. .' ._ . '. K S - . septembe: 2L, 1970
o "The U.S. Department of Labor t‘od.ayb ailoceteci $3.million in.
emergency manpbwer training funds to }'ﬁesachusetts to 'aid the Comzon-
wealth in fighting its unemploymen.t. problems. . |
"'-rhe .decision on how the money can best be used to meet the
. Comonweaith's unefnpldy'mex;t problems willAbe made by Governor _Frencis W.
Sargent. ; . : . |
Massachuaetts! was not mcluded among the‘St.:ates to which the Labc_:r
Department appor ulO’led $25 ..a.lllon in special funds earlier this mc;nt‘n:
E Alaska, Caln.formal , Maine, Michigan, Oregon, Rhode Island, Waomncrton,
" and Puerto Rico. , |
These States were selected on the DaSlS of the trig,ger:ing forxr;ula

. for exbended uneaploymenu msurance bene;.lts co'ztalned in the new UL

amendnents whi.ch w;ll go into effect Octobor 10. Under these provisions,

l
““ 8 State must' have had a our percent. unemployment insurance rate for 13

i

- consecut1ve weeks ] and an insured unemployment level of 20 percent above

- the average for the correspondmv 13-week period in the pasu two years.
.Massachusett ts was not sclem.ed ongmally because, althouon the .

. rate of insured unemployne’xt met the ..::'J.g,g;er:.ncr level, the State would

.

not have been ellglble for Feaeral sharing in the cos’cs of extended
.'benefx.ts. : - | .

The UI amendments pronde that once an extended benefit period has
* .tngcered on by State insured uncnnloyrreﬂt and ends, a nev; one cannot f

be started earlier than the lhth succeeding veex.

(More )
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' ‘ ‘Insured unerployment in Massachusetts reached the trigger on -
. .point during the week ended April b, but subsequently triggered off

' and the extended benefit period would terminate on June 27.
: A A Y . . .

Insured unemployment again reached the trigger level during the

" . week ended July 11, but because a new extended benefits period would

N\,

U not have started untll Septe ﬁ’oer’ 26, the State would not have been
"-_' elig:.ole for Federal sharmg of the costs of e,ctendea benefits.

'l‘he Department recons:.dered the Commonwealth's ellg ibility on

l

- the basxs tha’c the ra..e of unemploynent was more relevant to partxcx-
pation in the spec:.a.l progr am thc.n its ellglblllty for Federal cost

v .:.__‘har,mg' o E T S
o The $3 million a_uccation to massachusetts was based on its 1n.=ured
ot ' |
unemployment rate (L. 2" %) and the number of persons (72 900) receiving |
|

Memployment msurance for the week endln'r August 22, ’che date when ‘

the allocations for the seven other States mvolved were planned.

‘. The State ram nearest to’ luassachuse»ts in numbers unemployed |
. - was Wasnmgton, on ...he hxgh side with 71& 700, with an msured memialoment
.-. rate oi‘ 9. OZ On tne low side closes.. to uzassaohusetts ‘was Oreﬂ'on,
- (4.0%) with almost identical rates. }’owever, Oregon had 21,700 persons

_. _ _a‘s :lx\xsi;red ﬁnemployed. ' L

R . .« On ti'xis basis Massachusetts' a]location was set at “3 million,

approxuxately mldWaJ between those for Ialasnlnr-ton ($5 "n.ll:.on) and

. | _
-‘Oregon ($_l.5 million‘),‘ to maintain comparablll., . o
N
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Cambridge,

19

To the Honorable, the City Council of the
City of Cambridge:

The undersigned respectfully pray
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’comx

xofk from Representative Philip J.Philbin,
Washington, D.6.

for .concerning..the..status.of Maggsachusetts
under pecently announced program to

Mo. .provide.additional.manpower.training
assistance to areas of high unemployment

—-{etober. 27, 19: 70

In City Council, November 2, 1% 70 -
Referred to the Committee on

Attest:

Temp/  City Clerk.





