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provi sion, al so, which would have increased the appropriations

for re5p|te care which, incidentall was runni ng at it was
reinbursed at the rate of $2 an hour ahd 1 was rugr]mlng about
$4,000 a year as far ascost. That was to be increased to $5 an
hour an t hen there was an increase of $5 per dayfor Title XX

adult day care. Though cost of the bill had it been. ;s t s
approved as introduced js about a million, five, $1,494,000.

General Fund money, and $1,442,000 in federal fynds for the
first year, and then sone increase, obviously, for the second
year. What the committee anmendnment does we recogmze that
certainly there was a need for sone |ncrease in these areas.

part because of the change in the mininmmwage, there will be an
increase for some of these in the area of untrained personal

care aides that will be taking effect on April 1 which goes from

3.'5to 3_-85 per hour. What the comm ttee amendment does,
however, it reduces the nunmber of areas down to one ich was a

personal care aide with 21 hours of training and would jhcrease
those salaries from 3.'?0per hour to $5.00 an hour. The pil |

as introduced, | believe was to increase it to 5.50. The cost,
as it is with the conmtteeanendnent, is $180,000 in General
Fund for the currenmt year and $150, 000 approximately, the
following year in General Fund nosey. to resolve this
issue and visiting with the departrrent an&otﬂers who hag sone
responsibil ity, the indicationwasor, gat |east, it was the

feeling that this particular area of t he personal care al des was
by far the highest priority for increased funding. There was
far nore problems with turnover in direct care armd it was
i nportant to Lgalklezesomemcrea%e lghere Another thing | wil |
oint out, as is situate eing an i

y |tself it then,' too, becones part gf thea,&)pr;'qquqtllc?cnattflolns
as opposed to, if you are interested in the green gheet  and,

obviously, we attenpted to pick out through
amendnment what we under st ood top be the nost |npgort}:1rr1]$ cgrrng;t%?

stress, although | would not argue that of them are
overpai d, but that was the purpose of the anendne was
to sel ect what appeared to us as being the hi ghest pri orlty tt0|y

a_(lilditigna| funding, and that is what the comittee amendment
wi 0.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Discussion on the conmittee amendment ?
Senator Wesely, followed by Senator Lynch. )

SENATORWESELY:  Thank you, Nr. Speaker, me

rise and just say a few words and certa| nFy [ et Senator LyH%:h
address the heart of the issue. gsepator Lynch chaired a study
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