Georgia Child Support Guideline Commission

Notes by Mark Rogers, October 6, 2005

Economic Study Subcommittee, October 6, 2005

The Economic Study Subcommittee met briefly.  The chair, Dr. Roger Tutterow of Mercer University, reviewed the findings of its task force.  The task force had reviewed others’ child cost studies—including the earlier presentation by Jane Venohr of Policy Studies, Inc. Tutterow emphasized that a review of Georgia and national income patterns indicated that there was not enough statistical difference to justify an adjustment to national child cost data. That is, the subcommittee recommended the use of national data for Georgia, but taking into account differences in income taxes but that is all. The subcommittee endorsed using a combination of economic studies for Georgia’s child cost table.  The table would be a composite of a table based on an “Engel” methodology and a “Rothbarth” methodology. [Rogers’ comments: Both methodologies estimate child costs indirectly.  The Engel methodology looks at changes in shares of household consumption of food (with and without children) to estimate child costs. The Rothbarth methodology looks at changes in levels of household consumption of pure adult goods to estimate child costs.  In the past, these adult goods have been a combination of alcohol, tobacco, and adult clothes.  The latest Rothbarth studies use just changes in spending on adult clothing to estimate child costs.  The subcommittee’s recommendation for a composite table appears to be based on Venohr’s presentation which included examples of charts using both methodologies and an average.]

The subcommittee recommended to the full committee that the cost table be updated each year using a consumer price index (CPI) adjustment.

Full Commission Meeting, October 6, 2005

The chair, Rep. Earl Ehrhart, opened the meeting.  Ehrhart stated that the basic issue is to get the obligation tables (child cost tables) from Policy Studies, Inc.  Also, the commission needs to set dates for making progress in completing the tables.

Roger Tutterow summarized the Economic Study Committee’s recommendations.  However, all but one of the full committee members attending had already attended the Economic Subcommittee meeting.

Chairman Ehrhart indicated that there had been some further discussion between the two committee meetings regarding retaining flexibility of which cost table to adopt.  There has not yet been any scenario analysis of any cost table.  If the results of the scenario analysis using the composite were inappropriate then the commission would be hard pressed to get another version of the cost table to meet January deadlines.  The commission voted to have Policy Studies, Inc. produce three different cost tables—one based on the Engel methodology, one on the Rothbarth methodology, and an average of the two.  Then scenario analysis could be done for all three.  The initial recommendation appears to have been made based on a likely misunderstanding of the earlier presentation by Venohr of Policy Studies, Inc.  Policy Studies, Inc. primarily recommends the Rothbarth methodology and the Engel methodology and composite were shown merely for comparison.  

Ehrhart indicated that the commission’s work will be on-going and CPI adjustments will be considered for updating cost tables.

Judge Louisa Abbot reviewed the status of the Statute Review Subcommittee.  She indicated that much work is being put into rewriting the new guideline text—primarily to help with the flow to coordinate with the work sheet and also just for clarification purposes.  She indicated that we would likely have to “live with the statute for a while” to see what needs amending.  There have been no policy changes.

Senator Harp reported for the Forms Subcommittee.  He indicated that although much is already in place for forms, the subcommittee is still waiting on a more final version of the statute revisions from the Statute Review Subcommittee.  Ehrhart asked about the status of Accenture (a consulting firm) working with the Georgia Department of Human Resources (DHR) on web versions of the forms (calculators).  Harp said they would likely work on forms both ways—using current bill language and then recommended changes to language.  This approach is in case the legislature does not approve recommended changes.

Judge Key was not able to attend and could not present a report for the Training Subcommittee.  However, Stephen Steele, attorney and president of the Georgia Bar’s Family Law Section, indicated that forms are in good shape and training materials are well under way.

Judge Bernes of the Court of Appeals reviewed the status of the Case Scenario Subcommittee.  She indicated that 12 counties were selected for statistical representation.  Only one county has yet to report on case files.  She anticipates that the subcommittee will send out their own people to gather data if necessary.

Under new business, Ehrhart indicated the need to plan public hearings.  These will likely be the second and third weeks of November and the first week of December.  Hearings are planned all of the state—inclusive of video conferencing so more can attend.  Sen. Harp suggests talking with ICLE (legal education) about public input with video conferencing.  

The meeting was adjourned.

