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one on comunity grants, that tells you essentially how the
grant process would work. Underneath that it tells you sonme of
the training concerns that people raised, and who does what.
The bottom one is the evaluation concerns. Some of the issues
that were brought to us by Voices for Children and caro] Stitt
and others were, we're not sure exactly who does what L\ere and
we want this all clarified. So we had meetings with Karen
Stevens, we had meetings with Voices for Children and with
Foster Care Revi ew representatives. We had neetings with the
Center for Children, Fanily and the Law, and Departnent of
Social Services, and so on. Sv these are how we chose to
address their concerns, and this is what the amendnent does.
first establishes a ﬂrocess for review ng grant applications,
and it determ nes how the recipients of {nhese community funds

will work.  Essentially, we just replicate what the departnent
is already doing with the $80,000 that we put in the budget | ast
year. You will recall that we put in 80,000 for small rants

that require that representatives of the Departnments of Soci al

Services, Public Institutions and FEducation come together to

determne how the nmoney would be allocated. our goal all along
has been to encourage some interagency collaboration and some
priority setting. This amendment retains that process and ac?d’gl
two things. It adds the Department of Health g that

deci sion-neking team and it adds the Conmi ssion on Fanilies,

which we create in the bill. The second thing the amendment
does, it addresses a concern that Senator Hanni balrali seg, and
it sinply says that unallocated grant funds would not b
retained by the Departnent of Social Services, tﬂat t hey WOUFd
be | apsed back into the fund. Sothere is no advantage to an
agency for hanging onto funds rather than putting themout to
comuni ties. We change, in this amendnment, the nunber of family
advocate programs. You will recall the bill allowed three,
asked for three fanily advocate programs. Asa reminder, a
fami |y advocate is somebody that helps famlies wor their way
through the _Sys_tem, I.t‘ S COrrpI ex. And soneti mes peop|e just

have trouble finding their way through the maze. \wesdon't mak e
this quite as strict as the original bill did, in that we say
they can do up to three. Byt there may be other proposals that

are nore worthy of funding than that, 3nd sowe don't wantto be
too restrictive. The fourth thing we do, we take the Commi ssion
on Families, that is created by the bill, andwe break up their

duties. Upon discussion we found under the original bill the
comi ssion sinply had too much to do, so we split the duties
into mandatory duties and discretionary duties. It also
provi des t hat the Director of Family Policy Office,whois now
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