Questlons regarding the Independent Living Program time study and
fiseal elaiming instructions should be directed %5 the Fiscal
Poliecy and Procedures Bureau at (916) 4i45-70L6,

Sincerely,

OREN D. SUTER
Deputy Director

Adult and Family Services
Attachment

co:  OWDA




ALLCCATION
FCIS June 20, 1986 to June 30, 1987 Foster Care Caseload Rge 16-19
J foszter Care | Foster Care Final
COUNTIES | Caseloas | Caseload Allocation (C)
‘ Total (A} i i ’l‘t“? Iv-Z
Tligible ()

ALAMEDA i %E: [ ! 208 ! ! 411,329
ALPINE | 1 1 } 1 | | 1,30

AMADOR ! i ! | i
auTTE i 164 ! i A8 f | 66054
CALAVERAS i A f ! 13 ! | 15 197
% COLUSA [ : i \ 5 f | 2 TR
CONTSA COSTA { R ! ! 1673 [ | 294 'ga4
OEL NDARTE f 27 | 12 | F 16,564

EL DORADO [ ! ! [ |
FRESNG i 317 i I 99 i ! 136,649
GLENN I 29 i | 19 | | 26,226
HUMBOLDT | ag i ! 46 | f ©3,494
IMPERIAL i 77 | \ 45 i J 672 113
YD \ 29 i | g ! i 12,423
KEAN i 202 ! I 88 ? ! 121,466
KING3 | 53 ‘ ! 26 i t 35,888

LAKE ! I \ | |

LASSEN | i i ! |
LOS ANGELES i 2,853 i | 1,785 i | 2 463 £37
MADERA | 43 ‘ | 27 | | 37.268
MARIN ! G4 ! | 11 i f 15 1872
MARIPOSA | ) | ! 7 | ! G RED
MENDOCING | 28 | 12 | ! 16,564
* MERCED [ 133 | 65 ! | £9,719
MODOC i 10 i 2 ‘ ! 12 423

MONT | | f | f
MONTESE Y j 137 * | 39 3 | 53,832
* napa | 94 | | 26 l 35,888
NEVADA J 35 | 5 6,901
ARANGE { 57 ! 140 193,242
PLACER i 105 30 41,409
PLUMAS | 19 4 2,921
RIVERSIDE 518 | 133 183,580
SACRAMENTO 521 ! 217 299,525
SAN BENITO i 11 ! 4 ! 5,521
SAN BERNARDING 822 ! 288 ! ! 387,526
5aN DIZGO 1,144 ] 244 E 336,793
SAN FRANCISCO AL ! 177 244,313
SAN JOAQUIN 344 i 138 190,481
SAN LUIS OBISPO i 106 i 37 ! 51,071
SAN MATEQ ! D64 | 45 62,113
SANTA BARSARA 142 F 25 34,507
SANTA CLARA 612 | 204 281,581
SANTA CRUT 141 15 20,704
SHASTA 187 | 69 95,241
*SIERRA 4 i 3 4,141
SISKIYOU 19 13 17,944
*SOLAND 336 82 113,184
SONOMA 137 49 67,635
STAMISLAUS 242 g2 126,987
SUTTER ! 37 15 20 704
TEHAMA 62 26 35,888
TRINITY 7 2 2,761
TULARE 169 108 149,072
TUGLUMNE 18 2 2,701
*VENTURA 179 43 59,323
YoLO 64 21 28 986
YUBA 38 17 23,465
GRAND TOTAL 14.135 5 .096 7,033,999
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