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STATE OF ALASKA ..

Please Reply To:

PARTMENT OF REVENUE CSD M
CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT DIVISION WA o,
: ) nAasia
AR AT () aTeees

February 28, 2001

The Honorable Norman Rokeberg
[Alaska State Legislature

State Capitol

Room 118

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Rokeberg: HG @ mﬁ@

| am requesting that the Judiciary Committee hear'CS for House Bill No. 41 (HES). This is an act
relating to federal child supportenforcement requirements regarding social security number
information, employer reports about employees, and certain kinds of automated data matching with
financial institutions; relating to child support payments; repealing the termination date of changes
made by ch. 87, SLA 1997, and ch. 132, SLA 1998, regarding child support enforcement and related

programs; repealing the nonseverability provision of ch. 132, SLA 1998; repealing uncodified laws
relating to ch. 87, SLA 1997, and ch. 132, SLA 1998; and providing for an effective date.

This bill removes the existing sunset provisions which would repeal the 1997 and 1998 child support
legislation as of July 1,2001. The bill also repeals the nonseverability provision of the 1998 Act and
several provisions from other legislation that refer to the sunset provisions of the 1997 and 1998 Acts.
However, the bill imposes a new two year sunset on: (1) the requirements that applicants for various
licenses provide their social security numbers to the licensing agency and that licensing agencies
provide those social security numbers to the child support enforcement agency of this or another state;
(2) requirements that certain court documents and documents of the Bureau of Vital Statistics include
social security numbers and that those social security numbers be provided to the child support
enforcement agency of this or another state; and (3) provisions allowing the child support
enforcement agency to enter into agreements with financial institutions for financial data matching.
The bill also includes two new provisions limiting civil liability of employers who fail to report newly
hired or rehired employees and allowing support payments to be applied to a future month in certain

limited circumstances.

The 1997 and 1998 child support legislation ensured Alaska's compliance with federal welfare reform
requirements. The provisions of these Acts have been effective at increasing the amount of child
support collected for Alaska's children. Moreover, federal funding for the state's child support
enforcement program and the federal public assistance block grant depend on compliance with the
federal requirements. The 1998 Act repealed these provisions as of July 1,2001. It also included a
nonseverability provision, which requires that if any part of the Act is found to be unconstitutional,
the remaining provisions of the Act also will be considered invalid. CS for House Bill No. 41 (HES)
ensures that these provisions are in effect, thus assuring that the law and court rule changes made by

the 1997 and 1998 Acts will be retained.
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The Honorable Norman Rokeberg
February 28,2001
Page 2 of 2

This bill includes several provisions that have improved child support collections, including:

m  Enhanced due process protections in paternity proceedings.

« Requirements that all employers' report newly hired employees to the child support agency.
« Authorization to use financial institution data matches to locate assets of delinquent parents.
o Immunity from civil liability for employers and financial institutions that comply with child

support income-withholding orders.
« Prohibitions against disclosing identifying information of a parent or child where there is

evidence of domestic violence.

CSED has implemented and tested the changes brought about by the 1997 and 1998 Acts. The agency
has found these new programs and enforcement tools to be effective in ensuring that more children
receive the support to which they are entitled. Due in great part to these changes, the agency's
collections have increased. In fiscal year 2000, CSED collected over $85 million, the largest annual

collection in the agency's history.

We look forward to working with you on this legislation. Please let me know what information I can
provide to assist the committee.

Sincerely,

Director

cc: Larry Persily, Deputy Commissioner, Department of Revenue
Shari Kochman, Deputy Legislative Director, Office of the Governor



CSED WELFARE REFORM LEGISLATION “SUNSET” SUMMARY

NARRATIVE

Availability of Records/Access to Information

*must be able to obtain access, without order from another
tribunal, to:

- gov’trecords, including vital statistics, state tax, property,
occ. licensing, business entity, employment security, public
assistance, DMV, corrections

-customer records of public utilities & cable television per

subpoena

- financial institution information

*to subpoena any financial information, and impose
penalties for failure to respond

*employer information upon request

Central Registry
* requires the state to have a central case registry and an

ai'.omated system forextracting and exchanging information
with federal case registry, federal parent locator service,
ATAP programs, and agencies of other states

Credit Bureau Reporting
*must have procedures requiring CSED to report
periodically to credit bureaus the names of non-custodial

parents who owe arrears

Repealer 2001
STATE LAWS

AS 06.05.537
AS 08.01.089
AS 09.25.100
AS 16.05.815
AS 18.50.310
AS 18.50.320
AS 22.3. 020
AS 23.20.110
AS 25.24.920

AS 25.27.020(e)

AS 25.27.085
AS 25.27.086

AS 25.27.250(e)

AS 25.27.300
AS 28.05.061
AS 29.45.103
AS 33.30.216
AS 39.25.080
AS 40.17.010
AS 43.23.055
AS 47.05.020
AS 47.05.030

AS 25.24.920

AS 25.27.020(a)(13)

AS 2,5.27.273

AMENDING SECTIONS

1997 Act: Secs. 2, 7, 10, 11, 19,
26,33,34,47,77,83-85,140-
146

1998 Act: Secs. 10,11,26,48

FEDERAL LAWS

42 U.S.C. § 666(c)(1)
PRWORA § 325

42 US.C. §654A(e) & (0 1997 Act: Secs. 47, 76

PRWORA §311

42 U.S.C. § 666(a)(7) 1997 Act: Sec. 133

PRWORA § 367



AS 25.27.900 42 U.S.C. §653(p) and 1997Act: Secs. 136-139

Definitions
*duty of support; earnings; support order; business day; throughout 1998 Act: Secs. 49 - 50
employer; tribunal; arrearage PRWORA § 366 and
throughout
Financial Institution Data Match AS 5.27.0@QO) 42 U.S.C. §666(a)(17) 1997 Act: Secs. 13,74
* must be able to enter into agreements with financial AS 25.27.250 PRWORA §372
institutions to do automated data exchanges and to attach AS 09.65.250
assets located through that data match
Fraudulent Transfers AS 25.27.279 42 U.S.C. §666() 1997 Act: Sec. 135
* must have the Uniform Fraudulent Conveyance Act, the AS 09.25.060 PRWORA §364
Uniform Fraudulent Transfer Act, or a law specifying indicia AS 34.40
of fraud creating prim a facie case re transfer of property to I5AAC 125415
avoid payment of support AND procedures by which state
can seek to avoid transfer or obtain settlement in best
interests of the child support creditor
High Volume Automated Enforcement AS 25.27.022 42 U.S.C.§ 666(a)(14) 1998 Act: Sec. 21, 22, 50
*have automated procedures to take actions upon request AS 25.27.900 PRWORA § 323 (with
from another state technical amendment)
Immunity from Liability AS 09.65.250 42 U.S.C. §669A 1997 Act: secs. 13, 62
* financial institutions are not liable for disclosure of info to ~ AS 25.25.504 42 U.S.C. § 666(b)(6)(A)
agency AS 25.25.250(h) 42 U.S.C. §666(a)(17)
*employers are not liable for disclosure of info to agency or 57RZWORA §8314, 353,
for good faith compliance with a withholding order
Income Withholding AS 25.27.022(d) 42 U.S.C. §666(b) 1997 Act: Secs. 80 - 82,90 - 93,
* revises existing withholding laws to incorporate various AS 25.21.062 42 U.5.C. §666(c)(1)(F)  128- 130, 148(a)
fed requirements, including 7 day employer deadline and no ~ AS 25.27.150 &(G) 1998 Act: Secs. 22,23,47
AS 25.27.250 PRWORA §314, 325

prior notice to obligor. Also, cleans up statutes relating to
when and how CSED initiates income withholding when no
immediate income withholding in order and when CSED
may issue an order to withhold and deliver



License Suspension

* “Best efforts” language added for occupational and

drivers’ licenses
* recreational licenses

Liens

* liens must arise by operation of law against non-custodial
parentin arrears AND must give full faith & credit for liens
arising in other states as long as other states meet Alaska’s

requirements

Medical Support Orders
*eliminates the requirement that the employer do business in

Alaska before CSED sends a copy of medical support order

to employer

*requires the agency to send notice of medical support to
new employer when obligor changes jobs

Miscellaneous
* statute of limitations

* interest rates

*application for services
* payments to the agency

*audit of collections

* certification of arrears
*notice of public assistance

*order establishment
*service of papers

Modification

*notice every 3 years of request for review; 3-year cycle for
review upon request of parent or state agency, either per
guidelines or based on COL or automated methods, without

amaterial change in circumstances

New Hire Reporting

*must require employers to report hiring, rehiring, of each

AS 25.27.244
AS 25.27.246
AS 09.50.020
AS 11.51.120
AS 12.55.139

AS 25.27.230
AS 25.27.240

AS 25.27.063(b)
AS 25.27.020(a)(9)
AS 25.27.060

AS 21.36.095

Civil Rule 90.3(d)

AS 09.10.040
AS 25.27.020(a)(6)
AS 25.27.025

AS 25.27.100(a)
AS 25.27.103

AS 25.27.105

AS 25.27.120(c)
AS 25.27.160(h)
AS 25.27.265

AS 25.24.170(b)
AS 25.27.190
AS 25.27.193

AS 25.27.075

42 U.S.C. 666(a)(16)
PRWORA § 369

42 U.S.C. § 666(a)(4)
PRWORA § 368

42 U.S.C. § 666(a)(19)
PRWORA § 382

42 U.S.C. § 666(a)(2)
42 US.C. § 654A

42 U.S.C. § 654(4), (5)
42 U.S.C. § 666(c)(1)
42 U.S.C. § 654B (a)(l)
PRWORA § 301
PRWORA §311,312
PRWORA § 325

42 U.S.C. §666(a)( 10)
PRWORA §351

42 U.S.C. §653A
PRWORA §313

1997 Act; Secs. 106-127
1998 Act: Secs. 3-5 and 34 - 46

1997 Act; Secs. 104, 105
1998 Act: Sec. 31-33

1998 Act: Sec. 24

1997 Act: Secs. 74-76, 78, 86 -
89,94 131 - 132
1998 Act: Secs. 2, 27

1997 Act: Secs. 44, 101-1C3

998 Act: Sec. 25



employee 1
AS 47.27.040(b) 42 U.S.C. §654(29) 11997 Act: Sec. 147

Non-Cooperation
PRWORA § 333

*good faith determinations when custodial parent fails to
cooperate with CSED

AS 25.27.275 42 U.S.C. § 654(26) 1997 Act: Sec. 134

Nondisclosure of Information
PRWORA § 303

*nondisclosure of information when there is a finding of
domestic violence

Paternity AS 18.50.160 42 U.S.C. §666(a)(5) 11997 Act: Secs. 20 - 22, 36 - 42,
* state must have laws governing paternity establishment and AS 18.50.165 42 U.S.C. § 666(c)(1) 79,95-100
voluntary acknowledgment of paternity which comply with ~ AS 25.20.050 42 U.S.C. 8§ 652(a)(7) 1998 Act: Secs. 12,28-30
detailed federal requirements. Please see summary for ﬁg ggg?gig(a) PRWORA §325, 331
specifics. AS 25.27.165

AS 25.27.166

AS 25.27.167
Seek Work Orders AS 25.27.020(d) 42 U.S.C. § 666(a)(15) 1997 Act: Sec. 77
* agency must be able to obtain order requiring obligor to PRWORA § 365
seek work
Social Security Numbers AS 06.20.020 42 US.C. §666(a)(13) | 1997 Act: Secs. 3-6, 8,9, 12, 14
* must require SSN's on license applications (professional, ~ AS 06.40.050 PRWORA §317 j- 18,23-25,27-32,35,41,43,
driver’s, occupational, recreational, marriage), case files re AS 08.01.060 45,46
divorce, support or paternity, death certificates ﬁ\‘g 838;%2? 1998 Act: Secs. 6-9, 12, 14-17,

AS 09.55.050 o1-52

AS 14.20.027

AS 16.05.330

AS 16.05.346

AS 16.06.360

AS 16.05.450

AS 16.05.480

AS 18.50.230

AS 18.60.395

AS 18.65.410

AS 18.72.030

AS 21.06.255

AS 25.05.091

=



Subpoenas
*must be able to subpoena any financial or other

information without approval of separate body, impose
penalties for noncompliance, and enforce other states’

subpoenas

Tax Dependents
*court may not unconditionally grant noncustodial parent

right to claim child as tax dependent unless parent meets
federal requirements and does not owe more than four times
the monthly support obligation at end of tax year.

UIFSA

* state must adopt verbatim the revised version of UIFSA

AS 18.50.165
AS 18.50.280
AS 25.20.050(n)
AS 25.24.160
AS 25.24.210
AS 25.24.230
AS 28.15.061

AS 25.27.085
AS 25.27.086

AS 25.24.152
AS 25.24.232

AS 25.25.101-
25.25.903

42 U.S.C. § 666(a)(2)
42'U.5.C. §666(c)(1)
PRWORA § 325

None

42 U.S.C. § 666(f)
PRWORA § 321

1997 ACt: Secs. 83 - 85
1998 Act: Sec. 26

1998 AcCt: Secs. 13, 18

1997 Act: Secs. 48-73
1998 AcCt: Secs. 19-20
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES %W&Féﬁt%anl:\‘a?h“es

2201 sixth Avenue, suite 600
Seattle, WA 081711827

Barbara Miklos, Director
Child Support Enforcement Division
550 West 7th, 4th Floor
Anchorage, AK 99501-3556

Dear Ms. Miklos:
This is in response to your request for clarification cf:

*The consequences if a State fails to enact laws or otherwise
conform to the requirements of the Personal Responsibility and
Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996 (PRWORA), Public
Law 104-193, and

* Nationwide information on state compliance with PRWORA.

1, In order for a State to receive Federal funding fcr the
operation of its child support enforcement program, it must
have an approved State IV-D plan which meets tho
requirements of section 454 of the Social Security Act (the
Act) . One of those requirements, specified at section
454(20) (A), is that the State must have in effect all cf the
laws required by section 466.

PRWORA made numerous changes to sections 454 and 466 of the
Act. When a State fails to comply with all statutory
requisites, its plan is subject to disapproval by the O ffice
of Child Support Enforcement (CCSE). 1In accordance, with
sections 452(a)(3) and 455(a)(1)(A) of the Act, there would
then be no authority to expend Federal funds under Title
IV-D of the Act for the operation of the State's child
support enforcement program.

Therefore, a determination that a State IV-D plan is

disapproved will result in immediate suspension of all
Federal payments for the State's child support enforcement
program, and such payments will continue to be withheld

until the State IV-D plan can be approved by QCSE. Alaska
received approximately $12.4 million in Title I1V-D funding
for the administration of its child support program in FY
1997, and over $3.2 million in Title IV-D performance
related child support incentives.

Supporting Documents



Page 2 - Barbara Miklos

In addition, in order to be eligible for a block grant for
Temporary Assistance to Needy Families (TANF), section

402 (a) (2) of the Act requires a State to certify that it
will operate a child support enforcement program under tho
State plan approved under part D. Therefore, TANF funding
would also be jeopardized if the State failed to enact the
required child support legislation on a timely basis.
Alaska’s Federal funding for IV-A for FY 1997 was
approximately $63 million.

2. Data on state compliance with PRWORA changes frequently. We
are therefore unable to provide you with an accurate and up
to date listing of which states have fully complied with its
previsions. Most states have either passed legislation that
has been found complete, or is under review. Alaska is in
the category of states which did not pass enabling
legislation in 1997, but which have expressed an intent to
do so and are working with its Regional O ffice to develop
such legislation. Only one state, Idaho, has failed to enact
enabling legislation and has stated it is unwilling to do
so. Attached is a “notice of intent" to disapprove lIdaho’s
state plan, with the resulting loss of Federal funding. If
proposed legislation is not enacted in Alaska, our office
would begin the process of issuing a similar notice of
intent to disapprove.

Please contact Michael Furtado at (206) 615-2552, ext. 3045 if
you have any further questions.

Attachment: Idaho Notice of Intent to Disapprove



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES

ADMINISTRATION FOR CHILDREN AND FAVILIES
Westingon, D" 20847 >

Ms. Barbara J. Miklos

Director

State of Alaska, Department of Revenue
Child Support Enforcement Division
550 W. 7thAve., Suite 310
Anchorage, AK 99501-66%9

Dear Ms. Miklos:

This is in response to your letter to Mr. Steve Henigson, Regional Administrator,
regarding Alaska’s request for an exemption from the provisian regarding collection of
Sacial Security Numbers on recreational ligense applications found in section 466 (3)(13)
ofthe Social Security Act (Act), as amended by section 5536 of the Balanced Budget Act
ofl997(P.L. 105-3§S

Alaska has demonstrated in accordance with section 466(d% ofthe Act, 45 CFR
302.70(d)(2) and OCSE-AT-97-02, that compliance with the requirement would not
increase the efficiency and effectiveness of the State’s Child Support Enforcement
program. We are granting your request for exemption from the requirement of section
%#a)ﬁlB), which Tequires collection of social security numbers on recreational licem
applications, hased on Alaska’s operation ofa similar‘existing procedure through the

Permanent Fund Dividend program.

This exemption is %rant_ed for athree-year period effective October 1 2000. The
exemption may be terminated upon a ¢hange in circumstance in the State. Ifthe State
cannot demonStrate that the changed circumstances continue to warrant an exemption in
accordance with this the aforementioned requirements, the exemption will be revoked.
Alaska would then be required to implement the requirement in section 466(a)(13) of the

Act.
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The State must aéJpIIy for an extension of this exemption 90 da¥_s before the end of the
exemption period. Ifan extension is not granted or the exemption is revoked, the State
must enact the a proPrlate |aws and Procedures to implement the mandatory practice by
the beginning of the fourth month after the end of the first regular, special, budget, or
other session.ofthe State Ie(]uslature Which ends after the date the exemption. is revoked
or an exemption is denied. Tfno legislation is necessary, Alaska must establish and be
using the appropriate procedures by the beginning of the fourth month after the date the
exemption is revoked.

Office of Child Support Enforcement

CC: Mr. Steve Henigson
Regional Administrator
Region X



CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT “SUNSET” SUMMARY

Legislation passed in 1997 and 1998 contained sunset provisions that will take effect in 2001, These
laws support programs, and activities at CSED . that have resulted in a sn};mflcant Increase In child
support payments, and improved services to families in Alaska.. If the sunset is allowed to occur, these
|mf)rovem_ents will be diminished, and by being out of compliance with welfare reform laws Alaska
will be injeopardy of losing $80,000,000'in fedgral public assistance and child support funding.

Below is an,qutline of key parts of the 1997 and 1998 legislation, as well as a description of how the
sunselt_ provisions would affect CSED’s work. Each of these segments is a requirement of federal
compliance.

Availability of Records/Access to Information

The _subgec_t statutes allow CSED to obtain certain tgpes of information e_IectronlcaII?/ and through
administrative action. If these provisions are repealed, CSED may be required to confact sources of
information separately for each case, and take the difficult and time-consuming avenue of gbtaining a
co%th orderttoﬁre(t}uest basic information. The time lost would severely hamper our child support
enforcement efforts.

‘Best Efforts’ Language

Adopted In 1998, this Ianguaﬁe allows a non-custodiai parent who is found by a court to be making the
‘est efforts possible under the circumstances to have no child support arrearages’ to avoid the loss or
suspension of a driver’s or other license. The act adds commercial crewmernber fishing licenses to
existing license statute, and removes subpoena_noncompliance as a reason for general license
suspension. Instead, the act allows license suspension for subpoena noncompliance only in the context
of a civil contempt action.

Central Registry

The law requires courts to automatically forward child support orders to CSED, and authorizes CSED

to exchange this and other critical Information within' strict confidentiality ?uldellnes. These

Brocedures allow CSED to serve clients with improved timeliness and accuracy, efficiencies that will
e diminished if the statutes are repealed.

Credit Bureau Reporting

Current state law requires child support debt to be reflected on a delinguen_t arent’s credit bureau
report until it has been paid. The sunset would have the effect that unpaid chila support arrears could
not be reported after 10'years.

Revised 01/2/01 1



Definitions: Duty of support, earnings, tribunal, arrearages

The 1997 and 1998 acts redefined a number of key terms used in child support enforcement, and this
nationwide uniformity is essential to cooperative enforcement efforts between the states.

Due Process

The 1997 and 1998 acts stren_%t_h_e_ned due process protections by requiring additional notices to parents
of their rights and, responsibilities in paternity and child support proceedings and by pr_owdl_n(f
additional opportunities for parents and other persons to request and obtain administrative and judicia
review of agency actions and decisions.

Financial Institution Data Match and Immunity from Liability

Current statutes allow us to match the names of parents who owe arrears with the names on accounts at
financial institutions. This makes it much more difficult for delinquent parents to_hide their assets,
simplifies the search for funds.in multi-state institutions, and allows the institutions to cooperate
without fear of retaliatory lawsuits. Few banks would partlu?ate in the FIDM if this protection were
repealed. Searching for hidden assets would require sweeps of all banks for each and every case. For
many children our ability to collect support .vould be seriously compromised.

income Withholding

In direct response.to federal requirements from PRWORA, the 1997 and 1998 acts have simplified the
way a non-custodial pays child support through Wlthholdl_nﬁ, and shortened to 7 days the time between
the'request for withholding and the commencement of withholding by the employgr. Within 2 days of
receipt of withheld funds,” CSED forwards the payment to the family. In out-Of-state cases, we can
request income withholding directly §W|thout going through the other state’s child support agen[c)y ,
often saving several months’ delay.” I7 these laws are allowed to sunset, it will be harder for CSED to
collect monthly payments and arréarages; these collections may take months to implement, rather than
immediately; and 1t will be easier for delinquent parents to' avoid payment of their child support
obligations by moving to another job before income withholding can be established.

Liens

The subject legislation simplified the statute so that CSED or a parent may assert a lien when the
obligor ‘owes an arrearage. under a support order being enforced by the agency. Also, Alaska
cooperates with other jurisdictions by ?lvmg full faith and credit to liens arising Dy operation of law in
other states, if the person seeking_to enforce the lien complies with this state's procedural requirements
for recording and serving liens, The simplified statutes, and the reciprocity with regard to liens, allow
Us o hcct))lllect lawfully “established support payments and arrearages’ that might otherwise be
unreachable.

Revised (1/2/01 2



Miscellaneous

The subject statutes provide procedures and definitions relating to the following subjects, and bring
Alaska into conformance with language in PRWORA.

exch,ange information order establishment
application for services service of papers
payments to the agency requlations

audit of collections fees for services
notice of public assistance state registry information

Modification

The subject statutes re(iuwe that parties be given periodic notice of thelr right to seek review of child
support orders. They allow review of orders every three years and clarify CSED’s authority to modify
administrative orderS where out of state court orders also’exist. If allowed to sunset, all parties’ nghts
to due process will be weakened because state agencies will no longer be required to have written
regulations setting out procedures and standards governing the modification process.

New Hire Reporting

Under the current law, all employers in the state are required to report to CSED new hires and rehires.
This information helps CSED locate parents, and establish and enforce child support orders. New Hire
coorting is currently responsible for about 12% of total child support collections. If the acts sunset,
we will revert to a‘previous statute that only required employers to report new hires if notified b
CSED, and which created a number of classes of exempt emPoners. Reversion to the old statute will
increase 10 $1000 the civil penalties that can be levied against employers for not reporting

Non-Cooperation

1997 act clarified who would make the determination of non-cooperation (CSED) and who would
decide if the party had good cause for non-cooperation (DHHS). This clarification promotes
cooperation in matters of paternity and child support, and protects parties who ma> have reasons for
not C(t)operatlng, such as threats of domestic violence. These protections would be jeopardized by the
sunset.

Current and previous laws require ATAP recipients to cooperate with child support froceedings. The

Nondisclosure of Information

The 1997 statute allows CSED to refuse to disclose the address or other identifying information of a
parent or child if the health, safety, or liberty of that person would be unreasonably put at risk by such
disclosure. ~ Under the sunset, Alaska law will revert to a requirement to make such information
available regardless of the risk If the obligor is current on child support obligations and has a previous
visitation orjoint custody agreement.

Revised Q1/22/01 3



Paternity

The 1997 and 1998 acts include detailed requirements for the_ form, use, and legal effect of voluntary
ackno_wledgments of paternity, and for proceedings to establish paternity.  Acknowledgement forms
must include a statement setting out the legal consequences, rights, responsibilities and alternatives to
signing the form and listing the Testrictions to rescinding the acknowledgment. The acts also addressed
a variety of substantive and procedural requirements for the. establishment of paternity, mcludlng
genetic ‘testing, consideration of the best interests of the child, recovery of costs. of ‘testing, an

allowing a putative father to request %enetlc testlnﬁ. Reversion to previous law will diminish due
process provisions and safety considerations, and will complicate the paternity determination process.

Seek Work Orders

In cases where support is owed a child who is receiving public assistance, the 1997 statute allows
CSED to order. an abligor to seek work, or to ask a court to order an obligor to seek work, unless the
obligor enters into and"complies with an approved Rayment plan. Withott this statute, CSED would
have to request a seek work order from the court in the context of a civil contempt proceeding.

Social Security Numbers

The 1997 and 1998 acts required applicants for state licenses, including professional, business,
occupational, driver's, recreational and marriage licenses, to include their social Security numbers.
These numbers help CSED locate parents and collect child'support, and reduce the number of cases of
mistaken identity. ERequwements for social security numbers on hunting and fishing licenses have heen
waived and will"be allowed to sunset even if the sunset repealer is passed.)

Subpoenas

The current statutes establish procedures that give CSED the authorléy to subpoena financial or other
information needed to establish, modify, or enforce a child support order. They re(iu,lre that subpoenas
be served in person, or by registered, certified or insured mail. They allow a claim of good cause
excusing compliance, i)rowdeadlrect avenue of appeal of penalty decisions to the Superior court, and
seug at CSED will enforce a subpoena from another state in the same manner.. Repeal will restrict

SED’s ability to obtain critical information, limiting the establishment, modification and enforcement
ofbchlld support orders; and will diminish parties’ due process rights with regard to administrative
subpoenas.

UIFSA

The 1998 act revised the previous UIFSA statute to be clearer and more consistent.  Without the
changes, interstate cooperation in child support cases would be very difficult.
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