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FR: Judy Chessger NGN TRAD 0131

RE: Clay Shaw Press Release

Attached is Shaw press release just sent here by the Ways and
Meang Dems.

Retort: le says we are taking 100,000 - nuwunbexr actually is S0, 000
but I assume you want to skip directly reusponding to that
allegation...and erphasize the 75,000 more under agreement by
2002. ‘

In response toO the Rep. Shaw's accusation that the Bipartisan
RBudget Agreemsnt would result in 300,000 people being Laken off
the rolla and therefore being destititute while disability
determinations are made...

See fact sheet entitled "no gap..” which gives three reasonsa why
this is not true. To further buttress the most compelling
reagon, the constitutional requirements for due process, ses
accompanying letter from our General Counsel Arthur Fried to Rep.
sandy Levin on the subject (in response to lLevin iaquiry).

If you need more: 358-6030.
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FROM THE COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS
Subcommittes on Hurman Resousces

¥FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE CONTACT: Ari Fleischer or Scott Biconer
Juae 19, 1997 , (202) 225-3933

Shaw Says Clinton Welfare Proposal Will Cut

160,000 Elderly From the Rolls
Washington — aqmw,mmdmwawmmmm
msmmdqsdeahuﬂthGuumxmﬂst
on welfare beacErs 10 ORCAUEDS. Under the Admimistranon proposal, more

Tn a lenter to the Vice President, Shaw wrate:

'Ywmmwutm“mmd,hmwwwwbm
smdqmjthmmfﬁﬂmwm&ebmdswmmmmmd
them even if that m@uﬁmmbﬁudamdddym. This is wrong. We
hbwmmﬁasvddm&oﬁhepwdddymndﬁmswmmdﬂWQhws,
Wemwﬁma&aﬂuwbm@lm@hdhhﬁm.mmoﬂn
samofsuppontheyu@hvn.”

mﬂwuwwfwMWWSwnkylmm(ssnmmm
mmmmmmmmhmwmwmmn 1996.
mmﬁmwwmmmmmmmWSIMm
those who becotme disabled in the fitare. Femlly, the Administration proposal would remove
qpmasw,mmmmﬁmmmmhmmawor
which 200,000 would be placed back o the rolls. ' '

(Letter artached)
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8SI_LEGAL JIMMIGRANT FACTSHEPT
BOUSE: The Ways and Means xeported bill would grandfather all
those on the zolls as of Augusat 22, 1996. No new applications

could ba taken. The bill would also extend refugees and asylees
froem S years to 7 years. This would cost §9.0 billion

COST ALLOCATION =~ (FY 1998 - 2002,
Ways and Means Grandfather: $5.0 billion

Bipartisan Budget Agreement: $9.7 billion

NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS WHO LOSE SSI BENEFITS UNDER GRANDFATHER
COMPARED 7O THE BIPARTYSAN BUDGET AGREEMENT

Increase in aumbers on the rolls tor any gi+2n vear compared v unamended Weltare Reform
{Thousands of indisiduals) '

FY 19})8 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 3006 2007

Budget Agreement 320 328 333 328 IR 0K 299 289 279 270

Grandfather 371 334 3000 276 4% 219 197 177 60 144
Differeace +51  +6 -33 &R 78 89 102 -112 119 126
' -

NOTE: These aumbers are comparisuns of vear-by-vear baselines. They are not additive

Beross years.

Source: Social Security Administration. Office of the Actuary
06/10/97

SENMATE: Ya the Senate Finance Committee, thaey adopted the
grandfather plus they extendad eligibility for legal immigranta
for disability determination until September 30, 1997. The alse
eaxtend eligibility for refugees and asylees from five years to
sevan years. Tha total cost is $10.4 billion for thase
provisions. -

Senate Finance: . $10.4 billion

{OACT developing chart; number of people each year.)



1D: JUN 19'97  5:04 No.002 P.04

JUN-10-97 16:28 PROM: ODCLCA DC 202 356607S 1ID: BB7S PAGCE S

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION FACT SHEET
PROCESSING LEGAL IMMIGRANT DISABILITY CLAIMS
NO GAP IN BENEFITS

The Bipartisan Budget Agreement restores SSI and Medicaid for all legal immigrants
who are or become disabled and who entered the U. S. prior to August 23, 1996. For
elderty immigrants currently on the rolls, their eligility for disability benefits has to
be redetermined. Some have argued that pavment of clderly immigrants’ benefits
would be terminated during this transition, In addition to being inhumane, such a
termination of benefits would be unlawful. .

. Higtorically, SSA and the Congress have never taken beneficiaries off the rolls
when 2 new determination was required.! The Administration has always
assumed that the historical practice followed by Congress would be continued.

. The Administration and Congressioral leadcrship agreed on a policy that
disabled immigrants in the country prior to August 23, 1996, should continuc
to reccive SS1 and Medicaid. The Agreement incfuded $9.7 billion for the
estimated costs of this policy. CBO has estimated that a policy without
transitional benefits for the elderly would cost $9.5 billion.” Thus the funding
in the agreement includes a reserve for transition costs.  The Administration
has given Congress a legislative pmpcsal consistent with the agroement that
includes a six month transition provision.

. The Administration’s proposed language would retain currcnt beneficiaries
benefits for the first six months of FY 1998' in order to give SSA sufficient time
to determine whether current elderly noncitizens receiving SSI are disabled.
SSA has stated that this is enough time to complete the evaluation of the cases.

. The Supreme Court in Goldberg v, Kelly held that, under the due process
clause of the Constitution, welfare benefits, such as SSI, may not be terminated
without giving each beneficlary notice, the right to appeal and an opportunity
to request payment of benefits during the appeal. Thus, under the
Constitution, SSA would be required to keep the current SSI beneficisries on
the rolls while a determination is being made.

1 Recently. SSA was required to do new determinations undn'mw!y cnacted standards on
those addicted to drugs or alcohol and an children with disabilities. In both instances,
benefits were retained during the disability determination process.

2 This CBO acaring also includes the cost for the Agreement's refugee and asylee policy.
3 CBO has not yet scored the Administration’s legislation.

4 This assumes a July 13 date of enactment. mkgnhﬂmptovxdesforanmghtandme
halfmmunmsmmpahcyﬁumdateofmm 06/09/97 .



¢ ID: . JUN 19°97 5:05 No.002 P.O5S

JUN-18-97 18.30 FROM: QODCLCA DC 292 3506076 ID:. 65075 _ PACE &6

i

&4
SOCIAL SECURITY

Office of the General Counac)

$une 10, 1997

The Honorable Seader Levin
U. 8. House of Repreventatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Desr Mr. Levin:

Thas lefer rosponds t0 yoor inguiry regarding the impuect of the Supreme Court’s decision
in Goldbesp v. Kelly, 397 U.S. 254 (1970) an the Socia) Sequzity Admmistration’s (SSA)
iraploracntation of certain Supplomental Secwrity Income (SSI) provisions grising from
the kipartisan balanced budget agrecment (budget egzeament). Specifically you seek our
views regarding whether elderly legal immigrants who are receiving SSI on the basis of
age and who seck to qualify an e basie of dissbility or blindncss under the provisions of
the budget agreement would continue @ roccive their SSI until SSA issues its decisivn oo
their claim at the irat level of appeal. Under the Supreme Court’s dechsion in Goldberg v.
Kelly, if the SSI recipient sacks to qualify on the basis of disability o2 blindress tn &
timely mannes, his or ber SS1 nust coatinue until the Agency issues its first level sppeal
decision (recossideration) aficx the Agency bas provided the recipsem with notice of the
Agency's plarad tezmination of his or be SST benefits and wn opportunity for 8 face-to-
face evidentiary boaring.

The Supreme Cotrt has held that under the due process clause of the U. S. Constitation, a
governmental Ageacy must afford & recipicat of needi-based benefits, such as SSI, with
advance notict and appeal sights with the opportunity for benefit continmuation 1o the first
ievel appeal decision before such beucfita can be texminated. See Goldberg v. Kelly, 397
U.S. x2266. Sce pencrally Candinale v. 399 F. Supp. 1163 (D. D.C. 1975).
Further, under Goldberg v. Kelly, the Agency ix required to provide the recipient an
opportunity for 8 face-to-face evidentiary hearing befare benefits ae stopped ! Ses slso

- Atides v. Purey, 472 US. 115 (1985). It is our view that nothing in lepis\tion snsing
clderty lepal immigrants wia sre blind or disabled could allify the requirements dictated
by the Supreme Cowrt in v, « This iy because thase requlrements are based
on the U.S. Constibation and statute, may oot relieve SSA of such
coustitutional obligations. Thus, if a claim is made by an ciderly Jega! immigram
cmmtlythS]mﬂsM&u:ﬁei:WuWnﬂuﬁewhﬁmu

' Sae tho enachen Goidberg v. Kally fambart mummarisivp ths beobding of 1t wma

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION BALTINORE MDD 21235-0001
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SSI benefits of that individual could not be taminated withowt SSA fi offering
individual an opportunity for a face-to-face evideatiary ‘bagring and e:‘nmi.ng b:;u
through the first lovel of appeal. Finally, the notices provided in February and March of
1997 1o noacitizens under the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportumity
Rec‘cnahal_:on Act of 1996, Public Law 104-193, vould oot be sufficicnt to moct the
notice requirements discussad ebove for purposes of legislation arising out of the budget
sgreement since the SS! eligihility mmunwmmrmmmm

would kave dnngnd

Should you have any questinns with 1espact 10 the above, plaase do not hesitate to contact

e &t (410) 963-0600,
. Ccrmlyyoqs.
Artng J, Rridd

Paclosure

EIVIM V¥ Y Y - o P~ e
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Goldberg . Xelly Fast Sheet

Goldbe Cowt opipcd Bhat the U.S.
U.S. 254 (1970), the United Statcs Supreme hat ¢

| ‘&mw::::\:zﬂm nwﬂfueb_-nﬁmbuu;w. oaly a pretermination

' evidentiary mwummwmmm

i ' \ho Fedorally assisted
the plainti mm@dsofﬁmneiﬂndm .
momam:fggdﬁ”?y;n!ﬂ:mmw Children (AFDC) ar undet Nc:g::s State’s
:mlmmksﬁefpom.mkconplﬁm&sdw?mndaq ! mdw
| these wmhﬂtﬂﬂcrweshmnbmmuhudwﬂho‘;lpmmm ofm'
1 ipents dut of law. 'n:eNew_Yakt. yw. : Soa-l..
ma?ummm:lf:‘mmm 3 mddiwnadmwymmmmmofm

decision, ypreme | benchitis '
::Mml?::mﬂmﬁd‘muuium&achtmwﬂdm
process.

| istrict C Districz of
D.C. 1975), the District Court for the
Cardinale v. Mahews, 399 F. Supp. 1163 @D-L. : taD
gdmﬂlqplhdthccddbcrgv. mymwwamm&mm e i
Progen ‘ . 3 20 CF.R 416.1336
Social Secur Administration's (SSA) regulstias t 4 ublmhu
y.q“wﬁlhuo;ypmdv'mmmmmﬁumhpuu:lyu_ o
mm:exm“mﬁmnmassmmmmm tcrmpate
payments. :




! ID: JUN 19°97 S:06 No.002 P.0O8

VUN-1M-W? 1b:3V FRKOM« ODCLCA DC 202 358807%% ID. H@7H ' PACE §
“u:ﬂl LEVIN AAPumrD Gt
i ‘ L0 AT EERNE WPCE BAONG
ey e ou 80 2y
am OBy e
ADGEry: [ e
ot EROURCES . ey TTAD

-~ Congress of the Mnited BStates T

- Noose of Regresentatives
Washiegton, BE 2015

June 10, 1997

Mr, Arthur Fried

General Counsel

Social Security Administration
6401 Security Boulevard
Baltimore, MD 21235

Dear Mr. Fried:

As I am sure you are awarxe, the bipartisan agreement to
balance the federal budget included an agreadent that non-
citizeas would be sligible for Supplemental Security (SSI) if
they are qualified aliens who were in the United States on August
22, 1996, and if they are now, or in the future, becume disabled.
The question has arisen of how the Social Security Administration
would administer such a provision. Specifically, how would the
Supreme Court's decision in Goldberg v. Kelly affect SSA’s
administration of the budget sgreement?

I wo@ld appreciate it ir you could provide me with your
views on that guestionm.

SinCerely,

SanQer Aavin
ex of Congress

SNL:cid

sz TOTAL PROE.E2 ==
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SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE RECONCILIATION LEGISLATION:

IMMIGRANTS PROVISIONS

As Approved by Commiﬁtea, June 18, 1997

GSI eligibility will be maintained for all legal noncitizens
who were in the US and receiving 8ST benefits as of August

22, 1996

Legal noncitizens who were in the US on August 22, 1996, will
be eligible to qualify for SSI benelfits 1L Lhey apply for
benefits on or before September 30, 1997.

ScT eligibility of refugees, asyleeg, and Cuban and Haitian
entrants will be extended from 5 to '/ years.

Certain permanent resident aliens who are members of an
Indian tribe will be exempt from SSI restrictions

GST restrictions shall not apply for certain ssl recipients
if an application was filed before January 1, 1979.

[preliminary CBU score: $10.4 billionl

GRAHAM/CHAFEE AMENDMENT {ADOPTED BY COMMITTEE 12-8): Reduces
Medical Savings Account (MSA) decmonstration to 100,000
Medicare beneficiaries and reallocates funds for 6 programs.
including 5200 million ro exempt legqal immigrant children
frrom the five veal ban on -Medicaid
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June 24, 1997

“(A) In Dscal year 1998.-.

(1) all agencies comvjnes shall transfer 1o
8 restricted account an &mount cqual to upe-
fifth of the Lotal mmount recalled under
paragraph ()):

1) each ageuey with R Testrve ratio (as
eomputed under paragraph (3XA) that ea-
ceeds 2 percent shall Lransfer Lo a restricted
account £6 much of Lhe amounts beld in such
Agency's reserve fund ws execod g reserve
ratio of 2 percent: ang

113) each agency shait transfer ANy add)-
tionn! amount required under clapre (1)
(aNer geducling  the EMOVNL  Lransferreq
under clangae (i) by lransferring an amougnt
LbRT represente arn €qua) pereenlage of ench
agency’s cquitable share to 4 restriciéd ac.
count.

“(B) In fisen] vears 1999 tlrough 2002, each
BECACY Ehull transfer ap amount equal to
one-fourtk of the totil amount remuining of
© the ureney's equitidle share (aner deductiop
B. of the amount transferred under subjara-

grapb (£)). '

“(5) SMORTAGCE—I{, on Seplember 1, 2002
it tota) amount in Lye restricled ucecounts
describes jn Paragrupb (4) 1% less than the
amount the Secrelary s reQuired tu recal)
under parapraph (1), the Secrctary shal} re.
F. (uire the return of the amount, of the short
- Af¢ from olher resurve fund: held by puar.
ANly ageneies under Procefiyres established
o DY the Secretary.

"(6) PROHIBITION.-.-Thne Scerctary shal) not.
" bave any autbority o direct 4 guarauly
k- &gEDCY Lo relurn rescove {unas under gyub-
; SCCtion (g)1)a) during he )erica from the
- date of enrctment of this Bubseclion through

Septernber 30, 2002, and uny rererve funds
~ otherwise returned untder sudbrection [{:910}}
¥ during  sueh  perjod sbsll be treateq as
IF: emounts reeslled vnder this subsentijon and
BBy sbal) not be available unacr eubsection (g)4).
() DEFINITION.~Foy Durpoees of ikis sub-

B scction the term ‘reserve funds' when used
g5 Witk respeer o s Fuaranty npency-
B “{A) includes any reserve funar held by, or
R ander the contro) of, Any other eotity: ang
L. “(B) doet not incluge buildings, equipment.
-or olher nionliquid nssers .
. (L) CONPORMING AMENDMENT.~—Seclion
[ 12B(CNOHA) of the Hixber Education apt of
R 3965 (20 U.S.C. J078(:)(9)( A )) ic umended- .-

ot p—— g = T S e 67 .t gt -

- .~

e reathtashader el X NP

R .."r.he fisoxu)
k3993 and

5. - (2) by striking the third sentenn,

FXC, 9002, REPLCAL OF DIRECT 1.0AN ORIGINA.

> TION FLES 10 INSTRUTIONS OF

HIGHEK EDUCATION.

Scetion 952 of the Higher Eoucation Act of

B 1965 (20 U.s.C. 1087b) is amengud—

- (J) by striking subrcetion (b); and

b~ (2) by rvdesignating subkections (¢) and (8)

¥ A5 subscetions (L) and (¢). respoctively.

EEC, 700S. LENDLR AND HOLDFK RISK SHARING.

Section $28(LYING) of the Higher Edu-

\GRLioh Acl of 1965 (20 \1.S.C. A078(LIING)) is

amended by SLrIKing ‘"not less Lban 98 per

boent” and ivscrting 85 percent’,

&BEC, 1004. FEES AND INSURANCL PREMJUMS,

P (8) IN GENERAYL ~Sertion 428(p)1)11) of the

tHiguer Education At of iseS (20 v.5.C,
U18(0)(1)(R)) is amended—

F () by inrRerting **(1)" before VDrovides';

g (2) by suriking “the loan,” ang inserting

Eany loen made under section 428 before July

R 2908, ':

. @) Ly Snserting “and” aner the semicolon:

2 a .

Yeur of the arency that beping in

D) SPECIAL ALLOWANCES.--Seclion 438(¢) of
e Bigher Educstion Act of 3965 (20 U,B.C,
R0-1(¢)) is amended--

1) in e nrst kentence, by Etrikihy for -

JUN 25°'897

CONGRESSIONAL - RECORD — SENATE

{)Yin paragraph (2. dy striking Cparapraph
(6" and insorting “paragraphs (6) and (g)"":
’nd

(2) by adaing et the end the following:

“'(8) ORIGINATION FEE ON SUBSIDIZED LOANS
ON OR AFTER JULY 1, 199%8.—In Lhe casé of apy
loan made or §nusureq under seclion 428 on oy
nfter Julyv 1, 1999, Parsgraph (2) shal? be up-
plied dy subst.n.u:lng_ ‘2.0 percent” for 3.0 per.
cent.,

(€) DIRECT LOANS.--Seotion 155(c) of the
Highor Kducation Act of 1w6s (20 U.S.C,
1087e(0)) is amended—

(1) Ly siriking " The Secrelary” and ingert.
ing Lhe following:

(1) IN GENERAL—For Joans made under
this part before July 1. 1998, the Sccretary™:

(2) by striking “of a loan mado undey this
part’; and

(3) by udding 8t the eng the following:

*(2) ORIGINATION FEE..-For loans madec
under tbis part on or ufter July 2, 199x the
Secreiary shall charye the borrower an origi-
hution fee of 2.0 percent of lhe principal
&mount of the loan, in the case of Federa)
Direot StaffordFord Loans. "',

&EC. 7005. SECRETARY'S EQUITADLE SHARL.

Section SWBCHEXAINLI) of the Uigher »ay-
cution Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C, 107B(C)E) AN is
umended by striking “2? peroept” and insert-
ing ““18.5 percent™,

SEC. 7006. FUNDS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE EX.
PENSES

Toe {irst sentence of seclion 458(a) of Lhe
Higher Education Act- of 1985 (20 \..s.C.
108731(a ) I amended by sLriking
*"3260,000.000" mpd ]] that follows through
the end of the mentence and {nseriing
“'$5632,000,000 {n fiscal Year 1098, $610,000,000 s

AlD PRO.

Title IV of the Higher Fduecation Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C, 1070 ¢t 8€Q.) 15 amended—

() in section 424(a), dy SUriking “'1895." and
“4002. apad inserting *'2002."" anq “"2006.*, re.
Rpectively,

(2) in seetion 428(a)(5). by striking ©1998, "
&nd “"2002." and Inserting 2002, and ©20006.°",
respectively; and o

(3) in geotion 428C(e), by Btriking *-1gag -
and inserting “2002.°".

SEC, 70us. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This sudbtitle und the amendments made by

thir subtitle tike effect op October 1, ]997,

BAUCUS AMENDMENT NO. 4p;

Mr. LAUTENBERG (for Mr. Baucus)
proposed an amendment. 1¢ the dill, S.
947, supra: as follows;

Scctlon 1¥16(g)(1) of wie Social Securiry
Act. us amended by geclion S75. is amended
by inserting bvefore the period the following;
. eXcopt Lhat po cost-sharing may Lo im-
posed with regpect to Medicul assistance pro-
vided Lo an individyg) Who has 1ot attuineg
age 18 ff such individual's family income
fioes not exceed 150 percent of the poverty
line applicabdle ty a {amily of the size in-
volved, and if, as of the dutle of chnactment of
the Ralanced Budget Act of 1997, CORL-Bhar-
ing couid nov be impused with respect to
™edloal assistance Provided w such indjvig.
usl.”,

KENNEDY AMENDMENTS NOS. 492~
483

Mr. LAUTENBERG (for Mr. Kugn-
NEDY) proposed two amendmcnte Lo the
bil), . 947, supra; as fo)lows;

AMENDMENT No. 49

Al the approdriate place ip suction 2102(5)
of the Boojk) SecuriLy Act a8 pdded by see-

2:50 No.003 P.02

S6265

tion 5801, inscrt the following: ‘e Lenefits
shall incluge additional benefits 1o tneel the
needs of children witn specia) needs, includ-
ing-.-

“(A) rehabilitation apg hubllitation seyv-
Jees, including otcupational therapy, phys.
ica] therapy . speceh and language therayy,
and respiratory therapy servicey;

“(B) mentaj health SCIVICeE:

“(C) personn] care BETVICES:

(D) curtomized durable rnedjca)
ment, orthotics, and prosthectics, rg
eally necessary: and

S(E) care management BRrvices,
“With  respect Lo FEBBP-equivalent chil.
dren’s bhealth insurance Goverage, serviges
otherwise covercd wnder the <uverage in.
volved that ape medically Henessary Lo maln-
taln, impruve, or brevent Lhe deterioration
of Lhe physical, developmental, or mental
beallh of the chilg MRY not be }imited with
respecl to seope and duration, CX0¢DL Lo Lhe
degree that surh Bervices are not medical)y
neGestary, Nothing in the breceding sentence
shall be construed to brevent FEHRP-equivg.
lent chiddren's bcalth Insurnnec coverage
from wtilfzing fLUDTOpriate ulilization revicw
techniques 1o delcrmine medica) necessity
OF Lo prevent the delivery of SUChL serviceg
throvgh o Mmanuped care plan,™.

QUi
medi-

AMENDMENT No. 4y

Orn pnpe 84, belween liner 7 and 8. inkert
the following: ’
SEC, SK17A. w8 EUGIRILITY »OR SEVERELY DI§-

ADLED ALIENS,

Saclion S02(8)(2) of the Persony) Rerpon-
Eihjlity and wopk Opportuntty Reconct]j-
nljon Art of 1ygp @ U.5cC, 16)2()(2)), ag
amended by section SR16, 18 amended Ly adqd-
ing #l the end the following:

() 8S1 ¥XCEFTION FOK BEVERKLY DISARLYED

tember 30, 10y7 appliontion dexdline undaer
subpuragraph (&), shall pot apLly Lo any
alien who fg lawful)y presen: In the United
Stntes ang who Lius been densed xpproval of
4D application for Naturulization by the At
torney Genera! solely oy the pround that the
tlien & o severely dikabdled that the aljen js
otherwise unable 1o LISy the requircments
for Daturalizatjon. .

CONRAD AMENDMENT NO. 454
Mr. LAUTENDBERG (for Mr, CONRAD)
proposcd an amenfimoent to the bill, §,
947, rupra: as follows:

OD puge BYM. belweep lines 7 and 8, ingept,
the following:

BEC. 68174 CONTINUATION OF MEDICALD ELIG).

—d

HILTTY FYUR DISABIED CIOLDRFN

WHO LOSE 8$] BENEPITS.
(8) I~ GENERAL .- -Secling
180208 ){10)( A y(1)(IT) (2 V.S.C.

13062(8)(30)A X1)(11)) is aynended by inserting
"(or were Leing paid as of the date Of epact-
ment of seetion 21i(n) of the Persona) Re-
BPONSILItY and Worg Opportunity Act of
1896 (Public luw 104-193; 110 Stat, 2188) and
would continue Lu be paid bul for the enact
ment of thet section)” afrer “title XV,

) OFFPEET.— Seetion 2104(b) of the Soainl
Sceurity Act (a8 mdded by sealjon 5801) x
amended-. .

1 in PRFRLTAPh (2), by Birilitng “and" at
the ¢nd; :

(2) in paragraph {3), by FrIRIng the perjog
and inserting *; ADd”; ang

(3) by adding ut Lhe eng

the followiny:
(%)

Made by sectigp
Budget Aot or 1997
(relatimg to continucd eligibility for oertain
digabled children).*.
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The National Immigration Forum's

Benefits Bulletin

; A Look At How the Welfare Law Will Affect Legal Immigrants
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WHITE HOUSE THREATENS VETO UNLESS CONGRESS
RESTORES BENEFITS TO LEGAL IMMIGRANTS

In a letter dated june 20, Prasident Clinton informed key leaders in Congress that he will be
unable to sign a bill that does not include the provision to restore SSI and Medicaid eligibility
for all disabled legal immigrants who are or become disabled and who entered the U.S. prior
to August 23, 1996. He points out that the "proposed legislation has departed from the bipartisan
budget agreement,” and stresses that he regards "(restoration of SSI benefits to legal immigrants]
. to be of paramount importance.” He also states that whife he "must insist on the provisions that
1 are part of the bucdget agreement," he hopes that the administration and Congress "can reach a
' bipartisan consensus to address the issue of benefits for the elderly.” The Senate budget bill is
: $1 billion short of covering legal immigrants on the SSI rolls now and those who would be
[ covered by the budget agreement. Attached is a copy of the White House letter, to
. Representative John Spratt, Ranking Member of the House Budget Committee.

The President’s letter comes on the heels of Vice President Gore’s june 19th press conference
where he noted that the House Ways and Means Committee proposal "fails to restore a safety net
f for disabled legal immigrants" as promised by Congressional leaders in the agreement reached
F with the administration, "by abandoning the people who were in the United States when the
welfare bill was signed, but who unexpectedly fell ill or became disabled after that date." He
highlighted the estimate that 7'5,000 fewer immigrants would be covered by the Committee’s
proposal verses the bipartisan budget agreement. He appeared with Dorota Kiedos, a 27 year old
Polish immigrant diagnosed with multiple sclerosis who would be covered by the bipartisan
budget agreement but not by the Ways and Means proposal.

i Prepared by the Natlonal Immigration Forum
: 220 | Street, NE #220 Washington, DC 20002-4362
Phone: 202-544-0004 + Fax: 202-544-1905
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reach a bipazﬁisan énnsensus 14} adéreas the lssue of benefit

: g its ¢
the wlderly. ; have instructed members of my administration too:
work with yeu teo see if, perhaps in » conference setting, cths
budgetary resources can be found to addreas this issue.

In the swintime, I urge Mambars of hoth Parties te coRrtinue
O work wirh me to apact legislation that 1ls consistent wiep the
bipdrtisan budget agreement., 1 ask Memmers en both sides of the
aigle. te help us meve the Process forward, to advapnce the
leg{slation to the fleor of the House, and keep us on trzes to a
baldnced budget by Lhe year 2002. - ' -

Sincezaly, C ' '

The Honozable John M. Spratt,’ Jr.
Ranking Membex ‘
Coimrlttee on the Budget

House of Reprasentatives
Washington, D.C. 2051%



ENTSY

From: To: Cynthla Rioe

Date: 8/13/07 Time: 14:16:01 Page 1011

JUN 12 ’97 ©4:35PM P.171

~ National Immigration Forum

PRESS ADVISORY

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Judy Mark

June 11, 1997

(202) 544-0004, ext. 14

Aging and Disabled Groups Refuse to be
Pitted Against Each Other on Budget

Leaders Stand United in Call for Generous Restoration

WHAT?

WHEN?

WHERE?

WHO?

WHY?

of Benefits for Legal Immigrants

America’s leading aging and disability organizations will call on Congress to keep its
commitment to restore Supplemental Security Income (SSI) benefits to both elderly and
disabled legal immigrants.

Monday, June 16
10:00 am |

628 Dirksen Senate Office Building

Among the participants at the press conference will be:

Representative Sander Levin, (D-MI)

Howard Bedlin, Vice-President, National Council on the Aging (also representing the
Leadership Courcil of Aging Organizations)

Paul Marchand. Chairperson, Consortium for Citizens with Disabilities

Janice Jackson Figner, Executive Director, National Association of Area Agencies on
Aging

Within the next week, the Senate Finance Committee, as well as the full House of
Representatives, will likely consider whether to restore Supplemental Security Income
(SST) benefits to hundreds of thousands of disabled and elderly legal immigrants. On
June 10, by a slim 20-19 margin, the House Ways and Means Committee chose to violate
the bi-partisan budget agreement and adopt a significantly scaled-down proposal by Rep.
Clay Shaw (R-FL). This nail-biting vote occurred even after it was discovered that the
funds exist to cover all current SSI recipients AS WELL AS legal immigrants who lived
here before August, 1996 and become disabled in the future.

Rep. Shaw has attempted to pit the elderly against the disabled in his budget
proposal. These two groups, however, have not fallen into his trap. They join with
leaders of the Republican and Democratic parties in calling for the generous
restoration of SSI benefits to legal immigrants.

. 2201 Street, NE #220 e Washington, DC 20002-4382
202-544-0004  Fax: 202-544-1905
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July 25, 1997 BO_
Mr. Bruce N. Reed &“’(’1)
Assistant to the President for ( ¢ ,vv("“’f’

Domestic Policy

White House

West Wing, 2nd Floor
Washington, DC 20502

Dear Mr. Reed,

The undersigned organizations are writing to commend you on your ongoing effort to restore
some fairness in the way this country treats its most vulnerable legal immigrants.

Less than a year ago, the sweeping welfare law cut the social safety net from under legal
immigrants who have fallen on hard times. Most dramatically effected were immigrants
who, having developed a disability or having become too aged to work and earn a living,
have relied on government assistance in the form of Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to
pay for basic human necessities, including shelter. Many of these immigrants have no other
means of support, and their very survival was placed into doubt. With the rules having been
changed arbitrarily and in midstream on these immigrants, there was really no way for them-
-or the communities in which they live--to prepare for the impact of the new law.

Today, thanks in large part to your hard work, the congressional conference committee that
is reconciling the House and Senate budget bills has before it a proposal, advanced by the
Senate, that would restore SSI to those who currently depend on it for survival. In addition,
immigrants who came to this country prior to the passage of the welfare law, and who
develop a disability, will have the safety net available to them, should they need it. The
Senate’s budget bill also extends eligibility to certain legal immigrants who are here or who
come in the future should they develop a disability so severe that they are unable to meet all
of the requirements of U.S. citizenship. Another important provision contained in the Senate
bill will exempt children from the five-year ban on Medicaid eligibility, and give governors
the option of serving legal immigrant children with the new child health block grant money.

All of these measures are critical if we are to restore a measure of fairness for the most
vulnerable of legal immigrants. We look forward to working with you in the coming weeks,
in order to ensure that the budget bill contains the Senate’s proposals for restoring benefits to
immigrants. Beyond the budget bill, we hope to work with you further in order to ensure
that legal immigrants, who are susceptible to the same sort of misfortunes as citizens, are
treated fairly in a manner befitting our nation’s traditions.

Sincerely,
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

American Psychological Association



American Jewish Committee

American Immigration Law Foundation

American Association of Jews from the Former USSR

Association of Jewish Family and Children Agencies

Catholic Charities USA

Church World Service Immigrant and Refugee Program

Council of Jewish Federations

Immigrant and Refugee Services of America

Immigration Project of the United Methodist General Board of Church and Society
International Rescue Committee

Jesuit Conference USA, Office of Social Ministries

Jewish Council for Public Affairs

Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund (MALDEF)
Migrant Legal Action Program

National Health Law Program

National Association for Bilingual Education

National Korean American Service and Education Consortium
National Association of Public Hospitals and Health Systems
National Immigration Forum

National Asian Pacific American Legal Consortium

National Association of Korean Americans

National Ministries, American Baptist Churches USA

Presbyterian Church USA, Washington Office

Union of Needletrade, Industrial and Textile Employees (UNITE)
United Methodist Committee on Relief

United States Catholic Conference Office of Migration and Refugee Services
Women’s Commission for Refugee Women and Children

World Relief '

LOCAL ORGANZATIONS

American Association of Jews from the Former USSR, California Chapter
American Association of Jews from the Former USSR, Florida Chapter
American Association of Jews from the Former USSR, Georgia Chapter
American Association of Jews from the Former USSR, Massachusetts Chapter
American Association of Jews from the Former USSR, New York Chapter
American Association of Jews from the Former USSR, Ohio Chapter
American Association of Jews from the Former USSR, Texas Chapter
American Association of Jews from the Former USSR, Wisconsin Chapter
Albuquerque Border City Project, Albuquerque, NM

American Network of Community Options and Resources, Annandale, VA
American Friends Service Committee, Miami, FL

Archdiocese of Detroit, MI

Asian Law Alliance, San Jose, CA

AYUDA, Inc., Washington, DC



Catholic Charities Immigrant Services, Honolulu, HI

Catholic Charities Archdiocese of New Orleans, LA

Catholic Charities Immigration Legal Service, San Jose, CA
Catholic Charities Immigrant Counseling Services, Dallas, TX
Catholic Charities Los Angeles, CA

Coalition on Human Needs, Washington, DC

Coalition for Humane Immigrant Rights of Los Angeles, CA
Councilman Lloyd Henry, New York City Council, NY

El Centro Hispano Americano, Plainfield, NJ

Gay and Lesbian Latino AIDS Education Initiative, Philadelphia, PA
Heartland Alliance for Human Needs and Human Rights, Chicago, IL
Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society, New York, NY

Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society of Chicago, IL

Illinois Coalition for Immigrant and Refugee Protection, Chicago, IL
Immigrant Legal Resource Center, San Francisco, CA

International Institute of Boston, MA

International Institute of Los Angeles, CA

International Center of the Capital Region, Albany, NY

Jewish Vocational Service, Boston, MA

Las Americas Refugee Asylum Project, El Paso, TX

Liberty Immigration and Citizenship Service, Inc., Brooklyn, NY
Lutheran Social Services of Michigan, Southfield, MI

Lutheran Social Services of New England, West Springfield, MA
Massachusetts Office for Refugees and Immigrants, Boston, MA
New Jersey Immigrant Policy Network, Inc., Newark, NJ

New York Association for New Americans, Inc., New York, NY
New York Immigration Coalition, New York, NY

Northwest Immigrant Rights Project, Seattle, WA

Office of Immigrant and Refugee Service, Diocese of Providence, RI
Proyecto San Pablo, Yuma, AZ

Riverside Language Program, New York, NY

Somerville Human Rights Commission, Somerville, MA

Texas Immigrant and Refugee Coalition, Dallas, TX

The Immigrant Assistant Center, Newbedford, MA

Travelers Aid Services, New York, NY

United Jewish Appeal/Federation of Jewish Philanthropy of New York, Inc., NY
VIVE, Buffalo, NY

Washington Association of Churches, Seattle, WA

World Relief Midwest Area, Chicago, IL



