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. aspart of a new energy bill,

COMPENSATION FOR UNEMPLOYMENT RELATED TO
THE ENERGY CRISIS

TUESDAY, APRIL 2, 1074

U.S. SENATE,
CoMMITTEE ON FINANCE,
. Washington, D.C.
The committee met at 2 p.m., pursuant to recess, in room 2221, Dirk-
sen Senate Office Building, Hon, Harry F. Byrd, Jr., presiding,
Present: Senators Long (chairman of the full committee), Byrd

'l’)l:; of Virginia, Mondale, Bentsen, Bennett, Fannin, Hansen, an

e, .
Senator Byro, The committee will come to order.
This afternoon’s hearings concern proposals to provide compensa-
tion for unemployed workers whose unemployment is related to the

-energy crisis,

A measure to provide such unemployment benefits was included as
part of the Energy Emergency Act vetoed by the President and the
issue is yet to be resolved. Thus far, four Jn‘opouls have been intro-
duced in the Senate, one by Senator Ribico ,one by Senator Kennedg,
one by Senator Jacitson, and Senator. Bennett has introduced the ad-
ministration’s proposal. - :

Since unemployment compensation falls within the jurisdiction of
the Committee on Finance, it is our intention to ex;l)lore in theée hear-
ings today the most appropriate kind of proposal to recommend to
the Senate if the Senate wmlE es to include unemployment compensation -

t this point in the record we will insert the bills, S, 8024, S. 8206,
title I of S, 8257, sections 114 and 125 of S. 3267, the press release
announcing this hearing and a staff comparison of the four bills.

[The material referre% to follows. Oral testimony begins on p. 40.]

(1) _ :
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PRESS RELE/SE

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE
March 29, 1974 UNITED STATES SENATE
2227 Dirksen Senate Office Bldg,

FINANCE COMMITTEE SCHEDULES HEARINGS
ON COMPENSATION FOR UNEMPLOYMENT RELATED TO

THE ENERGY CRISIS

The Honorable Russell B, Long (D.,, La,), Chairman of
the Senate Committee on Finance, announced today that on April
2, 1974, the Committee will hold hearings on proposals concerning
unemployment compensation for workers whose unemployment is
related to the economic slowdown caused by the energy crisis,
The hearings will begin at 2:00 p. m., April 2, and will be held

in Room 2227 Dirksen Semgo Office Building,

Senator Long pointed out that the Congress had approved
unemployment compensation provisions as part of the Energy
Emergency Act which had been vetoed by the President. A similar
appréach to unemployment related to the energy crisis has been
incorporated in 8. 3267, introduced by Senator Jackson. Other
proposals relating to this matter have been introduced by
Senator Ribicoff (S, 3024) and Senator Kennedy (S, 3206); the
Administration's proposal has been introduced (by request) by
Senator Bennett as title II of S. 3257, Chairman Long stated that
the Committee's hearings will relate to these specific legislative
proposals as well as any other ideas witnesses may have concerning
the subject of unemployment compensation with respect to increased
unemployment resulting from the energy crisis.



o Reguutn to testify, ~-Parsons desiring to testify during ‘the
hearings shoiild contact Michael Stern, Staff Director, Committee
on Finance not later than clgu of business Mondaz‘ April 1, 1974,

' Senator Long uked ail witnesses to comply with the
followlng rulest

(l) All witneuu mu.t include with their written .
statement a summary of the pr nci al points
included in eho ‘statemerit, U

(2) The written statements must be typed on
" letter-size paper (not legal size) and at
least 100 copiss must be submitted to the
Commmee. .

(3) Wimesges are not to read their wrgttgn atatg-
. me;a_t_g 1o, the Committee, but are to confine .
 thair tcn-mlnute oral presentatinns to a summary
of the points included in the statomont.

_.(4) Not more than ten mi g tes will be allowed for the
. oul summary, o ‘

‘ Written . Sgatgmongl. --Witnouqa who are not scheduled for
oral presentation, and others who duh'e to puunt a statement to the
Committes, are urged to.prepare a written position of their views for
submission and inclusion in the printed record of the hearings, These .
written atatementa should ‘be submitted to Michul Stern, Staff, Directpr.
Commiites on Finance, Room 2227, Dirkeen Somto Omcn Bunding
not later than Wednesday, Agrgl 3, 1974, ., N ,

L
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MAJOR PROYISIONS OF _BILLS PROVIDING SPECIAL UNEMPLOYMENT

v

N, 8024 -
(8enator Riblcoft)

BENEFITS ON ACCOUNT OF THE ENERGY CRISIS

8, 8208
(8enator Kennedy)

Coverage .
Eligibility Requirements...... -~
Attachment to Labor Force.. ...
Benefit Amount...e.racaaaa- -
Duration of Programs. ... -
Duration of Benefits....-.-. vana
Coet between April 1974 and June
1078 (sssuming 8.7% unemploy-
ment rate).

‘Other Features....... POVP—

gt e g

(1) Persons covered under State’

unemployment insurance pro.

. gtr:m who have exhausted bene-
eligibility ;

(2) Dereons not covered under
such programs,

Unemployment not individual's

fault and directly or indirectly

related to energy shortage,

18 weeks of yvork during 1078,

“Such assistance as the President
deems appropriate” not more
than State maximum for unem-
ployment compensation.

Pormanent. '
Duration of energy-caused unem-
ployment up to two years.

#4 billion (fully paid from Fed-
eral general revenues),

Food assistance and relocation ns-.

;l;ﬁmeo provisions included -in

(1) Persons covered under State

unemployment program who |
have exhausted benofit eligi-
bility, .

Samoe a8 under State unemploy-
mont program,

Same as under unemployment
componsation program (genet-
ally work in at Jeast 2 quarters
of base year preceding wnem.

loyment), i

Same as individual received under
regular unemployment program
prior to exliaustion of benefits
(inoluding dependents’ allow-
ances).

February 1, 1974 to June 80, 1076,

Same as individual recoived under
regular State program; total of
benefits under bill's regular
benefits and extended benefits
cannot oxceed 52 weeks.

$2.2 billion (fuwlly paid from Fed-
oral genoral revenues).

Federal funding of part of State's
regular unemployment benefits_
based on increase in insured un-
employment rate over past threo
years,

Nora.—~Cost information suppiled by Department of Labor.

3108414




. Coverage ...
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MAJOR ~PR(.:W-ISIQNS’ OF: BILLS PROVIDING SPECIAL UNEMPLOYMENT
* BENEFITS ON ACCOUNT OF THE ENERGY CRISIS!.-Continued

8, 8207
(8enator Bennett by request)

8, 2967
, (Senator Jackeon)

Eligibllity Requirements....... -

Attachiment to Labor Force..-...

Benefit Amount..ceeeeeaaven- -

Duration of Programs....... e
Duration of Benefits....oceueans

Cost between April 1974 and June

1078 (assuming 8.7% unemploy- |.

ment rate). .

o ) .
©Other: Foatures. . puiiecssdusbuat

o

[ BT

RISTER

(1) Persons covered under State
unemployment insurance pro-
gram who have oxhausted bene-
fit eligibility ; .

(2) Porsons not- covered under
such programs,

Individual last employed in ares
with high unemployment- (18-

weok Insuced unemployment |

vate of 4 percont or mote which
I at lenst 20 poroont higher
than corresponding  13-week
perior during Octobor 1, 1072~
Septomber 29, 1878),

Same requiremonta as State unem-
employmont componsation pro-
gram but may be met.even
though work was in noncoverced
employment, . -

“Ssme as was most recently pay-

able under regular program;
noncovered individuals’ benefit
smounts computed as though
their employment had been cov-
ered under State program.

Through June 80,1975, ~

Half as much as the duration of
benefits received under regular
State program up to maximum
of 18 weeks (total number of
weeks under this bill, regular
program, and extended program
may not exceed 52 weeks). In-

dividuals not covered under |

State programs may receive up
to 26 weoks of benefits, ~
81 billion (fully paid from Fed-

" oral genernl revenues): -

Provision is Title IT of an Admin-
" - latration bill also dealing with

other aspects of the unemploy- |

ment insurance program.

Sy .

(1) Persons covered under State
unemployment insurance pro-
gram who huve oxhausted bene-
fit eligibility;

(2) Persons not covered under
sich programs,

Cause of unemployment must be
related to energy supply preb.
lom including consumer buying
decisions influenced by energy
shortage or (fovernmental ac-
tions related to it. Dotermina-
tion to be made on industry,
business, or employer basis, as
dL:tconnlnod by Seoretary of

r.

Seorctary of Labor may roquire

one month of employment in
year prior to Lenefit claim,

Amount most recently payable to
individusl under State pro-
gram. For individuals not cov-
ered under State programs,
amount set by State taking into
acconnt - benefit levels under
State program and within mini-
mum and maximum levels,

Through June 30 1075,

Duration of unemployment up to
end of program (June 80, 1975),

$3.8 billion (the bill limits appro-
priations in F'Y 1074 to $0.8 bil-
lon). (Fully paid from Federal
genoral revenues).

‘Unemployment provisions in-

cluded in comprehensive energy
emergenoy bill, -

Nora.—Cost information supplied by Dapartmentof Labor, - - *

ll-“M‘



S S, 3024

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATLS

Feonvany 19,1074

Mr. Risicorr (for himsolf, Mr. McGovenn, Mr. Mrrcare, Mr. Pety, and Mr.
Wituiams) introduced the following bill; which was read twice and
refoerred to the Committee ou Finance

A BILL

To provide for the payment of unemployment compensation to
workers whose uncmployment is attributable to an energy
shortage.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-

P

tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,

]

SeorIoN 1, DEFINITION OF TERMS.~The term “energy
shortage” shall be construed consistent with the stated
Findings and Purposes of the United States Congross as
expressed in title I, section 101, paragraphs (a) through
(g) inclusive, of the National Encrgy Emorgency Act of
ws,

S80, 2. ASSISTANOE To PERSONS ADVERSELY Ar-

T 0 ™ W

[
-2

FEOTED BY THE ENERGY SHORTAGE.~—
n
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(a) The President is authorized and directed to
make grants to States. to provide to any individual vn-

‘employed, if sucli unemploymeiit resulted from a short-

age of energy and was in no way due to the fault of such
individual, such assistance as the President deems appro-
priate while such individual is unompioyed. An individ-
ual shall be presumed to be uner'nployedv due to the
energy shortage if the indi\}idual’s» ‘ut‘lemployment is
either directly or indirectly, primarily or remotely, re-
lated to a shortage of energy. Such assistance as a State
shall provide under stich a grant shall be available to
individuals not otherwise eligible for unemployment com-
pensation who have had thirteen ‘weeks of work or its
equivalent as defined by the unemployment compensa-
tion program of the State in the fifty-two-week period
ending December 31, 1973, and individuals who have
otherwise exhausted their eligibility for such unemploy-
ment compensation; and shall continue as long as the.

individual’s unemployment is related:-to an energy short~

‘age (but not less than six months) or until the individ-
7 dal is reemployed in a suitable position, but not longer
 than two years after the individual becomes eiigﬁé fo)i‘
" such dééistuiéé.v Such assistance shail not- exceed the.

_ maximum weekly amount under the unemployment com-
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pensation program of the State in which the employ-
ment loss occurred. ,

(b) (1) Whenover the President dotermines that,
as o result of any such cmployment loss, low-income
households are unable to purchase adequato nmounts of
nutritious food, the President is authorized, under such

terms and conditions as it may presoribe, to distribute

| through the Sceretary of Agriculture conpon allotments

to such households pursuant to the provisions of the

Food Stnmp Act of 1964, as amended, and to make

surplus commodities available,

(2) The President, throngh the Secretary of Agri-
culture, i8 authorized to continue to make such coupon
allotments and surplus commodities available to such
households for so long as ho. determines necessary, tak-
ing into considoration such factors as ho decms appro-

priate, including the consequences of the employment

loss on the carning power of the households to which

........

assistance iz mado available under this scction.
(3) Nothing in this subsection shall-he construed
as amending or otherwise changing the provisions of

the Food Stamp Act of 1964, as amended, excopt as

they rolate to the availability of food stamps in such an

employment loss. )
(¢) The Secrctary of Labor is authorized and di-
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4
rected to provide reomploymeont assistance services under
othor laws of the United Slrntq;; to any ;such individual
so unomployed. As one clement of such reemployment
assistance services, such Necretary shall provide to any
such unemployed individual who is unable to find reem-

ployment in a suitable position within a reasonable

- distanco froin homno, assistance to relocate in another

area where such omployment is available, Such assistanco
may includo reasonable costs of secking such emploﬁnent
and the cost of moving his fnrr_xily. and household to the
location of his now employment. ,

(d) There are authorized .to be appropriated such -
sums as may be necessary to cmry out the provisions of

this seotion.
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IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Marcu 21,1974

Mr. Kexneoy introduced the following bill; which was read twico and referred
to the Committee on Finance '

To expand Federal programs for relief from the effects of nnem-

ployment, and to provide special assistance to alleviate the
problems resultant from the energy crisis,

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-
tives of the United States of America in C;m(/rcss aesombled"
That this Aet may be cnted as the “Energy Cnsns Unem-'
ployment Compensation Act of 197 2.

TITLE I—-—I‘INDINGS AND DECLARATIONS -

Snc 101 (n) The Congress lnereby f‘ nds and declares‘

ENTIINI

that—

':4

(1) the dnrect and mdnrect eﬂ'ects of the energy.

@Q-‘l@@!#wl@b—i

crisis threaten very lngh levels of unomployment

-

3

throughout the Nanon, o
1 .
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2
1 (2) this will oceasion excessively heavy drains on
2 the unemployment compensation reserve funds accumn-
3 lated by the States,
4 (3) the dumtloh of l)oneﬁts pnvnhlu under existing
5 law will be inadeqnate for the needs of many of the unem-
6 ployed;
7 (4) the consequent charges on -tlw*v.%pvrivncc rat-
i ing records of many employers will he far in exeess of
9 their normal ahility to absorh, and will adversely affeet .
10 their contribution rates for years to come; and
1 (5) it will be impossible {o measure the preeise im-
12 pact of the (‘ll('rg)',,c'flfi.;‘:iﬁLéll"i(‘.lms‘b_[ unemployment on an
13 individual hasis, since the indiveet effects swill - he so
14 " extensive, ana the canzal relationship often ohscure.
15 (h) It isx the purpose of the Congl’ocs by this Aet, to

16 prov ulo snlmtm\lml assistanee \\horoln\—-

17 (1) a’dditimml unemployment ('nng)vnéntion.l)(fuo- :
18 fils wiil l):‘o.m'nilnblc to the nnoinp]oyod fon"\\'li()nnn exist-
19 mg provmom are maduluatc, L . |

20 (2) “such bcneﬁte wnll he loglcnllv 1'(-lntcd to, and

21 - admxmstered thnough thc exlstmg strucmre of State

' s =i,

ageucies HE

(3) adcqlmto fnnd« wnll bc pxovndcd for nccc«mv

oo

22
23
u ndmumtmtnvo expenso; nd
25

(4) a proportionate slmrc of tho zuldt-d houeﬁt mcte

31.898 O - 74 -2

H
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1. will b(; foderally ‘reimbursed;’ to-help matatain the sol-

2 vency of the-States’ unemployment trust‘funds. -
3. { TITLE II--FEDERAL-STATE: AGREEMENTS
4 8ro. 201. (a) Any State, the Stathunemployment cond-
. b pensation law: of which is approved .by.the Secretary of
-6 - Labor . {hereinafter. referred to as the “Secretary”), under
<1 sedtion 3304 of the Internal Revetiué /Gode of 1954, which
- 8. desire to 4o 8v, Animy eniter into:and partidipkite in an agreé-
9 ment with the Secretary under this'title for the: payment -bf
10 energy ~ crisis . unemployment compensation. Any State
11 whichisa party to an agrebment under ithi.tifle may, upon
12 providing tlnrty days’ written notice'to the Secretary, termi-
13 nate such agréement,’,: -t e o
4. - (b). Any such .agreement’ shall promde ‘that the wi-
15 employment Acompensation-agency-‘ ‘of - ﬂie State 'will make

16 payments of energy. orisis unemploymont oompensauons-&

17 -~ (1) to:individuals whowe ..} v 1 N

18  [A).(i) have exhausted all ﬁghts to. regu]ar

19 . . . .compensation under the State daw;i

20 « (1) ‘have:exhausted all rig!m toextended corh-
I R fponunonrptwezmtmmx thieretd;because of tho:

2.7 1 quding of: their cligibility: pmod ,f'o:‘ »extiinded com-'
-  pemsation in’ wuch.States Lagn gt '
(2 (B) haye'no: xights to. compeﬂsation (molud{
% . - -+ ing both ‘rogulamompepsa.tion_gn&}bandéd,oom-;
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4 .
1 . pensation) with respect to a week under such law
2 .or any other State unemployment oompensation.
-3 ‘law or to compensation under any other Federal
4 law; and '
5 (0) are not receiving compensation -with re-
] spect to such week under the unemploymert com-
7 pensation law of the Virgin Islands or Canada; and’
8 (2). for any week of unemployment which begins
9 e L
10 - (A) the energy crisis benefit period” (as de-
11- fined in subsection (o) (8) (A)); and
12 " (B) the mdivndual’s ponod of ehglbnlity (a8
13 ~ defined in subseotion (c) (8) (B))
14. - (o) (1) For purposes of subsection -(b) (1) (A), an
15 individual shall be deemed, to have exhausted his g{ights to

-
D

regular compensation under a Btate law when— -

5

(A) no payments of regular compensation can bé
18, .. made under such law becausé such individual has re-
19 ceived all tegular compensation available to him based

'29 ©." ‘on employment’ or wages: dunng his base period; or

2i* w genad(B)rhid righte: te suck compensationhave been ter-
23 - minated by reason, of ‘the. expmhon of tbe benefit yedr
28 with respeot to. whicki‘such rights- existod:

. (8) ‘For..purposes of subsection’ (b) (1) (B), an indi-
25 viduul shall ‘be deemed: to’ have exhausted his rights to ox-.
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b
tended-cqmpenéation urider & State law when no payments of
~ extended compensation under a State law can be made under
such law because ‘such individual has received all the ex- .
tended compensation available to him from ‘his extended
t:oxhpensatipn -account (as éstablished under State law in ac-
cordance with section 202 (b) (1) of the Federal-State Ex-
tended Unemployment Compensation Act of 1970).
(8) (A) « For purposes of subsection (b) (2) (A), the
u\ergy crisis benefit period— '
(i) shall begin on February 1, 1974, and
(ii) shall end-on June 80, 1976,
(B) For purposes. of subsection (b) (2) (B), the in-
dividual’s‘pé‘riod of eligibility means the weeks in his bene-

fit year which begin in the energy crisis benefit period, and,

- it lils benefit year onds within the energy crisis henefit penod

"

any weeks thereafter which begin in such perlod
(C) For purposes‘ of any agreement under this title—
. (i) ‘the ‘amount of the energy crisis unemployment

compensation’ which' shall be payable to any. individual

2 for any woek- 6f total or péftial‘unemplo&meht' shall be

- Vioompiited wnder the skitie provisiony appliehbld'to regular
unemployment- compensation under the Btate,law; and
" (i) ‘the termé arid conditions of the State law which

- apply.to regular unemployment compensation shall (ex--
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cept where inconsistent with the provisions of this titlo
_ or regulations of the Secretary promulgated to carry out
this title) apply claims for energy crisis unemployment
compensation and the payment thereof.

(d) (1) Any agreement under- this title with a State

_shall provide that the State will establish, for each eligible

individual who files an application for energy crisis unem-
ployment compensation, a separate compensation account.
(2) The amount established in such account for any

individual shall be 100 per centum of the total amount: of

- regular compensation payable to him, except that—

(A) in no case shall the total amount of regulad
compensation, plus extended benefits, plus benefits under
this Act, exceed fifty-two times the weekly benefit
amount of regular compensation during an individual’s
benefit year and the immediately succeeding weeks of
his eligibility period; and |

(B) if the State law provides for depeuﬂency al-

- lowances in addition to regular compensation, compa-
rable allowances will also be payable under this title in
ﬁdd,‘i,tioh,.tg.,thﬁytotal amoynt, provided ynder subsection
(A). | '
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TITLE III—PAYMENTS TO STATES HAVING
AGREEMENTS FOR THE PAYMENT OF EN-
ERGY ORISIS UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSA-
TION |
Sgo. 301, (a) (1) There shall be paid to each State

which has entered info an agreeinent under this title an

amount equal to 100 per centum of the energy crisis unem-
ployment compensation paid to individuals by the State pur-
suant to such agreehlent. -

(2) There shall be paid to each such State for cach
month in the energy crisis benefit period an amount which
is the product of £he total amount of regular compensation
paid in that month, multiplied by the excess cost factor (as
defined in section 501 (b) ).

(8) There shall be paid to each such State for costs of

-administration’ under the agreement an amount computed

on the basis of the cost model standards for unemployment

indurarice activities whiéh have been developed by the States

and the Manpower Administration' of the Department of

~ “(b) No paymient shall'be tiade to"any State" irider this

-section in Tespect to compensation for which the Btate is on-
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8
titled to reimbursement under the provisions of any Federal
law other than this title, - ¢ . . L
(c) Bums payable to any State by reason ‘of sich State’s
having an agreement under this title shall be pnyi\blq, either

in advance or by way or reimbursement (as may be de-

. termined by the Secretary) in such amounts as the Sec-

retary estimates the State will be entitled to ‘receive undor
this‘ title for each calendar month, reduced or increased, as the
case may be, by any amount by which the Secretary finds
that his estimates for any prior calendar month were greator
or less than the amounts which should have been paid to the
State. Such estimates may be made on the basis of suc'h
statistical, sampling, or other method as may be agreed upon
by the Seéretary and the State agency of the State involved.
- TITLE IV—FINANCING PROVISIONS
-8EC. 401. (a) (1) For the.«purpose of carrying out this

Act, there are hereby authorized. to be- appropriated such

‘amounts a3 may be necessary for the fiscal year ending

June 30, 1974, and for each year thereafter,’

(2) The Seqretary from time to time shall certifyto the
Secretary:of the: Tréasury. for'p&ymm{; to, each ‘Slu'ite the sums
imyable to each Siatewinder-this title, The: Becretary of the
Treasury, prior to audit or settlement by: the General Ac-
‘counting Office, shall make payments to the State in accord-

4
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1 ance with suoh certnﬁcetnon, by h‘ansfers to the aocount of
-2 " such State in the Unemployment Trust Fund.
3 - . TITLE V—-DEFINITIONS
" 8po. 501. For purposes of this title—

(a) the terms “t:ompensetmn” “regular compensa-

fit year” “Stete” “State agenoy”, “State law and

“wee " shall have the meanmgs assigned to them under

4
b
6 tnon” “extended compensatlon” “base peno(l” "“bene-
7
8
9

section 205 of the Federal—State Extende(l Unemploy-‘

10 ment 00mpensatlon Act of 1970 an(l

1m (b) the term “excess cost factor means, for each '

12 month in the energy crisis benefit perlod the result'

13 of the followmg computation:”

7S (1) The State’s ate of insured unemployment :
15 :’. " for' that montl: shall ‘b’ o'btamed from ‘table 2 of‘

16" Unemployment Insuranee {ltatistxes, 8 monthly re-
7 pm"t‘ of tlxe United States '.Department of Labor.

18 ('2 ) T vt 8 insired unemployment Tor each ’
19 g the correspon(ling monthis’ i ‘1971 1979, and |
207 178 shall'be similiily biand fro lfnemploy-

g s ﬁaen indumi'we ﬁﬁt&f\loéman& lllédﬁeljﬁ’ﬂg 3?‘ llese

2141 Gl 5 e W e

285 (s Mo avérage fate obtaine&under. p’a‘rig‘réph' : -
2% 1T 66 subtracted tiom the Yats oBlined -
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der paragraph (1), ‘and the d.iﬁérence shall be
divided by the rate obtained under paragraph (1},
with the quotient calculated to the third decimal
‘place. This quotient is the excess cost factor for

purposes of section 301 (a): (2) .

" TITLE VI—-REPORT BY SECRETARY OF LABOR

8Eo. 601. (a) The Secretary of Labor shall conduct a

comprehensive. study and review of the program established

by this Act, with a view to submitting to the Congress the

report required to be submitted under subsection (b). Such
study and review shall be conducted with particular regard to
(1) the benefit payments made under. such program, (2)'
projections of benefit payments which will be phyai)le under

- such program after ‘the period covered by such report, (3)

the desirability of continuing such prograrn after the period
prosoribed in section 2011(c)-(8) (A); and (4) the funding

- of the benefits payable under such programand the funding
of benefits thereunder if such progrim should be continued
. aftér’ the period’ prescribed in-segtion 201 (o) (3) (A). -

(b)..On or before November 1, 1974, the Secretary df -

- Labor. shall: submi¢ to. the Congress & full and.complete re- .

port on the’study-and review pr@vic}é& br in-subsection (a). .

- Buch report shall cover. the period:nding June 80, 1974,
 and’ shall ‘contain the récommendations &f the Secretary of
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Labor with respect to such progra.ni, including but not limited

10, the operation and funding of such program, and the de-

sirability of extending sach program af’ter“the period pre- -
soribed in seotion 301 (0)(8)5(4)..+
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IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Marcu 27,1074

Mr. BenNETT (by request) introduced the following bill; which was read twice
and referred to the Committee on Fmance

A BILL
To extend and improve the Nation’s unemployment compensatmn
programs, and for other purposes.
1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-
"2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
3 _ That this Act may be cited as the “Job Security Assistance
4 Actof 1974”.

. . . . * . .



-
£

.19

© ® A B ® o W D

10
1n
12
13
14

-16

16

17

18

21

&3.

22 /

9
TITLE II—SPEOIAL UNEMPLOYMENT
COMPENBATION PROGRAM
. SHORT TITLE

8ro. 201. This- titie ‘n‘my be cited as the “Special Un-
employment Compensation Act of 1574”.

GBANTS TO STATES; AGREEMENTS WITH STATES

80, 202, Each State which enters into an agreement
with the Secretary of. Labor, -pursuanf to which it makes
payments of special ‘unemi)loymeﬁt compensation in ac-
cordance with the provisions of this Aot and the rules and
regulations préscribed by the Secretary of Labor hereunder,
shall be paid by the United' States from time to time such
amounts as are deemed necessary by the Secretary of Labor
to carry out the provisions of this Act in the State. Special
unemployment compensation may be paid to individuals only
pumuant to such an agreement, '

. ELIGIBLE TNDIVIDUALS

8r0. 208. An individual shall be eligible to receive a
payment of ép’ecial unemployment compensation or waiting -
period erédif’wlth‘ r‘esﬁeo’t to '@ week of unemployment ocour-
ring during and sﬁbse;luéntf t6°a special uniémplyment com-.
penisation’ 'period . aooordanoe with the pwvisnons of tlns
Act if— TR T e

(a) the' indnvidnal—-—' P e
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(1) has exhausted ell rights to regular, addi-
tional, and extended compensation under all State
unemployment compensation laws and chapter 85 of
title 5, United States Code, and has no further
rights to regular, additional, or extended compensa-
tion under aﬂy State or Federal unemployment com-
pensation law (including the Rai‘lrond Unemploy-
ment Insurance Act (45 U.8.C. 851 et seq.) ) with
respect to such week of unemployment, and is not
receiving compensation with respeot to 'such week
of unemployment under the unemployment 4oompen-
sation law of Canada: Provided, That such rights to
compensation were exhausted in or subsequent to the
first week beginning on or after October 1, 1973,
or, such rights to compensation having been ex-
hausted prior to that date, the benefit year in which
such rights to comﬁensation were exhausted did not
end until on or after October 1, 1973, and the indi- .
vidual was last employed on or.after such date; or

(2) is not otherwise eligible for compensa-

. ..tion under any State or Federal unemployment ¢om- |
221 o

pensation law (including the. Railroad Unemploy-
ment Tnsurance Act (45 U.8.0. 851 et seq.) ) with

respect to such week of unemiployment, and is not

receiving compensation with respect to, sch week of
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. unemployiment tnder. the inemployment. epmpensa-

tion law of Canada: Provided, Thet the individual
méets the qualifying employment and wage require-
ments of the applicable State. uinemploynient com-
pensation law .in a base year which, notwithstanding
the State law, shall be the 52-weék period preceding
the fimt week with respect to' which the individual:
(a) files a claim for compensation or waiting period

credit under this Act; (b) is totally or. partially

. unemployed;and (c) meets such gualifying employ- -

ment and wage requirements; and for the-purpose of -

this proviso employment and Wages .which are not

" covered by the State law shall be treated as though

they were covered, except that employment and

- wages covered by the Railroad Unemployment In-
! surance Act (45 U.8.C. 851 et seq.), ‘shall be ex-
-cluded to the extent that the individual is or was

" entitled to compensation for unemployment there-

under on the basis of stch employment and wages:.

- Provided further, That the individus] becahe totally
.. -G partially unemaployed ot br after Ootéber 1, 1978,
- und hms'met any Waiing ‘period réquirement of the-
-applioable_State unemployment cotmpehsation law ;‘h

[}

md M, - H BT TR TN . Wit ()'~',rll:_ 0
(b) " the individual is totally of partielly unems

&
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ployed, and is able to work, and is available for work,
within the meaning of the applicable State unemploy-
ment compensation law, and is not subject to disquali-
fication under that law ; and

(o) the individual has filed a claim for compensa-
tion or waiting period credit under this Act; and

(d) in the area in which the individual was last
employed for at least 1 week prior to filing a claim
under this Aot for compensation or waiting period credit
with respect to such week of unemploymént, a special
unemployment compensation' period is in effect with re-
spect to such week of unemployment: Provided, That if
the individual, except for the imposition of a disqualifica-
tion in accordance with subsection (b), was otherwise
eligible for a payment of compensation or waiting period
credit under this Act with respect to a week of unem-
ployment which began during a special unemployment
‘oom'pensatioh period, but did n;)t exhaust entitlement to
special unemployment compensation during the special
unemployment compensation petiod, entitlement shall
continue after the.end of -the special unemployment
compensation period but no compensation shall be paid
under this Act for any week of unemployment that Le-
gins more than 26 weeks after the end of such period;

and .
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(e) the State in which the individual was last em-
ployed for at least a week prior to filing o claim under
this>Act for componsation or waiting. period gredit with
~ respect to such week of unemployment, has an.ggree-
ment with the Secretary of Labor unﬂgr. section 202
which is in effect with respect to. such- week of unem-
ployment. L e | :
SPECIAL UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION -PERIOD ..
SEC. 204, (a) A spedial unemployment compensation
period shalll commence in an area designated by the Secre-

tary with the third week after the first week for which

there is an “on’’ indicator for such area, and shall, terminate

with the third week after the first week for which there js

-an “off” indicator for such area: Provided, That no,special

unemployment compensation period shall have..g. duratian

of less than 13 weeks. USRS
. (b) The Secretary shall designate as an area.under this
section— g
(1) each area within or among the' States ,which

he determines ‘to be a “labor area” and which has“a

populatien.of. a5 10ast.:250,000 persons.. Fo¥the'purposs

of this section a “labor area” shall consist of an econotri-

- cally integrated geographical unit within ;which work-

ers may readily change jobs without ‘changing their

places of residence; and. S e

9.
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(2) all parts of a State which are not within a
“labor area” designated under paragraph (1).

(¢)- There is an “on” indicator in an- area for a week

-4 if for the period consisting of such week and the immediate-
5' ly preceding 12 weeks:

6

1
8
9

10

1n-

12

""13‘-‘

EEREE

(1) the rate of insured unemployment in the area
equaled or exceoded 4 percent, and equaled or exceeded
120. pe‘rcent of the average of suﬁh rates for the corre-
spondmg 13, weeks in the penod October 1 1972,
through September 29, 1978 or |

" (2) 'fhe rate of msured unemployment in the area

qaled orexceeded 4.5 percant. ot '
(d) There 1s an “off” md:caior for a. wepk if, for the '

' penod consisting of such week and the 1mmed1ately precedmg

12 weeks, neither subsection (c) ( I). nor (o) (2) is satis-

fied.

{6) For the purposes of this section, the term “rate of

insured unemployment” shall mean the percentage arrived at

by dividing— |
(1) the average weekly number of individuals who _

filed clanms in the area, under State unemployment -
 compensation laws, for unemployment compensation

© with resi)eqt'to weeks of unemployment in the 13-week
period specified in subsections (c) and (d), as detet'«
mined on the basis of the reports made by the appmrﬁ
priate State agencies to the Secrewy, by

31-508 O~ 74 -3
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(2) the average monthly employment in the.area,
which is covered by State unemployment compensation
laws applicable to the ;1rea, for the last 4 consecutive
calendar quarters ending before the close of such period
for which data is available.
In determining, pursuant to paragraph (‘1), the average

weekly number of individuals who filed claims in the area,

* individuals who filed claims under this Aect shall be excluded.

\WEEKLY BENEFIT AMOUNT
. SEC. 205. The amount of special unemployment com-
pensation to which an eligible individual shall be entitled
for a week of total unemployment shall be— .

(a) for an individual referred to in paragraph (1) of
subsection (a) of section 208, the average weekly bene-
fit amount of regular compensation which was payable
to the indiw;idual for a week of total unemployinent
in'the individual’s most recent benefit-year; -

(b) for an individual referred to in paragraph (2)

_of subsection (a) of section 203, the average weekly
benefit amount for a week of total unemployment that

, . ~wonld be payable to.the individual as regular compensa-
tion under the applicable State unemployment c‘omp'ensa-‘-v
tion law: Provided, That in computing the weékly bene-

_ fit amount under this subsection the individual’s Baqg B
year, notwithstanding the State law, shall be the 52-
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a7t wook-period preceding the first week with respect to
g - vwliich the individual: (1) files a claim for compensa-
'3;::“"‘ “tion ‘or waiting period credit under this Act; (2) is
4 'tota;ny o“r bartially unemployed; and (3) meets such-

5 . qualifying employment and wﬁée requirements; and
‘ @’ for the purpose of this proviso employment and wages
v+ . which are n'& covered by the State law shall be treated
B as though they were covered, except that employment

9 and wages covered by the Railroad Unemployment In-

10" * gurarice Act (45 U.S.C. 851 et seq.) shall be excluded

1 """ to the extent that the individual is- or was entitled to
12 compensation for unemployment thereunder on the basis
13 i1 of such employment and wages."

4 - - MAXIMUM BENEFIT AMOUNT

25"+ Sgo. 206, The maximum amount of special unemploy-
16 ‘meht compensation which an eligible individual shall be en-
.17 titled to receive shall be— ‘

18" . (a) Foran {ndividual referred to in paragraph (1)

[ 19' " of subsection (a) of section 208, one-half the ihnaxi‘mum

20! ' - aritount of regular compensation. payable to the individ-
2% * *+ ualin the individual’s most recent henefit year, but not
2% ' exceeding the lésser of: (1) 18 times the average weekly
28 . “benefit amount which was payable to the individual for
24" - yebk of total unemﬂbyxixent as determined under sub-

% sbotion- (a) - of section 205; and (2) 52 times such
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weekly benefit aioint reduced by the'tsgtili#: 'wdditional,
and extended compénsaiioxi“'pdyﬁblé‘"tbl"’thé" individ-
ual with respett to such’ benefit'year! "'/ K

(b) For an individital referréd th ih pardgfaph (2)
of subsection {a) of section 208, the thaxithuti/Arount
of regular compensation ‘that' would e pagubile: td'such
individual as computed undér the provisiors vf'the dppli-
cable State unemployment compensatioti lat} but 1ot ex-
ceeding 26 times the weekly henefit amoutit paytble to

the individual for a week of total unemployment as deter<:

mined under subsection (b} of section 208:' Provided;

- That in computing duration under this'subsettion the i#<

dividual’s base year, notwithstanding the Stats law; shall
be the 52fweek period precedingv the first week with red
spect to which the individual: (1) files a claim for com
pensation or waiting period credit under this Act; (2) ¥

totally -or partially unemployed; and’ (8)- meets*'suok

qualifying employment and wage requitements; and for

the purpose of this proviso employment and wages which
are not covered by the State law shall 'be tréatéd as
though they were: covered, except that employment and
wages covered by the Railroad Unemployment Insurs
ance Aot (45 U.8.0. 851 et seq.), shhll-beé~excluded

to the extent that the individual is or:‘Was! entitled to

' Lty

A L
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. compensation for unemployment theréunder on the basis
of such employment and whges.
APPLICABLE STATE LAW PROVISIONS
8r0. 207. Except where inconsistent with the provisions
of this Act, the terms and conditions of the applicable State
unemployment compensation law which apply. to claims
thereunder for regular compensation and the payment thereof
shail apply to claims for special unemployment compensation
and the payment thereof. \ ’
TEBMINATIO.N DATE _

S&o. 208. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this
Act, no payment of special unemployment compensation
shall be ingde to any individual with respect to any weeklpf
unemployment ending after June 80, 1975. - ‘

RULES AND REGULATIONS

8Ec. 209. The Secretary of Labor is empowered to
promulgate such rules and regulations as he shall degn‘i neces-
sary and appropriate to carry out the provisions: of this Act,
including regulations governing the payment of grants to the 4
States under this- Aot and presoribing the form and content of
agreements with. the States. entered. into-under this Act.

DEFINITIONS .
. B8go. 210, As used inthis Aet: e
(a) The term pphoable State unemployment oom-

pensation law” means the law of the State in which the
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individual was last employed for at least 1 week prior
to filing a claim for compensation or‘waiting period credit
under this Act.

(b) The terms “regular compensation”, “additional
compensation”, and “extended compensation” shall not in-
clude special unemployment compensation provided for in
this Act, but shall have the meunings assigned to those
terms by section 205 of the Federal-State Extended Unem-
ployment Compensation Act of 1970, as ainendgd (Public
Law 91-373; 84 Stat. 708 et seq.). |

(¢) The term “State” means the States of the United
States, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands. o

(d) The.term “week” means a calendar week.

EFFECTIVE DATE

" 8E0. 211, This Act shall take effect on the thirtieth day

after the date it is enacted and special unemployment com-
pensation may be paid with respect to weeks of unemploy-
ment beginning on and after the effective‘date only in ac-
ocordance with the provisions of this Act.
APPROPRIATIONS AUTHORIZATION
8E0. 212. There are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated such sums as may be necessary to carry out the

provisions of this Act.
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IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
" Marcn 28,1074 .

Mr. JaoksoN (for himself, Mr. Maanvson, My, Merzensaum, Mr. Muskir, amd
Mr. Raxoorrn) introduced the following bill; which was read twice and
reforred to the Conimittee on Interior and Insalar Affairs

e . A BILL

To provide standby emergency authority to assure that the essen-
tial energy needs of the United States are met, and for othor
purposes. ‘

, Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representu-

1
R 2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
3 That this Act, including the following table of contents, may = * *
o, 4 be citeq as the “Standby Energy Erﬁergency Auﬂnofitio.\;
5 Act”. - ‘

. . . Te e . ..
. N ‘. .

ax
PO
[ 4
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SEC. 114, EMPLOYMENT IMPACT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
ASSISTANCE.
(a) The President shall také into consideration and shall
minimize, to the fullest extent practicable, any adverse

impaot of actions taken pursuant to this Act upon employ-

ment,. All agencies of Government shall cooperate fully

under their existing statutory authority to minimize any such
adverse impact.
(b) (1) The Secretary of Labor shall make grants, in

accordance with regulations prescribed by him, to States to

“provide cash benefits to any individual who is unemployed as

a result of disruptions, dislocations,. or shortages of energy
supplies and resources, and who is not eligible for unem-
ployment assistance or who has exhausted his rights to
sucil assistance (within the meaning of paragraph (4)
(B)).

(2) Regulations of the Secretary of Labor under para-
graph (1) may require that States enter into agreements as
a condition of receiving & grant under this subsection, and
such regﬁlations-—— e ~

(A) shall provide that— . ‘
(i) a benefit under this sﬁbsect‘ion shall be
available to any individual who is unemployed
_as a result of disruptions, dislocations, or shortages

of energy supplies and resources and who is not
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88
eligible for unemployment assistance (without re-

gard to whether such unemployment commenced be--

. foro or after the date of enactment of this Aot)

(ii) a benefit provided to such an individual
shall be available to such individuel for any week
of unemployment which begins after the date on
which this Act is enacted and before July 1, 1975,
in which such individual is unemployed;

(iii) the amount of a benefit with respect to a

~week of unemployment shall be. equal to—

(I) in the cage of an individual who has
- ex}musted his ellglblhty for unemployment as-
' s1stanc_e,‘ the amount of the weekly u.nomp,loy-‘
ment compensation- i)ayr‘nent for which ﬁé‘was
most recently eligible; ox: |
(II) in the case of any other individual,
an amount which shall be set by the Sfate in
which the individual was last employed at a
Jovel which shall take into account the benefit
levels provided by State law for persons coverod .
by the State’s unémployrient compensation pro-
gram, but which shall not be less than the
minimum weekly amount, nor more than’ the
maximum weekly amount, under the unemploy-

ment compensation law of the State; and
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(B) may provide that individuals eligible for a
benefit under this subsection have been employed for
up to 1 month in the 52-week period preceding the filing
of a claim for benefits under this subsection.

(8) Unemploymént resulting from disruptions, disloca-
tions, or shortages of onergy supplies and resources shall bo
defined in regulations of the Secretary of Labor. Such regula-
tions shall provide that such unemployment includes unem-
ployment clearly attributable to such disruptions, disclocations
or shortages, fuel allocations, fuel pricing, consumer buying
decisions .influenced by such disruptions, dislocations, or
shortages, and governmental action associated with such dis-
ruptions, dislocations, or shortages. The determination as to
whether an individual is unemployed as a result of such dis- -
ruptions, dislocations, or shortages (within the meaning of
such regulations) -shall be made by the State in which the
individual was last employed in accordance with such indus-
try, business, or employer certification process or such other
determination procedure (or combination thereof) as the

Secretary of Labor shall, consistent with the purposes. (;f

. paragraph (‘1)~ofa thig .subsection, determine as most appto-
- priate to minimize administrative costs, appeals, or -other

 delay, in paying to individuals the cash allowances provided

under this section.

(4) For purposes of this subsection—
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(A) an individual shall be considered unemployed
in any week if he is— '
(i) not working,
(i) able to-work, and
(iii) available for §vork,
within the meaning of the State unemployment com-
pensation law in effect in the State in which such in-
dividual was last employed, and provided that he would

not be subject to disqualification under that law for such

week, if he were eligible for benefits under such law;

(B) (1) the phrase “not eligible” for unémploy-
ment assistance means not - eligible for compensation
under any State or Federal unexﬁployment compensa-
tion law (including :t}ie Railroad Unemployment Insur-
ance Act (45 U S8.C. 351 et seq.) ) with respect to
such week of unemployment, and is not receiving com-
pensation with respect to such week of unemployment .
under the unemployment compensation law of Canada;
and

(ii) the phrase “exhausted his rights to such assist- -

-ance” means exhausted all rights to regular, additional,

and extended compensation under all State unemploy-

" ment compensation laws and chapter 85 of title 5,

United States Code, and has no further rights to regu-

lar, additional, or extended compensation under any
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~ . State or Federal unemployment compensation law (in-

cluding the Railroad Unemployment Insurance; Act (45

unemployment, and is not receiving compensation with
respectto such week of unemployment under the un-
cmployment compensation law of Canada.

(c) On or before the sxxtxeth day following the date

-of, en;wtmont of this Act, the Presndent sha]} report to the

Congress concerning the present and prospective impact of

energy shortages upon employment. Such report ghall cori:— .
tain an assessment of the adequacy of existing programs i?,
meeting the needs of adversely affected workers and shall,
include legislative recommendations . which thg ]L?l'esiden‘l;i

deems appropriate to  meet such needs, including revisiong-

in the unemployment insurance laws,
L] * . » ] » ]

USB.C. 851 et 'seq.)) with respect to such weck: of
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SEC. 125. AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) There are authorized to be appropriated to the
Administrator to carry out his functions under this Act
and uudeAr other laws, and to make grants to States under
section 121, $75,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1974, $75,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1975.

(b) For the purpose of making pﬁyments under grants

to States under section 121, there are authorized to be ap-

‘propriated $50,000,000 for the fiscal yéar énding June 30,
.1974, and $75,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30,

1975.

(c) For the purpose of making payments under grants
to States under section 114, there is authorized to be appro-
priated $500,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1974. |

» - * - » * .
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Senator Byrp, Our first witness today will be Hon. Richard Schu-
bert, Under Secretary of Labor.

STATEMENT OF RICHARD F. SCHUBERT, UNDER SECRETARY OF
LABOR, ACCOMPANIED BY WILLIAM KOLBERG, ASSISTANT SEC-
RETARY FOR MANPOWER; AND ROBERT GOODWIN, UNEMPLOY-
MERT INSURANCE

-~ -Senator Byrp. Mr. Secretary, you may proceed as you wish.

Mr. Scrusert. Thank you. I welcome this opportunity to discuss
the administration’s proposed Job Security Assistance Act of 1974.
This bill introduced as S. 8257, by request, by Senator Bennett would
both improve the Federal-State unemployment insurance system and
establish a contingency program of assistance to workers who are par-
t;fu::rly affected by unemployment- during the present energy
shortage. :

I would like to urge prompt action on the permanent improvements

~which-title I of the bill would make. Particularly notable are the pro-
visions which would establish Federal benefit amount standards and
extended coverage of the UT system to employees of larger farms.

ComPARISON OF ADMINISTRATION’s Prorosar WrtH tae OTHER Brus

My focus this afternoon, however, will be on title II of the bill
which provides a temporary contingency program of federally fi-

soanced-benefits, and my approach will be to trace the broad outlines of

the administration’s proposal in comparison with the other legislative
initiatives, Mr. Chairman, that you referred to in your opening
remark.

- ELIGIBILITY CONDITIONS

S. 3267 recently introduced by Senator Jackson contains provisions
'which condition eligibility for benefits on a determination that the
claimant’s unemployment resulted from energy shortages. In contrast
the administration’s proposal does not distinguish between those that
are unemployed due to energy shortages, and those whose unemploy-
ment results from other causes. The administration’s bill would pro-
vide for compensation to all eligible workers in areas experiencin,
high unemployment. Each State would be divided into areas whic
would include: (1) Those portions of the State which were in the labor
market areas of 250,000 population or more; and, (2) the balance of
the State. When, for a 13-week period, the insureci’s unemployment in
any one of these areas equaled or exceeded 4.5 percent, or when it
rose to 4 pétcent and equaled or exceeded 120 8er‘cent of the unemploy-
mnt in the comparable period in the year October 1, 1972, through
September 29, 1973, the area would “trigger on” and eligible, unem-
ployed workers would be entitled to benefits. ]

e administration’s proposal is based on what we conceive to be a -
very reasonable assumption that if insured unemployment in an area
is at a high level or has increased substantially, unemployed persons
in that area will have special difficulties in locatm% new jobs. .

rrational to provide
special benefits to individuals whose unemployment is due to energy
sﬁorta es while denging» them to similarly situated individuals whose

unemployment was due to other causes.
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The hardships faced by those unemployed for reasons unrelated to
energy are just as real and just as great as those whose unemployment
is caused by the energy shortage.

Although regulations of the Secretary would be designed to achieve
uniformity, determinations of eli%ibilit¥ would ultimately be made by
individual examiners at the local level. The examiner would be re-
quired to determine the importance of energy as a cause of unemploy-
ment in relation to seasonal industry patterns, cyclical economic con-
ditions, and all other special factors impacting on or affecting that
ggthcular industry, plant and/or shop. His decision would inevitably

influenced by his own economic sophistication, the amount of time
he has for investigation, and the adequacy of information received
from employers. : :

The differing poligies of the State or the individual unemployment -
office would invariably enter into these decisions. In no other program
including the disaster relief program .and the trade adjustment assist-
ance program.is the examiner called upon to make such complex and
elusive judgments., : K :

It can be ancicif‘ated that the nature of these factual determinations
would vary widely from State to State, office to office, examiner to-
examiner. It might even be difficult for the same examiner to apply
the rules with any degree of consistency. ‘ .

The. vast administrative burdens and expenses of a casuality ap-
proach should not be underestimated. If such a program were to be-
come-law, it would be to the advantage of every unemplo%ed individ-
ual to assert that the energy shortage was the cause of his employ-
ment and the em loYer would fam nothing by making a contrary as-
sertion. Each such claim would have to be carefully and individually -
checked. It is difficult to estimate’ what the resulting administrative
costs would be, however, it can be assumed that extensive resources
more ﬁroperl utilized for the payment of benefits would be consumed
in making administrative determinations and in court reviews result-' -
inﬁ‘lfmrom uneven application of statutory standards. .

e delays inherent in such an approach would likely be consider-
able. By contrast, the administration’s approach would eliminate these
administrative burdens and it would be evenhanded and consistent.
It would apply to unemployed individuals who have exhausted their
unemployment insurance benefits and those who are not eligible. It

_would require as a condition of eligibility that the individual have a

substantial attachment to the labor force. ,

We believe that such an attachment is a necessary criterion in order
to preserve the fundamental concepts of unemployment insurance.

: g 3267 provides that the Secretary .maf’ require 1 month of attach-
ment in a year period as a condition of eligibility. We believe that is.
not adequate in order to assure maximum consist,en’cﬁ with the unems
ployment insurance system as it has evolved across the Nation.

DURATION OF BENEFITS

“The duration of benefits would extend to the end of the program in

July 1975, To add so extended a special package of benefits is a com:
lete departure from the unem‘;ilggment compensation system as it
as developed and as we have worked with it. ‘

L4

. . .



42

Under S. 3267, duration of benefits is not tied to the employee’s prior
attachment to the labor force. Here again we believe this bill reflects
3 departure from a sound unemployment insurance concept. Under
she administration’s bill, unemployment insurance exhaustees would -
receive a maximum of 13 weeks of special benefits and individuals in-
eligible for UI, but having such attachment would receive no more
than 26 weeks. Actual benefits duration would be tied to that prior
attachment to the work force. .

BENEFIT LEVELS

S. 8267 specifies benefit levels with respect to UI exhaustees, how-
ever it allows the States within ve?' wide parameters to determine
benefit levels as to those not eligible for UI. The administration’s bill
would tie benefit levels directly to the requirements of the applicable
State law. Congress may indeed not wish to write a blank check on so
important a feature of the proposed program.

.Mr. Chairman, I have attempted to outline some of the principal
features of the administration’s proposal and to discuss some of the
major ,g}roblems inherent in the alternative approaches before the Con-
gress. The administration’s bill reflects a careful attempt to spell out
the rights of claimants with as much precision as possible and to leave
48 limited a number of questions as possible to administrative discre-
tion. It provides for a program which we believe to be fair and
equitable. _

Mr. Chairman, we urge your early and favorable consideration of
the Job Security Assistance Act for 1974. . -
I have with me the Assistant Secretary for Manpower, Mr. Bill
Kolberg, on my right, and Mr. Goodwin of the unemployment in-
surance operation with in the department, most knowledgeable men

and we are prepared to answer your questions, .

Senator Byrp. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. Most of your testimony
was in opgosition to various phases of the three pieces of legislation,
not including the administration’s that has been presented to the
committee.

Basically, what does your proposal do? .

Mr. Scuuserr. Qur proposal is a_contingency program that is re-
lated to unemployment being experienced in particular areas.

Senator Byrp. Regardless of the cost ¢ 3

Mr. Sonuserr. Yes; whenever unemployment reaches a certain
level and we have set forth some projected definitional strictures,
that area would trigger on for special benefits, both with regard to ex-
haustees and those not covered by the State system. '

ApminisTrATION PrOPOSES ExTENDED BENEFITS PAD FROM GENERAL
e . RevenuUEs . ‘
Senator Byrp. Your proposal, would it not undermine the State
prerogative ’ .
Mr. Scnuserr. No, sir, it would be supplementary and complimen-
tary to the present Federal-State system. We have carafully designed

- our proposal not to tamper with and destroy this fundamental system.

Tt would add to the existing system. It would build upon it with re- -
gard to eligibility, for example, and labor force attachment. It would
simply provide Federal benefits where in fact employees had ex-
hausted UT benefits or where because much of their work was in non-
covered employment, people were not eligible for unemployment in-
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surance, but had sufficient labor market attachment that they would

- otherwise ba eligible and receive benefits.

Senator Byro. Would that be paid out of the same fund as the nor-
mal compensation ¢

Mr. Sonusert. They would be paid out of Federal general revenues
exclusively. Mr. Kolberg can expand this point further.
. Mr, Koisera. The Federal-State program takes effect first. For an
individual to be eligible for extended benefits, he would need to ex-
haust benefits under the re lar program. In \;irginia, it would be 26
weeks of eligibility. If the individual exhausted his 26 weeks, this pro-

am would take over. This would be 100 percent paid for out of the

easury. It would no longer be a shared program.

Costs oF THE VARIOUS PROPOSALS

Senator Byrn. What do you estimate it will cost for the present
fiscal year and the upcoming fiscal year ¢

Mr. Korsera. It relates to the level of unemployment that we reach.
If the program were to take effect today, according to our estimates,
out of the areas that would be eligible, we think something like 47
areas would trigger on. That is perhaps a little outdated because our
most recent figures are back in February. Out of 187 possible eligible
areas, we think about 47 would be participating under the program
now.

As to the (iuestion on total co% that must relate to some estimate
on the unemploymient, total unemployment rates, and how many areas
would triﬁ r in, At a total rate of 5.7 Ble‘}l;cent we figured this pro-
gram would cost about $1 billion a year. The current level is 5.2 per-
cent. If it went up to 5.7 percent, we feel it would be about a §1 billion
p;gg::m over the life of the program, a 15-month program or there-
abouts. -

T£ you wanted to estimate a higher level, of course, it would be more
expensive than that. A

Senator Byrp, Thank you, sir.

Senator Bennett .

Senator Bennert. Thank you. Your department has furnished cost
estimates for all four of the legislative proposals and I have before
me a piece of paper prepared by our staff which I assume includes your
estimates.! o

The Ribicoff bill is estimated to cost $4 billion. The Kennedy pro-
(;osal $2.2 billion. The administration pro;l)osnl, $1 billion, and the
Jackson pr(‘:ggsal $3.8 billion, but the bill limits appropriations for

the present fiscal year to $0.5 billion.
Lasor DEPARTMENT ASSUMPTIONS USED IN ARRIVING AT
CosT EgrrMaTes

Can you furnish the committee with a statement of the assumptions
on which these cost estimates have been made
Mr. Kowsera. Yes; we can furnish you with a statement on the as-

"sumptions, Generally the assumptions on the nonadmistration bills

are very difficult to come by because one has to assume how an ex-
aminer views the causality problem. Those bills require a specific case-
by-case finding that unemployment is related, and in one bill it says
remotely related, to the energy crisis. If you use the words “remotely

. 18eepp. 4 and &.
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related to the energy crisis,” to cost that out, you would have to in-
clude half of the unemployment in the country today and perhaps -
more because certainly it is remotely related. - ’

~ You could make your own estimates on causality. .

Senator BENNETT. Are these estimates that I have read and. that
appear in, this statement your estimates or are they estimates of the
authors of the various bills? .

Mr. Korsere. They are our estimates and they are based on broad
assumgtions on ourpart. That is what they are worth. We have had to
stand back and try to assume how the bills' would act and how the vari-
ous examiners would find causality. S

Senator BENNerT. Since you made the estimates, you can give us the -
assumptions? ‘ )

Mr.. Korsrra. Yes; the assumptions on which our estimates wore

[The following was subsequently submitted for the record:] -

. U.8. DEPARTMENT OF LaboR, o
OFFICE OF THE ABSISTANT SECRETARY FOR MANPOWER, . |
. ] ' Washington, D.C., April 10, 19%4.
Hon. Russzir B, Lowo, ' . L
U.8. Senate, .
_. Washington, D.O. e : '
'DEAR SrNAToR Lona: At the Senate Finance Committee’s hearing on April 2,
1974, on unemployment and the energy crisis, the Department’s witnesses were
asked about our estimates of the costs of various bills under consideration ; spe-
cifically, 8, 8024, 8, 82008, 8, 8257, and 8. 8267, They were algo asked (by Senator-
Bennett) for a statement of the assumptions underlying those estimates and .
responded that those assumptions would be supplied. v
Prior to the hearing, Department staff members by beleghone had given meg ’
bers of ‘your committee staff estimates of the cost of the four cited bills. In the
. short interval between otir receipt of notice of the hearing and the hearing it-
self, there was insufiiclent opportunity to give adequate consideration to those
estimates. As a result, the estimates first supplied to your committee staff reflected
the fullest potential césts that the bills might produce. Since that time, we hawe
been able to develop mhore complete and realistic estimates of the probable costsd-
of those bills. Since no prior experience is available as a guide to estimate the
costs of such programs as 8. 8024 or 8. 8267 would provide, there is a large poten-
- tial for error in any estimates of their costs, including our revised estimates.
A statement of the revised estimates and the assumptions used in developing.
‘them 1is enclosed. ) ' ’ :
- Sincerely,
N WiriaM H, Korsgna, *
Enclosure, Aassistant Secretary for Manpower.

* ABSUMPTIONS Arrroring Costs o; VARIoUs PROVISIONS FOR UNEMPLOYMENT
ENEFITS

In estimating the cost of the varlous proposals for special.-unemployment bene-
fits because of the energy crisis, certain basie assumptions were used for all the
proposals. The total unemployment rate was assumed to be 5,7 percent.

An average weekly benefit araount of $60-—approximately the current figure.
for U1l beneficiaries—was assumd under all proposals for both Ut exhaustees and,
where applicable, the “otherwise ineligibles.” Duration was estimated from his-
toricgl survival rates, modified by variations in statutory provisions,

BENNETT BILL (8. 3287)

This bill does not include any causality, but does limit payments to those last '
cmployed in areas triggered “on” by high unemployment. To determine which

o om- .
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areas would be triggered on for the most recent period available, a model month
in 1978 was chosen, and each area was examined to test the conditions of the
proposed law. These areas were then examined for a 1-year period ending August
1978 to determine the proportion of a year benefits could be payable. Approxi-
mately 26 percent of the unemployed were determined to be eligible for benfits
under a 8.7 percent total unemployment rate,

Th unemployed were then split between covered employment and othrwise
ineligibles. From an estimated 8 to 8.5 million total UI exhaustees, 1.1 million
are expected to draw benefits under this program, For otherwise ineligibles, quali-
fication rates would dpproximate covered employment but unemployment rates
would be slightly less since one subgroup would be State and local government
workers, Duration of benefits was assumed to be 10 weeks for Ul exhaustees and
16 weeks for otherwise ineligibles, -

KENNEDY BILL (8. 8206)

This bill provides for benefits to UI exhaustees, and for Federal funding of
part of States’ costs in excess of those in prior years, The extended benefit
estimate reflects eligibility for all UI exhaustees without regard to energy
relatedness of their unemployment or the unemployment level of their labot areas,
(“Otherwise ineligibles” are excluded from this bill.) Payments to States under
lt:i]ﬁl “excess cost ratio” provision were estimated to amount to less than $0.1

on,

. BIBICOF® BILL (8, 8024)

This bill requires a causal relationship, directly or indirectly, between the
individual’'s unemployment and the energy shortage, It provides benefits for UI
exhaustees and “otherwise ineligible” unemployed with 18 weeks of work in 1978.
The estimate was derived by applying the assumed 5.7 percent total unemploy-
ment rate to the civilian labor force to derive an average weekly number of
unemployed. These were split based on history into UI and “otherwise ineligi-
bles.” Estimates of duration, AWBA and percent of exhaustees were used based
on extended benefit historical data. A range of cost is provided, depending on
;:lgther the causality rélationship s applied most liberally, or on a restric¢tive

Yy .
JACKSON BILL (8, 3267)

This bill includes a causal relationship between the individual’s unemploy- -
ment and the energy supply problem. It requires no more than one month of
employment to qualify the “otherwise ineligibles,” The variation in cost range
between this bill and the Ribicoff bill is attributable to that difference in the
qualifying requirement,

BenNerrr CosT EsTIMATES WITH CAUSALITY RANGE IN BILLIONS

Bennett (8. 8257) and Kennedy (8, 3208). No causality provisions, and
therefore, no causality range.

Bennett (8, 3257) cost $1.0; Kennedy (8. 8208) cost $2.2. .

Other two bills are causality related and, therefore, have been given caurality
ranges. If the broadest causality assumptions were made, the costs would be:
Ribicoff (8. 8024) $4.0; Jackson (8. 3267) $4.2. '

If a more restrictive interpretation of causality is assumed, say 50 percent,
zt}lﬁfﬁél.z()eogtzslwould-clnmge proportionately : Ribicoff (8. 8024) $2.0; Jackeon (8.

ol St e ERE AT IS N R .

Cer Lo g, v T R S .
‘COVERAGE OF STATB AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT Emrprovees -,

Senator Ben~ert, The administration proposal provides this benefit
for people whose jobs have never been covered under the employment
insurance program. Do you have any kind of information of the kind
of 1&eoplet at would be drawing it #

r. Scruserr. The largest single group would be State and local
.government employees who are not currently covered, but in many
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cases would fulfill the eligibility requirements of the State laws in
uestion. That is the largest single group. There are additional groups,
armworkers and some domestics. - .

“Senator Bennerr, What kind of State employees, State employees
doing what kind of work ¥

Mr. KoLeera: State and local employees of any government that are
not covered now under the unemgloyment ingurance system and there
are something like 10 million to 12 million of those. . ..

Senator Ben~err. If this administration bill is passed, by definition
some of them will automatically be covered ¢ .

Mr. KoLsere. Yes; many of them would have sufficient attachment.
So they will be covered. .

a Se?ator Ben~EerT. Should we get into that field through the back
oor ‘

Mr. ScauBert. In that regard, I think what we perceive is a need to
be responded to if, in fact, the area unemployment level is clearly of
such a magnitude that peo;ilg laid off in the State and local employee
category are not likely to be absorbed; in order words, if there is a
perceivable need then they as well as the other citizens ought to haye
some protection, : :

Senator BENNETT. Do you have indication that these areas where
unemployment is high, that State and local employees are actually
being laid off ¢

Mr, Sciuserr. We have some indication. We have had some indica-
tion that State and local governments have had to cut back because of
the crunch. We feel to the degree that such individuals have jobs
financed under the public service component of the Comprehensive
Employment and Training Act of if they are not laid off are not
eligible, they would, of course, not receive any money under this

proposal.
SurriciENT ATTACHMENT T0 THE LaBorR Forcr Requrmen

Senator BENNETT. It is partially possibie that part of this would go
to people who are chronically unemployed ¢ Would they be brought in
by your definition ? ' ‘

. Mr, Scauserr. Individuals would be eligible only if they have suffi-
cient attachment to the labor force and only to the extent their labor
market area qualifies and triggers on. There are some pocket areas of
unemployment that have been operating at relatively high levels of
unemployment. To the extent that the unemployment picture in those -
areas is exascerbated or aggravated by energy shortages or other con-
tributing factors, then they would become eligible. . .. - .

-Mr, Korsera. The State laws regarding attachment to the labor
force are involved in the administration of this program. So the per-
son who is in and out of the program and has no strong attachment to
the labor force would not be eligible for the benefits o% this program.

Senator BennerT. No other questions, ' ‘

Senator Byro, Mr. Chairman '

120 PerceNT REQUIREMENT

. The CuatrMaN. Last year the Senate passed an amendment to pro-
vide 8 months of extended benefits—in addition to the 6 months of
regular benefits—at a State’s option, in an;;‘, State whose rate of in- .
sured unemployment is at least 4 percent. This would eliminate the
additional requirement under present law that the State’s unemploy-

*
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ment rate also be at least 20 percent higher than during the prior 2
years. About two dozen States currently have an insured unemploy-
ment rate of more than 4 percent, but only one of them has a rate that
is at least 20 percent higher than the prior 2 years.

What would your position be with regard to that Senate amendment
that was passed last year?

Mr.  KoLpers. We have watched this developing situation very

‘carefully. There are 22 States as you say that are eligible as long as

you remove the 120-percent requirement. There are two States, Michi-
gan and Delaware, that would qualify even with the 120-percent re-
quirement. Out of those 22 States, there are 6 States that have elected
to waive the 120-percent requirement and pay extended benefits, in
other words that have pa: State laws and are paying their share,
the 50-percent share along with the Federal payments. We have been
watching the 120 percent very carefully and cortainly before this lat-
est 3-month extension is over, we are going to be prepared to recom-
mend to the committee what action we think ought to be taken related
tothisissue. ~

At this present time, States have the right to paricipate without re-

ard to the 120-percent requirement on a voluntary basis. Apparently
there are a number of States that do not believe that the unempl:g-
ment situation is severe enough that they want to émrticipate in
program. Their approach should be borne in mind in any congres-
sional consideration of this issue.

The 120 percent does relate to the severity of the unemployment
problems in those States,

Also, as you know, the 120-percent requirement was developed as
some measure of countercyclical reasons for moving into an extended
benefits program. We are considering making the 4-percent figure
seasonally adjusted as the national trigger is. Then we could see what
that effect would be,

The summary of this, Mr. Chairman is, as I think the committes -

knows, we have been trying to watch the situation pretty closely and
we will be prepared to present recommendations at the end of this 3-

" month extended period. Clearly in the long pull some permanent leg-
 islation need to be developed. At the moment we are not prepared to

recommend what other changes ought to be related to the 120 percent
or related to other -aspects of the Fedoral-State extended benefits
program. We are looking at it carefully and will make those recom-
mendations. '

The CHAmRMAN. It would seem to me appropriate that you have
extended benefits when you have 4-percent unemployment. The ques-
tion of whether or not that was also 20 percent more than had been
unemployed the previous year shouldn’t make much ‘diffeténce. I don’t
ses why your people would want to insist that in addition to having
4-percent unemployed & State would have to have a 20-percent in-
crease in insured unemployment over a previous period. .

Mr. Korsera. It is a very legitimate point of view. We are going to
take a hard look at it and come back to the committee in the next 3
months with a recommendation on it. They moved shead without
recommendation from the administration several times. We certainly
feel we have to make up our minds how we feel about this.
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The Cnamman. We don’t get that privilege of a long time to think
about it. Somebody offers the amendment and calls for yeas and nays
and you have 15 minutes to decide.

Mr. Korsera. Yes.

Mr. Scrusert, We are here to help you make that decision.

Mr. Korpera. The President signed the recent extension as he has
the past one. : ‘ :

. Senator Byrp. Senator Fannin.
" Senator Fannin. Thank you.

UNEMPLOYMENT RaTB

You seem to be taking a very objective viewpoint on this matter.
Just.a few weeks ago we were all worried about the unemployment
picture and what would happen as a result of the energy problem. It
was not only energy that was entering into our worries, but shortage
of employment. That hasn’t materialized to the extent it was antici-
pated. Not you as much as others. You were aware of what was being
?iail?i in the Clongress and what was said in the business and professional

eld.

Mr. Sciusrrt. Yes, sir, there were very dire predictions in Novem-
ber of last year that by this time in 1974, we would be at 5.6, 5.7, 5.8,
and climbing. We have had 2 months at 5.2 and viewed optimistically,
it could be asserted that we are close to bottoming out. It is very diffi-
cult. however, to make that projection. We will know a great deal more
on Friday when the next unemployment figures are released.

Neep ror LrcisrLaTioNn

Senator FaANNIN. The reason I am asking these questions is that we
have a bill, as you know, in the Interior Committee, that includes un-
employment compensation. The feeling that has been expressed is that
this should be rushed through because you have immediate need for it.
Do you feel that there is an immediate need for législation? '

Mr. SoruserT. Even if we have bottomed out, and I underscore “if”
and note the fact that it is really impossible to make a projection at-
this point, even if we have bottomed out nationally, there will howeyer
be pockets of unemployment in some areas of some consequence and
significance which we believe have to be addressed.

@ believe our proYpoeal is the most rational way to address them,

Senator FANNIN. You say “Cause of unemployment must be related
to energy supply sgroblem including consumer buying decisions influ-
enced by energy shortage or governmental actions related to it. Deter-
minations to be made on industry‘,fbusiness, or employer basis, as deter-
mined by the Secretary of Labor.” Lo L
- Ish’t that a rather broad explanation of what you could consider$
* Mr. Scauserr. That is not our qrqposal. . ' LT

Senator FANNIN. But I am talking about.the rush in getting this

. other legislation through. What I am saying, I think I feel as you doi :

that we should approach this as you have in the administration bil
and have hearings, make the determination of the need, and then have

appropriate legislation. My question to you is that when we talk about

these pockets, would this necessarily cover those pockets? They could
be involved in shortages of other products that are not related to energy
and still be as serious a matter for us?. ‘ :

Mr. Somusert. That is exactly right. That is precisel 7 why we have

.constructed and designed this proposal in this fashion. We believe that

it is totally irrelevant why people are unemployed ifjjin fggt, they are
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unem;;}oyed and if their labor market area is such that it is unlikely
that they can be absorbed before their benefits run out. They ought
then to have some kind of protection. o

Senator FANNIN. As I understand, the philosophy of the UI proc-
ess runs like this: If an individual becomes unemployed through no

_ fault of his own, he may receive payment for 6 months during which

time he is trying to find another job., During periods of high unem-
ployment it 18 more difficult and ‘we provide for up to 9 months of
unemployment benefits. .

In your proposal you add an additional 83 months, allowing up to 1
year benefits, is that correct ¢

Mr. KousEre. That is correct for those that exhaust under the first
2 programs, the 6 months and 8 months. Those who aren’t covered
would have 26 weeks. They would be covered under the administra-
tion’s special program. ‘

NEep or FmpEraL AssisTANCE OTHER THAN THE UNEMPLOYMENT
INSURANCE SysTeM : o

_Senator FANNIN. At what point do you find unemployment to be a
bigger problem than providing weekly benefits until a man finds
another job? In the past, Congress has enacted programs in public
{)v‘;n'ks:i ::la?npower. At what point would you look at it that that might

nee : :

Mr. Scuuserr. It is hard to articulate a precise formula as to when
the Government should move, I suppose we prefer to have “on-the-
shelf” programs and authority. For example, the Comprehensive Em-
ployment and Training Act provides several components of mang»ower
assistance, Public service employment assistance is triggered‘ y the
needs of 4 local area. This program is also a shelf contingency pro-
gram that meets the need as it develops. I think this is a far more
responsible approach than trying to make-a very arbitrary judgment

. from on-high as to whether conditions generally have deteriorated to

the point where we ought to wheel something else out. We ought to
have it there, and if a local market area n the help, it ought to
receive it. ,

Senator FanniN. Mr. Secretary, in S. 8267, they talk about $3.8
billion. The immediate appropriation for fiscal 1978 is a half million.
This is fully paid from Federal general revenue. If we are going to
have a need of that magnitude, shouldn’t we be going into some other
programs that would help absorb this problem? ‘ .

Ir. ScauBERT. I think that is a very valid point. One of the thmfs )

©,

including that of Sehator' Jacksoniis that there is almost an indefini
period of coverage. Now very frankly:dt 8omer'pomb‘ﬁxesunem‘sloy~f
ment insurance system logically should stop taking effect and::we
should go to some other form of income maintenance or suppleiment,
but we don’t think the unemploymerit insurance system is the panacea
for all economic ills. If we have a problem of that magnitude then, as

- you suggest, there might be other steps that, are necessary.

ExTENDED BENEFITS

Senator Fannin. I agree with that. States may now provide 3
months of extended benefits and 6 months with Federal match-

Kgo funds. If the insured unemgloyment rates exceed 4 percent.

\bout two dozen States currently have an insured unemployment rate
of more thﬁn, 4 percent, yet.only a.half dozen gre prowgmg extended

benefits under this.
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« - the latest ﬁgu,ie is about 4 percent,
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" - Mr; KoLBERG. Tha‘?i? correct. - - - L
Senator FANNIN. If many States do not regard their employment
situation as serious enous%h, to take advantage of the present.extended
benefit provisions, why should we provide 100 percent Federal benefit
* to the same unemployment persons whe have exhausted their regular

- benefits ¢

Mr. Kousera. Tt is a ve good :quesiion. 1t is A,pdlicy judgment
-0}!11 our Eart and we certainly made it back in early February when -
this loo

and have their legislatures pass laws—we wanted to move fast and we
thought we had a justification and we think' we still do. In order for
the gtates to qualify render the existing program, it is rather time-
consuming. : . .
Senator FANNIN. You ask us to take another look. You will bring
" us up to date on existing conditions and the appropriation legislation
that would be in-order ¢ _ :
Mr. KoLeera. Yes. :
Senator Byso. Senator Hansen - A
Senator Haxsen. In addition the 8. months extended is payable in -
every State if the national rate is at least 4.15 percent for 4 months

in a row, Do you project in the ffational rate of insured unemployment .

;?ll rea&ix «;.15 percent in & 3-month period at any time during the next
months? . ~ - - | s .
. Mr. Struserr, That is extremel{ difficult to preject. I.think that’
wost If ih fact, Senator, thqapro'ections
-0f many peaple are correct, in lookiﬁgf‘t}t,the economic indic
.9‘1_}qdinl% unemployment’insurance initigl ¢laims or contipuing: claims -
itis u
that projection. . R

+

Errecr or THE ENErY CRisis oN UNEMPLOYMENT

Senator Hansen. Ifnot, if you assume it will not reach that levél,do .
you feel the energy crisis is having a serious enough’ impact on un-
emplot;;mgnt to warrant an additional $1 billion in unemployment
benefits under a special new program?. - : ~

Mr. Somuserr. Yes, sir, for this reason: When we moved, after the
Yom Kippur war, into a hard evaluation of what was likely to occur
in. the next fow months, we all feared that there would be a ripple
effect star.tm% in the auto industry and auto supply industry because
of the allocation of fuel and other considerations, moving ‘11*:739 ‘other
heavy industry and then light industry and constriction. We have
not had such a significant ripple effect. By and large our unempldy-
méent has been related to autorelated and travel industries and tourist
establishmeénts. That does not mean there are not areas in the country
in which there has been a particular impact. We feel in spite of that
fact that we seem to have survived nationally extraordinarily. well,

- altthings considered. Nevertheless we must still meet the area problems -

that have been created and which will come up in the next few months. -
. Mr. Koreera, We sent to Congress a special revort on tinemploy-
-ment problems related to the energy crisis, I would like to offer it for
the committee staff-to look at. It will give a Iot inore detail on what

- the Under Secretary has said in terms of the impact so far of the

i

ed like a developing crisis and we needed to move fast. We - .
- didn’t think we had time to wait for.States to understand the problems

£:1 l‘s, in"‘ .

ikely that we will have that experience. But it is hard to make. °
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energy crisis, and a little bit of general'projection as to where we see
1t going.!

REeAsoNS ror 100 PerceNT FEDERAL FUNDING OF ADMINYSTRATION

Prorosar,

Senator Hansen. Mr. Secretary, regular unemployment benefits are
financed out of State employers tax. Funds for extended coverage are
50 percent Federal and 50 percent State also based on em loyer taxes,
When the extended benefit program was enacted in 1970, State admin-
istrators arﬁued against 100 percent Federal funding of extended
benefits on the grounds that more careful administration would result
if there was State financial participation. Paying for the unemploy-
ment program through an employer tax also keeps employers inter-

ested in good administration of the program,

In view of this background, why do you advocate 100 percent fund
financing of this roposal ¢

Mr. Koreera. I think, Senator, it relates to the answer that I gave
earlier and that is in our judgment this is a particular emergency
situation of a short term and we would rather not bank upon the long-
standing Federal-State system which we certainly support. The points
you made are certainly correct, the fixing of the financing, the em-
ployer. tax—all that relates to the administration of the present pro-
gram. We thought and still think this is a limited emergency situation
and we ought to move fast and not go through the more cumbersome
procedure of State laws and all that is involved. ‘

Senator Hansen. Would you characterize this emergency as a crisis
or a problem ¢ '

r. Souuperr. I think it has been characterized——

Senator Hansen. How would you characterize it ?

Mr. Somueert. I think it is a significant problem in certain aress of
the country. .

Senator Hansex. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.

NEED FOR LEGISLATION

Senator Byro. I just want to mention at this point that the Virginia
commissioner of the Virginia Employment Commission, Mr. William
Heartwell, Jr., was scheduled to testify today, but he was unable to
be here. He does have a representative here, the assistant attorney
general for the State of Virginia. What I want to say is this: Your
exchange with Senator Hansen is essentially Mr. Heartwell’s position.
He is'an able:man, He does not believe we need special legislation every
time a problem comes up. I realize Virginia is out of {§t9£' ,with the -
prevailing official views in both the Congress and executive branch and
Iam ‘lag 1t is because the senior Senator of Virginia is out of step
with those Washiﬁgton views too. X

I have known Mr. Heartwell for many years. He has been in State
governmerit for many years. He has written a lotter which I will ask
the permission of the committee to insert in the record in its entirety.?

I think Mr. Heartwell has a good point: That we don’t need to be
rushing through Congress new legislation every time some new prob-

%is country. If we are going to have legislation, I think

1 §ee p..586.
sfeep 18
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our proposal is superior to the other proposals that have been out-

ined on this sheet, but it seems to me that you also adopt the principle
that whenever we get a problem, the first thing we do is to take the
view that we must spend more money from Washington and that will
solve our problem.

Mr. Sonuserr. I could not agree with you more, Senator. I will just
make one additional observation.

The majority of my time this afternoon was spent with title IT. We
urge the committee to seriously consider the provisions of the perma-
nent improvements in the unemployment compensation system as well
These provisions constitute title I of the administration proposal. Our
proposals include establishment of Federal benefit amount standards
and some expansion of coverage. They are not a contingency or tem-
porary program, but a permanent improvement as we perceive it.

Senator Byrp. You will agree with Mr. Heartwell’s view that un-
employment insurance ig one of the best examples of State-Federal
cooperation {

r. KoLsera. Yes.

Senator Byrp. I deplore any attempts to damage or indeed destroy
the relationship. .. ' .

Mr, Scrusekr. Thank you. .

[The prepared statement of Mr. Schubert, an outline of remarks on
compensation for unemployment, by Mr. Schubert, and the Secretary
of Labor’s Report on the Impact of Energy Shortages on Manpower
Needs follow. Hearing continues on page 9!‘3;5 '

PREPARED STATEMENT oF Riomamp F. SoHUBERT, UNDER SEORETARY OF LABOR

I welcome this opportunity to discusg the Admintstration’s proposals to improve
the Federal-State unemployment insurance system and to establish a temporary
program of assistance to workers who are particularly affected by unemployment
occurring during the present energy shortage. I would like to commend you, Mr.
Chairman, and the ‘members of this Committee for interrupting your heavy
agenda in order to hold these hearings. I know that you have many important
matters to consider during the coming months. It i8 therefore particularly note-
worthy that you have assigned so high a priority to legislation intended to meet
the needs of the unemployed. )

At the outset let me restate this Administration’s commitment to the Federal-
State unemployment compensation system as the most effective means of assisting
workers who are temporarily unemployed. Over the past several decades, this
system has proven itself a fair and flexible instrument of social and economic
poliey. Throughout its history, many changes have been made to render it more
effective in serving the American worker and the Nation’s economy.

It is clear, however, that more needs to be dome, It is for this reason that in
May of 1978, the Administration transmitted to the Congress draft legislation
entitled the “Job Security Assistance Act”. Particularly notable among the bill’s
provisions were its proposed extension of coverage to employees of larger farms
and its establishment of Federal beneflt' amount standards, These standards -
were designed to assure that the unemployment compensation system provides
adequdte benefits to workers and provides the Nation with greater protection
against reduction in consumer purchasing power resulting from unemployment.

In February of this year, the Administration resubmitted its 1978 proposal in
a new draft bill entitled the “Job Security Assistance Act of 1974.” This bill was
introduced by Senator Bennett as S. 8257. This recent draft includes a new title
11, which would establish a temporary federally financed program of special
unemployment compensation for thoze unemployed during the energy shortage.
This program ig intended as an alternative to other programs now being con-
s{ldc;rt:d by the Congress to provide assistance to workers affected by the energy
shortage. K

1 would like to direct most of my attention this afternoon to thi§ newly pro-
posed title IX program. A special energy unemployment compensation program
was passed by both Honses of the Congress ag a part of energy emergency legis-

[
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lation. It is likely that such provisions will again be considered by the Congress
in the near future. It is my judgment that the provisions included in the energy .

. legislation this year contain serious flaws, and that the Administration’s alterna-

tive program is a fairer and more workable program. I believe that it is im-

portant for your Committee to give full congiderdtion to the advantages of the

ﬁdministration’s approach prior to any action by the Senate on energy legisla-
on,

It is for this reason that my focus this afternoon will be on the Administra-
tion’s temporary program proposal. I would like to emphasize, however, the
importance of prompt action on the permanent improvements in the unemploy-~
ment compensation system proposed by the Administration in Title I of its draft
legislation. The improvements sought by the Administration are long overdue.
Moreover, an improved unemployment compensation system will reduce the pres:
sures for speclal purpose unemployment programs directed towards individuals
experiencing unemployment from particular causes. It would not be possible,
however, to make permanent changes requiring conforming changes in State law
in sufficient time to meet near term unemployment problems including those re-

. sulting from the energy shortage. It is for this reason that the Administration

has proposed a special program to meet these needs without doing violence to
fundamental unemployment insurance concepts.

It may be asserted by some that the ending of the oil embargo has rendered
any special program unnecessary. I cannot agree. It is logical to anticipate that
unemployment attributable to energy shortages will decline over the next several
months on an overall basis. There may, however, be local area unemployment
problems over the next several months resulting from continuing shortages, ad-
Justments in prices, and conversion from one form of energy to another. These
problems are impossible to anticipate fully or to predict. To meet them, the
Administration is proposing what is, in effect, a standby program which will
become effective in areas as the need may arise. If the number of pockets of
severe unemployment decreases then the response by this anticipatory mecha-
nism will automatically adjust accordingly. Moreover, I would point out that
both Houses of the Congress, in passing section 116 of 8. 2589, have recognized
the need for a program to assist the unemployed. The Administration’s proposal
represents an attempt to provide a more workable way to meet this need. '

I would like now to trace the broad outlines of the Administration’s proposal
in comparison with other legislative approaches which have been put forward.
Both 8. 2589, which passed both Houses and 8. 8267 recently introduced by
Senator Jackson, contain provisions which condition eligibility for benefits on a
determination that the claimant’s unemployment resulted from energy shortages.
S. 8024 takes a comparable approach. In contrast, the Administration’s proposal
does not distinguish between those who are unemployed due to energy shortages
and those whose unemployment results from other causes. The Administration's
bill would provide benefits to all eligible unemployed workers in areas experienc-
ing high unemployment, Each State would be divided into areas which would
include: (1) those portions of the State which were in labor market areas of
250,000 population or more, and (2) the balance of the State. When for a 18
week period the insured unemployment in any of these areas equalled or exceeded
4.5 percent or when it rose to 4 percent and equalled or exceeded 120 percent of
the unemployment in the comparable period in the year October 1, 1972 through
September 29, 1978, the area would “trigger on” and eligible unemployed workers
would be entitled to benefits. - N

.The..Admipistration’s proposal is based on the reasonable assumption that if
ingtired unemployment in gn.area is.at. a:high leyel, or has increased substantially .
unemployed pérsons in that area. will have, special digqqlﬂeg In locating, new.
jobs.. It 15 directed thus towards meeting the actual effects which current eco:.

Y

nomic¢ conditions may have on workers, L . P

The Administration’s proposal would not provide special benefits for workers
unemployed as a result of energy shortages in low unemployment areas as other
proposals would. These workers should not experience abnormal difficulty in
obtaining suitable employment, since there is less competition for jobs in their
areas of work. Moreover, it would be inequitable to provide special benefits to
these individuals while denying them to similarly situated individuals whose
unemployment was due to other causes. The hardships faced by those who are

v
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unemployed for reasons unrelated to energy are just as great as those whose
unemployment is caused by the energy shortage. R
Requiring a casual relationship between energy shortages and a worker’s un-
employment involves other inherently inequitable elements. The Secretary would,
under such legislation, prescribe regulations attempting to assure uniformity in

. making these ¢ausality determinations. In the final analysis, however, these deter-

minations must be made by individual examiners at the local level. The examiner
would be required to make the most compiex of economic judgments, He would
be required to determine the importance of energy as a cause of unemployment
in relation to seasonal industry patterns, cyclical economic conditions, and all
other special factors affecting that particular industry, plant, or shop. His deci-

“sion would inevitably be influenced by his own economic sophistication, the

amount-of time he has for investigation, and the adequacy of information re-
ceived from employers. The differing policies of the State or the individual unem-
ployment office would invariably enter into these decisions, In no other program
including the Disaster Relief program and the T'rade Adjustment Assistance pro-
gram is the examiner caMed upon to make such complex and elusive judgments.
Notwithstanding any guidance that the Secretary of Labor may provide, it can
be anticipated that the nature of these factual determinations will vary widely
from State to State, office to office, examiner to examiner. It may even be difficult
for the same examiner to apply the rules with consistency.

- The vast administrative burdens and expenses of a “causality” approach should

; ‘not be ynderestimated. If such a program were to become law, it would be to the

advantage of every unemployed individual to assert that the energy shortage
was a cause of his unemployment. The employer would gain nothing by making a
céntrary assertion. Each such claim would have to be carefully checked. This
could require, for example, examining the records of the individual employer.

. It 18 difficult to estimate what the resulting administrative costs would be. We

—

have never had a special program imposing such complex and large scale demands
on local unemployment offices. However, it can be clearly anticipated that ex-
tensive resources more properly utilized for the payment of benefits would be
consumed in making administrative determinations and in court reviews result-
ing from uneven application of the statutory standards. The delays inherent in
such an approach are likely to be considerable. By contrast, the Administration’s
approach would eliminate these administrative burdens and expenses and would
be evenly and consistently applied.

The Administration’s bill would apply to unemployed individuals who have
exhausted their entitlement to unemployment compensation, including any ex-
tended benefits, and those who are not eligible for such compensation. A com-
ps;:ble approach is taken in 8. 2589, as passed by both Houses, 8. 8267 and 8.
8

The Administration’s bill would require as a condition of eligibility, that an
individual have a substantial attachment to the labor force. We believe that
such attachment {8 a necessary criterion in order to preserve the fundamental
concepts of unemployment insurance. S. 2589, as passed by both Houses, con-
tained no required attachment to the labor force. 8. 8267 now provides that the
Secretary may require up to one month of attachment in a year period as a
condition of eligibility. The Administration believes that a Federal one-month
standard i8 not appropriate. In order to assure maximum consistency with the
unemployment insurance system, the standards of the State law should apply.

8. 2589 provided for a maximum of one year of special benefits. Duration
under 8. 8267 would extend to the end of the program in.July of 1975. In our
view, either of these approaches is inadvisable. It will be recalléd that in a
typical State, an nemployment compensation reciplent may be entitled to up to
26 weeks of regular benefits and 18 weeks of extended benefits if the extended
program {is in effect in that State. To add as much as one year of additional
special benefits is a complete departure from the concept of unemployment com-
pensation as a temporary support for workers who are between jobs. Under
neither 8. 2589 nor 8. 8267 is duration of: benefits tied to the employee's prior
attachment to the labor force. Here again, these bills reflect a departure from
sound unemployment insurance concepts.
~ Under the Administration’s bfll, unemployment insurance exhaustees would
receive a maximum of 18 weeks of special benefits and individuals ineligible for
UI would receive no more than 26 weeks of benefits. Actual benefit durations
would_be tied to the individual’s prior attachment to the labor force.
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S, 2589 leaves the establishment of benefit levels to administrative discretion,
S, 8267 specifies benefit levels with respect to UI exhaustees; however, it allows
the States within wide parameters to determine benefit levels as to those not
eligible for Ul The Administration's bill would tie benefit levels directly to the
requirements of the applicable State law. The Congress may not wish to write
- a blank check on so important a feature of the proposed program.

: . I have attempted to outline some of the principal features of the Adminis.
tration’s proposal and to discuss some of the major problems inherent in alter-
native approaches that are before the Congress. The Administration’s bill re-

W flects a careful attempt to spell out the rights of claimants with as much
precision as possible and to leave as limited a range of questions as possible to
administrative discretion. It provides for a program which is fair and equitable
and imposes only reasonable administrative burdens on officials responsible for
its implementation. .

Mr. Chairman, I urge your early and favorable consideration of this im-
portant program and the other provisions of the Administration’s Job Security
* Assistance Act of 1974, :

I thank you for the opportunity to present my views and would be pleased to
answer any questions that you may have.

OUTLINE OF REMARKS ON COMPENSATION FOR UNEMPLOYMENT RY UNDER SECRETARY
oF LaBor RioHARD F., SCHUBERT .

I. Prompt action is urged on permanent improvements in the UI system: (a)
establishing Federal benefit amount standards; (b) extending coverage to
employees of larger farms.

II. The Administration now proposes a workable and sensible temporary pro-
gram during the period of energy shortage, since permanent improvements
could not be completed in the near term.

A. The unemployment problems, related to energy shortages and other
causes; will continue for a time and affect some areas substantially.

B. The Administration’s proposal is in the nature of a contingency meas-
ure: if the problem is serious, the response will be substantial; if
not serious, the response will be limited.

III. The Administration’s proposal is more sound and appropriate than others
under consideration.

) A. Causality.—S. 8267 would help only those whose unemployment re-
- sults from energy shortages. This approach creates inequities among
unemployed workers and burdens administering agencies with the
need to make highly judgemental determinations of cause of unem-

ployment, ‘ )
The Administration’s bill would aid all the eligible unemployed in
areas with high unemployment, on the reasonable ground that these
are the unemployed who may have special difficulties in locating new

. Jobs, It would be fair in treating unemployed workers the same who

face similar difficulties. It would be a workable approach. .
B. Ooverage.—The Administration’s bill would include workers in in-
dustries not now covered by the regular Ul system,
@ C. BUgibility.—S., 3267 provides that one month of work in the prior year
may be required as a condition of receiving benefits.
The Administration believes that requirements of strong labor force
attachment now 00“'{8‘@%3. ig,txpogt state laf\‘vlvsdsxhoul%ti :Ia%)}y to this
temporary program in order to preserve a fundament concep!
D. Duration.—8. 8267 would extend xi’reneﬂtss to July of 1975. This 'iépgj
_complete departure from the normal UI concept of temporary sup-
port for workers between jobs.
The Administration’s bill provides reasonable duration: up to 13
additional weeks (but not more than 52 weeks total) for those who
exhaust normal benefits, and up to 26 weeks for those who do not get
. normal benefits. .

B. Benefit amount.—S, 8287 provides wide discretion on amounts fo

those who had not received normal beneflts. :

The Administration’s bill would tie benefit levels directly to those
provided in state UI laws. -

’
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON

MAR 271074

Honorable Gerald Ford
President of the Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Mr. President:

The enclosed report on the impact of energy short-
ages, including fuel rationing, upon manpower needs
is provided to Congress in accordance with the re-
quirement of section 506 of the Comprehensive Em-
ployment and Training Act of 1973. '

Sincerel

Enclosure
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON

MAR 271974 s
v
Honorable Carl Albert
Speaker of the House of
Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515
Dear Mr. Speaker:
The enclosed report on the impact of energy short-
ages, including fuel rationing, upon manpower needs
.is provided’ to Congress in accordance with the re—
quirement: of section 506 of the Comprehensive Em-
ployment and Training Act of '1973. '
* Sincerely.
Secretery
Enclosure
! &
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Comprehensive Employment and Training Act of 1973, signed
into law by the President on December 28, provides in Section 506
that

The Secretary shall, immediately upon enactment of this
Act, make a study of the impact of energy shortages,
including fuel rationing, upon manpower needs.

This report provides, within the limits of the data available to the
Department of Labor, the Department's best estimates of the current
and prospective impacts of energy shortages on employment and
unemployment and reviews the initjatives the Department has taken to
better understand and help ameliorate the employment impact of the shortage.

Three general factors in the Natipn's energy shortage situation and
the public policy response to the problem are of key importance to this
discussion of the implications for manpower:

First, the Nation's energy problem did not begin with the embargo of
October 1973 nor will it end with the return to ready availability of imported
fuel, However, the disemployment effects associated with the energy
shortage and discussed in this report do coincide with the imposition of
the oil embargo. Some post-embargo impact on employment may also
be anticipated as a result of fuel price levels remaining substantially
above pre~October 1973 levels,

Second, Federal allocation policy under the Emergency Petroleum
Allocation Act of 1973 has been designed to minimize the employment
impact of fuel shortages as well as to protect the public health,
safety and welfare, to maintain public services, agricultural operations,
and national defense. However, an adverse employment impact has
been experienced by those industries dependent upon high levels of
consumption-~such as the private use of gasoline for automobiles and
jet fuel for commercial aviation--that received allocations of less than
100 percent of current needs.
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Third, this Administration will actively pursue a policy of energy
self-gufficiency for the United States. - In a series of energy messages,
the President lias outlined a multi~faceted program to meet the current
energy crigis and, most importantly, to chart the course toward
self-gufficiency. '

These factors, involving both the nature of the energy shortfail
and the Federal policy response to the problem, influence the
industries, geographic areas and occupations in which energy-related
unemployment has occurred to date and the nature and extent of employ~
ment that will be generated as the effort to achieve self-sufficiency is
undertaken during the balance of the decade.

Qrganization of the Report

This report provides (a) an analysis of the nature and extent of the
current employment impact of fuel shortages (Section II); (b) estimates
of the future impacts, both positive and neaative, during the bhalance of
the decade (Section III); and (c) a review of the policy and program
initiatives taken by the Department of Labor in response to the problem
and recommendations for further actions (Section IV).

Data Sources Used and Their Limitations

The data used in this report, particularly in Section II, and the
analysis based on these data have certain technical limitations
which should be noted.

In general, it must be emphasized that isolating the unemployment
effects of fuel shortages in a period of economic slowdown poses difficult
methodological problems. Survey respondents and interviewers were
obliged to'make the difficult determination of whether a given instance
of unemployment was attributable in large part to fuel shortages, or t
other economic factors. ‘

- The analysis focuses on the primary effects of the energy shortage,
i.e,, where employment is affected because (1) fuel is a direct input
into the firm's productive process, or to the process of a major supplier;
or {2) fuel is critical to the use of the firm's product, as in the case of
automobiles, and hence affects the product demand.
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The multiplier alnd investment expenditure effects of the fuel shortage on
employment would be difficult to discern, with any accuracy and, therefore,
are not included in this analysis.

The primary data series used in the report, discussed briefly below,
are described in detail in the Appendix.

‘Energy-related claims for unemployment insurance have been compiled
weekly since early December. "Energy-related" is defined by the

claimants' self~declaration or by local unemployment ingurance (UI) staff,
on the basis of their knowledge of local conditions. The accuracy of
these responses has not yet been validated. The claims data are of

two forms: initial claims (first claims, a short-term indicator which
does not represent any payment of benefit); and continued claims, which
represents payment of benefits based on insured unemployment during
the previous week., The latter is a better indicator of continuing impact
and most reliance is placed on this source. Claims data cover only a
portion of the labor force, (about 75 percent in 1973), Moreover, some
workers in covered employment may not qualify for UI benefits because
they have not worked long enough to accumulate sufficient wage credits,

Biweekly mass layoff reports are collected by State employment
security agencies and indicate thé size of prospective or past layoffs,
by locality, generally providing occupational detail, These reports
are submitted to State employment security (ES) agencies by employers
on a voluntary basig and, therefore, do not measure the universe of
layoffs, Rather, the series provides an indicator of layoff trends, by
industry and area. The reports cover only those firms which lay off
50 or more workers at a time. Thus, layoffs in small establishments are
misged entirely, possibly understating layoffs in such séctors as retail
trade. As in the case of the Ul claims data, the reliability of the
information depends on the accuracy with which the "energy-related" label
is applied. ’

Monthly employment survey of 160,000 establishments by the Bureau
of Labor Statistics (BLS)provides employment by industry. Respondent
employers have been asked to indicate the .changes which are energy-
réelated, This source has the limitation of being based on sample data
and thus is subject to sampling error.

Monthly employment survey of 47,000 households by the
BLS provides information on the labor force, including characteristics

of the unemployed. No special code has been incorporated in this
survey on energy-related unemployment. However, when used in
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combination with other information, the household survey can be
used to make inferences about the extent of anergy related changes.

This report to Congress represents the Department of Labor's
first overall assessment of the impact of the energy shortage on
employment. Due to limitations of the data and the fact that the
report was written in a period of rapld change on the energy front,
many of the conclusions must necessarily be regarded as tentative.
As the final section of this report indicates, the Department has
established the basis for a continuing process of statistical and
policy analysis addressed to this subject area.
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. IMPACT OF THE ENERGY SHORTAGE ON CURRENT EMPLOYMENT

In a report accompanying his November 25 address to the American
people on the energy crisis, President Nixon indicated that as a result
of the Arab oil embargo, petroleum supplies were anticipated to fall
about eight percent short of domestic demand during the fourth quarter of
1973 and up to 17 percent short during the first quarter of 1974, He
encouraged the American people to take steps, and he stréssed the
Administration's intention to take further steps, to limit the hardship
and inconvenience of the fuel shortage, and in particular to minimize
the impact of the shortage on output and employment.

i S

Because the Nation faced a shortfall of energy supplies and since
use cannot exceed available supply, reduction in demand had to be
made through voluntary conservation measures or involuntary "doing
without", The employment effects experienced so far are attributable
primarily to the shortage and the allocation measures that were
taken to distribute the available energy supplies.

This section reviews: (a) the probable magnitude of the employment
effects of the energy shortage experienced to date; (b) how the effects
have been distributed by geographic area and by industry; and (c) the
occupational characteristics of the workers involved. .

Magnitude of Current Employment Impact

Based on its monthly establishment survey, the Bureau of Labor
Statistics estimates that from November 1973 to February 1974 between
125,000 and 200,000 jobs were lost as the direct result of employers'
inability to acquire sufficient supplies of fuel or petroleum-based
products to maintain their former levels of operation, principally
in gasoline stations and airlines. In addition, industries that may
have experienced at least some indirect effects owing to declines.in
consumer demand for certain products and services as a result of actual
or anticipated shortages of fuel, posted employment declines of 300,000
jobs. The data available do not permit the making of an accurate estimate
of how many of these 300,000 jobs were actually lost because of real or
anticipated energy shortages. It should be emphasized, moreover, that
these figures do not necessarily represent an equivalent number of
people who were unemployed as of February. It can reasonably be
assumed that some number of those persons who were laid off in the
energy shortage affected industries were reabsorbed in other industries
or through recall. Some of the industries.affected include those
engaged in automobile production and distribution, aircraft and parts,
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ship and boat building, recreational vehicles, hotels and other lodging
places, and amusements. While other factors have also contributed to
these declines, it can be reasonably assumed that a significant pro-
portion of the total stems, at least in part, from uncertainties over
gasoline supplies.

Growth in other industries, particularly during the January-
February period, brought employment back up to the November level,
The job expansion took place mainly in wholesale trade; finance,
insurance, and real estate; medical services; and State and local
government.

The overall unemployment rate rose from 4,6 percent in October, 1973
to 5.2 percent in January, 1974, The unemployment rate was unchanged
between January and February at 5, 2.percent, with very little movement
for individual groups. While employment rose slightly, the unemployment
rate was able to hold its level because the labor force also remained stable.

While the greater strangth shown in the February preliminary statistics
represents only a single month's experience, the fiqures do suqgest-that
the employment and unemployment probléems being encountered today are
of a special nature related largely to the energy shortages.

Energy-related continued claims for unemployment insurance averaged
about 191,000 per week through January and February and reached a peak
of about 244,000 in mid-February. The trerid in such figures, which
had been consistently increasing through the prior weeks, reversed in
late Pebruary, however, and in the two weeks ending March 2 declined
to 229,000 and 226,000 respectively.

Geoqraphic Areas Affected

The upper-midwest region appears to have suffered the greatest impact
f energy-related unemployment, thus far. Continued UI claims for mid-
February indicate that three fifths of all the energy-related insured
unemployment inthe Nation was concentrated in the States of Michigan,
Inciana, Dhio, and Wisconsin, In most instances, the effects wera linked
with automobile manufacturing or industries heavily dependent on
automobile manufacturing.

_ There have been some noticeable shifts in the pattern since December
1973 when the Department's collection of special energy data series began
full operation. Energy-related unemployment in mid-December was con-
centrated in New York, Indiana, Ohio, and Kansas, related largely to
industries supplying the automobile industry, At that time, only one
percent of all insured unemployment was energy-related nation-wide, but

-6~



<y

66

Indiana's incldgnce was 13 percent, Kansas 7 percent, and Iowa 5 percent,
Layoffs in private aircraft manufacturing in Kansas and airline services
in New York were also significant factors (Appendix Tablas A and B).

A This pattern persisted through December, with some additions in
Wisconsin largely related to boat-building. Large scale layoffs began
in Michigan during early January, most of them in the automobile
manufacturing industry, Since then, Michigan has dominated the

. national picture of energy-related unemployment. It has constituted

over 50 percent of Michigan's total insured unemployment during February,
Layoffs started increasing in California in late January and in early
February, generally related to automobile assembly work.

Other States in which energy-related claims in mid-February accounted
for very high portions of total insured unemployment were Delaware,
Indiana, and Kansas (over 25 percent) and New Hampshire, Wisconsin,
JIowa and Tennessee (over 10 percent).

" Industries Affected

At the time of this report's preparation, detailed industry data were
available for the November-January period. While detailed estimates for
February were not available, where there were clear indications of major
changes in February, these are noted. All data cited are seasonally
adjusted., This discussion covers only those industries that appeared to be
significantly affected by the energy shortage.

Automobiles and Automobile Supplies. The greatest impact of the

energy shortage thus far has been on the automobile industry. About
80 percent of the mass layoffs attributed to the energy problem can be
traced to the declines, actual or prospective, in the demand for
automobiles or recreational vehicles. About half of these layoffs are in
the auto industry itself; the remainder in those industries which supply
the auto industry.

The supplying industries--which include electrical equipment; grey
iron foundries; air conditioning equipment located primarily in New York

. and Indiana~~were affected in November ~-December 1973, about a month

before the mass layoffs in auto assembling which hit Michigan and
later California. The BLS establishment survey indicated a decline in
employment of about 110, 000 workers during the November - January
period in the industries related to the manufacturing a=d distribution of
automobiles. 1

1/ Unless otherwise noted, all industry employment data in this
section are based upon BLS establishment surveys. See Appendix Table C.
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Initial indications are that by mid-February the total job-loss in’
these industries totaled 220,000, The figures must be Interpreted with
caution, howaver; some decline should have beer anticipated well in
advance of the energy -shortage since the auto industry had two record
sales years in a row and somewhat lower demand was expected. Thus,
there is good reason to believe that the energy-related figures and
gross employment declines may in fact somewhat overstate the true energy
effect for this industry. There can be no doubt, however, that the reduced
availability of motor gasoline has had a sharp effect on large car sales,

Other Trangportation Equipment. The 25,000 employment decline
between November and January is attributable largely to sharp cutbacks
in the production of recreational vehicles, especially in Iowa.

Hotels and Other Lodging Places. The 25,000 decline in employment
in December and January is probably largely related to the energy shortages.

Many of these establishments depend heavily on automobile travel, Other
industries such as eating and drinking places and amusements may have
also suffered.

Ship and Boat Building. This industry contains firms, building ships
both for pleasure and commerce. The mass layoff reports indicate that
about five percent of all -energy-related layoffs during December and
January occurred in the pleasure boat segment, arising from demand
cutbacks and difficulties in getting petroleum-based materials,

. especially resins, BLS data show a net decrease of 2,000 employment

in the industry as a whole between November and January.

Aircraft and Parts. Employment declined by 9,000 in this industry -
between November and January, The mass layoff reports indicate
substantial layoffs in the segment of the industry building for private
general aviation, This has undoubtedly been spurred by fears that
demand for private aircraft would decline in the face of limited supplies of
aviation gasoline for private use. The commercial sector may slow down
eventually due to the reduction in airline services; however, since these
aircraft are produced under long term commitments, their effect is not
yet reflected in the data,

Blast furnaces and basic steel products employment declined by
11,000 between November-January. This industry is quite sensitive to
auto manufacturing requirements and togeneral economic conditions. As
a result, the degree of energy-related direct effects here is not clear.



“F

"‘F.‘«-v -

68

Miscellaneous plastics products showed a small decline with a

shortage of petroleum raw materials a possible cause of the 2,000
drop during the November~January period.

- Gasoline service stations suffered a 46,000 employment decline

over the two months since November 1973 which can be almost entirely
attributable to gasoline shortages. As a result of some shortagas
during the summer of 1973, 25,000 jobs had already been lost in 'the
indystry from May to November,

Radio and TV Equipment experienced an employment decline of 9, 000
between November and January. Much of this very likely related to
declines in auto manufacturing; mass layoff reports indicate substantial
cutbacks in employment in firms manufacturing automobile radios,

Trucking. This industry experienced some layoffs classified as
energy-related because they were in the segment of the industry which
transports autos to dealerships. But employment data do notindicate
any significant change.

Airline Transportation, The BLS data show an employment increase -

_.0f 19,000 between November and January. This is largely the result

of the settlement in December of strikes which had idled 23,000 workers
in November. These data suggest a net employment decline of 4,000,
Barly data from Fébruary suggest that additional-declines have occurred.
The mass layoff reports show layoffs for all major airlines,

Laundries and Dry Cleaning. This industry is heavily dependent

on the use of petroleum-based cleaning fluids, and some of the 5,000
decline in employment during November-January may have been in
response to shortages of these products.

As will be noted in Section III, certain industries may eventually
experience positive employment effects as a result of fuel shortages but
these increased employment opportunities are not yet discernible from
the data available to the Department. Rai ansportation has seen
a great increase in passengers, but is dominated by long~term downward
trends in employment and suffers from equipment shortages. Employment
increases in local and interurban passenger transit have also been limited
by equipment shortages; order backlogs are substantial in bus manufacture
and daily output is small at present. The coal mining and petroleum and
gas extraction industries both face burgeoning demands but both have
shown little employment increase thus far. The shortage of mining and

- drilling equipmeiit has been one factor limiting employment expansion

-Q -
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Precisé Information on energy=- related unemployment, by occupation,
is not presently available, However, Employment Service mass layoff
reports provide an indication of the occupational distribution of the
workers laid off as a result of the energy crisis (Appendix Table D).

The majority of persons laid oft--tar higher than thelr proportion
in the labor force~-are gemi-skilled, Four-fifths of these workers fall
into the general production category, listed in the layoff reports as
"production workers," or "assemblers", or "installers". When
"machine operators" are included, the total rises to nearly 85 percent.
Also included in the group, are cabin attendants and stewardesses
from the airline industry. The BLS household survey for the same period
also indicated a considerabls increase in unemployment among blue
collar operatives (Appendix Table E). About five percent of the laid- .

 off workers were in. glerical categories.

The mass layoff reports show ornly five percent of total layoffs
involving ggs&ll;ed workers, This Is consistent with the household
survey {Appendix Table E) which indicates that only a very slight
increass in unemployment occurred among nonfarm laborars.

The layoff data suggest that, at least for the present, the ther
skfll levels of the work force--professional, technical and skilled .
workers-~have experiencad relatively little energy-rélated unemployment. -
The reports identify only about three percent of the energy-induced

~ layoffs as involving these high-level workers, Those affected were
'largely. airline pilots, maintenance mechanics, machinists and

gome construction workers;

Other Charagteristics of the Energy-Related Unemploved

Unfortunately, the data provide ‘little, if any, indication of the
characteristics of laid~off workers, except industry and broad ocounation,
Some implications can be gained from the results of the BLS household
survey for the November 1973 to February 1974 period (Appendix Table P)
Of the increase in total unemployment over this time period, about
§6 percent consisted of adult men, 26 petcent of adult women and )
the remainder--about 18 pércent--among teenagers. The energy-related ..
portion of this impact cannot be quantified but was probably concentrated
among men in the automobile industries and other mass~-production
1ndustrles with perhaps a Lnrge number of women in elecmcal assembly.

-10 -
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Much of the tesnage unemployment may be in the trade sector,

_ especially gas stations. Cutbacks in clerical and such occupations as
stewardesses in airline services were probably concentrated among

women, .

Impact of Fuel Rationin

The Congressional mandate for this report calls upon the Secretary to
include a consideration of "the mpact of . . . fuel rationing . . . dpon
manpower." At the time Congress requested this spacial report, the
possibility of a Federally-prescribad gasoline rationing scheme seemed
very real. Now, however, with the announced lifting of the oil smbargo,
that possibility appears remote,

A contingency gasoline rationing plan was published by the Federal
Energy Office (FEO) for public comment in the Federal Register on January 16,
1974, FEO's contingency rationing plan would apply only to retail
purchases of gasoline. Retail commercial users would be issued coupons
entitling them to receive a supply of gasoline comparable to that received
by bulk users, Private users age 18 and over holding a valid operator's
license would be issued coupons entitling them to a portion of the gasoline

supply remaining after the commarcial and government allocation had been
subtracted. The individual allotment would vary slightly depending upon
residence and availability of public transportation. The approximate number
of gallons which would be distributed to private users under two hypothétical
supply situations assuming varying levels of imports were cited. Under the
first, more serious, shortage situation, coupons entitling the holder to
purchase from 33 to 4l gallons of gasoline per month would be distributed

to each license holder age 18 and over, and, under the second, from 40"

to 49 gallons per month, Individuals whose gasoline needs exceed their
coupon allotment would be afforded the opportunity to purchase a&dltional
coupons on the "white" market.

In examining the proposed rationing plan, the Department has focused
- on the fmpact that adoption of the plan would have on persons  who must
commute to work. The President has repeatedly said that the objective of
the national energy programs and the measures adopted to distribute any
energy shortages must be to preserve jobs. To achieve this objective of
)bb preservation, the driving needs of workers who have no public
tra'n'spoi'tation or car pool alternatives must be provlded for.

It would appear to the Department that the rationing plan proposed by
FEO wotld permit the vast majority of American workers to maintain their
employment without undue hardships or interruption in employment,
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" However, there are & significant number of workers for whom car
pools and mass transit aré not real alternatives to personally driving
to and from their jobs, and who:would not receive sufficient coupons
under the proposed rationing plans to cover such distances. The
Department 18 concerned that some provision be made for such workers,
particularly those lower income workers for whom the purchage of extra
coupons on the "white market" might prove a serious financial burden.

The Department is working and will continue to work with FEO in

finding a solution to the special needs of such workers in futurs refine-~
ments of thé standby rationing plan.

.12 -
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Nl IMPACT OF THE ENERGY SHORTAGE ON FUTURE EMPLOYMENT

Clearly, the Nation is entering a new era in its pattern of energy
production and utilization. A number of variables-~economic and political~~
will influence the demand/supply situation for the various energy sources
in the months and years ahead. The relative impact of thase variables over
time is difficult to estimate, thus making precise projections of employment
effects particularly hazardous.,

This section will discuss (a) some of the factors that may determine
_whether there will be continuing adverse effects on amployment; (b) some
of the longer-term effects, particularly those associated with efforts to
achieve the goals of "Project Independence", during the remainder of the
decade.

. '
Near-Term Effects on Employment

. An early return to'pre-October 1973 petroleum supply levels should
result in a substantial reduction in the shortage - induced unemployment
that has been observed to date. Some shortfalls in supplies and distribution
are likely to pérsist during the near term and will probably retard the rate
at which energy~dependent industries return to their former production
levels. However, because the nature of such a short-fall ig largely dependent
upon factors yet unknown, such as the level and time frame within which
embargoed oil resumes flowing into the United States, and the permanence
of energy conservation savings experienced to date, it is impossible for
the Department to make iorecasts of the employment impact of near-term
energy supply shortfalls.

Regardless of uncertainties regarding the shortfall, it is unlikely that
oil prices will return to their pre~embargo level. Those higher fuel prices
are certainto force some realignment of consumption and industrial use
patterns.  For example, the prospect of continued high gasoline prices

(whether or not coupled with reduced fuel availability) could contribute -
to the trend toward smaller cars and away from other vehicles which are
heavy fuel users. The same factors could permanently increase the use
of mass transit facilities, with favorable employment consequences for
manufacturers of buses and rail passenger cars.

Long-term Effects on Employment

It 1s assumed that the energy shortfall sftuation will improve during.
the next 1 to 2 years and that the adverse effects on employment, experienced
to date, will be minimized. It is also likely that petroleum prices will not
return to their pre~-October 1973 levels. Thus, any long-term negative
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impact on employment will be related primarily to the tncreased prlce of

. this production factor.

The industries ldentmed in table 1 are the heaviest consumers of
petroleum per unit of output, Thus, their output prices will reflect the
impacts of high patroteum prices relatively more than other industries,
with possible effect on demand for their product and their employment
levels, Blue-collar workers--craftsmen, operatives, and laborers~-
account for more than half of all workers in these petroleum intensive
industries, a substantially higher percentage than in the overall
economy, (35.6 percent).

While some adverse employment effects may persist over the
long term, the search for alternative power resources and more intensive
utilization of domestically available fuels should provide the stimulus
for the creation of many new jobs in a number of industries,

. The Department of Labor has started work on assessing the long-
tetm manpower implications of alternative strategies for achieving energy
gelf sufficiency, including Project Independence. This effort represents
a major.undertaking and results are not yet available, In the interim,
some preliminary estimates have been developed by the National
Planning Association (NPA), under a National Science Poundatlo‘n grant,

“Por purposes of their analysis, the National Planning Assoolation
assumes. the Federal Energy Office's “intermediate” scenario--one of three
hypothetical scenarios developed which could be followed in. attempting
to achieve the self-sufficiency goal of Project Independence by 1980.

This scenario assumes an accelerated development of energy resources,
considered technologically feasible, coupled with a policy of conservation,
which would substantially reduce the U.S, dependence on imported oil
and on natural gas. The distribution of energy résources under this
scenarlo is depicted in table 2. Overall, from 1973 to 1980 total energy

" production i5 estimated to amount to 78,380 trillion BTU's, an increase
of 23 percent from 1973 production levels. Over 90 percent of this increase
in domestic production would come from two gources, coal and nuclear
energy. While the development of potentially limitless energy sources

" like geothermal and solar power hold the prorise of long term national
self—sufﬁciency, they will require much more research and development
beforé they can account for a significant proportion of U. §. energy
supplies. And, despite an increase of over 800 percent forecast for
nuclear power over 1973 to 1980, it will. still account for only 10 percent .
of total energy production in- 1980 Fifty-eight percent of total energy will

" ‘comé frém petroleum and coal sources, about.the same proportion as

presently, although coal will account for 27 percent as against 23 percent
in 1973. Natural gas output is expected to decllne.

‘ -14-
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TABLE . INDUSTRIES RANKED BY DIRECT PETROLEUM REQUIREMENTS
PER $100 OF PRODUCTION (1970) c o

Rank Industry Petroleum Requirements

= Direct 'S’fotal 1/
3 Air Transportation 7 $ 10.56 $ .94
2 Chemical Products 8. 66 9.18
3 Local, Interurban, Surburban

Highway Transportation ' 6.05 6.30

4 Paint 3.62 7.02
5 Crops & Other Agricultural Products 3.49 . 5,05
6 Plastic Materials & Synthetic Rubber 3.39 8,72
7 New Highway Construction 3.34 4,58
8 Truck Transportation 3,09 3,176
9 All Other New Construction 3.02 4,20
10 Water & Sanitary Services 2.98 37. 72
fl ‘ Water Transportation 12,94 3.58
12 Railroad Transportation 2.88 WY
‘13 Primary Aluminum 2.59 3.54
14 Stone & Clay Mining & Quarrying 2.26 3,26
15 Electric Utilities 1.93 2.55

‘ 3/ Includes petroleum consumed by all other industries in supplying materials,
components, and services to industry in question,

SOURCE: Ronald E, Kutscher and Charles T. Bowman, "Industrial Uge of
Petroleum: Eifect on Employment"”, Monthly Labor Review (March,
1974), Table I,
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TABLE 2, U.S. ENERGY OUTPUTS IN 1973 AND PROJECTED .
OUTPUTS IN 1980 UNDER FEO INTERMEDIATE SCENARIO
(TRILLIONS OF BTUs)

1973 1980 Change 1973-1980
- . BTUs
- Petroleum : 21, 980 24,040 2,060
2
. Natural Gas 23,610 o2 460 -2,150,
L - N
Coal 14,630 21,290 6,660
Shale Git e-a-a 610 610
»
_ Solar Energy = ssa=e=  "==== eaee-
' 1/
™ Hydropower™ 2,900 3,610 . 710
Nuclear Power 800 7,370 6,570
TOTAL 63,920 78,380 14, 460
1/ Includes ihsignificant geothermal output in 1973, and 640 -
trillion BTU in 1980.
SOURCE: FEO, United States Energy Self-Sufficiency: An Assessment
of Technological Potential, (February 6, 1974), Appendix A,
Table 7. .
.
Gf\‘?
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While a number of industries are expected to expand'tbelr output ‘
and manpower requirements as a result of increased efforts to achieve
energy self~sufficiency, the National Planning Association study

. suggests that the search for new energy resources will have major

manpower implications for the'extractive industries (coal mining,

crude petroleum and natural gas extraction), petroleum refining, electric-
utilities, the construction of plant facilities and the manufacture of
engines and turbines. Overall, it {8 expected that employment in

these 6 industries would increase from 2.2 million in 1970 to just over 4
million by 1980, an increase of 81 percent, (Table 3) This compares with

" an increase of 22 percent in employment projected for- the total economy

during the same period. )/ Moreover, these increased manpower require-~
ments will cover a wide spectrum of occupations ranging from unskilled
laboring jobs and semi-skilled operatives to increased demand for high
level manpower, particularly the engineering professlons.

Extractive Industries. The search for alternative domestlc power
resources will result in a substantial expansion of job opportunities in

" industries engaged in the exploration, extraction and processing of

petroleum and ¢oal, Whtile in the short run, output and employment
requirements in coal mining are likely to be hampered by time constrants
for increasing plant facilities and the difficulties of rectuiting manpower

“resources, employment in this industry by 1980 may reach 200,000

workers, compared to 165,000 currently. This will involve the expansion
of both strip and underground mining (principally the former) culm bank

. ‘operations, dredging operations and a variety of supportlng industries

necessary for the required plant expansion particularly in the area of
mining equipment, ~Anthracite, bituminous and lignite mining are all

" expected to expand in e-mplovment with the major increases in bitu-

mirious operations,

Output and employment in the oil and gas extraction industry as
a whole are also expeécted to increase between now and 1980--involving
the .exploration, drllunq. oil and gas well operations and maintenance,
plant operations and extraction of oil from oil sands and 61l shale.
The output increase will be centered in the oil segment of the:industry.
Employment in this industry by 1980 could amount to 416,000 workers .

' “or slightly over 1-1/2 times current manpower requirements.

1/ "The United States Economy in 1985: Projections of GNP,

In;:o;ne Output, and Bmployment" Monthly Lgbgr gevieﬂ (December,
1973 .
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TA1_31;E 3. ESTIMATED I?MPLOYMENT IN SIX POSITIVELY AFFECTED

INDUSTRIES— BY OCCUPATION, 1970 AND 1980
2/ 3/ Change

1970~ 1980~ Number %,
Professional, techni
and kindred workers— 457, 203 761,000 303,797 69

(engineers) (124, 856) (252, 000) (127, 144)  (102)

Crafts and B
kindred workers 744, 332 1,385,000 ‘640,668 86
Operatives 422,170 715,000 292,830 69
Laborers » 243, 007 487,500 . 244,493 101
All others®”. 352, 143 663, 000 " 310,857 88
TOTAL 2,212,855 ° 4, 0il, 500 1,798, 645 81

1/ General Contractors (except Building); Manufacturing of
Engines and Turbines; Crude Petroleum and Natural Gas extraction;
Petroleum Refining; Electric Utilities; and Coal Mining.

2/ From 1970 Census.

3/ Corresponds to FEO Intermediate Scenario for Project
Independence

. 4/ Includes Managers and Administrators *

5/ Sales, Clerical, and Service Workers

SOURCE: National Planning Association
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Establishments engaged in petroleum refining-~-involving the
production of gasoline, kerosene, distillate fuel oils, residual fuel
ofls, lubricants and other products from crude petroleum--will also
result in Increased employment opportunities, While petroleum refining
1s a capital intensive industry and 1ts manpower requirements are
" relatively low, smployment is expected to expand substantially, amounting
“to a work force of 267,000 by 1980 or 40 percént higher than 1970,

The increased output of coal and greater reliance upon geothermal
and nuclear power will permit an expansion in employment of electiric
‘utilities (including government owned or operated facilities). Employ-
ment in this industry may reach 1 million workers, not quite double the
557,000 workers now working in this area.

*

Ut‘ility companies can be ‘expected 1ncreaslnqu to convert to or add
to their plant capacity through lear energy. According to the Atomic
Energy Comniiasion approximately 3% utility organizations are
" séheduled to have started commercial operation of at least one nuclear

" unit by 1980. 1/ 1f these construction schedules hold, thesa nuclear energy

_+ riore than in 1972. ‘ .

plants are expected to employ approximately 18, 500 workers, or 11,600

’ . . : ‘x:‘—-”_
The increased output of‘these industries should, in turn, result in
increased employment among industries which supply them, particularly
in construction and the manufacture of plant equipment.l

Employment amonq heavy construction. establishments is oxpected to
- increase substantially, particularly in the areas of hydroelectric plant
construction, caisson drilling, dam and dike construction, -dredging,
‘earth moving, electric.light and power plant construction, and ofl
‘. refinery .construction. ' Jobs in the general construction industries are
expected to increase.to .slightly over 2 million workers by 1980, more
than double the number-of. jobs in 1970.

In the manufacturing sector the production of engines and turbines
is expsected to increase materially over the.1970 decade in response to.
the development-of increased electri¢ utility output and 8lso )
to the construction requirements associated w th mining and petroleum
extraction and refining, Employment in this industry is oxpected to
inereasé to 150,000 by 1980, from 110, 000 in 1970.

- tility Staffing and Training for Nuclear Power, Publlcgtlon '
. "WASH - 1130 (Revised), June 1973, page 22, Table V-2.
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The NPA study suggests that these industries will require substantial
increases in all skill levels with about 3 out of 10 jobs expected to be
generated between 1970-80 concentrated ,among operatives and laborers
(particularly in construction contracting). Employment of skilled blue
collar workers is also anticipated to rige substantially--increasing by
640, 000 workers and accounting for more than one-third of the increased
demand for manpower in these industries. Demand for professional,
technical and kinared workers is also expected to be up substantially

- (totaling 761,000 or 60 percent greater than 1970) with double the number

of engineers expected to be working in these industries by 1980. Most

©  of this latter increase will be concentrated in general contracting companies,

particularly for éngineers.

.
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IV. CURRENT PROGRAM INITIATIVES AND RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR FURTHER AD'IINI ‘

With the Intensification of the fuel shortage problem m October-1973,
- the Department of Labor initiated a broad-gauged program addressad to

the employment effects of the shortags situation. "Major élements of the
program are already underway and other measures are being developad for
near=-térm lmplementation. The program involves: (a) equipping State
employment security agencies to provide tinemployment compensation:

(b) orienting manpowar training and publlc service emoloyment program
sponsors to ald in the reemployment of displacad ‘workers; (¢) supplementing
our data and analytic resources to vrovide improved intelligenca on energy-
related employment effects; and (d) structuring within tha Department a
specialized information and staff network to perm!t more rapid responsé to
emerging employment prohlems. .

Current mg;latlves

ation. The Department has taken steps
to assure that employment security agencies in States now experiencing
rising volumes of unemployment insurance claims, in part, due to
fuel shortages and related factors, are adequately staffed to process
the significant increase in unemployment insurance claims that have
resulted, A deficiency apportionment by the Office of Management
and Budget has enablaed the Department to authorize these agencies
to hire additional personnél to process the increased number of
claimants in these areas, pending Congresslonal action on a budget
supplement, .

Placement and Job Information §ervicgé. The 2,400 local offices

of the State employment security agencies occupy a key position in

the Department's response to energy-related unemployment by making
available placement and counseling services and job search information
to displaced workers, State employment security agencies are also ’
tmportant sources of information on the impact that shortages are
having on local unemployment.

Due to innovations in the use of computers, employment service
offices are better equipped to provide more efficient agsistance to large
numbers of jobless workers than they have during previous periods of
increased unemployment. Job Banks, which computerize and make
availabla to jobseekers, in printed form, information on all job
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openings which employers list with the employment service in a State
or metropolitan area now are operational in geographic areas that
~account for three-quarters of the U.8. population. FPorty Job Banks
now provide information on a Statewide basis; Job Banks in twelve
other States are in varlous stages of development, providing job .
{nformation for a Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) or

part of a State. By making information readily accessible directly to
job applicants, the Job Bank$ permit a more efficient uge of the avail~
able employment service /s,t‘aff resources, .

A

: /
Mahpower Training and Public Service Employment. Tha
Comprehensive Employment and Training Act of 1973 (CETA)
will provide States and eligible city and county governments with greatly

increased flexibility to provide training and trangitional public service
employment to persons in their areas who are unemployed for energy-
related as well as other reasons. - i

Under Title I, which is scheduled for funding by July 1, 1974, State
and local Prime Sponsors will receive-grants to establish comprehensive
manpower programs for the unemployed and underemployed in their-areas.
The program "mix", determined at local discretion, may consist of
skills training, work experience, transitional public service employment,
and other manpower services, designed to meet specific local unemploy-
ment problems. The Department of Labor is mounting an extensive tech-
nical assistance program to aid Prime Sponsors in establishing and effective-
ly implementing their local comprehensive manpower programs under Title 1.
As part of that affort, guidance and information will be provided to State

- and local governments to sensitize Prime Sponsors to the manpower
implications of the energy ctisis. - .

- Title II of CETA, which authorizes funds for arsas of substantial
unemployment, is likely to have the most immediate and pervasive effect
on the problem of energy-induced unemployment. The President's
budget requests $250 million for FY 1974 and $350 million for. FY 1975
for carrying out this program. This Title, scheduled-for implementation
‘as soon as Congress providas the requested appropriations, will
provide funds for subsidized public employment opportunities and
manpower services for unemployed workers in areas that have unemploy~
ment rates in excess of 6.5 percent for three consecutive months.

Many of the areas in which employment has been adversely affected

by fual shortages will receive funds under this provision of CETA.

Twenty percent of CETA Title 1I funds-~$50 million in FY 1974
and $70 million in FY 1975--are reserved to the Secretary to be distributed
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"in his discretion taking into account the severity of unemployment
within such areas." The Secretary has made the decision that, among

- the areas to which these funds will be allocated, will be areas that become
» ., .eligible, after the base allocation is made, due to increased unemploy-

ment and areas, already eligible, which experience large increases in

. thetr unemployment.rate. Energy shortages are likely to be factors in

such unemployment rate increases,

The Department will also assist in efforts to develop dnd utm.ze
new sources of energy supply as part of the President's "Project
Independence", In February 1974, the Secretary announced that $3.6

‘million, assembled from several funding sources, would be made avail-

able to enable the State of Alaska to start tralntng lts unemployed for
jobs needed to bu!ld the Alaska pipellne. ’

Labgg r‘ggcg and Da;a gnd gesearcb. An important——and earlywresponse'

' :‘ by the Department to the emerging energy shortage and its employment
-effacts was to augment several data collection series to identify.these

effects, Several of the Department's major data series, as noted in

‘Section I, have been modified to provide information on the employment

effects of the energy crisis, These data§ser1es are described in the Appendix.
4
In addition, staff research was initiated to provida a better
understanding of how changes in the energy supply/demand situation wm )
affect future employmant. Two major efforts in this context are underway: '

Inter. rmation r a ;gg 8. The Bureau
of Labor Statistics ongolng work on economic growth projections and
manpower impact analysis is based on the uge of input-output tables
to trace interindustry relationships and -manpower implications of
changes in one part of the economy on other industries, directly or
indirectly. This information ig being used in a study to datermine '
the extent to which industries are dependent, directly or indirectly,

- on various categories of energy. This information on the energy-
intensiveness of industries--the initial findings were utilized in -
this report--will be used in making inferences from the industry data
on employmant, hours of work, and unemployment as to whethet such
changes may be related to energy shortages. sy

~-  The study will also provide estimates of the potentia} effect -
on occupations, by the use of occupational -industry tablés which
contain information on the detailed: occupauonal compositlon of
about 200 industries.
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From data that have been developed from the 1970 Census,
occupational impact will be identified for individual States and SMSA's
with-a population of 250,000 or more, providing the industry employ~
ment effects of energy shortages can be 1dentified for those areas,

Man pgﬁgg implications of alternative energy outlooks, This study
by the Department of Labor will develop projections of interindustry
relationships and manpower requirements by industry and occupations

under alternative assumptions regarding energy availability, Using
new energy program strategies developed by the Federal Energy Office
and other sources, the.study will attempt to project manpower require~
ments for near term (1976-77) and long term (1980 and 1985), These
strategies will ‘Include expanding existing sources of energy, develop-
ing new sources such as solar heat, ol shale and coal gasification,
and reducing demand through energy conservation programs. Finally,

. the study will éxamine the impact of changing energy supplies and the

alternative self-sufficiéncy strategiss on expenditures by consumers, -

. government and business and on exports and imports.

The Manpower Administration is supporting the preparation of a
research monograph, at the University of Illinois, on changing manpower
requirements in selected industries and occupatlons associated with
projected shifts in energy resources.

Departmental Energy Coordinating Efforts. To insure that the ‘

Department's resources were effectively and rapidly deployed to meet
.the manpower problems generated by the energy crisis, the Department

established, in November 1973, a National Energy Coordinating
Committee, consisting of senior Department officials from all program

areas, and Regional Energy Coordinating Committees under the Chair-
‘manship of the Regional Director in each of its 10 regional- cities.
‘Regional committees report important developinents to the National

Committee, which meets regularly to discuss problems and propose
solutions, P

Department officials have met with representatives of labor
and mduantam their cooperation in these efforts and to seek
their suggestions for further actions that can be taken, The :

" Departmant is also keeping the Federal Energy Office (FEO)

apprised of unemployment patterns as they appear to relate to the

" energy shortag he Department is sharing information with FEO

on adverse emp. ent affects and’, “consistent with the President's-
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stated policy, is seel&ing to assure that petroleum allocation

-decisions will alleviats these problems as much as possible. FEO

also 1s being furnished with information and advice on amployment
problems that will have an impact on future allocation decisions,

“including those connected with worker transportation to and from

the job in various parts of the country. The Department is also-
working closely with FEO in planning for future énergy resources

" . development to assure that, in thig process, manpower tmpucations

are deftned ancl consideréds :

Partlcular attention is being focused on the extent of energy
layoffs in the auto industry, including the number and kinds of

_péople affected and the long-run prospects for new-job ereation in

the auto and related industries. A special task. forcé has been set

’ up to céordinate the Dapartment' s efforts in approaching the problems
. of thig lndustry. The group includes senior National Offics and

Region V officials; and representatlves ‘of Governors' officas and

" employment security agencies in key States. .

‘Efforts are also being coordmated with other Federal agencies in
several special problem areas of interagency concern. For examples
officlals from, the Department's National Office and regions, as wall
as from the Agriculture Departmerit, Federal Energy Office and Office
of Economic Opportunity, are exploring solutions to fuel oroblems

- affecting migrant workers. Among its concerns are seeking ways to

insure that sufficlent gasoline ts available to-these workers to enable

: them to travel to and from work

To determine the impact of energy shortages and possible gas
rationing on the working poor and other economically disadvantaged.
groups, the Department, OEO, and DHEW staff are examining what
information is already available and what data could be obtained in

. order to appropriately assess this problem.

Recomniendations .

Current manpower, programs provide a wide range of tools to
address problems of unemployment, including those associated -

_with energy shortages. The Administration has proposed to Congress

a'series of measures that will enable the Pederal Government, the - -
States and localitius to more effectively utilize these tools to assist
unemployed workers. It is recommended that C:ongress act promptly
on these proposals, as well as other measures deslgned to achieve
the long-range objectlve of energy self-sufﬂciency in the United
States,
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1. The Secretary of Labor has asked Congress to augment unemploy-
ment insurance benefits up to an additional 13 weeks in areas of high. o
. joblessness and to provide up to 26 weeks of benefits in those areas
to persons not otherwise eligible for benefits under present unemployment
. ingurance laws, While these extended benefits would not be limited to
workers whose unsmployment s tnduced by fuel shortages, enactment

- of the legislation would provide this additional unemployment compen=
sation to workers advarsely affected by the energy shortage who live in
areads whaere, because of high levels of unemployment, it may take fonger
to:find new jobs, The proposed legislation-~the Job Security Assistance
Act--would also permanently expand unemployment insurance coverage

" to workers ifi large agricultural establishmants and set a basic standard
of adequacy for computing weekly benefit amounts undér State unemploy~

" ment trsurance ptrograms..

The new federally financed benefits to be established under the

Act would be in addition to the usual 26 weeks of regular benefits under
State law and an additional 13 weeks of extended benefits payable under

~ the Federal-State program when statewide or national tnsured unemploy=-
ment is high., Under the new program, benefit payments would be
“triggered on" for an area if the ares's insured unemployment averaged
4.5 percent or more for 13 weeks or if it averaged 4 percent or more and
the area experienced an increase of 20 percent or more insured unemploy -~
ment since the corregponding period between October 1972 and September
1873. Insured unemployment is based on unemployment compensation
claims and the rates are generally 1-1/2 to 2 percentage points below the
more familiar total unemployment rates, The bill would provide benefits
of up to 26 weeks for workers in such areas who are not eligible for

- benefits because they work in industries not covered by the unemploy-
ment insurance system. This program would terminate on June 30, 1975,

. "2, Under the Comprehensive Employment and Training Act,
as has been noted, a broad array of programs and services can ba
undertaken by the States and local areas to assist their citizens.
Title II of the Act involves special allocations to areas of substantial
unemployment for which $250 million was reguested as a supplemental
for FY.1974 in the President’'s Budget transmitted February 4, 1974, °
An additional $350 million is requested for FY 1975. ‘Prompt
Congressional action is recommendad on the appropriations for
implementation of the FY 1974 portion of Title II,

. In addition, approval is recommended for the Administration’s
supplemental budget request to permit the hiring of additional State
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staff in FY 1974 to process an unemployment insurance workload

~ which has risen s'igtilflcantly vince tha beginning "of’t'hé fiscal year,

-3, Favorahla actlon is also recommended on the Administration's
proposals; -currently before the Congress which would permit forward
steps in developing energy resources. These proposals involve methods
of encouraging exploration of oil, natural gas, and minerals, as well as
the.mining of coal; ¢reation of centralized {nformation, research, and
development programs rélated to-energy; and establishment of admiin-

- istrative mechanisms, including a new Department of Enerqy and Natural ~
Resources. to provide comprehensive management of energy and related

concerns, - Such. moasures would improve the energy situation and
thereby help t6 alleviate the correspondtng problems whlch the current”
shortage has generated.
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APPENDIX
- Description of Sources of Data -

MANPOWER ADMINISTRA TION

ES<210, Initial and Continued Claims for Unemployment
Insu‘i'ance Under State Programs.,

. The ES-210 report is filed weekly by all State employment
security agencies except Guam, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands,
It contains counts of ihitial claims for ugemployment insurance
(first claims subject to verification to determine if the applicants
qualify for a benefit), and continued claims (the count of the insured
unémployed, to whom benetits are being paid). A complete
description is available in the Employment Security Manual, 2000-2199.

On November 21, 1973, State agencies were asked to submit
a special ES-210 report to note those claims which were energy-
related. The following definition is used as the basis for determiding
whether reported claims are energy related:

1. Claimants laid off due to a shortage of energy (or

- petroleum) used in the production process, distribution,

sales, and for maintenance of the estabhshment from
which they were laid off;

2. Claimants laid off due to shortage of supplies and
materials, such supplies or materials being a result
of energy shortages affecting their former employer;

3. Claimants laid off due to a slackened demand for the
former employer's production or service because of a
change in consumption patterns attributable to the
energy shortage; . -

4. Claimants whose unemployment stems from lack of
transportation to work, resulting from petroleum shortages.

These criteria are applied to individual claims from information
obtained from the claimant and which is not generally verified with
the employer : ‘

These data are the most current information available about
energy- -related unemployment and are received in the national office
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“within 10 days of their occurance. They provide State detall on insured
unemployment and initial claims, with a qualitative indication of
. the industries affécted, However, the data do have the following
" limitations. The Ul system does not cover the entire labor force;
about 75 percent is presently covered. The major sectors not covered
are agriculture, self-employment, State and local government employ~
ment, and domestic services. In addition the date excludes workers who
have not been employed long enough to have acquired sufficient wage
credits to become eligible for benefits and worketrs who have exhausted
‘ benefits. Another shortcoming concerns the fact that while coverage
' has recently been extended to small establishments, many employers
. are not aware of their newly covered status or have neglected to file
with the Ul office. Consequently, their workers would not'bé reflected-
in the claims staistics, Overall, a“general methodology problem is
" the dimculty of accurately attributing Ul ¢laims to energy-related’

causes as.distinct from other factors associated with economic slowdown,‘

»

ES-235, Report of Mass Layoff

The ES-235 report originally was designed to provide information

on impending or anticipated mass layoffs of 500 or more workers
or at least 1/2 percent of the local labor force.. The report provides
information on the establishment laying off workers, the nature of
layoffs and the number and.skill characteristics of those laid off, and
workforte data for the area affected by the layoff; évaluates the

" impact of the layoff on the community. and the workers! prospects
for reemployment; and details the local office's plans for coping
with the layoff. Addlnonal information is contained in the ES Manual,
7200-7394, )

‘On November 21, 1973, regional offices wereé instructed to -

_collect from all State ES Agencies data on energy-related mass
layoffs, generally following the definitional ‘guldelines for energy
attributed layoffs in line with the ES-210 report, Energy :
layoffs of 50 or more are to be reported, and the reports are
submitted weekly by the State agencies to ensure their timéliness,
This report has the advantage of prdviding information on
energy related layoffs by detailed industry (at the 4-digit SIC level),
with skills or occupations of the workers involved (often with
juantitative breakdowns), by specific labor areas. However, this
serigs also is limited in several ways. It covers only large
‘txrms in the labor. market; small establishments of less than 50
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employees, as well as the entire construction industry, are excluded,

" 1In fact, the vast majority of reports reflect accomplished layoffs;

advance reporting is voluntary and rare. For these reasons, theé
report should be taken as an indication of general effects and general
magnitudes within the large, mass-production or large-scale
operation sector of the economy. Like the ES-210, there is a
problem of verifying that layoffs are in fact due to energy shortages
and not due to other factors.

- The'Labor Area Summary (LAS) is a monthly narrative
summary of economic conditions in the 150 major labor market areas.
The LAS was not used in this report as the information available

‘from it related only to December and Novembeér; but it is felt that

this could be a valuable source of information for the Department's .
continuing appraisal of the energy situation. It has the disadvantage

" of 4 much longer lag than the claims and mass layoff data. Additional

information may be found in ES Manual; 9000-9299.

BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS

Current Employment Statistics Program (BLS 790)

This cooperative Federal-State program provides current
mionthly data on employment, hours, and earnings of workers in
nonagricultural establishments based on reports from a sample of
160, 000 employers. Data are tabulated for over 400 industries
nationally, and for important industries in each State and over 220
local areas. This program provides the most comprehensive
information on industry payroll employment and hours of work.

Beginning in December 1973, the Bureau of Labor Statistics
has been soliciting comments from employers reflecting®the direct
irpact of energy shortages. The information was of two types.

L. Activity curtailed due to inability of the reporting
establishment to obtain sufficient supplies of petroleum-
based products (materials, parts, components, etc.)
for use or sale in operations, excluding those which
are used for power,

2, Activity curtailed due to inability of the reporter to
obtain sufficient supplies of fuel or electrical energy.

These data have been tabulated for the total November- -
February period, .
' - 33 -
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Because these are sample data, they contain sampling variability.

which increases as finer industry classifications are chosen; and ’
small changes may reflect only this variability. . They are avallable
ohly with a one-month lag. Finally, théy are seasonally adjusted;
‘this process is most suspect during the winter months when weather
changes can exert strong inﬂuences. ’

Labor Turnover Statistics Program (DL 1219) is very similar
. fo the 790, except that data are based on a sample of about 40, 000
manufacturing establishments and published for 215 industries.
Information foF manufacturing is published for 37. States and 93
areas. Monthly turnover figures include total sccessions, new
hires, total separatlons, quits, and layoffa.

Comments from employers reflecting the direct impact of
" enexgy shortages have also been transmitted for this seriee, and
are identical with those for the BLS 790 survey. . :

Current Populahon Survey (CPS)

The household survey (47, 000 household sample) provides

basic information on the labor force, employment, and unemploy-
ment status of the population 16 years and over. It is also the.basic
source of information on characteristics of the unemployed by
reason, demographic characteristics, duration of unemployment,
full-tithe, part-time status. Because the survey.is based oh personal
interviews, it is rhore difficult to obtain objective and reliable - ‘
‘information on the extent to which respondents or members of their
families have lost jobs bécause of energy shortages. Consequently,
‘no special code or question has been introduced at this time.
_However, when use? in combination with other information, the
household survey ¢ be used to make inferences about the extent

of energy-»related changes.

Further in{otmation on these three statistical series is
contained in BLS Handbook of Methods, BLS Bulletin 1711 (1971).

Input Output Table

. The input- output table has been used extensively in helpmg
: detetmine which industries are likely to be affected by petroleum
shortages and 18 especially useful because it shows which Andustries
. buy from and sell to every other industry in the economy. For given
. products or inputs, such as petroleum, input-ontput tables can be
‘uaed to determine not only direct'use by an: lndustry but alsb the ‘

. -310-“




e.x

91

: }1nd'lrect use, i.e., the amount of the input which is embodied in the
- other products which the industry buys, ' . ‘

‘The BLS Input-output matrix has the ability to trace petroleum
* use for 125 industries. This table is based essentiglly on work

done by the Department of Commerce. in 1963; to the extent possible

: the,co‘etficiénts in the 1963 table have been updated to 1970, although

tYhe‘ updating is approximate in some instances.

a5
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TABLE A, PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF ENERGY-RELATED MASS LAYOFFS BY

SELECTED STATES, REPORTING PERIODS ENDING MARCH 7, 1974

Cumulative
State Jan. 10 Jan, 24 Feb., 7 Feb, 21 ] Mar, 7 No, Pct,
All Smu;n {(numbers) |21, 759 10,742 | 23,297 | 20,645 | 34,569 03, 412 L/
_ California L9 9.3 L9 2.8 | 3,721 3.3
Florida 1.6 J 4.1 4.9 0.5 | 2,490 |2.2
‘Indiana 1.0 25.5 1.9 6.8 1.'5“ 1, 902 10, 5
Itlinols 8.0 0,5 7.0 5.0 | 4,182 |3.7
_ Kansas 27.4 L7 10.1 0.7 | o6 |u,2atg. 0t
‘Michigan --- 9.3 39.9 29.1 | 33.7 27,950 |24.6
Missouri 8.1 0.3 0.3 5.1 ’ 3,623 |3.2
New York 25.2 9.0 9.9 4.6 | 8,447 | 7.5
Ohtt;’ 20.0 1.5 4.9 28.4 4.8 17,710 15.6
Tennessee o 6.4 119 - 5.2 0.6 2,872 2.5
) Wisconsin 8.9 2.6 3.4 e L2 | 3,420 ]3.0
All Others 16.6 12,5 6.6 5.7 | 2307 15,848 |14.0

1/ Includes Z,'doo‘layoﬁu reported before January 10, 1974 reporting period.

NOTE: Percentages may not add to100,0 due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.,S., Department of Labor, Manpower Administration,

PU S

e

- 36 -



93

TABLE B, !NB!IGY RELATED CONTINUED CLAIMS, NUMBER AND A8 A PERCENT OF
AL - INSURED UNEMPLOYMENT

Weak Ending Week Ending Week Ending .
ecember 1 1973 |. Febru. 197 Feb. 23, 1974
2 L 2 A3 L)
; i 2.669

. 4. ' 398 %:%

1.9 353 2.0 353 1.9 -
0.6 5,466 4.4 5,801 4.7
New Hampshire 101 2.1 1,200 14.4 1,200 14.0
Rhode I8land.icecsces === m— 1,519 7.4 1,753 8.5
- Vernmonteseessssossce 58 0.9 122 1.5 164 1.9
REGION 1t 118 Qs 19,750 A..g. o2
New JOrsoyY.sessesees  INA INA 8,395 5., 6,082 3.9
New YOrKsessoesssacs 2,175 1.0 11,059 3.9 10,166 3.3
Puorto RiCO.sevssnes === ——— 296 0.5 615 1.0
wgiggin Islands.eeces —;- ——— ;-.. ——— ” - -

X j844 1.4 g
Delawaresssssnscases g'“% B 23’:'% 2,140 26.

District of Columbia 3 [} 53 0.6 60 0.7
Marylan@ecececeensae === —-—— 1,365 3.9 1,784 4.8
Pannsylvania..essees 1,000 0.8 10,621 5.9 10,300 5.7
virginia,scesaseeses 365 4.4 844 5.2 1,005 5.7
West Virginia..ieeee 75 0.5 1,446 6.6 1,960 8.4
REGION IV 2,416 1.8 g.& 5.1
Alabama .secesessenss 250 1.4 1,814 4 841 3.2
Floridacsicescacesans 362 1.2 1,531 3.7 1,330 3.3
GEOrgiasessssseevsse 200 1.2 1,620 6.7 963 © 3.8
Kentucky seseoessssose 300 1.6 1,252 4.2 1,204 4.1
Miasissippl ceccocses 499 7.1 1,144 9.5 1,013 8.3
North Carolina..cses 300 2.7 1,104 3.6 1,113 3.7
South Carolina..sees === - 243 1.6 327 2.1
TONNeSSEE s sossasrses _ 165 3.2 2,862 7.0 4,563 10.8

RBOION v 2 ;52,59% 244 ),g,zgé 23.6
11linois . cannas . 0 é:% 4,281 4.0 3,92 3.5
. 3,257 13.0 12,319 23.4 13,930 25.0
. 800 0.8 114,000 52.4 113,000 51.6
88 0.2 77 1.4 890 1.6
cee 2,000 3.8 7,000 6.0 5,000 4.4
. Egiggo{;;m‘.......... 335, } 12)41 11,130 16.9 8,012 14.2
. R L.é ‘ 2.%&%
. Arkansaa............ ——— —— % 2. 9 H
18 0,1 1L 0.9 N 381 - 1.1
58 . 0.7 199 1.7 224 1.9
40 0.3 650 3.6 800 4.6
Ru‘f%}n‘a‘;ﬁ...........‘. ——- — 342 0.8 348 0.8
TOWA cesservrenenssns g‘:—} 2,20 Jl'o.a 2,932 ).4%

Kansas ,ceeovaacasess 156 7.3 4,684 23.4 4,742 25.5
MigBoUrs covesacasess 100 0.3 4,275 7.5 4,240 7.7
© Nebraska..essesesees’ 146 1.9 243 1.9 307 2.4
REGION VIIX . 234 Q1 629 lad P
COlOradO sasvsredtose === ww= 74 0.4 381 2.1
MONtaNa sesessssscses 40 0.6 144 1.4 133 1.4
North Dakota.ieseves === —— 22 0.3 46 0.7
south Dakota,....... 48 1.8 151 3.4 155 3.6
Utsh o eusseisessocsss 124 1.3 238 1.6 290 2.0
REGYON 1% '”'“"1,2582 32 e 10,405 2.8
Arizond su.eseaccecns 6"'3' A T """%1 -
California..oeeeeess 934 0.4 8,071 2.7 9,383 2.9
G“m'. wodeesse - - —— - - -—
Hawall . eveavueaeves 50 0.4 500 3.7 500 3.1
ng:&d;.............. 202 2.1 542 z_; 522 4.0
Alaska , .. opiisscnse gg% 0.1 aan  me- ; %:%
b weenbescasessrs 24 0.3 435 0.1 Co.273 0 2.4
OF@UON ,,veeinssasnes 3870 147 1,055 2.4 1,051 2.4
Washington .......... 250° 0.4 ] 2,060 2.7 2,400 3.1
2 Ayailables --- means
m A I"ﬁ“ﬁ:ﬁ%ﬂ‘:mg ¥ i’labor?'lﬂanpower Ad:sfnfstratxon
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TABLE C. EMPLOYMENT AND AVERAGE WEEKLY HOURS. SEASONALLY ADJUSTED, FOR SELECTED INDUSTRIES POSSIBLY
Al CRIStS

FFECTED BY THE ENERGY

Al cmopioyees (In thowsands) Average weekly hours
Nov. Jan.’ Change X change Nov, Jan,
1973 19747 Nov.-Jas. Nov.-Jan | 1973 1974°  Nov. -Jan.
16,629 76,520 -15¢ -2 - - -
Q.60 62,622 -219 .3 3 36.7 -4
1,642 1,061 -2t -9 37. 35.4 -1.8
T64 746 -18 -2.4 41.9 38.1 -3.8
1,856 1,828 -28 ~LS 3.7 35.7 -2.0
212 213 1 .5 40.4 39.7 -7
- 10 104 3 3.0 41.4 41.5 -1
630 619 ~11 -L.7 43.9 41.3 2.6
87 89 2z .3 42.4 2.2 2
22 219 -3 ~L4 43.7 42.9 -.8
97 98 1 1.0 40.7 39.7 -1.0
1,043 1.044 X .1 42.0 41.7 -3
190 192 2 .1 43.0 42.5 ~.5
361 359 -2 -6 40.1 39.7 “d
580 580 o [] 4.8 45.3 -5
272 270 -2 -7 38.6 38.5 -1
1,078 1,077 -1 -1 2.2 41.7 -5
349 368 19 5.4 3.2 3.5 .3
216 218 2 -9 4.4 32.4 2.0
741 T54 13 1.8 41.6 416 o
619 573 -46 ~7.4 37.2 3.9 -3
a8 37 -1 - ¥ 37.3 37.0 -3
410 405 -5 L2 35. 35.3 -.3
27 27 -3 o 44.5 4.3 3.2
76 74 -2 ~2.6 43.3 42.9 =4
250 282 -8 -3.2 @.2 39.9 -2.3
122 122 ] o 41.6 40.9 -7
152 143 -9 5.9 37.5 36.9 -6
944 284 -60 6.4 42.. 40.5 1.3
518 509 -9 ~L7 4L3 40.7 -6
187 185 -2 -1 40.0 38.3 L7
152 127 =25 ~16. 4 37.4 3.6 -2
180 176 -5 2.2 38.1 36.8 -L3
140 142 2 .4 45.2 44.3 -9
377 379 2 -5 39.6 39.2 -4
238 240 2 -8 38.3 37.9 -4
828 96 -32 -39 39.8 39.9 -1
2,852 2,860 -2 -l 29.7 25.4 -3
908 79 -25 -2.8 32.9 32.8 -1
164 168 4 2.4 40.3 39.8 -5
3 ‘ 267 20 3 L1 43.6 433 -3
353 [~ aad Related Mach Y
+ {iacledes mining and drilling) . 32¢ 325 ] -3 40.0 42.0 2.0
Pp = prelimimary.
SOURCE: U. S. Deparument of Labor. Bureas of Labor Saatiatice
. = *
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OF DECEMBER THROUGH MARCH 7.

ENERGY-RELATED MASS LAYOPPS BY INDUSTRY AND OCCUPATION, REPORTS

“Percent:aqa of workers who were
Production
T“‘ll“‘“:t ' workers [ Machinists
, : Ayoffs  llasgemblersd’ | Machine | and other
. . - |[instailers loperatorsl/ skilledd/
L4 e Industfx Nurker Perasnt
enexal Bu ng
. Contractors 65 0.1 - - 100.0
16 Heavy Construction
Contractors 562 0.5 - L -
22 Textile Mill pro-
ducts 182 0.1 — 81.8 -
23 Apparel & other
. Textile Products 987 0.9 - - -
24 Wood & Lumber Pro=-
duots 271 0.2 14.8 7.7 7.4
25 Furniture & Fixtures 809 0.7 86.8 12, -
26 Paper & Allied Pro-
ducts 2039 1.8 97.4 - --
28 Chemicals & Allied 878 0.5 - - -
. 29 Petroleum & Coal ) ‘
Products 529 0.5 62,2 18.9 -
30 Rubber & Plastic
Produots 4256 3.7 92.3 - -
31 Leather Products 116 0.1 - - -,
32 8tone, Clay, Glass 553 0.5 - - -
33 Primary Metals 8781 8.1 20.4 .- -
34 Frabricated Metals 17219 18,2 71.3 18.8 2,6
35 Machines, Except '
Eleotrical 4978 4.4 75.1 10.4 -
36 Blectrical Machines 10612 9.4 6 - 18.6
. 371 Motor Vehiocles & .
Equipment 44526 39.3 93,5 3.0 0.1
372 Adrcraft & Parts 3333 2.9 1.2 18.4 0.8
37 Except 371 & 372 :
(Other Transporta~ '
tion Equipment) 5922 8.2 49.7 3.9 1.3
38, Instruments &
Related 1400 1.2 100.0 - -
39 Miscellaneocus )
Manufacturing 213 0.2 100,0 - -
42 Trucking &
Warehousing 914 0.8 - - -
4% Air Transport 6546 5.8 35,1 we 16.1
58 Eating & Drinking
» Places 144 0.1 - - -
79 Miscellaneous
Tourist Services 910. 0.8 - - -
113,412 100,0 77,5 5,5 3.2
A NOTE: Percentages in Column 2 may not add to 100.0 due to rounding.

Percentages of layoffs for which.occupationa were quantified,

OURCE: Manpower Administration,. U. 8. Department of Labor.
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197% - FEBRUARY 1974, smsquuq ADJUSTED

Nusber unemployed . !heq‘»iny‘gau: rate
try md - (In thousands) o
Nov. | Dec. | Jan. | Feb. | Nov. to Feb.| Hov.| Dec. | Jan.| Feb. | Nov. to Feb. -
. 1973 | 1973 | 19726 | 1974 change 1973| 1973 | 1974f 1974 { p,0,

Total (all civilian workers).| 4,264 | 4,364 | 4,732 | 4,753 489 &7} 4.8} s5.2] 5.2 .5

Industry .

Nonagricultural private wage
and salary.ceeceeeceeceeeaq) 3,155 | 3,280 | 3,471 | 3,521 366 4.8} 5.0} s5.3] 5.4 .6
Construction.ceoccccsnccnss 416 375 421 366 -50 9.1 8.2 9.1 7.9 -1.2
Manufacturing.ccecccccccces 942 939 { 1,113 | 1,151 209 4.3) 4.3} 5.1} 5.3 ¢ 1.0

Durable g00dS-cccsccssccs 471 498 639 646 175 - 3.6 3.9 5.0 5.1 1.5

Noudurable goods«--cc---- 471 441 474 505 34 5.3 4.9} 5.3] 5.7 -4
Transportation and public

utilities.cccccccracccenn 151 153 164 150 -1 3.1 3.1} 2.9 31 —_—
Wholesale and retail trade- 851 965 987 954 103 5.4f 6.1] 6.1] 6.0 " .6
Finance and service........ 770 826 793 881 1 4.3 4.6 4.5 4.9 .6

Sccupation .

White collar workers.........| 1,172 | 1,327 { 1,390 | 1,347 175 2.8 3.1 3.2 3.2 -4
Professional snd technical. 254 287 | 306 256 .2 2.1 2.3 2.5 2.0 -.1
Managers and administrators 113 125 163 163 - 50 1.2 1.4 1.7 1.8 .6
Sales workexg..cccscecconce 186 249 223 235 49 33 4.5 4.0 4.2 <9
Clerical workers.--cc-eceee 619 656 698 693 74 4.0} 43 4.51 &5 .5

Blue collar workers.--«-..-.-| 1,729 | 1,653 | 1,931 ] 1,939 210 5.4 5.2 6.0 6.1 .7
Craft aad kindred..-+c..... 467 375 456 -4 3.9 3.2 3.8 3.9 b
Operatives-cccccscnscaceccs 862 877 { 1,063 | 1,019 157 5.6f 5.8 7.0{ ' 6.8 1.2
Ronfarm lsborers----ccc.-.- 400 401 418 457 57 8.6 8.3 8.4} 9.3 .7

Service workers.csecccecccece 699. 744 649 725 26 5.9 6.2} 5.5{ 6.1 , +2

Parm WOrkerseccececcccscennce 74 76 63 72 -2 ‘2.3 2.4) 19f 2.1 -2

GOVerUment.....veeeeeeeeecaes] 356 | 348 | 346} 406 50 2.5] 2.5] 2.5) 28 3

i

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics
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TABLE F. UNENPLOTMENT AMONG SELECTED WORKER. GROUPS, NOVEMBER 1973 - FESEWARY 197h, SPASEALLY ADJUSTED

Unemsployment rate
. (In thousands) .-
Worker groups )
. Bov.| Dec. | Jm. | Feb.| Bov. to Feb.| Hov.| Dec. | Jan. | Peb. | Hov. to Een.
1973 1973 | 1976 | 197% change 1973| 1973 1974} 1974 change
¢ ALl wOrkerS..cuccueecenceeas.| 4,254 | 4,364 | 4,732 | 4,753 499 4.7{ 4.8{ 5.2 5.2 .5
& N
" Adult men..cceeeeieeeeeeeecf 1,500 1,526 § 2,712 | 1,783 282 3.0} 3.0} 3.4 3.5 .5
Adulf VOWED..ocoeveaee..saa} 1,679} 1,573 | 1,624 | 1,607 128 474 s.0} s.2{ s.1 4
TeenaGErS.ccveonananceaaas | 1,276 § 1,265 | 1,407 | 1,363 89 14.5} 16.4] 15.6.] 15.3 .8
Whitle.oorceeeccencaanaeeeaa ] 3,336 | 3,481 ] 3,761 | 3,768 434 421 44} 47 4 .5
Negro and other raceS...... 911 888 986 950 39 8.9 8.6 9.4} 9.2 .3
4 -
. Housebold beads......c.....{ 1,465 | 1,469 | 2,546 | 1,553 88 2.8} 2.8} 30| 3.0 .2
Married meD....cececceceaes ) 862 872 938 977 115 2.1 2.2} 2.3 2.4 .3
Full-time workers..........{ 3,325 { 3,401 | 3,616 | 3,627 302 &3] 4.4} &7 4.7 4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Labor, Buresu of Lsbor Statistics
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STATEMENT OF HENRY ROTHELL, ADMINISTRATOR OF THE TEXAS
EMPLOYMENT COMMISSION BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON FI.
NANCE; U8, SENATE ON COMPENSATION FOR UNEMPLOYMENT
RELATED T0 THE ENERGY CRISIS, ACCOMPANIED BY ROSS
MORGAN, ADMINISTRATOR, EMPLOYMENT DIVISION, STATE OF
OREGON '

Senator Byrn, The next witness will be Mr, Henry Rothell, adrmin-
istrator, Texas Employment Commission and president, Interstate
Conference of Employment Security Agencies, accomllmmed by
Mr. Ross Morgan, administrator, Oregon Employment Division.

Before you begin, Mr. Heartwell’s letter says, “Mr, Henry Rothell,
the administrator in Texas and the president of the Interstate Con-
ference of Employment Security Agencies is testlfginlg before your
committee this afternoon. I am familiar with and fully support his
testimony.”

Mr. Rormrin, 1 appreciate that.

Senator Byro, I have always known that Texas and Virginia have
at lot in common, -

CoveRAGE oF StATR EMPLOYEES

Mr. RornELL, Before we proceed, I would like to correct one state-
ment that was made when Senator Bennett was questioning Mr. Kol-
berg. The State of Texas covers all State employees and I think several
other States do, ’

Senator Benwerr, That is within the Jurisdiction of the State?

Mr, RorueLL, Yes; States are required to cover emgloyees of insti-
tutions of higher cducation and State hospitals, Our State said if we

" cover part, we would cover them all.,

Senator Hansen. If the witness would permit a question at that
point, realizing that he hasn’t gotten to his testimony, some interesting
questions have been raised, In the State of Texas, do you consider
inmates of your penitentiaries to be State employees?

Mr. RorueLL. No, sir. They are specifically excluded.

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my name is Henry
Rothell, I am the administrator of the Texas Employment Commis-
sion. I have been engaged in the administration of the unemployment
compensation program in Texas for 36 years. '

INeQurTIEs SEEN IN THE VARIOUS PROPOSALS

I am appearing before this committee today because I am greatly
concerned about the various é)rovieions of the several energy crisis
unem;taloyment bills introduced to pay additional unemployment com-
pensation to individuals unemployed during the energy crisis.

All four of the bills listed in the notice of hearing have basic weak-
nesges, Senator Jackson’s bill and Senator Ribicoff’s bill would pay
compensation to anyone whose unem%lgyment was caused by the
energy crisis—the cause factor would be almost impossible to deny
in any case of unemployment.

These bills are broad and es the Secretary said, we would have diffi-
cult¥l saying the cause of unemployment was not in some way related
to the energy crisis.
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Senator Kennedy’s bill would pay additional benefits only to those

" who are covered-under current programs—and would be of no assist-

ance to those not covered under present programs.

There are some people that are unemployed because of the energy

crisis that are not covered now. In addition it would pay bonuses to
States which have higher unemployment rates during ghe crisis—but
this could have just the opposite effect of that intended, For example,
the State of Texas would probably qualify for a bonus while the State
of Washington probably would not although Washington could be
more adversely affected by the crisis,
. Title IT of the administration’s bill introduced by Senator Bennett
is highly discriminatory—it would pay additional benefits to unem-
ployed in population areas of 250,000 or more but would give no assist-
ance to less g)opulated areas,

In my State there are at least three SMSA’s that don’t meet the
population criteria, but certainly meet the other criteria, and while I
am concerned about all four bills, the administration bill is superior
of the four if you have to enact something, but even it should be

modified before any legislation is enacted.

Mr. Chairman, the extreme differences in these four proposals indi-
cate the wide difference in opinion as to just what action should be
taken during this crisis for the unemployed.

All of these bills bear the mark of hurriedly drafted legislation.
Further, no thought has been given to the question of whether the
current unemeloyment compensation programs developed and passed
by this committee are meeting the present needs. 4

I would a;)int out that the increased claim loads in most of the .
States due to the energy crisis have not been excessive and that the

regular State programs and the Federal-State extended programs

have been adequate in those few States which have had extremely high

" claims actively. In fact, the State of Michigan, the State most hard

hit by the fuel shortage, has just recently triggered in on the Federal- .
State extended benefit program, : ’

T understand from the testimony just heard that Delaware has also
triggered in,

Mr. Chairman, I am suggesting that our presénﬁ situation is 1ot 80,

" sovere that we should hurriedly enact any legislation which contains

basic weaknesses. :

I respectfully point out that we should immediately consider an
amendment to our Federal-State extended benefit statute to correct
the State trigger criteria. An alternative trigger provision is needed
to permit a State to continue participating in the extended program

- when the rate of unemployment remains abnormally high. Such an
. amendment would make it unnecessary for Congress to further extend. .

the waiver of the 120-percent factor.
This concludes my statement, I will be glad to try to answer any
question you have, ' ~ ‘

. Senator Byrb. Thdnk you, sir.

Mr. Chairmant ™
“The CrrarrmaN. No questions.

wf
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Senator Byro, Senator Fannin f

Senator FANNIN. Thank you, Senator Byrd. .

Thank lypu for a very fine statement. You certainly have brought
out inequities of some of the proposals we have before us and I com-
mend you. You haven’t followed the line: Let us give it all to the
States, we want ours, You have followed a sensible and practical basis
of handling your own problems.

AMENDMENTS SUGGESTED TO ADMINISTRATION PROPOSAL

. In the bills that we have before us, it is S, 8267 that is referred to as
th: 'Jackson bill, you have read the eligibility requirements, have you
no

Ml‘. RQTHELI« YeB. :

Senator FaxNiN, Do you feel you could administer that particular
phase of the program on a comparable basis?

Mr, RoraeLL, It would be diffioult. It would be so broad and we
would have this causality question to determine, It would be a difficult
program to handle. We would do it, but it would be very difficult.

enator FANNIN. You explained one amendment you would suggest.
Are there other amendments? As far as the administration bill, what
changes would you like to see made in this legislation?

Mr, RorueLL. I would like to see the 250,000, if {ou are going to
have an area by area program, reduced to 80,000—Laredo, Tex., 1s a
city of 69,000 people. It wouldn’t qualify under the administration
bill. But. it has 8-percent unemrloyment. It could not qualify undor
the present provisions of this bill, :

T have some concern about another provision in their bill where you
will pay 26 weeks to those individuals who are not covered by the pres-
ent law, I aim not sure who these are. They would be agricultural work-
ers in my State, probably domestics, probably city and county em-
ployees—the polit cal subdivisions are not covered.

~ Mr. MoreaN, May I respond? ‘

T am Ross Morgan from Oregon. We have a question about admin-

istering it. We also are concerned with the problem if a person is un-
. employed for a period of time, and keep in mind that our work force
is very mobile now, and the tendency in this sort of legislation is to
hold the people where jobs are unavailable and keep them from going
where jobs are available, We see no reason for splitting it up any
finer than the State level as far as Oregon is concerned.

NEED POR LEGISLATION

Senator FANNIN. You indicated you preferred the administration
bill and would like to see these changes, We have covered that. Do you
feel that there is a time element involved that is essential f

Mr. Roruers. No, sir, I do not. I feel if we amend our Federal ex-
tended program and providg for proper continuance of a State in the
extended program, once it.triggers in, so lon%as it hag abnormallﬁ )
. high unemployment, the two programs that we have would fairly we
take care of the problem, The energy crisis at least from the claimload
looks like we have already passed the crest. This, as stated by the
Under Secretary, is difficult to decide right now. In the last few weeks
- it looks as if the claimload nationwide is roﬁ)ping. v ,

: 1f we passed the crest, we have time for this committes to deliberate °
*and take testimony on what is needed and what should be done with-
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out enu'ucting hurridly passed legislation that would bring on more

problems than it would solve. oo
Senator FANNIN, I agree with you that there dre indications that

g; are ;:i:t in as serious s position as we thought. Adjustments have

n made.

In your State, many service stations have gone out of existence, We

have man& distributors where they had 20 stations in a town z now

they'uy they have 10, It will probably remain that way, isn’t that
ru

e
Mr. Roreer. T think that is true, We have a very light claimload.

We have very low unemployment. ‘
Senator FANNIN. That i8 very encouraging. You haye gone through

" the adjustment period, We still may have serious problems. We don’t

know Just what to anticipate. I feel that you are right. That we have
the time to make in’vestigations and decide what the problem is and
then how we can meet that problem. - ‘

Brrrer UriLization or Monsy REQUESTED BY THE JACKSON Brur:

I was concerned about the $3.8 billion &rovided in the bill because if
we get into a _position where we need $3.8 billion in unemployment
i:or?pelﬁation beyond what we have been providing, then we are really
n trouble. - ‘ '
Don’t {ou think that that money, if there is a need for meeting &
problem that serious, that it can be utilized in other waysf
Mr, RorreLv. I agree with you, Senator. I couldn’t a%ee with you
more. I have some concern about providing Federal funding for only
sart of the citizens in this country, If we are going to supglort the in-
ividual in one ares or one State and not have the same funding for
individuals not in the same category, this is not equal and fair treat-

" ment to all of our citizens. I believe the tremendous cost of the J ack- |
. son bill—we can spend the money bet : ’

ter.
Senator FANNIN. Not that it is allied with this g?rticular legisla- -
tion, but if we start'thinking about what we are trying to solve the.
energy problem—and part of the solving of it is the unemployment in
that area—if we are going to go into our programs of development.
exploration, our new experimental worlk on coal gasification, it woul
be a lot better to spend money on those programs, would it not, than
to spend it on this issue{ :
r. Rorarry. Definitely. They are searching for more oil. This is

the ares where we will try to eiminate unemployment.

Senator Fannin, This will give employment to the people who have
been let off a8 a result of this problem. o

Senator Byro, Senator Hansen, -

Mosmty Neepep 1N THE Lasor Foror

Senator Hansen. I want to compliment both witnesses for their im-
gvtessions. In my State of Wyoming, we have no city as large as 50,000
ere you called upon to represent the State of Wyoming, might you
even suggest lowering the 50,000 to a smaller figure{- R
Mr. Rorret, Yes, I feel the people in your State that are unem-
ploied as a result of the engi;ﬁy crisis are just ag much entitled to h’el{)
as those in any other State; That is the only way to equitably handle it.
Senator HAnsex. The point you make has great validity in my
judgment because we don’t want to immobilize « labor force. We have
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some ongoing projects in Wyoming that I ezﬁect account for its being .
one of the most active areas in the Rocky Mountains, The people in
Mountain Bell tell me that of the six or eight States in that system,
onlly Wyoming have the installation of telephones exceeded those put
in a year ago. That is one way of measuring industrial activity,

Mr. MorgaN, The same thing is goinsi on in Oregon. )

Senator HanseN., The people are shifting, Where the jobs are is
where people are goin to work, Anything that intends to slow down
that process, I think, is counterproductive. Your point is well made
that we want to do everything we can to-assure the mobility of a labor
force, Thank you, : :

Senator Byro. Do you have a statement, Mr,. Morgan ¢

NEEp FOR LEGISLATION

Mr. MoraaN, Yes, Mr, Chairman, members of the committee, I am
Ross Morgan, administrator, employment division, State of Oreqon.

I have been asked to respond to the question of whether special leg-
islation related to unemployment insurance is needed as a result of the
energy orisis, .

Even though Oregon along with our neighboring States of Wash-
ington and Alaska have been among the leaders of the Nation in high
pneg;gle?ment percentage rates, we do not believe special legislation
isn . ‘

The work force in Oregon totals 1,020,000, Total unemployment
stands at 68,900, The seasorially adjusted unemployment rate for the
;ngnth of Eebmary was 5.7 percent compared with a national rate of

.2 percent, . :
otal la.zoﬁ due to the energy crisis reached a peak of 2,750 as of
. As of March 25, the number had declined to 1,840, ’
In addition to the energy crisis, Oregon’s high uhemployment rate is
“ due to seasonal factors, national business downturn, and unprecedented
inmigration, At the same time, our growth rate'has continued well
ahead of the national average. A total of 36,800 more people were em-
ployed in February than the year-ago level, Thus, we have a healthy
growing economy and at the same time, a hig;h unemployment rate.
We believe that our present unemployment insurance program of 26
weeks along with the extended benefit program of 18 weeks is adequate
to take cure of the needs of the workers of our State. In Oregon, all
workers are covered, both public and private, except domestic help and
farmworkers.
Our Stato will trigger “on” extended benefits the week of April 7.
If the 120-percent factor had not been suspended, we would have tr‘lig-
g}(:red the last week in May. We anticipate imgfng extended benefits
- the balance of the year whether or not the 120 percent is suspended
a BA

a1n., ' .
gSince initial enactment of the extended benefit program, the perma-
nent state “on” and “off” indicators have not functioned as efficiently
as anticipated. Many States did triggen; “on” in 1971 and early 1972
due to the high unemployment at that time as we intended, However,
several States continued to experience high unemployment over an ex-
tended period-of time—notably Washington and Alaska.
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As a result, those States” unemployment rates, while high, did not
qualify for continued extended payments. Congress has several times
permitted suspension of the 120-percent factor on both the “on” and

off” indicators—the latest extengion expiring July 1, 1974, This en-
abled some States to pay extended benefits, The apparent “permanent”
permissible suspension of the 120-percent factor at first glance mog
appear desirable, but in some States it permits extended benefit peri
to be established each year because of seasonal unemployment.

The original purpose of the extended benefit program was to pay
benefits when economic downturns.occur and large numbers exhaust
their regnlar claims, “With only requirement for an “on” indicator
being 4 percent, Oregon would trig%er extended benefits every year,
as seasonal layoffs annually bring the rate well above this level. In
fact, 6 percent would start an extended benefit period during most
years—the mid-January rate during the last 10 years is 6.4 percent,

Oregon’s annual average rate is 4.0 percent. Oregon’s exhaustion rate
does not warrant payment of extended benefits each year, just because
we have this seasonal swing. Only when the rate becomes extremely
high in relation to normal do large numbers begin exhausting,

. One possihility for eliminating the need for continuing the suspen-

sion of the 120-percent factor on “on” and “off” indicators is to amend

the permanent indicators by deleting the 120-percent factor on the “of”
indicator but leaving it in the “on” trigger. If this had been in the
original trigger provisions, most States would not have required the
“gpecial’ suspension to continue payment of extended benefits as un-
employment remained high, above 4 percent. ‘

ou asked about the cutback of State-employees or Federal em-
ployees or local l%overnmen(: employees. In our State there has
no cut back with the exception of our own agency with respect to
budget restrictions, All these seo le are covered.

In addition to that, I would like to say this, we think this is a good
insurance %rogram. It does the job very well. ,

Senator Byrp, You mean the one you have now ¢

Mr. Moraax. Yes, we think it is a good program. We think if con-
tinued attempts are made to take over for welfare, the program will be
hurt very badly. This program should not become a welfare program,
El;:re tigeds to be a limit set. Once financed by general funds, we think

welfare, '

I thank you for this opportunity to give you this testimony. I will
answer any questions. ' ‘ -

Senator Byrp. You feel that neither of these four bills, one costing
an estimated $4 billion and another one $2.2 billion and another one
$1 billion and another one $3.8 billion, you don’t believe any of these
bills are needed at the present time? -~~~ .

Mr. Mo#kaax. I do not,sir, . : '

Senator Byro, Oregon’a unemployment rate is 8.71

Mr. MoraaN. That is right. ’ ,

- -Senator Byrpo, Texas! -
Mr, RoraeLL. 1.2, That is the insured rate, Total is 8.6,
Senator Byro. We are 2.6. 3 .
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Mr. RorHELL, You are 2.7 total unemployment.

Senator Byrp, Mr, Chairman {

[The prepared statements of Mr, Rothell and Mr, Morgan follow :]
the other things that come and go in this economy ¢

Mr. RorreLy, That is true.

The Cuaimrman. There will be other things that will come along,
give us a temporary jolt, and knock some people out of work. We have
?(!l‘ unemployment insurance program for that and that is what the

o was,

Mr. RorueLr. We have benefits for 9 months, You can pay up the
9 months of unemployment insurance, 26 weeks under State and 18
weeks under the Federal-State program which is jointly financed. We
think 9 months in most slow downs—by the time that triggers in, we
will have passed the bottom and started up aﬁain. Frankly, when you
get past 9 months, you pretty much have left the unemployment in-
surance program and gone into something else.

‘The CuairMAN, Thank you,

Senator Byrp, Senator Fannin{ .

Senator FAnNiN. Thank you for your forthright statements and for
the t()lsition you have taken, not just asking for money where it is not
needed,

The statement, Mr, Mor%an, you made about the in-migration, are
you affected by tourism in that regard ¢

Mr. Moraan, Senator, we have a peculiar problem, our Governor
talked facetiously about people not coming to Oregon, and since he
began talking that way, we have been getting more people into the
State than we ever have had, so there s a reverse psychology. The
States of Washington and Caltfornia had higher unemployment rates
than we had in Oregon these past 18 months, and people are comin
into the State and we cannot put our finger on it absolutely, but it is a
th:e xis:_tehof 8,000 or 4,000 a month. This is keeping our unemployment
rate high,

Sena%or Fannin. You have in February, 8.7 in 1974. Do you recall
what February of 1978 was or February of 1972¢ What you have been
runninﬁin the past 2 years?

Mr. Moraan. Our rate of 5.7 is running about 10 percent above the
10-year average. Somewhere around 8.4 is normal for Oregon and 6.4
is normal for the middle of January. We have a seasonal problem in
Oregon. We are a strong lumbering State and the lofgers are out of
the woods during those 2 months and it does make a lot of difference.

Senator FaxNiN. That is true in many of the Western States, Thank
you, very much. . S

Senator Byrp, Senator Mondale?

Senator MonpaLe. No questions. :

Senator Byrp, Senator Hansen?

Senator HanseN, No questions.

Senator Byrn, Senator Dolef

Senator Dovre. No questions.

Senator Byro. Thank you, gentlemen,
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[The prepaM statements of Mr. Rothell and Mr, Morgan follow:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HENRY ROTHELL, ADMINISTRATOR OF THE TEXAS
BMPLOYMENT COMMISBION

AUMMARY

1, All of the proposed bills have basic weaknesses and there arv extromely
wide differences in the proposals to handle the unemployment problem, They
appear to be hurriedly drafted without full .consideration of the problem , .

The immediate crisis appears to have passed the crest since the claim loads
have already turned downward and the regular unemployment programs de-
veloped and passed by this Commjttee have been sufficient to handle the in-
ereased claim loads,

8, An immediate amendment to the Federal-State Extended Benefit statute
should be made with respect to the state “trigger” crieria, An alternative trigger
should be added to permit a state to remain in the extended program when the
rate of unemployment remains abnormally high,

i STATEMENT

Mr, Chairman and Members of the Committes, my name is Henry Rothell,

I am the Administrator of the Texas Employment Commission. I have been en-
aged in the Administration of the Unemployment Compensation Program in
‘exas for 80 years,

1 am appearing before this Committee today because I am greatly concerned
about the various provisions of.the several “Energy Orists” Unemployment Bills
introduced to pay additional unemployment compensation to individuals unem-
ployed during the energy crisis. »

All four of the bills listed in the notice of hearing have basic weaknesses. Sena-
tor Jackson's bill and Senator Ribicoff’s bill would pay compensation to anyone
whose unemployment was caused by the energy crisis—the “cause” factor would

~ be almost impossible to deny in any case of unemployment.

Senator Kennedy's bill would pay additional benefits only to those who are

" covered under current programs—and would be of no assistance to those not

covered under present programs, In addition it would pay bonuses to states which

have higher unemployment rates during the crisis—but this could have just the
opposite effect of that intended. For example, the state of Texas would probably

qualify for a bonus while the state of Washington probably would not although

Wash n will be more adversely affected by the crisis.

Title IXI of the Administration's Bill introduced by Senator Bennett is highly
discriminatory—it would pay additional benefits to unemployed in population
areas of 280,000 or more but would give no assistance to less populated areas.

Mr. Chairman, the extreme differences in these four proposals indicate the
wide difference in opinion as to just what action should be taken during this
crisls for the unemployed. ,

All of these bills bear the mark of hurriedly drafted legislation, Further, no
thought has been given to the question of whether the current unemployment
comperzu:i&n programs developed and passed by this Committee are meeting the
present needs, ~ .

I would point out that the increased claim loans in most of the states due to
the energ;\ crisis have not been excessive and that the regular state programs
and the Federal-State Extended programs have been adequate in- those few
states which have had extremely high claims actively. In fact, the state of
Michigan, the state most hard hit by the fuel shortage, has juat recently “trig-
gered in"” on the Federal-State Eixtended Benefit Program. . s

Mr. Chairman, I am suggesting. that our present situation is not so severe
that we should hurriedly enact apy legislation which contalns basic weaknesses,

1 respectfully point out that we should immediately consider an amendment

' to our Federal-State Extended Benefit statute to correct the “state. trigger' crl-

terfa. An alternative trigger provision is needed to permit a state to cor_itinue
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partleipatln% in the extended program when the rate of unemployment remdins
abnormally high. Such an amendment would make it unnecessary for Congress
to further extend the waiver of the 1209 factor.

This concludes my statement. I will be glad to try to answer any questions

you have.

STATEMENT BY Ross MORGAN, ADMINISTBATOR, EIMPLOYMENT DIVISION,
StaTE OF OREGON, APRIL 2, 1074

Mr, Chairman, Members of the Committee, I am Ross Morgan, Administrator,
BEmployment Division, State of Oregon,

I have been asked to respond to the question of whether special legislation
related to unemployment insurance is needed as a result of the energy crisis,

Hven though Oregon along with our neighboring states of Washington and
Alaska have been among the leaders of the nation in high unemployment per-
centage rates, we do not believe special legislation is needed.

The work force in Oregon totals 1,020,000. Total unemployment stands at
08,000, The seasonally adjusted unemployment rate for the month of February
was 8.79% compared with a national rate of 8.29%. '

Total layoff due to the energy crisis reached a peak of 2,750 as of January.14.
As of March 25, the number had declined to 1.840.

In addition to the enerz{ crisls, Oregon's high unemployment rate is due to
seagonal factors, national business downturn and unprecedented in-migration,
At the same time, our growth rate has continued well ahead of the national
average, 36,800 more geople were employed in February than the year-ago level.
'.l’hug. wgﬁ have a healthy growing economy and at the same time, a high unemploy-
ment rate,

We belleve that our present unemployment insurance program of 26 weeks
along with the extended benefit program of 18 weeks is adequate to take care of
the needs of the workers of our state, In Oregon, all workers are covered, both
public and private, except domestic help and farm workers,

Our state will trigcer “on" extended benefits the week of April 7. If the 120%
factor had not been suspended, we would have triggered the last week in May.
We antleipate paying extended benefita the balance of the year whether or not
the 1209 factor is suspended again, ' : ,

8ince initial enactment of the extended benefit program, the permanent state
“on" and “off” indicators have not functioned as eficiently as anticipated. Many
states did trigger “on” in 1971 and early 1972 due to the high unemployment at
that time as was intended. However, several states continued to experience high
unemployment over an extended period of time—notably Washington and Alaska,
As a result, those states’ unemployment rates, while high, did not qualify for
continued extended payments, Congress has several times permitted suspension
of the 1209 factor on both the “on" and “off” indlcators—the latest extenston
ex'glrlng July 1, 1074, This enabled some states to pay.extended benefits.

he apparent ‘“permanent” permissible suspension of the 1209 factor at firat
glance may appear desirable, but in some states it permits extended benefit
perlods to bo established each year because of seasonal unemployment, The
original purpose of the extended benefit program was to pay benefits when
economic downturns occur and large numbers exhaust their regular claims,
With the only requirement of an “on” indicator being 49, Oregon would trigger
extended benefits every. year, as seasonal layoffs annually bring the rate well
above this level. In fact, six per cent would start an extended period during most
years-—the mid-January rate during the last 10 years i9 6.4 per cent. (Oregon's
annual average rate 18 4.0 J:er cent, Oreson's oxhaustion rate does not warrant
‘ anment of extended benefits each year. Only when the rate becomes extremely

igh in relation to normal do large numbers being exhausting. :

no possibility for eliminating the need for continuing the suspension of the
120 per cent factor on “on” and “off” indicators is to amend the permanent
.. indicators by deleting the 120-per cent factor on the “off” indicator but leaving
- 1t in the “on” trigger. If this had been in the original trigger rovisions, most
states would not have required the “special” suspensfon to continue payment of
extended benefits as unemployment remained high (above 4.0 per cent). ‘
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Thank you for the opportunity to'bring this testimony to your Committee, If
you have any questions, I would be happy to respond.

Senator Byrp, The next witness is Mr, Bert Seidman, director, social

security department, AFL-CIO.
Welcome, Mr. Seidman,

STATEMENT OF BERT SEIDMAN, DIRECTOR, SOCIAL SECURITY
DEPARTMENT, AFL-0I0, ACCOMPANIED BY JAMES O'BRIEN,
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR

Mr. SetpMAN, Tmou, Mr. Chairman, ,
Senator Byro, P a8 you will,
Mr. SmioMan, My name is Bert Seidman; I am director of the
department of social security of the AFL-CIO. .
ith me is Mr, James O’Brien who is an assistant director of that

department.
r. Chairman, I wish to thank you and the committee, on behalf

. of the AFL—OIf), for this ogﬁrtunity to present our views on the

unemyloyment assistance legislation under consideration by the

committee,

8. 8024, introduced by Senator Ribicoff, would provide .ungmgloy-
ment comperisation protection for a period of 2 years to individuals
jobless as a result of energy problems.

S. 8208,. introduced by Senator Kenned{ would furnish wage loss
protection to the same ugnt;of people un 1 June 30, 1976,

Title II of 8. 3287, the administration’s unemployment, compensa-
tion legislation, would establish for 1 year or until June 80, 1975, still
another in a long series of triggered unemployment compensation

rograms,

P S.g 3267, the Energy Emergency Authorities Act—introduced by
Senator Jackson—would make available until July 1, 1975, unemploy-
ment assistance to any worker who is unemployed as a result of disrup-
tions and dislocations of energy supplies and resources, '

Each of the proposals, except title IT of S. 3257, would provide wage
loss protection against energy-related unemployment to almost every -
working man and woman in the Nation’s labor-force. This protection
will be sorely needed in the months ahead. Here we differ from some
of the witnesses who have appeared before you this afternoon.

Tue ENergy Crisis AND UNBMPLOYMENT

It is our firm belief that the energy crisis remains, des'pite the recent
lifting of the oil embargo by the Arab oil bloc, except for Libya. The
problem persista, .

This critical problem built up, in recent years, as the United States
became increasingly dependent on foreign oil imports—crude oil and,
algo, petroleum products, as a result of a growing shortage of domestic
oil reﬁninq capacity, The Arab embatgo brought this situation to a
lifting of the embargo does not solve it. ‘ .

The United States deglgnds on oil to meet about one-half of its
energy needs at present. The use of oil and gtroleum products rose
from less than 11 million barrels a day in 1963 to nearly 16.4 million
barrels a day- in 1972. In 1973, it was about 17 million barrels a dav.

3608 0-T4+8
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However, U.S. domestic production and capacity of crude oil and
refined f)erboleum products leveled off at about 11 million barrels a
day in 1970. Since 1970, with demand rising, the United States has
deﬁnded, to a rapidly growing degree, on imports, ) .

ere has been little new refinery capacity added in the United
States in the past 5 years. The companies have been building refineries
in foreign countries—geared, in part, to meet the very sharp increases
in foreign demand for petrofeum products, with higher prices than in
the United States and wide profit margins, This emphasis of the major
oil companies on foreign investment—exploration, drilling and crude
oil uction as well as refining—has been encouraged and subsidized
by lavish loopholes in the Federal tax structure,

By 1978, imports of oil and petroleum products amounted to about
one-third of United States use. They increased from 19 to 22 percent
of American consumption between 19638 and 1969 and then shot up
to about 38 percent in 1978,

_America’s rapidly growing dependence on foreign imports of crude
oil and -petroleum products made the United States vulnerable to the
blackmail of the Arab oil bloc in mid-October, 1978—to embar
shipments to the United States, cut crude oil output and sharply
boost their charges on each barrel of crude oil from wells in the Arab
oil-producing areas.

Moreover, the Arab bloc’s lifting of the oil embargo carried an im-
plied threat that it may be reimposed. S '

Eéner:s have been staggering increases in the prices of petroloum
p!‘ uces, . !

In the 12 months through February, 1974, retail prices of gasoline
and motor oil shot up 80.9 percent; fuel oil and coal were up a shock-
ing 58.8 percent. And the end of these price increases is not yet in
sight—especially since the administration’s major policy is to boost
prices, in the hope that these sky-high price levels will induce new
exploration and new research and development. ‘ _

ese prices are hitting consumers. As a result, there have been

changes in consumer buying patterns—with varying degrees of im-
pacts on different industries and on employment. Employment is be-
ing affected not only by shortages—real or continued—but also by
the impact of staggering price increases on consumer buying patterns.
So e]ven if :he shortages ease, there will still be adverse impacts on
employment. ‘

he Secretary of Labor’s Report on the Impact of Energy Short-
ages on Manpower Needs, submitted to Congress on March 27, 1974,
stated that between November 1978, and February 1974, between 125,- * .
000 and 200,000 jobs were lost as a direct result of ene% shortages.
The report stated that in addition, approximately 300,000 jobs were
lost as an indirect result of the energy shortage. Industries associated
with automobile manufacturing suffered the largest job losses. Other .
industries, such as hotels, motels, and amusements, have had to lay off
workers due to reduced travel. .

Unemployment insurance claims have increased sharply in recent
months, The Manpower Administration has just reported that for
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the week ending February 28, insured unemployment increased to
2,677,600 workers as 31 States reported higher claims volume, During
the same week last year, insured unemployment was 2,081,000—
apsroximately 600,000 more workers are claiming benefits this year
and the bulk of the increase has been attributed to the energy crisis.
Many of these workers will soon exhaust their benefit rights. In
addition, there are an estimated 11 million workers in jobs that are
uncovered by the existing unemgloyment compensation program. The
resident revealed that more than 1.3
million workers are employed as farm laborers or foremen, 1.4 million
workers are employed as private household workers, and more than
10.6 million workers are employed by State and local governments.
When these workers lose jobs because of energy problems, they are
without any income protection, and the extent of their 301) essness is
not reflected in the reported unemployment insurance data. -

ComrariNg THE VaArious Biuls

The unemployment assistance provisions in 8. 8267 would provide
a measure of income protection to exhaustees of regular unemploy-
ment compensation benefits and uncovered workers who are unem-
ployed due to energy-related problems. These provisions would furnish
almost universal unemployment assistance coverage for workers made
jobless by the energy crisis, The AFL~CIO firmly supports the goal
of this legislation—income protection for workers unemployed due
to energy problems.

3, 8267 would meet the objectives of the bills introduced by Senators

" Ribicoff and Kennedy concerning this matter, but it differs in one out-

standing reslpect. It contains energy-related unemployment assistance
provisions. It does not attempt to amend or alter the Nation’s basic
unemployment insurance program. ’

The bills introduced by Senators Ribicoff and Kennedy are more

. closely attuned to unemfﬂoyment compensation concepts for imple-

mentation and they would require longer periods of time to place in
operation. The provisions of S. 8267 are oriented to unemployment
assistance and could be implemented earlier due to previous Depart-
ment of Labor experience with disaster assistance programs, We feel
the impact of the Jackson energy assistance legislation would be much
swifter for jobless workers who need unemployment assistance.

S. 3267 Erowdes that, subject to regulations established by the Sec-
retary of Labor, States may enter into agreements to pay weekly as--
sistance benefits to jobless workers. It takes advantage of the existing
administrative machinery established to process claims for assistance,
and it requires a report be submitted to the Congress concerning thte

ment,

The provisions of S, 8267 could be implemented in the same fashion
as the provisions of the Economic Disaster Area Relief Act of 1971,
The Department of Labor and the State agencies are thorouglhly famil-
iar with the procedures used under the provisions of this legislation
to provide asgistance to workers who experience perods of joblessness
due to natural disasters. o ©

OrposITION To TRIGGER APPROACH

The AFL-CIO is opposed to enactment of title IT of 8. 3257, The
executive council of the AFL~CIO at its recent meeting—February 25,
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1974—urged Congress to scrap the trigger approach to the problems
of long-term unemployment. 'Fitle I w%\gxled s&lx)ply add one additional

. trigger-operated unemployment compensation program to those now’

in existence.
Moreover, we doubt that the Departament of Labor has the capacity

at.this time to administer such a program. New labor market areas

would have to be defined. The procedures for gathering and reporting
unemployment data to conform to the de::ﬁnated labor market areas

~ would have to be developed and implemen

The insured unemployment rate (IUR), proposed as the trigger de-
vice for the ﬁrogram 18 not responsible to general unemployment lev-
els, In fact, the insured unemployment rate fails to reflect the extent of

8 among the very group of people the proi)osal is designed
to\help—jobless workers uncovered by regular unemployment compen-
sation srqgrams and jobless workers who exhaust regular benefits.

In addition to the serious weaknesses involved in this approach to
meet, energy-related joblessness, the program might, in our opinion,

uire a8 much as 6 to 9 months to implement. -

he AFL-CIO has,regeabedly stated that the extended unemplo[y;—
ment compensation benefit program, enacted in 1970, has proved to be
a dismal failure, Complicated separate National and State “trigger”
mechanisms have denied extended benefits to hundreds of thousands of
the long-term jobless, : ' (

Under the law’s unrealistic formula, the national extended benefits -
were shut off at the he;ght of a recessionary period. Many of the State
programs triggered off with unemployment levels as high as 8, 10,
and 12 percent or even higher in major labor market areas,

This past week, the Department of Labor trigger notice revealed
that 17 States with an insured rate of unemgloyment in excess of 4
percent cannot pay extended benefits because they do not meet the dual
trigger requirements of 4 percent and 20 percent greater than the cor-
responding period in the 2 prior {ears. o ‘

espite the demonstrated failures of the trigger approach to the
problem of high level long-term unemployment, the administration
prg};loses to extend this trigger concept to labor market areas. -
-~ The trigger approach makes no.sense. A worker who is the victim of
unemployment resulting from the energy crisis needs protection re-
gardless of the level of labor market area unemployment.

Therefore, the AFL-CIO urges you to reject title II of S. 8257,

- the administration’s completely inadequate proposal. Instead, we urge

prompt cnactment of S. 8267 which will assure unemployment assist- -
ance to virtually all workers who lose their jobs because of the energy

" orisis:

answer any questions you may have.

Senator Byrp. Mr. Chairman. ¢

The Cramman, No. L

Senator Byro, Senator Fanninf

-Senator Fan~iN, Thank you, Mr. Chairman. -

In your sthtemerit you talk about the energy-related problems and
the workers who are laid off because of unemployment in that fleld

- 'Mr. Chalrman, that ;omplebes my statement, We will be glad to

[
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would be taken care of. How about if there is a crop freeze or storms,
aren’t these people just as much involved? Aren’t they in just as
great need? Crop freeze, isn’t that a serious problem? ‘

Mr. Sxwman. We have unemﬁloyment insurance for workers who
are affected by disasters, We have a program for those who are
affected by imports, the adjustment assistance program. We think
‘this problem of unemployment resulting from energy shortages is
akin to the kinds of problems we have had in these other areas.

ProvipiNG JoBs RATHER THAN COMPENSATION

Senator FanniN. Of course, we should be working toward solving
this problem. In the legislation, we are talking about $8.8 billion, u
to that amount. If we are going to have unemployment that woul
justify additional payments in that area, then shouldn’t we be thinking
about how we can employ these peopie in the developing of these
programs rather than using the money for unemployment compensa-
tion? It is better to put them to work, is it not

Mr. SemumaN, First of all, the figure that has been bandied about
here of $3.8 billion refers to an earlier program which contained a
great deal more than the unemployment assistance which is contained
in S. 8267. Actually, S. 3267 authorizes $0.5 billion in fiscal year 1974,
and we estimate that for the entire period of the program, a total of
approximately $800 to $900 million, -

enator FANNIN. From what source do you get that figure?

Mr. Seroman, We would be glad to give you the basis for these fig-
ures. The $3.8 billion, as I understand it, is an estimate for the earlier
prggram and not for the current program, ~ :

enator FANNIN. I don’t know that we have discussed the unemfploy—
ment compensation. There has been no great change made insofar as
the stipulations in the unemployment compensation

Mr. Semman. No, the changes have been that there were other pro-
grams, mortgage payments and so on in the earlier legislation on
which the estimate was based,

. Senator FANNIN. That was not in that section. We had other see-
tions that would take additional amounts,

Mr. teSmmun. You have before you the Labor Department’s
estimate. :

Senator FANNIN. Yes, don’t you think we should go rapidly for-
ward with other programs like exploration, new developments, new
wells rejuvenated wells, specialized recovery. All of this is needed,
don’t you agree, to obtain more domestic product?

Mr. SemuaN. We don’t regard employment programs as mutuall
exclusive from Federal employment assistance programs, Every ef-
fort should be made for people who would benefit from these pro-
grams to get jobs as soon as possible. Until they are able to obtain
them, they are entitled to a decent level of unemployment assistance.
- Senator FANNIN. One of the factors involved in the rollback on the
~ price of erude oil, This would mean & rollback on domestic oil and the
~ opportunity to go on and develop new wells or to have recovery pro-
grams for present wells. That would mean that we would then not
produce additional oil, so we would not have the same amount of im-
ports. A barrel of oil domestically means jobs and taxes s)ald, profits
made. Is it far better if we would encourage this activity
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. lelr. Semuman. It is my understanding the rollback provision is no
onger in,

enator FANNIN, Yes. But as I say, over the period of time we have
been discussing all these different matters, we would have had the
bill a long time in;io if we had taken a practical approach to it. g
. Don’t you think we should be thinking about additional production
in this country, and wouldn’t you think if we went forward, and you
gay there is not anﬂthm in this bill regarding rollback, I agree there
is not a rollback, but they are talking about stripper wells and that
is something which is highly essential. I know Senator Hansen wants
to cover it, and it is a very important part of the overall gro am.
. Mr. Srmman. All we are saying in our testimony this afternoon
is_ whatever may be done to imgrove production in this field or in
other fields for that matter, that until workers are able to get such
jobs they are entitled to unemployment assistance.

Senator FANNIN. My point is that the AFL~CIO in one position is
saying we want thiaunemﬁloyment compensation. Over the next page
they are saying we want this rollback provision, we want to do away
with stripper wells and we want to do this, this, and this will cause us
production. You are diametrically opposed one to the other.:

Mr. SemmaN. The AFL-CIO is also very much concerned about the
consumer interest in these problems. I don’t want to convey the im-
pression. that I am an expert with respect to the situation in the
petroleum industry, but our feeling is until whatever steps are taken
to deal with that problem and to restore emPonment to the people who
are affected, our position is that these people are entitled to unemploy-
ment assistance and we do not see those things as being in conflict.

Senator FANNIN, They are related. If we can get more jobs for the
people, we won’t have this problem. -

Mr. Semman. If these people are reemployed, the funds will not
be used even if they are authorized. The important thing is to have

- them there in case the people need them because they do not have jobs.

Senator FANNIN. My point is the best way to employ them 1s to
have a program that will provide an incentive for this additional
growing and rejuvenation of the wells, doing the work that we know-
can be done that will employ people and also give us domestic pro-
duction. Thank you. .

Senator Byrp. The Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Mondale.

RerorM oF UNeMPLOYMENT CoMPENSATION LAws NEEDED

~ Senator Monpave. Thank you very much for an excellent statement,
I strongly support your position, and I deeply regret that the Presi-
dent’s ve{o put us in a position of having to come back again in a

“couple of months to enact an adequate employment insurance bill to
" deal with energy-crisis unemployment, :

Recently, Secretary Shultz testified before us about amending the
trade legislation. He made auite a point about what he thought was
congressional negligence in failing to pass a reform of the unemploy-
ment insurance law. I expect what he had in mind is different from
what T had in mind. We do not think it makes sense to only deal with

those unemployed as a result of energy problems, but to also try to
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take a good look at inadequacies of the underlying unemployment

~ insurance law.

Mr. Semman. We are in complete agreement. We think there is a
uestion of first things first. We would like to see this action which
should have been taken a lor}g time ago to provide this unemployment
assistance for the victims of the energy crisis, so they can have this
rotection immediately, but we do think and certainly hope that the
Congress will look at some fundamental changes in the unemployment
insurance legislation itself. .

Senator MonpaLe. I am developing legislation along that line, first
of all to extend the basic minimum coverage from 26 weeks to 39;
and then having a Federal period of extended coverage to provide
Federal standards for eligibility ; to do away with the trigger mecha-
nism to get right down to the question of those who are unemployed ;
and, possibly, extend coverage to categories of workers uncovered,
m%r‘lfv of whom are the poorest of all in American life.

ould you support legislation which sought to reform the funda-
mental law$ < ,

Mr. Serman. We would certainly support legislation with the ob-
jectives you have stated. Our executive council, as a matter of fact,
recently adopted a statement which called for many of the same kinds
g_fuactions which you have indicated you intend to include in your

ill, : .

Senator MonpaLe. How do you think we ought to proceed # First of
all, with S. 3267, or try to do it all at once?

Mr. Semuman. It is important to supply unemployment assistance
as soon as possible, The kinds of questions you raise are more funda-
mental. Those should have been looked at a long time ago too, We think
they should be the next step after we deal with this energy-related
unemployment problem. :

Senator MonpaLe, I guess I agree with that. I regret that we are
in that predicament. In your jud%ment S. 8267 is the best ?

Mr. Semuan. For the group affected by the energy shortage, 8, 8267
will provide the protection they need at the earliest possible date.

Triceer MecHANISM SEEN As Faoury'

Senator Monpare. I gather that the administration would like to
continue the use of that trigger mechanism as embodied in S. 3267;
isn’t that their position? ) L

Mr. SemmaN. And moreover, they would want-to do it not just on

" g State or national basis, but on an area basis, We think this is an

extremely impractical and. probably inequitable -approach. In the
discussion here this afternoon, while the administration was talking
about areas of 250,000, it has been suggested that this should be done
for areas of 50,000 and even fewer population, I can well under-
stand why this should be su fested, but 1t seems to me that you come
to an almost unadministerable program in terms of developing any
valid statistics for that small a population. We_think, to the con-
trary, that people who are unemployed for long periods of time, re-
gardless of whether they live in areas where there is high-level un-
employment or not, should be entitled to extended benefits.
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We think the extended benefits should be related to vocational guid-
ance, vocational training, dplwcement programs and the like, but we
be determined by an on-and-off trigger

Senator MoNpaLE. If we don’t do as you say, there will be thonsands
of unemployed Americans, .unemployed through no fault of their
own because of the energy crisis, who will get. no help whatsoever?

Mr. Seioman. Yes. . : :

Senator MonpaLe, “We know you are suffering, but you don’t fit
into one of the artificial categories we have contrived in order to re-
duce the impact on the Federal budget.” That is about it.

Mr. Semman, I believe you are right. It would mean that somebody
on one street, on one side of the street, who was in effect thrown out of
work by the energy crisis would be entitled to extended benefits
because he is in an area where the level of unemployment is up to a
certain level, and on the other side of the street, the area might be just
below that level and a jobless worker there would be entitled to

AFL-CIO Cost Estimares or S.8267

Senator MonpaLE. According to your figures, this bill would cost
what? Half a billion dollars approximately

Mr, Semman. In fiseal 1974, it authorizes expenditure of half a
billion dollars and it is our estimate that over the total period which
is until July 1, 1975, that the estimated cost would be in the neighbor- -
hood of $800 to $900 million—somewhat less than twice. -

Senator MonpavLe. Less than a billion dollars? .

Mr. SemmaN, Yes; less than a billion and that the figure that has
been used relates to a different kind of a program which is no longer,

. a8 I understand it, being considered by the Congress.

Senator MonpaLz. I see. I certainly strongly support your position,
and I would hope that we could move very swifbl{\with the readoption
of S. 3267 and let the President sign it this time, Then we could follow
up with this more fundamental reform which is so needed with a
rising unemployment rate, * ‘

Mr. Seruman. You are certainly correct and we would certainly
favor the same course of action that you are suggesting. '

~ Senator Monpate. Thank you very much, ,

Senator Byro, Senator Hansen ¢ ‘ .

Senator Hansen. In your statement ¥ou say: We feel the impacts
of the Jackson energy assistance legislation would be much swifter for
jobless workers who need unem loyment assistance, Do I infer from

te ‘you' i &iiwdc‘al in your endorsement of the
Jackson bill as contrasted with the Kennedy or Ribicoff bill?
Mr: Semman. We do not ‘think this special type of assistance should

be tied 8o directly to tmémplgﬁment insurance concepts of ilnl'[))}ementa-

tion as are implied by the bills introduced by Senators Ribicoff and
5§enn§dy, .although we recognize that their aims are in.the same
irection, . S ‘

ADE"X'E.RMINM"ION or AFL~CIO Poricy PosrrioN

_ Senator Hansen. In the preparation of this statement, how big a sec-
tion of your labor ranks is represented f Who makes the detérmination
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that results in this statement? Are these your opinions or are they

* shared by others?

Mr. Semman, I am speaking for the AFL-CIO. This is based on
statements which have been adopted by our executive council.

Senator Hansen, How big a group isit?

Mr. SEmmaN. I think 85 members in all.

Senator HanseN. Do they fairly reflect the opinion of the rank and
file membership ¢

Mr. SemwmaN. Yes; they represent a wide sphere of the AFL~CIO
and are elected by the biennial convention of the AFL~CIO.

Senator Hansew, I believe it was the Harrig {)Oll that showed among
Democrats, Senator Kennedy enjoyed favorably 44 percent, Governor
Wallace, 17 percent, Senator Jackson 8 percent and I believe Sena-
tor Muskie 8 percent.

Would you explain that i)oll in the light of your statement here?

Mr. Semman. Senator, I don’t consider myself an expert on the
political currents, and I don’t think I would be in any position or have
ang particular qualifications to explain the results of that poll.

enator Hansen. But despite the poll, you have no question that

your statement. here reflects the opinion of the rank and file of labor,
would you say that? ot

Mr. SeromaN. I have no doubt about that and, moreover, we would
not place our consideration of legislation before the Congress on the
basis of the results of {)olls, popularity ﬁol]s involving particular indi-
viduals which obviously relate to more than just one area of legislation.

Senator HanseN. I have no further questions. A

Senator Byrp. Senator Dole :

PresENT EMPLOYMENT ProTure

Senator Dovz. I only have a couple of questions. First, do you find '
any indication that there is some rise in employment as the crisis, or

whatever it was, eages? :
Mr. SemmaN. We have seen no indication yet of a decline of

" unemployment.

Senator Dore. The reason I ask is because of the increased alloca-
tions of fuel, f'ou find almost in every category, whether it is service
stations or pilots or whatever, there are more jobs coming back on
the line because of the increased fuel allocations. Tsn't that goindg to be
reflected in the coming months, particularly in April, May, and June,
in a lowering of the rate as it relates to the energy crisis?

Mr., Semman, It may, Senator; on the other hand, it may also be

that the unemployment which has already taken.place as a result of

the energy crisis may be fanning out and may counter the impact of
what may osslb%y a favorable development that you mentioned.
Senator Dore. I know in Wichita, Kans., almost at the outset of the
oil embargo, Cessna Aircraft laid off 2,000 or 3,000 people, but the
have since been absorbed by other industries and some have gone bac
to work. Might this not be a pattern in other areas of the country? I
think there 18 a great deal of merit in what Senator Mondale says
and some of the statements you make with reference to the person who
is unemployed, but it just seems to me that Congress missed the boat.
The crisis ended before we acted. It is too bad In a way, I guess, be-
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cause we were all so interested in the crisis, but all we did was pass
ear-round daylight saving time, which _realiy didn’t save any energy.
* We all were on record as beinlg);oagainat the crisis and for conservation;
but I have mixed feelings: about what is down the road. There is a

chance we might see an upswing in employment.
Mr. SemMAN. I certainly hope there will be an upswing in employ-
ment, and if there is, we will have taken steps to assure protection to
workers that conceivably might not be needed and then the costs won’t

appear,

me miss the boat und we don’t take the action and it develops that
reemployment does not take place as soon as we anticipated or that
the next time the Arab countries come to%ether they take some action
which again affects employment adversely in our country, then we
will have missed the opportunity of doing something to provide what
we consider to be very urgently needed protection for those workers
who are affected, however many they may

DeFINING ENErGY RELATED UNEMPLOYMENT

Senator Dore. Do you have any difficulty trying to narrow it to
energy-related unemployment$ Does that raise any special problems?
I'know we have it in disaster &rograms because I was on the Public
Works Committee at the time that &rogmm was drafted. I know we
have it in trade legislation, I don’t know how. far it would go because
if it hasg a triggering effect and somebody is laid off in the local super-
market because of loss—does it have to be directly related to the energy
crisis? Do you have to be a pilot or stewardess or a sérvice station at-
tendant ¥ How do you determine who gets the benefits?

Mr. Sewman. The bill states it relutes to workers who are affected

. by the energy crisis, and then it requires that the Secretary of Labor
establish regulations which relate to unemployment clearly attrib-
utable to disruptions, dislocations, and shortages, fuel allocation, fuel
gricing, consumer-bt;ty;ng decisions influenced by such disrustions,

islocations and shortages, and governmental action associated with
such disruptions, dislocations, or shortages. - .

One thing I would like to emphasize is in the course of the unem-
ployment insurance program, while it is not unemployment insurance,
1t is in many respects the same kind of a progmm, administra-

- tive decisions have to be made every single day of the kind that we

- are talking about in this legislation. -
It is no onli7 in the special J)rograms that we now have for import- -
related unemployment or for disaster-related unemployment, but even

. in the regular program. - S S

Mr. O’Brien knows a.lot more about it than I do becausé he follows
it more closely, but I am impressed by the fact that those who admin-
ister the Frogram at the State and local level and Federal officials also
to the extent that the Federal Government, is itivolved, they have to be
‘making day-to-day decisions of the kind that are c’alleci for in this pro-
gram relating to other types of causality becatise unemployment insur-
ance is not just available to anybody. It is available under certain cir-
“cumstances, and for every single case it has to be determined whether

* or not those circumstances exist. This adds just one additional set of
circumstafices, : T
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Senator Dore. I understand the language. I know what they have
done in the past, particularly in disaster-related unemployment. Some-
times it is somebody who 1s directly involved whose business is de-
stroyed, but it may affect somebody else who didn’t have a personal
disaster, but he may have lost his job because of the shortage of cus-
tomers. Is there some better way to respond to the need without tying
it to one specific thing like energy-related crises?

Mr, Sewman. In the long term, as I indicated in my responses to the
questions and suggestions being made by Senator Mondale, in the lon
term, definitely, we think there is a better way of doing it. In terms o
meeting this particular problem at this particular time, we think this
is the best way of doing it.

. The regulations would be required to provide that the unemployment
is clearly attributable to these factors. ‘ A

The governing words are “clearly attributable to,” so it couldn’t be
those factors which are remotely related to the energy crisis. '

Senator DoLk. Are you in accord with that, Mr, O'Brien

Mr. O'Brien. Yes. ‘

Senator DoLe. First of all, this bothers some: Is it precedent setting ¢
‘We can cite the two other precedents. ‘

Second, can it be defined by regulation or by administrative deci-
sion so it does respond to the need¥ Or should we look for some alter-
nate formula$ And then, as I said earlier, will there in fact be & need
the next month or two as the oil starts flowing in and hopefully jobs
start picking up ¢ Thank you.

ConrricriNg CosT ESTIMATES OF THE JACKSON PROPOSAL

Sanator Brro. Just one question, Mr. Seidman, )

The committee was unable to judge whether the Labor Department’s
estimate of almost $4 billion as being the cost of the Jackson proposal
or your estimate of approximately $1 billion is correct. But you say
that ?the Jackson bill will cost $500 million during the current fiscal
year

Mr. SewMmaN. That is'what is authorized in the bill.

Senator Byrp. And about $400 million for the subsequent fiscal year$

Mr. SemMmaN. For the period for which it would be in effect which
would be until J ul¥] 1975 which would be the next fiscal %ear.

Senator Byrp. That certainly suggests to me that the bulk of the
problem will be over in the next several months because with $500
million onliy at the time this gets enacted——-onli $2 million will be left
in the fiscal year we are in now. That would take up $500 million. For
the next 12 monthz the cost would be $400 million, It indicates to me
that you are figuring on a very sévere drop ifi'thé heed.' " """ "

r.O’BriEN. Mr. Chairman, in terms of the cost we said 1 year or
until July 1975 over the life of this program. - ) D

Senator Byrp, Mr. Simon just testified the legislation says authorize -
$500 million for this particular year. ; )

Mr, O'Brien. To express it correctly, we are talking about the life
of - this legislation, a 1-year period until July 1, 1975, $500 .milhon is
the estimate in the bill and we think based upon some estimates we
made that it might go a little higher and that would be between $800
and $900 million. S :

* Senator Byrn. Thank you gentlemen.
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The next witness is Mr, Jack Beidler, legislative director,
United Automobile Workers, Welcome to the committee, Mr. Beidler.
Proceed in any fashion you may desire.

STATEMENT OF JACK BEIDLER, LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR, UNITED

~ AUTOMOBILE WORKERS, ACCOMPANIED BY DICK WARDEN,
ASSISTANT LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR; AND GEORGE SCHWARTZ,
ASSISTANT RESEARCH DIRECTOR - '

Mr. Brmrer. I would like to introduce our statement for the record
and I would like to summarize it. -

Senator Byrp. It will be printed in full. g

Mr. Bemrer. Mr. Chairman, my name is Jack Beidler, legislative
director of the United Automobile, Aerospace and Agricultural Im-
plement Workers of America (UAW . . ) )

Accompanying me today are the UAW’s assistant legislative direc-
tor, Dick Warden, and Georﬁe Schwartz, assistant research director. -

T think our testimony will not differ too much from the previous
witnesses, but I think our union has had a much greater impact on the
employment situation. - ‘ .

e are currently suffering from better than 10 percent of our mem-
bers or almost 10 xiercent of our members on permanent layoff, some
of them in Norfolk, Va., as you may know, and many others of
them are temporarily laid off from week to week. '

We are pleased to be heré to share with you our views on this very
serious problem. Whether it is permanent we don’t know. We know we
have many, many members and the families of many, many members
who are suffering severely. :

President Leonard Woodcock would have liked to have been here.-
Unfortunately, the hearings were called on very short order.and he
had previous commitments. We have adopted some resolutions and we
have statements on unemployment and the energy crisis in terms of
what we feel the Nation ought to be doing in Federal legislation.

Senator Byro. Without objection, it will be inserted in the record.

THe.Avuto INDUSTRY AND THE ENERGY CRISIS

Mr. Bemrer. We want to comment on the failure of the automobile
industry to understand the problems related to the energy crisis, and
how these problems developed. ' . _

We have in our industry some of the most eficient managements in
the country—QGeneral Motors is often cited as the most efficient manu-
facturing enterprise in the world. - '

Yet, this industry, this company' with all the expertise at hand failed
to perceive whut was cominF. ,

hey have invested heavily in big carproduction on which there isa
larger profit margin and have ignored the smaller car production on
which there is a smaller profit. ,

Now American Motors is hiring people, we have this anomaly, while.
each of the other companies is firing people,. - :

The Congress has to take an interest in this problem and has to
generate some kind of legislation which will insure, as we have done in

- the Clean Air Act on the emission standards, insure that these com--
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panies move to the production not necessarily of smaller cars, but more
efficient cars where the energy use is less.

You can produce a fairly ar%e car with an efficient energy use. Our_
automobile companies have failed to do this, The people who are get-
tmg hurt are our members. -

_ Senator FANNIN. How many man-hours does it take to build a
Lincoln or Cadillde?

. Mr. Bemrer. The companies aren’t generous enough to share that

information, :

Senator FaNNIN, You have some idea.

Mr. Bemrer, It was recently stated it took 250 man-hours to make a
{arge.car—no, I am off. )

r. SorwarTz. I don’t think anyone outside of the corporations
themselves really know. I think a very rough estimate of the normal
car would be somewhere in the neighborhood of 150 hours.

Senator Fan~1N. I imagine their computers have a pretty good idea.

Mr. Souwarrz. They certainly do.

Senator FANNIN. Yours too. You have been pretty efficient in han-
dling these matters. You may not like to-admit it. You have as
a staff as they have. ,

. Mr. Bemvrer, We have as good a staff, but the primary informa-
tion is not available to us. We have to rely on the industry for that
information. ‘

Senator FANNIN. We must realize this: You say that they can build
a more efficient motor. I am in agreement that we should. I am not in
agreement that we can at this moment make that changeover without

having a tremendous sacrifice in employment.

" If we look back over the Iy;ears we can talk all we want about what
the automobile companies s ould haye done 10 years ago, but having
to accomplish that and still not have the layoffs that would have been
necessitated is another matter.

They put off things, but were putting it off from the standpoint of
profits and from the standpoint of the employment picture.

"~ _There are many reasons why they carried on for those extra years.
Nb%ne of them were perceptive as to what would eventually come
about. ' ‘

'We have to look at this and not say that all of these decigions were
made without careful consideration of what the results would be."

Mr. Bemrer. We have the layoffs:now. We have to move rapidly
to the production of an automobile that ig salable in this countr{.
Clearly.they are not salable in this country. In the first quarter of th
year, according to the Washington Post, sales are down 85 percent.

S

Syer Koyt oy

ImporTED CaRrs AND THE U.S. AvromosiLe INDUSTRY

Senator FaxNiN. I am one of the strong supf)orters for correcting
that. We have been lacking here in the Congress in not giving the auto-
motive industry some assistance as far ag the imports are concerned
when they talk about the cars they brin%{i(x: from Germany or France
or Great Britain, whether it be a Rollg ¥ce or a Toyota coming in
from Japan, they come in with practically no tariff, a 8-percent

tariff, Thisdhas been a great factor as far as the competitive picture
is concerned.

]
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American Motors could not, even with the building of the car that
they were trying to, compete with the Japanese, that is 10 or 15 years
ago. They still couldn’t get it into Japan, so don’t you think that we
have a great deal of the responsibility on our shoulders? .

Mr. Bemrer. The American motor car companies made the decision
some years ago they would not compete in the foreign market -with
American-built cars. '

Senator Fannin. I don’t know when.

Mr. Bemrer, They made that decision in 1959. General Motors had
the tools and dies to make a subcompact car. They made a decision in
1959 to send those tools and dies to Australia where they manufacture
the Holton automobile, they invested in Germany in the Opel. They
are competing with Volkswagen in Germany. They are not competing
in the small car market in this country. o

Senator FANNIN. They couldn’t sell the large car in many of those
countries.

Mr. BemrLer. That has much more to do with the road structure.

Senator FANNIN, Yes; so they were building small cars because they -
could sell it there. It is a, matter of economics. They made those
decisions. -

When ayou come here to tell us that they made a mistake in coming
to that decision_in.those years, that they were wrong, I think we
have to consider it from the standpoint of the employment they fur-
nished your members for all these years which has been an important
factor in our overall economy. - ’

Mr. Bemrer. T want to make sure that the right decisions are made
for the future, . :

Mr. Schwartz wants to make a comment on what you have said.

Mr, Soawarrz. Their failure to build a small car timely has re-
s%lteél in a surge of import sales which have cost jobs you are talking
about. ‘ :

Senator FANNIN, American Motors tried to manufacture one and

tried to export and couldn’t.
. Mr. Souwarrz. It is very difficult for the smallest member of
industry to lead the parade. The small car has been the salvation of
American Motors when all other industry small car manufacturers
fell by the wayside,

Senator FANNIN, We know, even if they had built that type of a
car 10 years ago, they still could not get it into foreign countries with-
out paying a. tremendous premium, Théy were paying up to 60 or 70
percent to get a small car into Japan, Isn’t that truet

Mr. Soawarrz, That is true. It has been more than car size that
hasg been an impediment,. -

Senator FANNIN, It is the barrier they had against our small cars
coming in, We didn’t have the foresight to sce that we protected our

~ industry so we let the cars come through, It has been harmful.

Mr. Bewver, They didn’t make a small car they could export that
;ouldhﬁt dgs the Japanese road or to sell to France that would it on
rench roads. : : .

]
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Senator FANNIN. American Motors at the time they tried to get
their small car into production, they had an opportunity. They gfd
build a car that would operate satisfactorily use the Japanese
weren’t even competitive in those days. They became competitive
afterward, you know that.

Mr. Bemrer, OK.- Basically we came to talk about unemployment -
compensation. We talked about imports here 2 weeks ago.

Senator FanNiN, Unemployment compensation has a great deal to
do as far as imports are concerned.

Senator DoLe. Would the Senator yield ¢

Senator FANNIN. Yes.

UNEMPLOYMENT IN THE Avuro INDUSTRY

Senator DoLe. I read your statement while you two were talking.
The nub of the question 18 what do you project in the next 30, 60, or
90 days? You had sizable layoffs in Kansas and Missouri. UAW mem-
bers bvge;'e out of work. Some were temporary. What is the present
number '

Mr. Bemrer. I would like to interrupt this discussion for a mo-
ment, A lot of people feel our supplemental unemployment benefit
program takes care of all auto workers who were laid off. This does
not happen to be the case.

Let me interrupt you and let Mr. Schwartz describe our supple-
mental benefit program and tie it into the numbers on employment so
you could understand.

"Senator Dore. Is the unemployment among UAW members de-
creasing or increasing ? . .

Mr. BemrLer. No, it isincreasing,

Senator Doe. What do you groject?

Mr. Sonwartz. We surveyed our UAW membership the week of
March 18. We surveyed approximately three-quarters of them and
found that 180,000 of 1.1 million members were unemployed either
permanently or temporarily. )

Senator Dore. But temporarily they are still paid ¢

Mr. Souwartz. No. They know their date of callback to work; that
is temporarily.

Senator DoLe. How many of those were tenworag?

Mr. Sonwartz. Let me refer to my notes. We extrapolate the 180,-
000 because we are only covering three-quarters of our membership, so
we foel something in excess of 200,000 merabers were unemployed. And
1}?0,0%0 lbfp' 140,000 were on indefinite layoff. This is something more
than half, - ) Yo et

The others were off on 1- or 2-week plant shutdowns and knew their
recall date. However, the patterns of the temporar¥ layoff have beén
such that those who are laid off 1 week will be replaced by others in

“the second week when the first group is called back.

Thére are a substantial number unemployed in any given week.

. Your question relates to what is oin7g to hap;l)len down the road.

Well, as of the first 2 months of 1974, even though car production
had been cut back more than 30 percent, dealer new-car inventories
still rose; and as of the end of February, they were at an alltime high.
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Production was cut back even more severely in March, but we don’t
have a March ending invento figure, so we don’t know at least if
inventories are going down. The industry finds itself in a position
where it is carrying nearly 134 million cars in inventory going into
the spring and summer months, - .

It would appear to us that unemployment in the industry is not
going to get better. In fact, in the summer months, it is liable to get
worse,

Senator Dove. There was some report last week that again with the

easing of the problem or whatever you call it, there was an increase in
large-car sales. U.S. News indicates production schedules for the sec-
ond quarter are at an annual rate of 714 million, up from 6.6 in the first
quarter, so it looks like it is improving only a little slower than last
year. :
Mr. Sonwartz. New-car sales were down something like one-fourth,
Production was down one-third. They were.trying to work out stock
that was built up. There mag be some increase in production in the
second quarter vis-a-vis the first quarter, but the history of the pro-
duction projections has been such in the last few months that they start
at a high and keep taking cars out of their schedules.

This happened in the first (lparter, too. Going into the first quarter
of the year, scheduled production was considerably higher than what
gro;luctlon turned out to be. The industry has to turn on an optimis-

ic face.

The story in U.S. News is probably a reflection of that. I don’t
think anyone at this point can make a shortrun prediction of what
industry sales are gging to be in the coming months,

Senator Dore. Yon project unemployment will remain at 180,000
or 200,000% . )

Mr. Scawarrz. Really, we see little way that it can improve. We
are nearing the end of the model run. We will have unemployment
because of that. The industry is carrying new-car stock somewhere
in the neighborhood of 184 million cars. Unemployment among our
membershlr can’t improve very much. :

If the sales projections and the production schedules turn out to be
lower than what the industry is talking about now, theh unemploy-
ment will either be as bad or perhaps it could get worse. :

UAW SurrremMeNTan BENEFIT Pro¢rAM

Mr. BEmLER. As to what is hapg:ning to these individuals who have
been throw;;1 og;:sfﬁ work, it haﬁl &3:‘\1 saigo‘ the UA}V h‘as.: wonderful
supplementa} t whieh w. . onto. unemployment compensa«
tio%p; the fact of the matter is that at least half of the workers who
have been thrown out of work will not get any supplemental unem-
ployment benefits,
When a plant knocks off one shift out of a three-shift operation,
they are cutting back on low-seniority emlgloyees. =
George, do you want to ex?}ain the SUB program{
Mr, Scnwarrz, Yes. The UA t
nand all of the Big Three, our SUB plan which provides supplemental
unemployment benefits. L .
A person who qualifies for State unemployment compensation, ?uah-
fies for supplemental to his income. Tt requires 1 year of senior

W has negotiated with most employers

ty to

[ &)
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get onto the SUB plan. It requires 26 weeks to qualify for unemploy-
ment compensation, The formula follows: It is the difference between
unemployment compensation and 95 percent of your straight-time
weekly wage minus $7.50.

Now, because-the SUB payment itself is subject to Federal, State,
and local income taxes, the end result is unemployment benefits, State
and SUB combined, of about 80 to 85 percent of your take-home pay.

Senator DoLE. Do you get food stamps, too ¢

Mr. Scawartz. No, sir.

Mr. Bemrer. You would not be eligible under the requirements of
the food stamp program.

Senator DoLE. You wouldn’t be eligible ¢

Mr. BemrLer. No. .

Mr. Scuwartz, In addition, the plan provides for short workweek
benefits. If you work for 3 days and are laid off for 2, the plan would
p&y 80 percent of your pay for the 16 hours for which you were laid
o

In addition, the plan maintains your group hospital and medical-
surgical, drug, and your group life insurance. The maximum duration
of SUB benefits is 52 weeks. It requires, as I said, 1 year of seniority
to be covered by SUB or by short workweek benefits at all, and you
build up eligibility for SUB at the rate of: 2 weeks of employment
gives you 1 week’s eligibility for SUB.

At the beginning of the major downturn such as the one we are in,
in the auto industry, people with the lowest seniority are the first to be
laid off, and because of that, approximately one-half of the automobile
workers who are on layoff now are not covered by supplemental un-
employment benefits, so the plan doesn’t cover those people at all,

or those who are covered by the plan, you have to take into con-
sidoration this: That the financing provisions of the. plan are such
that there is a net outflow from the plan with more than about 5 per-
cent unemployment in the group. It requires about 20 people actively
at work to carry 1 person who is unemployed. )

Now when we devised and negotiated the financing provision for the
plan, we were taking account of the normal run of business cycles that
the industry is sensitive to and the annual model change which throws
a lot of {)eople out of work for several weeks every summer.

The plan simply cannot provide catastrophy insurance and if the
present depression in the industry carries on for ang great length of
time, there is some likelihood that some of those SUB plans are going
to become insolvent and not pay any benefits to anyone.

Mr. BemLer. Including those of the major corporations, perhaps
maybe GM first of all.

Mr. Scuw arrz. The General Motors plan is currently at 37 percent
of its maximmum funding. It doesn’t have a long way to go before it
would be in trouble,

Senator Doue. The only benefits payable to a large numhar would be
State unemployment ¢ '

Some GM Workers INeLIGIBLE FOR UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION

Mr. Brmrer. A number of members who are on layoff will not receive
umilms)loyment compensation because they don’t have eligibility,
right

31-598 O - 74 -9
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Mr. ScawarTz. Most people at any point in time are going to have 14
weeks or more of employment. In Michigan, of the 27,000 General Mo-
tors workers who are on indefinite layoff, 4 percent of them don’t even

ualify for State unemployment compensation. Ninety-six percent do.

f those who do qualify for unemployment compensation, only 53 Fer-
cent qualified for SUB, and some are not covered by anything at all.

Mr. Briprer. That is the reason why we so strongly supported this in
the emergency energy bill. We deplored the fact the President vetoed
that. We have a lot of members who are directly affected by that.

‘We would hope as the new emergency energy bill comes out, that
the provisions for unemployment compensation in that bill will be -
reenacted. It has been changed somewhat, but it will be reenacted to
help these people, ‘

e are not only talking about people in the automobile industry,
bg’t we estimate that up to twice as many in supplier industries are laid
off .
The ripple effect is double what it is in the automobile manufac-
turers themselves. So we have to consider those as well as all the other
people in the other industries that are affected by the energy crisis.

Senator Byrp. Senator Dole ?

Senator Dore. No further questions,

Senator Byrn. Senator Hansen ¢

Senator HanseN, No questions,

Senator Byrp. Senator Fannin ¢ '

Senator Fannin. This 4 percent, they are not covered under any
estimations? ) ;

Mr. Scuwarrz. These 4 percent were very recent hires, they did
not have the 12 weeks necessary to qualify for State unemployment.

Senator FANNIN. How many g)eople are we talking about ?

Mr. Sonwarrz. The group of workers that this tabulation was run
on are the General Motors workers in Michigan who are on indefinite
layoff. This was a group of 27,000; 4 percent didn’t qualify for State
benefits, Of the 96 percent who did, 53 [}):arcent—-———

Senator FanniN, I got that all right. How many people does the
4 percent represent?

. Scawartz. In this case about a thousand people. These are Gen-
eral Motors workers in Michigan who are on indefinite layoff. ;
Senator Fannin, That is what I was trying to arrive at, I don’t

think we should pass a special unemployment compensation bill to take
care of those that are in the unique position, it would have to be in
some special category; I think we should have compensation whether
thtg are in energy-related unemployment or otherwise that are covered.

0 my s)osition is that we should have general coverage and not just
energy-related coverage because if a fellow is out of work, he is out of
work_.d If we are going to have it for extended people, we should so
provide.

I can’t understand how these people are not eligible for anything.
We should do something about it.

Mr. BemLer. We are talking about people who have relatively short
work experience whose benefits will run out very quickly.
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Senator FanNiN, We are hoping this will turn around. I am not in
agreement with “And the situation in our judgment is gomgoto g}x;,t
worse before it gets better.” I don’t know if you are talking about the
general situation or specific. If you are talking about the general
situation. I know that you hope you are wrong in that respect.

Mr. BemLer. Of course. . .

Senator FanniN, I would hope we could get specifics as to how
many people are affected, what 1s happening, because you heard the
testimony today from Texas and Oregon where they do not feel that
this is needed at all, and I will just say to you rather than have legisla-
tion that is going to be all encompassing it is going to be so cumber-
some the Department of Labor says it is unworkable; I would like to
see us do something about the feop e you aretalking about.

I feel sympathy for them. I would rather see legislation that is just
not energy-related and for those out of work for some reason out of

" their control.

. Mr, Bemrer. We are in favor of long-term systems that put this all
in order but it will take so long for that to happen. But the unemploy-
ment compensation provisions in the energy bill will be available for
people who have to live and eat from day to day who are not eligible.

Senator FanniN. I think we can do it without having this all en-
compassing legislation that they say is unworkable. If we go specifi-
cally to the problem and within the energy bill or some other legisla-
tion cover this need, it would be far more beneficial.

We are talking about figures from a billion to $4 billion. We should
be within the categorly(' we are talking about, and it is a far, far lower
figure and I would like to see many things done that T know we can’t
do overnight. :

I am in sympathy with you in protecting the American worker. That
is something we should do more of. ,

Thank you.

- New Car SALes

Senator Byrn. What do you estimate the 1974 new car sales to be?

Mr. BemLer, Have you got a figure for that?

Mr. Scawartz. Senator, I wouldn’t attempt to estimate it. At this
point, they are running——

Senator Byrp. I am not speaking at this goint. You have a large
statistical organization. You must have some figures,

Mr. ScuwaRrTz. Senator Byrd, let me respond this way: Not too
many months ago the consensus of the economists of the corporations
themselves were estimating a decline from last year of about 6 percent.

Now, the actual decline has been more than four times that great,

redicting the short-run trend of sales in the auto industry is more
giﬂ‘icult than forecasting the long-range trend really. :

Senator Byro. Thank you, gentlemen.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Beidler with attachments follow :]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF JACK BEIDLER, LEGISLATIVE, DIRECTOR INTERNATIONAL
UNION, UNITED AUTOMOBILE, AEROSPACE & AGRIOCULTURAL IMPLEMENT WORKERS
oF AMERICA-UAW

Mr, Chairman, my name is Jack Beidler, Legislative Director of the United
Automobile, Aerospace and Agriculutral Implement Workers of America—
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(UAW). Accompanying me today are the UAW’s Assistant Legislative Director,
Dick Warden, and George Schwartg, Assistant Research Director.

We are pleased to be here to share with you our views on the very serious
unemployment situation in certain segments of the American economy as a result
of energy shortages and accompanying dislocations. Whether the current prob-
lems are described as an “energy crisis”, as was fashionable just a short time
ago, or a8 energy shortages, the resultant economic and human problems have
reached crisis proportions for many of our fellow Americans. And the situation,
in our judgment, is going to get worse before it gets better.

The issue you are exploring today is of such major importance to the UAW
and its membership that our President, Leonard Wocdcock, wanted to testify
personally. Unfortunately, & prior commitment has prevented him from doing
80. There is no {ssue to which we attach more importance than dealing with the
lhuman tragedy now unfolding in increasing numbers of American families as
workers lose their jobs through no fault of thefr own because of energy shortages.

A few weeks ago, our International Executive Board adopted a statement on
unemployment. Subsequently, the Board adopted a comprehensive program sug-
gesting responses to the many issues raised in connection with what govern-
ment, industry and labor alike were then referring to an energy crisis. I should
Iike to note parenthetically that just because the crisis has been downgraded
to the status of a problem in some quarters, it has not lessened the severity
for American workers who have lost their jobs.

Copies of our statement on unemployment and our energy program were sent
to all Members of Congress. Because of the relevance of these two documents to
the subject before you today, however, we would appreciate their inclusion in
your hearing record as part of our presentation to the Committee.

The statement on unemployment estimated that more than 100,000 UAW mem-
bers had already been laid off indefinitely. Tens of thousands of additional work-
ers were temporarily off the job. The statement declared, “The truth is that
there is the potential of catastrophic unemployment for workers in general, and
automobile workers in particular.” Since January 80, when that statement was
issued, the situation has not improved. The statistics tell the story:

Unemployment reportedly remained at 8.2 percent in February, the same figure
as a month earlier. But the jobless rate had increased each month prior to Feb-
ruary since last October when it was at a 42-month low of 4.6 percent. While
total employment has shown little change for the last four months, the labor
force has increased by almost 800,000; increasing unemployment by more than
650,000, Teen-age unemployment was 15.8 percent in February ; joblessness among
white workers remained at 4.7 percent., but the rate for blacks was 9.2.

The Labor Department estimates that about 800,000 of the unemployment com-
pensation claims for February were based upon energy-related job loss. Just last
week, the Secretary of Labor estimated nearly one-half million jobs have been
lost directly and indirectly as a result of energy shortages. We belleve the Sec-
retary’s estimates are conservative. In any case, when these two statistics are
placed side-by-side, it appears that as many as 200,000 American workers who
have lost their jobs because of energy shortages may not be covered by the un-
en}&loyment insurance program, :

ith resect to UAW unemployment, partial reports covering nearly 1.1 mil-
lion of our members show that almost 180,000 were laid off during the week of
March 18, Total UAW layofts during that week probably exceeded 200,000.
When the so-called “ripple effect” is calculated, the gravity of the problem
should be obvious, It is a problem which must be dealt with; it will not go
away. As our statement on unemployment sald: “We are not doomsayers but
we are realists. We must fact the facts, The unemployment picture in some
gections of the auto industry is worse now than it has been at any time since
the great depression of the thirties.”

Bconomists may argue whether our nation is in a recession, about to slide into
a recession or rounding a corner toward improved economic conditions, But

-for some of our members the recession is already in the past; they are in a
depression. You may ask how we can justify such a statement at a time when
gome of our national leaders are telling us, in effect, that we never had it so
good, Take a look at the unemployment figures for Flint, Michigan, where
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83,000 workers—almost 17 percent—were unemployed in February. This is up
an almost unbelievable 263 percent over the unemployment figure a year ago.
In the tri-county Detroit area, there were 178,600 unemployed in February, up
60 percent over a year ago. The Detroit area unemployment rate was 9.8 percent.
The Michigan state-wide rate was 10.6 percent.

We are not nearly so optimistic as government officials appear to be about
the future, The unemployment problem in the automobile industry is not likely
to improve appreciably in the immediate future, and if it doesn’t, then the im-
pact may begin to be felt more strongly in such other basic industries as steel,

The Council of Economic Advisers has been consistenly overly optimistic in
its recent economic forecasts, But even the Council i8 not as optimistic as the
President was when he categorically stated, “There will be no recession in the
United States of America.” The CEA has predicted a recession without using the
word. And it the CEA's 1974 projections turn out to be as incorrect as their aver-
age rate of inaccuracy over the last four years, 1974 would see rates of 6.5 to 6.7
percent unemployment and 8.9 percent inflation—putting the year high up among
the worst since World War 11,

In our judgment, those who predict an unemployment rate of 5.5 to 6 percent -
are looking at the world through rose colored glasses, But even that estimate
v;’)oulc} ml%u_(% 600,000 to one million more workers would be without jobs this year
than in 3

So far as unemployment in the automobile industry is concerned, a part of the
blame can be attributed to shortsighted management and a bewildering refusal
to respond energetically to the challenge of the growing small car market. For
years, the UAW has urged the Big Three of the American automobile industry
to begin conversion on a much more accelerated basis from the manufacture of
large, gas guzzling cars to more fuel efficient models which the market obviously
was demanding., Foreign automobile manufacturers have captured a significant
share of a market which could have been filled largely with American auto-
moblles, The demand for more fuel efficient cars obviously is going to grow with
energy shortages and scandalously high prices of gasoline. But it is only now,
faced with a crisis, that the largest of the American auto manufacturers—(@ien.
eral Motors, Ford and Chrysler—are beginning to respond the way they should
have years ago. Today, the Big Three are all operating at significantly reduced
levels, And what about American Motors which long ago recognized the growing
market for smaller, more fuel efficient cars? That company is working overtime
trying to meet the demand for American-produced fuel efficient cars, We hold
no brief for the auto companies. They should be required by the federal govern-
ment—just as they have in the case of auto emission controls-—to meet fuel
economy standards on a specified timetable, They have the technological capac-
(lltyi:o do what must be done, and the federal government should make them

o it.
In the meantime, what about the men and women who lose their jobs because
of dislocations brought on by the twin problems of energy shortages and high
fuel prices. Many of those workers are confronted with a disaster which may
be just as serious as that which faces families in areas hard hit by natural dis-
asters, just as serfous as railroad workers who lost jobs because of economics
administered under Amtrak, just as serlous as workers adversely affected by
rallroad reorganization plans, just as serious as those who might have to depend
upon adjustment assistance under the Trade BExpansion Act. Should workers he
penalized because of shortsighted management compounded by misguided energy

Heles, misdirected allocation programs, lack of effective action on prices and
allure of government-—especially a Watergate-weakened Executive Branch—to
act vigorously in dealing with energy-related issues?

The Congress certainly has not been as responsible as it should have been in
addressing these very real questions. But the performance of the Executive
Branch has been nothing short of deplorable. And when Congress did attempt
to deal with the pressing issue of energy-related joblessness—as It dld in the
unemployment assistance provisions of the enérgy emergency bill—it was vetoed,

As you know, Mr. Chairman, the UAW strongly supported the unemployment
asgistance provisions of the vetoed bill. We have greatly appreciated the snp-
port of the many Senators and Representatives who understand the problem ana
recognize the need for energy-related assistance for workers who have exhausteil -
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unemployment benefits or who are not normally covered by other assistance
programs, . .

You may question why the UAW supports such legislation when our members
generally are covered by the unemployment insurance program. Many of our
members are eligible for extended benetits, and still others receive what we call
SUB—supplemental unemployment benefits—negotiated as part of collective bar-
gaining agreements. Mr, Schwartz, who has accompanied us today, is prepared
to elaborate on these matters if you wish to explore them in greater detail. 1
would simply point out and emphasize that eligibility for unemployment insur-
ance as well as for SUB is based upon the length of employment. There I8 an
axiom at work in times of economic downturns that “the last hired is the first
fired.” This has happened in the automobile industry and elsewhere in the econ-
omy where workers have lost jobs because of energy shortages. It has meant
that a substantial percentage of men and women out of work have not built up
sufficlent credits to be fully protected by unemployment insurance and, in the
case of UAW members, many are not eligible for full, or even any, SUB benefits,

The energy-related unemployment assistance program would indeed be im-
portant to UAW members, But it may be of even greater significance to other
American workers, It will be vitally important, for example, to persons not nor-
mally covered by unemployment benefits of any kind—those 200,000 workers 1
mentioned earlier who now find themselves out on the streets without any help at
all, When the federal government can some up with millions upon millions of
dollars in subsidies for business and industry—loans to bail out Lockheed and all
the rest, it does not seem unreasonable to advocate a program to ease the plight
of American workers thrown out of jobs because of energy-related problems.

Mr. Chairman, we belleve the unemployment assistance provisions of the new
energy bill (8. 8267, H.R. 18834) introduced last week by Senator Jackson and
Congressman Staggers would authorize such a program., We strongly support it
as the best means to deal in the short run with the serious problem of energy-
related unemployment. That proposal would base eligibility for assistance on the
individual’s job loss for specified energy-related reasons. Assistance would be
available for persons who have exhausted other unemployment benefits or for
those who are not normally covered by any unemployment assistance program.
The legislation would expire on June 80, 1975, as would the authorization for the
supplemental unemployment assistance program, .

This program is needed now to meet vital human needs. We trust the people’s
representatives in the Congress will respond by supporting the energy-related
assistance program and, if necessary, by overriding a Presidential veto if another
should be forthcoming, :

As the recent UAW statement on unemployment declared :

“In time of urgency, workers like other Americans look to their leaders for
answers, They want leadership, They want action,

“In the Nixon Administration, they find nothing more than confusion, lack of
credibility, callousness toward their plight and primary concern for big business
which provided the money to wage Nixon's election campalign.

“In the current vold of national leadership, the UAW issues this urgent call
for action by the President, Congress and state governments,”

We know what the President's response has been to urgent calls for action,

;He vetoed the energy emergency bill with the unemployment assistance pro-

visions. The rollback provision of that bill—a major source of controversy—
has now been dropped. We hope the Congress will adopt the revised bill. If the
workers of America cannot depend upon the Congress for help at a time like
this, to whom can they turn?

Mr. Chairman, we do not see the unemployment assistance provisions of the
energy legislation as being in conflict in any way with the task facing your
committee in reforming the unemployment insurance system to make it more
responsive to the needs of the working men and women of America, We know
your committee will be considering such legislation in the future, as will the
Ways and Means Committee in the House. The problem is timing; the need
is now, not slx months from now or next year. he emergency energy bill should
be the vehicle for dealing with the unemployment emergency brought on by the
energy crisis, And it should be done, in our judgment, apart from the reform of
the unemployment insurance system.
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We strongly support reform of that system, including federal standards for
the duration and level of benefits, elimination of the waiting period to qualify
and establishment of federal standards to eliminate eligibility disparities which
now exist from one state to the next. We look forward to the opportunity to
testity in detail with regard to our recommendations for reforming and improving
the unemployment insurance program.

Mr, Chairman, we have been quite encouraged by your expressed concern
about the need for dealing effectively with the very serlous problem of energy-
related unemployment, In commenting upon the unemployment assistance pro-
visions of the earlier energy emergency bill, you expressed your hope that an
even more effective means of meeting the problem could be devised. I? a more
effective approach can be developed at some future time, then the assistance
provisfons of the energy hill would not be needed. But until that time, we do
need the proposed program of supplemental assistance to help those who have
lost their jobs as a result of the energy emergency.

I should like to point out one particular issue raised in common by several
unemployment assistance proposals. It is an 1ssue which relates to the energy
measure unemployment assistance provisions too, but the energy bill addresses
the issue more positively than some other proposals., Harlier I mentioned that
entitlement for assistance under the energy measure would be tied to the
individual's job loss. This {s important, regardless of the eligibility certification
processes which might be adopted for purposes of administration. If the job
loss has occurred because of “disruptions, dislocations or shortages of energy
supplies and resources’—to use the language of the energy bill—then the indi-
vidual is eligible and may recelve assistance. Such unemployment is defined
o include that which is “clearly attributable to such disruptions, dislocations
or shortages, fuel allocations, fuel pricing, consumer buying decisions influenced
by such disruptions, dislocations or shortages and government action.”

Many of the unemployment assistance proposals which have surfaced since
the beginning of the energy shortages would base the certification for supple-
mental benefits on a “trigger”, usually an aggregate unemployment level for a
labor market area or a state. The problem we see in the use of such a trigger is
that it can be quite diseriminatory. It could rule out of the program those who
may have lost their jobs because of energy shortages but who don’t happen to
live in an area where the aggregate level of unemployment has reached the spe-
cified level. It is particularly important that the individual’s job loss be the
basis upon which eligibility is determined in any program of energy-related
unemployment assistance such as that proposed in the emergency legislation.

In concluding this statement, Mr, Chairman, I wish to thank you and your
Committee on behalf of our membership for this opportunity to share with you
our views on this vitally important subject. We hope the special unemployment
agsistance provisions of the energy emergency legislation will be enacted into
law, Then we look forward to working with you to help fashion the reforms
needed to make the unemployment insurance program serve the needs of the
nation and its working people even better in the future.

Thank you.

UAW STATEMENT ON UNEMPLOYMENT

The worker who loses a job is more than a statistic. The loss of the bread.
winner's income is stark human tragedy. Nothing is of greater concern to UAW
members and their families than jobs. No matter how wide the range of the
interests of the UAW, our first priority is and always has been jobs and security
for our members,

We are not doomsayers but we are realists, We must face the facts. The unem-
i|;L¢‘)’ymem: picture in some sections of the auto industry 18 worse now than it has

n at any time since the great depression of the thirties, :

On the basis of very early and incomplete reports from the different parts of
our Union, we estimate conservatively that there already are more than a hun-
dred thousand UAW members lald off indefinitely. In addition tens of thouasnds
see their plants totally shut down for varying periods of time, The truth is that
there 18 the potential of catastrophic unemployment for workers in general, and
automobile workers in particular. .
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Unbelievably, while unemployment rates threaten to go through the celling,
the rate of inflation continues to break all records. As our people lose income,
prices for the necessities of living soar. There are even threats of a dollar for
a loaf of bread and a dollar for a gallon of gas, Once again workers are the
chief victims, ’

While the workers bear the brunt of both galloping inflation and mounting
unemployment, the whole society is in jeopardy. Should unemployment nation-
ally hit the 8 to 10 percent range, we face not recession but depression.

While the huge ofl companies show profits as much as 60 percent higher than
a year ago, the unemployment rate increased about 9 percent in December to
4.9 percent after reaching a Nixon “low” of 4.5 percent in October. The rapidly
deterforating economic sftuation has recently added about 400,000 people to the
ranks of the jobless and these ranks of the unemployed are growing daily, UAW
members are among the hardest hit. Company reports of additional layoffs keep
pouring in almost hourly; the latest indications are that auto workers in the
hundereds of thousands could be affected in the coming months—a substantial
proportion of them indefinitely. We are already well into a cold economie winter,

All of this didn't happen by accident, Nor {8 the energy crunch the whole cause.
We are in this terrible shape not only because of the energy shortage, but also
because under President Nixon we have lived with programs of economic non-
sense, instead of economic sense, As the Administration doffed its hat to poli-
tically supportive industries, it actually planned unemployment for workers.
Phases 1 through 4 were economic nightmares. Just imagine what Phase 5 will
do to us. The Administration coupled inept, contradictory and inequitable eco-
nomic policles with a public relations program of infantfle optimism. Bvery
plece of bad news was allbied and the future was always seen through rose-
colored glasses. Practically every economic prophecy by Nixon and his aides has
proven wrong.

The energy shortage itself is, of course, the major determinant in the con-
tinually worsening unemployment picture. The Nixon Administration has been
inept and almost criminally negligent in failing to prepare adequate programs to
meet long anticipated problems, including petroleum shortages. It has been guilty
of shifting positions, It has, as yet, refused to probe the secrets of the big oil
companies, Prices for energy soar. Administration spokesmen promote scare
headlines and panic buying. Misinformation is heaped on misinformation,

We cannot restrain our shock when we focus on the federal government's slash-
ing of the administrative budgets of the state unemployment agencies at the very
moment unemployment is mushrooming. In Indiana, where there are thousands
upon thousands of unemployed workers, a million dollars was cut from the ad-
ministrative budget of the agency. In Ohio, the government imposed a similar
cut of $1.4 million. In Michigan it was a million, six hundred thousand dollars,
announced when the number of new claims filed during one week in the state was
up 45 percent over the same week a year ago. Instead of more dollars with which
%o (:ne:: astronomically multiplying claims, this Administration decided to cut

udgets.

The UAW demands a national commitment to solve immediately the urgent
problem of massive unemployment. There must be both short range and long
range actions. They must be bold and innovative. If the Administration will not
or cannot furnish leadership, the Congress must.
m"’Wthllt:kwe work out a total national program, there are immediate steps we

8 e. i o

ESTABLISH TEMPORARY QUOTAS ON VEHIOLE IMPORTS

We are, after all, automobile workers. We know that in 1984 there were 484,100
fmported automobﬁes sold in this country; a figure that grew in ten years to
1,778,779 units in 1978, With the dollar strengthening in the international cur-
rency market, it now seems likely that the old 360 Yen relationship to the dollar
and a similar relationship to the Deutschmark will be re-established. As un-
employment in automobileé and related industries rises precipitously, there seems
to be only one immediate answer to the problem of imports,

We must {nstitute temporary quotas on autc‘)mobm products imported from
outside North America. We emphasize temporary, because these quotas must
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exist only long enough to prevent severe hardship in this country. We therefore
will ask the Congress for federal legislation which will keep auto imports, dur-
ing this crisis period, from growing beyond the percentage of imports to sales
averaged over the past three years. Automobile workers and their families must
have that minimal protection to survive,

The temporary quotas on imports must apply both to ‘“captive” imported ve-
hicles manufactured abroad by U.S. companies as well as those made by foreign
manufacturers. U.8, companies must not be permitted to glut the market with
thell]r foreign produced cars while they lay off thousands of American workers
at home,

The temporary quotas will help to preserve some auto workers’ jobs and will,
therefore, not only alleviate human suffering, but maintain purchasing power so
sorely needed to keep the economy from sagging further.

As temporary quotas on imports are established, U.S. auto companies must
not be permitted to relax their efforts to embark on a crash program converting
increased proportions of their production to small car manufacture and imple-
menting known techniques for greater fuel economy.

DEVELOP A FEDERAL PROGRAM OF PUBLIC SBERVICE JOBS

On the broader level, we will seek also & massive federal program of public
service jobs to give work to the growing numbers of unemployed. Here again,
to emphasize the temporary nature of this short range, quick solution to the
problem of massive unemployment, the number of these jobs should be tied di-
rectly to the rate of unemployment. This sliding scale concept—tying the num-
ber of public gervice jobs to the percentage of unemployed—would avoid build-
ing unnecessary numbers of federal job holders. Thus, when unemployment rose
to eight percent there would be more public jobs to take up the slack, and éach
time the rate fell, the number of jobs would be cut.

We need a revitalized public employment program patterned after but stronger
than the program approved and implemented in 1971. Those programs contained
a triggering mechanism which set it off whenever the national unemployment
rate went over 4.6 percent or unemployment in a local area exceeded 6 percent.
This could be extended so that the degree of assistance would be graduated by
the severity of unemployment in particular regions. There are innumerable tasks
which could be undertaken by those publicly employed.

PROVIDE SPECIAL FEDERAL FUNDS TO HARD HIT AREAS

In particularly hard-hit areas, there is a strong justification for the federal
government to spend money in the way of grants to communities which may
have never experienced this sort of plight before and that are financially 1ill-
equipped to deal with {t. In 1972 the federal government, through salaries, con-
tracts, welfare, and other expenitures, accounted for a smaller percentage of the
total personal income of Michigan residents than it provided for the residents
of all other states; Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio ranked only slightly higher, If
the government is at all sensitive to the people’s needs, these states should find
themselves at the top rather than the bottom of federal expenditures in the
period immediately ahead.

MICHIGAN--—A BPECIAL CASE

Michigan is the heartland of the UAW. We cannot discuss unemployment and
its cures only in national terms. Michigan is critical not only to auto workers'
it 18 critical also to the national economy.

Unemployment is increasing dramatlcally in Michigan, Flint, Michigan at this
moment, is nearing depression levels of unemployment. The prognosis {n Michi.
gan is, of course, much worse than the present actuality. In 1958 we had more
than 409,000 unemployed workers in Michigan, but we believe 1974 could make
1088 lank like a good year.

Michigan’s Governor Milliken, however, has shown the same lack of negard for
workers as Mr. Nixon, Despite the 880 million dollar tax cut last year, now, n
an election year, Gevernor Milliken proposer to slash another 107 mllllon dollars
in tax fund« by new amendments for tax credits,
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The game Milliken is playing is easy enough to understand, He underestimates
and miscalculates the budget—especially the soclal services budget, which ac-
cording to him would increase in this time of dire need less for the coming year
than it did for the last. Then if the legislators fill in the gaps he has left, like
Mr. Nixon, he can label them “Big spenders,” and the latest 107 million dollar
tax gift to industry and others will have evaporated because the legislature ex-
ceeded his budget. But even if his budget were honest and reasonable, this is
no time to reduce taxes. Any leader who would cut taxes when the state is on
the brink of economic disaster is playing politics at the exé)ense of the people,

We therefore urge the Michigan legislature to reject the Governor's grandstand
play. Refuse his tax cut, Make his budget realistic, Institute a constructive state
program to give work to people and a future to the state,

STATE PUBLIC SERVICE PROGRAMS

Michigan and other states threatened with a disastrous increase in unemploy-
ment must establish programs of public service employment. If the unemployed
were offered work by the state in a crash program at prevailing wages, we could
do wonders. We could help people retain their dignity, We could clean up our
communities, We could make our cities livable. We could revitalize our towns.
We could stimulate the sick housing industry. We could repair our streets,
highways and sidewalks. We could fill the chuckholes. We could beautify our
environment, We could renovate and improve recreational facilities, particularly
those adjacent to and within major cities and towns. Deterforating raflroad beds
could be renovated and repaired. We could construct and operate recycling depots.
All of this could be done—programs soclally constructive, labor intensive and
wl;lch will contribute to the easing of the energy problem.

PROVIDE SUFFIOIENT FUNDS TO ADMINISTER UNEMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

There are priority items which can’t wait for a total program. All of the ‘money
cut from the administrative budgets of the state unemployment agencles must be
restored immediately. But that is only the beginning, Budgets of such agencies
must be increased realistically to take care of the fast multiplying numbers of
our out of work people, Benefit levels and duration perlods for unemployment
compensation musat be federally strengthened, improved and extended., There
shoglld be B2 weeks of benefits in every state faced with major unemployment
problems,

These things must be done forthwith. After we have accomplished those first
steps we can go to work on a total set of instruments to avold human suffering
and economic disaster.

In time of urgency, workers like other Americans, look to their national leaders
for answers, They want leadership. They want action, '

In the Nixon administration they find nothing more than confusion, lack of
credibility, callousness toward their plight and primary concern for big business
which provided the money to wage Nixon’s election campaign,

In the current void of national leadership, the UAW issues this urgent call for
action by the President, Congress and state governments,

APPENDIX 170 UAW STATEMENT ON BNERGY-RELATED UNEMPLOYMENT

The current energy shortage accentuated by the recently ended ofl embargo and
the continuing upward spiral of gasoline prices, has triggered a massive shift in
consumer demand from the traditional standard automobile to the smaller, higher-
MPQ@ car of the type produced in huge quantities in Purope and Asia. Even if we
make the most optimistic assumption concerning the auto industry’s eagerness to
change over to small car production, we must face the reality that its short-run
ability to switch is limited and that it will find itself unable to meet the small
car demand for some time to come. .

Mcanwhile, we can expect foreign manufacturers to be under great pressure to
ntep up automoblle exports to the U.8. due to their own declining markets and
increased need for forelgn exchange growing out of the oll situation..

" The decline in the U.8, market for big cars and the increase in demand for small
cars of both North American and overseas-build has been apparent fot a number
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of years ; however, the trend has been drastically accelerated by the energy crunch.
Medlum- and regular-size cars accounted for 46.4 percent of all U.§. sales in 1967,
but for only 28.4 percent in 1978 and 20.8 percent in the first two months of 1974,
At the same time, North American-built compact and subcompact cars increased
their market share from 6.7 percent in 1867 to 24.0 percent in 1978 and 20.9 per-
cent in the first two months of 1974, Imports rose from 9.8 percent in 1067 to 15.1
percent in 1978 and 17.8 percent in the first two months of 1974,

The recent shifts in market shares have occurred in a sharply falling market.
Total new car sales for the January-February 1974 period, amounting to 1,118,000
units, were down over one-fourth from the year-earlier level,

At the end of February, the industry’s dealers had a record high 1,787,300 new
cars In stock, a 74-day supply at February's depressed rate of sales. Dealer stocks
ranged from an average 85-day supply at AMO dealers to an 81-day supply at
GMO dealers.

Ward's reports that Pontiac and Olds dealer stocks exceeded 116 days supply.
Chevrolet stocks represented an 88-day supply, and stocks of Fury and Chrysler
dealers an 89-day supply. By contrast Vega and Gremlin supplies were 28 days or
less with Pinto, Maverick and Mustang in the 4048 day range.

U.8. car production totaled only 1,198,504 units in January-February 1074,
down 82,5 percent from 1,772,145 in the same period last year. General Motors
Corporation, which 18 most heavily concentrated in the larger cars and least flexi-
ble in its ability to shift to small-car production, produced 42 percent fewer cars
while American Motors Corporation, which is mostly heavily concentrated in
small cars, produced 8 percent more units, The latest projections of the industry
call for second-quarter production of 2,082,000 units, down 24 pecent from last
year, If these projections follow the pattern of the first quarter the actual decline
will be even steeper. . :

With sales and production plummeting, unemployment in the industry is reach-
ing catastrophic proportions. Auto industry employment is a significant enough
share of total employment in 18 of the nation's major labor market areas for
changes to have a serious impact on the local economy, These 18 labor market
areas had a work force of almost 7 milllon persons in October 1978, .

‘The Manpower Administration of the U.8, Department of Labor recently pub-
lished figures showing that insured unemployment in these 18 areas totaled 188,700
in early January, the last period for which such data were compiled. This was
an increase of 56 percent over December, and was 85 percent above a year ago.
Insured employment figures do not measure total unemployment--only those who
receive unemployment compensation.

Almost two-thirds of all U.8, UAW members work in Michigan, Ohio, Illinols
and Indiana. The latest available figures show a depression in Flint where over
1 of every 6 workers i8 out of work. The unemployment rate in Michigan con-
tinues at over twice the national rate. Unemployment is higher than a year ago in
all of these areas (the smallest rate of increase is in Illinois) where UAW agri-

“cultural implement workers are concentrated,
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Our own survey of unemployment among UAW members, covering nedrly 1.1
million workers or about three-quarters of our membership, showed almost 180,
000 members to be on layoft during the week of March 18, This suggests that total
UAW .layofts during that week exceeded 200,000, possibly by a- considerable
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margin, More than 185,000 were on layoff in the automotive “Big Three” alone.

Outside of the Big Three, tabulations from 8 of our regional offices covering
110,000 UAW members showed nearly 11,000 of them to be on layoff. In our
Region 1-D, covering Northern Michigan and much of the central part of the
state where many small, independent parts plants are located, a tabulation of
plants covering 48,000 members outside the Big Three and the larger parts
suppliers showed nearly 5,000 of them to be on layoff,

Ap{)roxlmately 15,000 of the unemployed Big Three membership were on in.
definite layoff. Most latd off workers outside the Big Three were also on indefinite
layoff, an indication that, all told, perhaps 180,000 to 140,000 UAW members—
9 to 10 percent of our entire membership—were on indefinite layoff,

While those on temporary layoff were in most cases scheduled to work in the
following week, the pattern of plant shutdowns leads us to believe that the pool
of the temporarily unemployed is substantial in any given week,

Laid off UAW members with a year or more of senigrity are in most cases
afforded limited income maintenance protection through supplemental unemploy-
ment benefit (8UB) plans which have been negotiated with the employers. The
SUB payments supplement the woefully inadequate unemployment benefits of
the various state unemployment compensation systems. The plans vary in minor
degree from company to company but most provide weekly benefits which, when
added to the state system benefits, equal 95 percent of take-home pay less $7.50
(take-home pay being defined as 40 hours of straight-time wages minus social
security and federal, state and local income taxes). Since the SUB payment is
itself subject to income and social security taxes, the net combined state system
and SUB payment averages approximately 80 to 85 percent of weekly take-home
pay. The maximum duration of benefits is 52 weeks,

In addition to weekly benefits, most of the plans provide for payment of
premiums for group hospital surgical-medical-drug insurance and life insurance.
Most plans also provide short work week benefits in the amount of 80 percent
of pay for hours laid off in part-week layoffs. Eligibility for weekly benefits
accrues at the rate of one week for two weeks of employment with a provision
for annual supplements to benefit eligibility in amounts geared to seniority.
Workers with less than-one year seniority are ineligible for benefits,

Unfortunately, a large proportion of the workers laid off to date were hired
less than a year ago and therefore do not qualify for SUB. About 88,000—or
close to half—of those on indefinite layoffs at the Big Three find themselves
in that predicament. Not all bargaining units cutside of the Big Three have nego-
tiated Sub plans, so the overall proportion of laid-off workers without coverage
is likely to be higher.

Some of the unemployed do not even qualify for state unemployment compen-
sation. In Michigan, for example, General Motors has reported that 4 percent
of {ts 27,000 workers on indefinite layoff do not qualify for state system benefits.
Of those who do qualify, only 58 percent are also eligible for SUB,

Most UAW members do have SUB protection. However, there 18 a limit to the
financial ability of the plans to provide benefits, and that limit will be severely
tested if the industry remains depressed for any great length of time. At last
report the Ford SUB fund was at 67 percent of its maximum funding position,
the Cbtrysler fund at 56 percent and the GM fund at a dangerously low 87
percent.

Currently, contributions to replenish the funds range from 7 cents to 12 cents
per compensated hour depending on trust fund position. (The present contract
provides that the rates will increase to 9 cents to 14 cents ?lus a premium for
overtime hours in 1976.) The contributions/benefit relationship is such that even
at the highest rate of contribution it cdrrently requires close to 20 workers
actively employed to support one worker drawing regular benefits, To - the
extent that employment cutbacks are in the form of short, workweeks the con-
tribution/benefit ratto is even higher because the SUB funds do not split the
costs of short workweek benefits with the state system funds, Furthermore,
as workers on full week layoffs exhaust their state benefits the 8UB funds bear
the full cost of their remaining benefits. . ‘

" While I am justly proud of our SUB plans, which the UAW pioneered rearly
two decades ago and which we have bullt on over _the years to their present

¥
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levels and duration of benefits, I must state that they provide but thin pro-
tection against the economic storm now setting over the audio industry.

The financing provisions of the plans were designed to ensure a reasonable
degree of income protection againét the industry’s annual model change and
the normal run of business cycles. The funds are not in a financial position to
provide catastrophe insurance. Auto workers need more than SUB protection
in the present emergency : the layoffs, present and foreseeable, stretch far beyond
the protection which private collective bargaining can provide. .

Senator Byro. The next witnesses are Mr, Sam Dyer, Federated De-
partment Stores, and Mr. Russell Hubbard, General Electric Co., rep-
resenting the U.S, Chamber of Commerce. )

Senator Dore, I understand the previous witnesses statements will
be made part of the record in full, right{

Senator Byro. That is correct. Mr. Dyer and Mr. Hubbard, you may
proceed as you wish.

STATEMENTS OF SAM DYER, FEDERATED DEPARTMENT STORES;
AND RUSSELL HUBBARD, GENERAL ELECTRIC CO., REFRESENT-
ING THE U.S, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE; AND MICHAEL J, ROMIGQ,
ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR, ECONOMIC SECURITY, EDUCATION AND
MANPOWER SECTION

Mr. Dyer. I am Sam Dyer of Federated Department Stores. I am
one of five employer representatives presently serving on the Federal
Advisory Council on Unemployment Insurance. I am also chairman of
the national chamber’s unemployment compensation subcommittee and
it is in this capacity that I appear on behalf of the Chamber of Com-
merce of the United States.

Appearing with me is Russell Hubbard of General Electric Co., and
Mr. Michael J. Romig of the chamber of commerce staff.

Tue FepEraL-STaTe UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION SysTEM

We welcome the opportunity to present our views on what we be-
lieve is one of our Nation’s finest examples of Federal and State co-
%pera.tion. In nearly 4 decades of successful operation, the Federal-
State unemployment compensation system has been able to provide
essential support to jobless workers as well as local economies hard-hit
by adverse economic conditions.

We attribute this success to an explicit recognition of both the capa-
bilities as well as limitations of the program. Indeed, in a report on
the 1935 legislation instituting the unemployment compensation sys-
tem in the United States, the Ways and Means Committee of the House
of Representatives described the program functions as follows:

The essential idea in unemployment compensation . . . is the accumulation of
reserves in times of employment from which partial compensation may be paid
10 workers who become unemployed and are unable to find other work. Unemploy-
ment insurance cannot give complete and unlimited protection to all who are
unemployed. Any attempt to make it do so confuses unemployment insurance with
relfef, which it is designed to replace in large part. It can give compensation only
for a limited period and for a percentage of wage loss. ‘

We believe that this rationale remains valid today and should be
the touchstone for evaluating any changes to the program. ‘
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. For many years, we have supported a public system of insurance
against the hazards of unemployment. We supported the establish-
ment of a permanent extended benefit program for use in times of
economic recession when unemployment rates are high. Indeed, we
testified to that effect to this committee in February of 1970.

We believe that by and large this extended program is working
satisfactorily. While there may be a need to modify this program, we
find no evidence to substantiate the needs for a special program of
pg(t)']:onged benefits being envisioned by the legislation before this com-
mittee,

Neep ror Emercency Acrion

. In reviewing the Eresent situation and the need for legislative ac-
tion—I might add that our committee made its review as recently as
last Friday--we found that beneath all the publicity attendant to the
so-called energy crisis, the employment situation” was exceedingly
bright and certainly not one that demanded emergency action of the
order being considered by this committee.

For example, while the latest official tally for the unemployment
rate is 5.2 percent, this is not far different from our unemployment
rates of last winter and spring when we had not energy crisis. On the
other hand, employment is up substantially even in the face of the
energy crisis. :

As reported by the Department of. Labor, the number of people
working has climbed by more than 7 million since 1970. Interestingly
enough, employment has grown by nearly 700,000 since the oil em-
bargo began.

Of course, that embargo has been lifted and its impact on employ-
ment correspondingly removed. Tt is interesting to note that in recent
weeks, the number of unemployment insurance claimants attributing
their job loss to what they believed were energy related cutbacks has
tailed off dramatically. -

If you will refer to chart 4, you will note in the first week of Febru-
ary there were 115,000 claimants indicating that their unemployment
was due to energy-related causes; since then, that has droned off
cach week until the last current week of March 16, where only 24,600
attributed their unemployment to energy-related causes.

This data tells a dramatic story—one of inherent economic strength
and certainly not that which would support hasty revisions to our un-
employment insurance system,

ust as we examined the data on employment and unemployment
levels, our committee also reviewed the capability of the Federal-State
unemployment insurance system to meet the anticipated demands. Here
again our conclusion was that the present program was equal to the
task. We did recognize that the extended benefit program was not en-
tirely st:ltisfactory and that some limited change in this program may
be in order. .

However, at this time we are neither prepared to make our specific
suggeetions for changes nor do we believe that they are necessary in
the light of the most recent legislative action, H.R. 13025, initiated by
this committee. We do believe that the 120-percent State indicator
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remains valid, but that some mechanism must be created to ease its
impact where prolonged high levels of unemployment exist. )

t is our hope that this committee and your House counterpart will
work with employers, and Federal and State officials, to develop a
carefully studied solution. _

In summary then, I wish to thank the committee for the oppor-
tunity to present our views on behalf of the national chamber and to
reiterate our opposition to the legislation being considered by this
committee. .

If you have specific questions with respect to this statement or on
any of the bills up for consideration, we would be happy to answer
them now or for the record.

Senator Byrp. Thank you, Mr. Dyer.

Senator Fannin ¢

Senator FANNIN. Thank you, this statement is certainly a commend-
able one. We many times jump to the decision, as the chairman has so
aptly stated, without having the full facts and without awaiting an
opportunity to make a determination as to just what our actions will
bring about, and your statement does very adequately illustrate that
we may be jumping at some conclusions.

In the last testimony, we brought out that the probleni is not nearl
8o serious as some anticipated and some stated it would be, I haven®
any specific questions. I just appreciate that you feel that the present
program with some changes which may be necessary to cover difficul-
ties that do come about, is satisfactory.

Mob1rrcaTioNn oF THE 120-PeRcENT INDICATOR

The IQO-E:rcent State indicator remained valid, but some mecha-
nism must be created to vase its impact where prolonged levels of un-
employment exist. What is your suggestion in that regard?

Mr. DyEr. Senator, we in the chamber have had this problem under
consideration. We do not have an official position in the chamber at
this time. Our subcommittee has reviewed this situation ; we feel that
some changes should be made. We are inclined to think the 120-per-
cent~4-percent factor that is operative under the current law should
be modified so that the States would have an opportunity to remove
permanently the 120-percent factor when there is a prolonged unem-
ployment level. We are suggesting that perhaps a level of 6 percent
would indicate that indicator should be removedl.)

ATTACHMENT-TO-THE-LLAROR-FORCE REQUIREMENT

Senator FANNIN. You heard the previous testimony where the state-
ment was made that' we have a special problem in the automotive
industry ¢

Mr. DyEr, Yes.

Senator FANNIN. Here we are talking about adopting legislation
that is bein%gugported principally by the unions, both the AFT-CIO
and the UAW, but still when they discuss the matter with us, it doesn’t
seem to me that they need this extensive legislation, If they do have a
particular problem, we should try to ap%ove amendments that would
take care of those specific problems, When they talk about 1,000
people being within that one category. I just wondered why our State
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' ~pm§m m-or Federal program would not cover that. Did you listen
\Lto the

testimony ¢

Mr. Dyer. Yes. It is my impression from what he said that they
would not be covered under the State program because they have had
insufficient attachment to the labor force.

Senator FANNIN, They did not have the 14 weeks.

Mr. DyEr. It seems to me the unemployment system is designed to
pay benefits to those people who have an attachment to the labor force
and that can be best demonstrated by weeks of employment and earn-
ings, and if there is not a genuine attachment to the labor market,
then it is not an unemployment insurance problem, it is some other
kind of problem.

Senator FanniNn. How much would be involved if we had some
way of covering these people? I follow you in what you are saying
that they haven’t been employed a sufficient length of time to be con-
sidered regular employecs under the categories we have evolved in
the previous legislation. Do you feel that we could, or would you
recommend any amendments to take care of people who happen to

. be_in that category?

They are evidently people who have come in the labor market in
recent wecks because they didn’t have the 14 weeks employment. Do
you think that is a serious enough problem to require legislation ¢

Mr. Dyer. No; we have been operating with- this since the inception
of the prOﬁram. All claimants had to have an attachment to the labor
market. This has been a problem; but it seems to me, that it is not a
responsibility for the unemployment compensation program. It is
some other kind of program’s responsibility perhaps, training or re-
training or something else. If one is not attached to the labor market,
then one shouldn’t draw unemployment compensation within the

~definitions set up in the various States.

Senator FAnNNIN. T understand. This has been made a particular
problem because it has been energy-related. I am just drawing atten-
tion to the particular phase of the energy-related unemployment, I
thank you very much for your thoughts, )

Senator Byro. The Senator from Wyoming?

Senator Hansen. I have no questions. I thank the witnesses for the
excellent statement. It is always encouraging to me to see that there are
still people and organizations left in the country who do not believe
that every problem that has ever been known to mankind requires a
legislative response with appropriations.

Senator Byrp. Thank you, Senator Hansen.

Mr. Hubbard ¢

Triceer MECHANISM SUPPORTED

. Mr. Houesarp. Senator Byrd, I would like to make one point in clar-
ification of a question that was asked of Mr. Dyer. With respect to the
trigger-point concept, there were some comments made by an earlier
witness this afternoon in which he indicated that he felt that the
trigger concept in which unemployment benefits were provided for
longer periods of time in recession periods when jobs were harder to
find was not a good idea.
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I just wanted to indicate in response to the earlier question that the
chamber does most heartily support the trigﬁer concept as being fair
and equitable and makes good sense within the fiamework of the reg-
ular unemployment insurance program.

Senator Byrp. Thank you, l\rr ubbard. -

GE EmpLoYMENT PIicTUuRrE

Mr. Hubbard, your company, the General Electric Co., is a large
iamplf;‘)y{,r of labor. Has General Electric had many energy-related
ayoffs

Mr. Hussarp. I would like to answer that in three parts, if I may.

First of all, we have found a de minimis problem with respect to
curtailing production relating to failure to obtain oil or natural gas or
petroleum, There have been virtually no layoffs whatsoever with re-
spect to the fuel sources. With respect to what might be considered
energy-related unemployment due to other factors, the only area that
we have experienced any difficulty or problem with whatsoever, and
this again is very small, has been in the lamp business, but perhaps
f)h(i bx{,;nost: critical area has been in the production of Christmas tree

1)} N .

That was of very short duration. It is now clearly behind us. Those
were the only two areas. There were some indications at one time that
we might have to curtail production because of inabilities to secure
supplies due to transportation difficulties. This has not materialized.

n summary, Mr. Chairman, we have not experienced any appre-
ciable effect. - .

Senator Byro. You have a good company and you have quite a few
plants in Virginia.

Mr, Huesarp. Thank you. Our number one concern throughout this
period was to maintain Jobs and we feel proud that we have been able
to do that. -

Senator Byro. I am pleased you are building a plant in my home-
town of Winchester, Va. It will make bulbs as I understand it.

Mr. Husrarp. We are looking forward to this activity, I can assure
you. -
Senator Byrp. I drove by the other day and you are making good
progress.

r. Hussaro, Wonderful. We would like to continue our favorable
relation and expansion in the State of Virginia.

Senator Byrp. I spoke a few weeks ago to the Elfin Society. All of
them are General Electric officials, I understand,

Mr. Hussaro. All of them are GE employees or retired.

Senator Byrp. Supervisory employees? ‘

Mr. Husgarp. To a large extent,

Senator Byro. It is an outstanding group. I was in Waynesboro and
they had members from Roanoke and all over the State.

Mr. Husparp. I' know they will be, pleased to lea:n of your ap-
praisal of the group. ' ,

Senator Byrp. I am delighted that all three of you were here today.

Mr. Dyer. We woud like to submit for the record, an article from
- the Wall Street Journal, dated March 4, 1974, entitled, “Jobs will be
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pl’(anjzliftll this year although some professions are shakey,” by John
iley. ‘
Sena);or Byrp. Without objection, it will be included in the record.!

Mr. Hussaro. There was an article referred to in the April 4 issue
of U.S. News and World Report, by either Senator Dole or Senator
Hansen which indicated that the energy crisis may be bottoming out.
You might find that worthy of introduction as part of the record.

Senator Byrp. Without objection, it will be received.?

Mr. Dykr. It is dated Aprif 8.

Senator Fanxi~. I would like to commend the gentlemen for their
testimony and the manner in which they answer the questions. We
were very fortunate in Arizona. We had a big General Electric plant
and the?r decided to go out of that particular phase of that activity, but
they still have some facilities in my State, They are great neighbors, I
had the privilege of participating in the ground breaking ceremonjes
\\l'hen they originally started the plant. I realize what good neighbors
they are.

You are fortunate to have them in your State. I understand they
are already here and have been for sometime.

I want to commend the U.S. Chamber of Commerce for the work
- they are doing. T was able to get some thoughts and ideas as to their

determination that we arc going to cut back on this unemployment,
that they are determined that we can go forward and we can compete
with other countries of the world, and I certainly respect that deter-
mination, so the plants that are—I won’t say coming back—but are
being started in this country is a little different story than what we
were hearing a few years ago when they were all going across the
water, Thank you.

Senator Byrn. Thank you, gentlemen.

liMaterial referred to previously by Messrs. Dyer and Hubbard
follows:] -

1 See p. 144,
2 See p. 1485,



(Source:

141

APPENDIX

BLS, U.S. Department of Labor)

Table 1. Seasonally adjusted unsmployment rates,
alf civilisn workers, 1973 :

Month IOriginally published| . Revised

Januery oL 5.0 5.0 -
Februsry .........000. 8.1 8.1
Merch ......oiuviann. 6.0 5.0
5.0 5.0
5.0 49
4.8 48
. 4.7 4.7
August .. ....oooiiiens 4.8 4.7
September ........... 4.8 4.7
October ........oouuus 45 4.6
November ............ 47 4.7
Decembar. .......ouvu 49 4.8

TABLE 2

T40USANDS (Saasonatly adjusted)
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TABLE 3
Chart 8. Duration of unemployment -
(Seasonally sdjusted)
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TABLE 4 - ENERGY REIATED UNEMPLOYMENT

Source: UBA
d Total Unemployment Total # of new claimants
Week Ending Total# Total # Energy Caused citing energy causes
N 12-22-73 1,872,100 18,900 26,700
12-29-73 2,161,900 33,100 ?0,900
1-05-74 2,526,800 44,000 . 28,200
1-12-74- 2,529,400 131,500 69,200
1-19-74 2,617,600 152,500 47,700
1-26-74 2,566,900 182,200 43,800
2-02-74 2,558,400 178,700 62,600
2-09-74 2,604,300 187,900 115,200
2-16-74 2,656,400 232,800 . 56,900
2-23-74 2,672,600 244,200 48,200
3-02-74 2,586,500 229,600 49,600
3-09-74 not available 225,900 36,500
3-16-74 . not available 230,100 24,600
b
«
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[From the Wall Street Journal, Mar. 4, 1974)
Joss WiLL BE PLENTIFUL THIS YEAR ALTHOUGH SOME PROFESSIONS ARE SHAKEY

The great oil squeeze has put unemployment back in the news again. Layoff
stories have splashed into the headlines for weeks now. And each one has been
dramatically reported in TV newscasts. Automobile makers, airlines, hotel and
motel operators, retail gasoline distributors have been especially hard hit. Other
areas of the economy have been affected to a small degree. And there are prob-
ably more layoffs to come. Thus an in-perspective look at just where we stand on
the employment front may be in order.

The latest official tally places the unemployment ‘“rate” at 5.29% of the labor
force. It was in the 5% zone all through the first four months of last year but
slipped as low as 4.6% last fall.

But the unemployment rate figure and the loyoffs get far more attention than
the hirings by big and little businesses all over the country. While they don’t
make the headlines, the hirings are going on all the time. And in this decade they
have built up to an enormous army of nearly 88 million gainfully employed

people.

The table below, using Department of Labor figures, traces the great growth
in the total number of civilians at work just since 1970. Figures through 1978 are
yearly averages. That for this year is the January count, the latest.

Americans at work

Year: . Employment
1970 e —— e —————— 78, 621, 000
1971 e ee ——— o e o e e e e e 79, 120, 000
1972 e ——— 81, 702, 000
1978 e e ———— - 84, 409, 000
1974 (JANUAYY ) oo e 85, 811, 000

Thus in about three years the number of people at work has climbed by more
than seven million, And more than three milllon new job-holders have been added
just since the beginning of last year. The January 1973 total was 82,619,000.

Further, it is interesting to note that this year’s January count showed some
678,000 more people working than just before the Arabian oil embargo began.
The embargo started last October. Total employment in September, the month
before, was 85,133,000.

This is the background of where we stand up to now. And it is clear that if
there i8 any contraction in overall employment ahead, it will certainly be from
a very high level. The number of people at work has increased since 1970 more
ahan twice as fast (9%) as the growth in the country’s population (around

%).

But where do we go from here? Will there be an actual shrinkage in the total
number of people at work? And, if so, how big can we expect it to be? Nobody
can answer these questions for certain, of course, but it may be possible, judging
from past experience, to make intelligent guesses.

The economy is slowing down. There i8s little argument about that. The rough
weather in the giant auto making field has wide impact far beyond the industry
itself. And, wholly apart from the oil squeeze, home building has been in a steep
slide since the early part of last year.

If all this adds up to the beginning of a recession—as it may—we can look for
some guidance to what happened to total employment in past recessions, There
have been five slowdowns in the last gquarter century officially classified as
recessions. And their impact on total employment was less than some think.

Here's what happened. Labor Department figures trace declines in total civil-
;gn employment from the start to the end of each slump. Figures represent

ousands.
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EMPLOYMENT AND RECESSION

Start End Down

...... 68,417 57, 269 1,148
. 61,397 59, gé 1,544

) 78,5712 18,528 yi

The record above shows that in the first recession the decline in total employ-
ment was less than 29%, that in the second and third it was less than 3%, and that
in the last two it was less than 1%.

In fact, in the last recession, that of 1969-70 when so many aerospace and de-
tense people, many of them highly skilled, found themselves out of work, the
decline in total civillan employment throughout the economy as a whole was
less than one tenth of one percent.

When just one man loses his job, it can be terribly important to him. But it is
hard to escape the conclusion that the impact upon total employment of post-
World War II type recessions has not been great. :

An interesting aspect of the “unemployed” scene is the nearly universal con-
cept that anybody so classified is somebody who has lost his job. Actually, con-
siderably less than half the unemployed are people who have lost their jobs.
A great many are those who simply haven't worked or sought work for some
time and have recently decided to reenter the labor force. Many are young job
seekers who have never worked at all before, Still others are jobless because they
quit their jobs.

The latest seasonally adjusted estimate classes some 4.7 million individuals as
unemployed. The total breaks down thus:

Reason Unemployed
Lost last job — 2, 006, 000_
Left last job. - 181,000
Reentered labor force. . e ——————————— — - 1,252,000
Never worked before.. ——— —— 682,000

Thus when we speak of 4,700,000 people being “unemployed” the mind’s eye
picture of that many men and women being dismissed from their jobs is far
from accurate. The nation’s economy, despite the energy squeeze and despite
the decline in home building, 1s still far-stronger than many realize, One clear
evidence of this showed up in the Commerce Department’s release of its January
composite index of 12 leading economic fndicators—those showing early move-
ment in business cycle changes.

Based on 1987 as 100, the latest index figure stood at 167.4, just a whisker
under the November high point of 168.6--and nearly a dozen points above last
year's January figure of 155.9.

The consensus among economic prophets is that still more jobs will be lost
before the current slowdown has run its course. A prediction of 6% unemploy-
ment is often heard. But evidence for expecting a big contraction in total em-
ployment 18 not abundant as of now.

{From the U.8. News & World Report, Apr. 8, 1974)
Sioxs THE SLump Is EINDING

Among economists outside and inside the Government the feeling is growing.
that the downturn in business is just about over and a recovery is gettlrgg under

way.
hlf éhe optimists are right, a number of-things will happen in the weeks just
ahead—
People will buy more new cars, Auto output will improve a bit after the sharp
fu&ﬁ(i of recent months, Some workers laid off by the companies will get their
0| ck.
The home-building industry will begin a slow climb out of the doldrums,
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Airlines, now assured of all the fuel they can use, will be adding flights, calling
back pilots, stewardesses and others who were laid off late last year.

Industry will put more money into new plants, offices, equipment. Companies
will also add to supplies of parts and materials to the extent that shortages do
not interfere,

I’eople will be returning to the highways on week-ends, spending money at
motels, resorts and other recreational enterprises that were hit hard by the
gasoline shortage.

All in all, there will be a more buoyant, springtime feeling among consumers
that will make them more willing to part with thei» dollars.

“The upturn is not far away,” Herbert Stein, Chairman of the Council of
Economic Advisers, said on March 29.

AREAS OF BTRENGTH

A stronger tone is being noted in a number of important measures of business
activity.

The Government’s index of leading indicators—the monthly reports that are
supposed to point the direction the economy will take in months ahead—went
up sharply in March, following a similar gain in February.

Some of the improvement is attributed to the effects of inflation, but the trend
is considered significant after allowance for price changes.

Housing starts also have increased for two months in a row. And sales of
new homes improved in February, according to preliminary indications.

A broader measure of health in the construction industry—the Index of con-
tract awards compiled by the F. W. Dodge division of McGraw-Hill Information
Systems Company—rebounded in February with a 21 per cent increase, on a
seasonally adjusted basis. Major increases showed up in industrial, commercial
and institutional buildings,

Federal surveys show a continuing increase in orders for durable goods, even
in the face of the drop in autos.

The signals in the auto industry are mixed. Sales of U.S. makes in the second
10 days of March were down about 22 per cent from a year ago, but a bit better
than they were earlfer this year, the way industry officials figure. Mr. Stein said
that the production schedules he has been shown for the second quarter are at
an annual rate of 7.5 million cars, up from 6.6 million-in the first quarter,

Generally, dealers say they could sell more small cars if they had them. The
big cars have had the greatest fall from favor—a problem blamed on the recent
gas shortage, .

From all the evidence, an impressive array of economists are concluding that
the business slump is about over.

Among them: John W. Kendrick, professor of economics at George Washing-
ton University; Willlam H. Peterson, professor of American business at the
Graduate School of International Management in Glendale, Ariz.; Alan Green-
span, head of Townsend-Greenspan & Company, and Henry Kaufman, general
partner at Salomon Brothers, the New York investment-banking firm.

Economists in the Graduate School of Management at the University of Cali-
f(;r:g? in Los Angeles predict “a slow recovery” starting in the second quarter
[ 8 year.

The Morgan Guaranty Trust Company of New York states:

“There {8 good reason to think—-partly because of the end of the Arab oil em-
bargo—that the downturns under way in both autos and housing as 1978 ended
are now largely spent. And if that in fact 18 8o, the underswell of strength else-
where in the economy could very well tilt over-all activity back into an expan-
sionary phase fairly soon.”

Some economists are not enthusiastic about an early recovery. Mr. Kaufman
and Mr. Peterson, for instance, fear that inflation dooms the upturn to be short-
lived, running into a new slump by sometime next year,

THE LIMITS OF EUPHORIA

There are, of course, other experts who are far from satisfied that the current
downtrend is over. Arthur Okum, senior fellow at the Brookings Institution and
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former head of the Council of Economic Advigers, belleves that the slump is
“definitely not ending” and will become worse, because the buying power of con-
sumers is being eroded by high prices, includ the increases for fuels, The
Democratic majority of the Joint Bconomic Committee Congress fears that the
recession will go deeper unles taxes are cut. N

A recovery will have to overcome sertous obstacles, even the optimists concede.
Interest rates are high and rising—not the usual situation in time of recession.
And inflation is causing a mixture of fear and fuger aAmong consumers,

One thing economists agree on: An upturn will not be solidly- based unless
people really loosen up on their spending for homes, cars and other major prod-
ucts of industry.

[ Thereupon, the committee recessed at 4 :50 ’p.m., to reconvene sub-
ject to the call of the Chair. ] :

$1-898 O - 74 - 10
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VIRGINIA EMPLOYMENT COMMISSION,
Aprid 2, 1974,
Hon. HArey F. Byrp, Jr.
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR BYRD ¢ As a follow up to my telephone conversation I appreciate
the opportunity of sharing with you my views concerning proposed unemploy-
ment compensation legislation being considered by the Senate Finance Commit-
tee this afternoon, Inasmuch as I was unable to appear at the hearing I have
taken the liberty of expressing my views in this letter to be delivered to you by
Mr. Gil Roberts, Assistant Attorney General assigned to the Virginia Employ-
ment Commission,

It is my understanding that the Finance Conmnittee will not focus on any one
particular piece of UC legislation but rather take a look at the proliferation of
bills calling for federal action in UC to respond to the energy crisis, I am en-
closing for your information a brief synopsis of this legislation.

There are three major points I would like to invite to your attention for your
con‘s’ldgatkm as to how this proposed legislation would affect our program here
in Virginia.

First, Mr. Henry Rothell, the administrator in Texas and the president of the
Interstate Conference of Employment Security Agencies, is testifying before
your committee this afternoon and I am familiar with and fully support his
testimony.

I am very much opposed to the attempt being made in the Congress to “piggy
back” additional unemployment insurance programs on to our existing program,
AS you are aware, this has come up from time to time in the present session of
the Congress, including the Trade Expansion Act, the Emergency Energy bill,
and at practically any time a highly industrialized state experiences mass layoffs,

Although we are certainly sympathetic to rising unemployment in any state,
the present system as structured, in my opinion, provides the necessary frame-
work of paying unemployment insurance benefits that are needed regardless of
how an individual might lose his job, whether due to natural disaster, the loss of
Jobs through foreign imports, or the current energy situation.

I strongly feel some aspects of the proposed temporary legislation are exces-
sive and if modification in the permanent extended benefit program is deemed
necessary this could be accomplished with amendments to the existing system
that has served us so well through the years.

My second point concerns the effect on our UC program by the energy crisls
in Virginia.

Virginia’s Unemployment Insurance Trust Fund remains in a very strong
position. At present we have approximately $242 Million available for benefit
payments. Further, our projections for anticipated job layoffs and dislocations-
that could be activated by the energy situation indicate that even in a rather
severe recession our fund could readily withstand such an impact. Our current
UI rate is at a low 2.7 percent and total layoffs (after recalls) due to the energy
crisis have totaled.only 2500. Again, we feel the present system is sufficlent to
adequately sustain our program and no new temporary. programs are needed.

1 ‘cannot speak with the same confidence regarding the national Trust Fund,.
which represents the sum of all individual state balances. At the federal level,
the Trust Fund reached its peak year end total of $12.6 Billion in 1969 and then
went into a persistent decline. We do not have up-to-date intm-matlon concern-
ing the current balance but it is probably down close to $10 Billion. A reasonahle
inference is that some states are in weak shape relative to unemployment in-
surance. Nevertheless I -have no rearon to believe that the overall situation is
that chaotic, as some believe it to be.

(151)
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My third point concerns the Administration’s UI bill (HR 8600) which has
not been reported out of Ways and Means, and the Senate counterpart (8. 8257)
introduced just recently by Senator Wallace F. Bennett of Utah. I am opposed to
this bill because it would mandate federal benefit payment standards. If that is
done, it would not be long before federal standards governing qualification and
eligibility requirements would be imposed, which would basically mean a fed-
eralized unemployment insurance system.

The record in Virginia shows that we have continually favored improvements
in our UI benefit program, and I do not quarrel with the Administration’s aim
to achieve the same end. But we firmly believe the States should retain their
long standing prerogatives to achieve their objectives on their owu initiatives.
The unemployment insurance system is one of the best examples of successful
state-federal cooperation, and I deplore any attempts to damage or, indeed, de-
stroy that relationship.

I trust the above will provide some insight into our approach on all of the
proposed UC legislation. If there are any specific queStions concerning our posi-
tion on any of this legislation I will be glad to provide it. I do appreciate your~
continuing interest and support of our program.

With best personal wishes, I remain

Sincerely, -
WiLLIAM L. HEARTWELL, Jr., Commissioner.

PENDING FEDERAL LEGISLATION AFFECTING THE FEDERAL-STATE UNEMPLOYMENT
INSURANCE SYSTEM

I would like to review for you current legislative proposals before the Con-
gresg which would affect the Federal-State Unemployment Insurance program.

H.R. 13025

Of most immediate interest are the two Ribicoff amendments to a minor House-
passed bill dealing with disability benefits under the Social Security Act (H.R.
13025). The first of these would simply extend the termination date of the exist-
ing Javits Amendment from the last week beginning in March to the last week
beginning in June. The relaxation of the 120 percent requirement for State ex-
tended benefit triggers—at State option—would continue for another three
months. The six Sates now paying extended benefits under this Javits Amend-
ment could continue, and several other States where a 4 percent insured un-
employment rate has been reached or is anticipated could, if their legislatures so
provide, take advantage of this extension of time. The second Ribicoff Amend-
ment would delay for a year the increase of 0.3 percent in the net Federal tax
on éemployers in States that recelved advances from the loan fund in 1972. Only
two States, Connecticut and Washington, would be affected. The Ribicoff

" Amendments were added to H.R. 183025 by the Senate Finance Committee and

were adopted by the full Senate by volce vote. The prospects for House con-
currence appear to be favorable. )
8. 3024

This measure, also sponsored by Senator Ribicoff, is essentially similar to the
Jackson Amendment to the Energy Emergency bill as passed both houses of Con-
gress and vetoed by the President. Its “causality” provisions are even less
restrictive, however, in that the benefits would be available to unemployed work-
ers if their unemployment was “remotely related to a shortage of energy.” Work-
ers would qualify if they had at least 18 weeks of work, whether in covered or
uncoverd employment, in the 52-week period ending December 31, 1973, Weekly
benefit amounts_would be the same as those provided under the State law but
duration would be a minimum of 26 weeks up to a maximum of 104 weeks. The
benefits would be payable both to exhaustees of State regular benefits and to
those who are “otherwise ineligible” for State benefits—that is, uncovered work-
ers. The bill exhibits an intent to provide an enregy-related unemployment com-
pensation program separate from those provisions of the Energy Emergency Act
which led to the veto of that measure. Its prospects, however, are uncertain.
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8. 3027

8. 8027, sponsored by Senator Humphrey, would provide a system of benefits
for workers “adversely affected” by the “energy emergency” as defined by the
Secretary of Labor. The “causality” of unemployment would be determined in
each case by.the State Employment Service. Qualifying requirements—78 weeks
of employment in the last 156 weeks, including 26 weeks in the 52--are remi-
niscent of those in the existing Trade Expansion Act of 1962. The weekly benefit
payable would be 80 percent of the individual's average weekly wage. There would
be no maximum. Duration would be 26 weeks with an additional 26 weeks payable
if the claimant shows “proof of good-faith effort to obtain employment.” As in the
'RA program, provision is also made for relocation allowances, and for travel
and subsistence payments for training.

t

H.B. 1033

Butitled *The Public Works and Economic Development Amendments of 1978,”
H.R. 1038 includes a program of unemployment compensation for workers unem-
ployed as a result of governmental actions taken to improve the environment, The
Secretary of Labor would certify workers or groups of workers advesely affected
by environmental orders or standards issued by the Federal Government. How-
ever, the Secretary of Commerce would be responsible for making the payments.
Bach individual would receive a weekly benefit of 6634 percent of his own average
weekly wage, subject to no maximum. Benefits would be payable for 78 weeks, No
provision is made for coordination with State UI, or for the prevention of dupli-
cation of payments. The bill is a reintroduction of the measure, H.R, 16071, which
passed both Houses of Congress last year and was vetoed by the President. H.R.

16071. did provide for a weekly benefit amount cefling, however. The maximum

weekly payment would be the highest amount payable to any individual under
any State unemployment insurance law. At the time of its veto, the maximum
would have been the $188—the amount payable to claimants in Connecticut who
have 14 dependents.

: H.R. 10710

Entitled “The Trade Reform Act of 1978,” this measure passed the House on
December 11, 1978, and is pending in the Senate. It retains the program of read-
justment allowances provided under the Trade Expansion Act of 1062. However,
individual weekly benefit amounts would be increased from 65 percent of the
individual’s average weekly wage to 70 percent for the first 26 weeks, dropping
back to 65 percent for the second 26 weeks. The weekly maximum—now 65 per-
cent of the national average manufacturing wage—would be increased to 100 per-
cent of the national average manufacturing wage. Duration would remain the
same as in the existing program—&52 weeks generally, but with 65 weeks for
workers separated at age 60 or over and 78 weeks for claimants entering train- -
ing during the first 52 weeks.

H.B. 1321
Sponsored by Congressman Burke of Massachusetts, a ranking member o

the House Ways and Means Committee, H.R. 13214 contains three titles. :
Title I provides for a program of Special Unemployment Compensation bene-
fits during a period beginning the thirtieth day after the date of enactment and
ending with the last week beginning in December 1975. The program is an area
program and is virtually the same as that provided by Title II of the Admini-
stration bill which I will discuss later. w
‘Title II of the Burke bill makes permanent changes in the Federal-State Un.
employment Compensation Act of 1970 with respect to national and State trig-
gers, and increases the duration provisions of that Act, effective January 1, 1976,
The national “on” indicator rate 18 reduced from a seasonably adjusted rate
of insured unemployment of 4.5 percent to 4.0 percent. The State rate would be
a rate of 4.0 percent (seasonally adjusted). The 120 percent factor would be
permanently eliminated and evidently, the seasonal adjustment 6f State rates
is intended as a substitute for it. Extended benefits duration would be the
lesser of 100 percent of .State regular duration or 26 weeks up to a maximum

t
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of B2 weeks in State regular and Federal-State extended benefits, as compared
with the existing 50 percent of regular duration up to 18 weeks with an overall
limitation of 89 weeks,

Title IIT of the Burke Bill is identical to the Ribicoff Amendment to H.R.
13025. It would allow States, at the option of the State legislature, to disregard
the 120 percent factor in the State trigger. It differs from the Ribicoff Amend-
ment, however, in that it applies continuously from April 1, 1974 until January
1, 1976 when the 120 percent factor would be permanently eliminated by Title
II, Title III of the Burke bill is clearly a transitional or interim provision in-
tended to allow States to act independently in the period before the provisions
of Title II would take effect and require such action,

8. 38062

. This bill contains a provision dealing with the Disaster Unemployment As-
sistance program. The only substamtive change in the present DUA program
which the bill provides relates to duration. The duration of Disaster Unemploy-
ment Assistance is now limited to the maximum duration provided to UI claim-
ants under the State UI law, usually 26 weeks. Under the bill, the maximum
limitation would be 52 weeks. However, the benefits can be paid, both under
the current law and under the bill's provisions only as long as the President
determines the unemployment is attributable to the disaster. Such perioeds are
invariably of shorter duration than either 26 or 52 weeks. This bill, even if
enacted, would have little or no impact on the existing program.

[TELEGRAM]

MILWAUKEE, Wis., April 1, 197}.
Hon. RusseLL B. Loxg,
U.8. Senate, Russell Senate Ofice Building,
Washington, D.C,:
‘Wisconsin industry firmly believes no additional legislation needed for energy
related unemployment.

‘Wisconsin experiencing no labor problems,
PAvuL B. HASSETT,

Ewxeoutive Vice President Wisconsin Manufacturers Association.

[MAILGRAM]

PENNSYLVANIA MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATION,
Philadelphia, Pa., April 1, 197},
Senator RusseLL B. Lona,
Chairman, Senate Finance Oommittee,
Dirksen Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.

SENATOR LoNG: We have been advised by our Washington Representative that
the Senate Finance Committee will be considering more legislation to extent
unempjoyment compensation because of energy-related unemployment.

PMA does not believe that emergency, temporary programs solve anything,

Congress has already extended the unemployment compensation program for
States experiencing heavier than average unemployment—no matter what the
cause—until June 30, 1974, :

It would seem to us that the present Federal-State extended benefits program,
with some refinement to eliminate the 120-percent factor when insured@ unem-
ployment within a State factors at § or 6 percent, will do the job without the
necessity ot special programs for unusual conditions. -

Now is the time that Congress can make a worthwhile contribution to amend
the Federal-State extended benefits program by conducting limited hearings on
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the subject, testimony from employers, State unemployment compensation admin-
istrators, and labor should be beneficial to all concerned.
We will appreciate your consideration of our views.
Yours truly,
RoBErRT H. MEEKER,
Assistant to the President.

[TELEGRAM)

CHICAGO, ILL., April 2, 1974.
Senator Russery B, LoNg,
Capitol Hili, D.O.:

‘We believe no changes needed in present unemployment compensation law to
deal with energy related unemployment present system working in Michigan with
extended benefits triggered in due to automotive layoffs not practically feasible
to cover legislatively each special elrcumstance hope you agree,

HAROLD L. SCHUMAN,
Ewxecutive Vice President Indiana Manufacturers Association.

{TELEGRAM ]

On10AGo, ILr., April 2, 1974,
Senator RusseLL B. LonNag,
Chairman, Senate Finance Oommittee,
Senate Ofice Building, Washington, D.C.:

Your committee is now considering energy-related unemployment and the
present Federal triggering mechanism was designed to accommodate unusually
high or sustained rates of unemployment whatever the cause. Unemployment i8
unemployment, whether from energy shortages or from a sagging economy. Our
information indicates that even in Michigan, where energy-related employment
is high, the present system is functioning as designed. The Illinois Manufactur-
e{‘s' Association believes that the present system is adequate and needs no
changes.

ORvVILLE V., BERGREN,
Ezecutive Vice-President, Illinots Manufacturers' Association.

As80CIATED INDUSTRIES OF NEW YORK STATE, INC.,
ALBANY, N.Y,, Aprit 1, 1974,
Hon. RusseLL B. Long,

Chairman, Senate Finance Committee, Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SeNArorR Lonag: It has been brought to our attention that the Senate
Finance Committee 1s holding a limited public hearing Tuesday, April 2 on the
unemployment problems of the “energy crisis” and will also, probably, discuss
the present trigger mechanism of the federal-state extended benefit program.

The following comments are necessarily brief and generalized due to the lack
of time given:

1. Unemployment due to energy crisis: We have been dismayed over the years
to see the attempts made——beginning successfully with the Trade Expansion Act
of 1962—to provide special unemployment benefits based upon the alleged reason
for the unemployment. People who are involuntarily unemployed should be
treated the same. It is highly discriminatory to give preferential trratraent and
benefits to one group of involuntarily unemployed because they are uiemployed
due to trade policies, or the energy crisis, or any other reason. These grouxl)s
should receive the same benefits and treatment afforded other unemployed in
the state in which they were employed and under the state unemployment insur-
ance program rather than a special federal program. If any of these special un-
employment problems really reach “crisis” proportions, then they would undoubt-
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edly help trigger that state into the permanent federal-state extended benefit
program. .

2. Trigger mechanism of the federal-state extended bencfit program: We have
nlso been dismayed to see the constant tinkering with the ‘‘triggers” in the ex-
tended benefit program. Most employers have felt over the years that there Is a
limit to the responsibility they should bear in providing unemployment insurance
benefits to their former employees. That limit has been generally recognized to
be six months (26 weeks). However, many of these employers and this associa-
tion supported enactment of the permanent federal-state extended benefit pro-
gram in 1970 because we were hopeful that this permanent program would end
the rash of ill-conceived and ill-financed “emergency” programs which were
continually being proposed and, sometimes, enacted. We were sadly wrong, how-
ever, since the permanent program has been added to and its triggers changed on
an “emergency” basis time and again in the three years it has been in effect,

P’erhaps the triggers {n the permanent program—and particularly the secondary
trigger—should be changed to make them more responsive to continuing high
unemployment. This is a subject that should be given much study and extensive
dlscg?slon at public hearings—but not a limited, hastily-convened hearing such
as this one.

We would recommend in any discussion of the triggers that the Finance Com-
mittee disapprove proposals which may be offered to remove the secondary trig-

-ger. We are presently operating in this state under a three-month “emergency”’

program (recently extended for another three months) whereby the secondary
trigger in the federal-state extended benefit program has been dropped and a
4;%, lnsn;ired unemploynient rate alone has triggered us into an additional 13 weeks
of benefits.

The secondary trigger now in suspension was originally inserted for good rea-
gson. States differ greatly in their normal experience with unemployment, In
attempting to set an insured unemployment rate trigger in the past, it was found
that proposed rates were elther to low for some states or too high for others.
Thus, in enacting a low 4% trigger for the program, a secondary trigger was
considered necessary Without this secondary trigger some states which normally
experience higher unemployment than others would become almost permanent
members of this program by triggering into the program annually. New York
would be one of these states,

We urge that any proposals for dealing with unemployment allegedly caused
by the “energy crisis” be the subject of more fuller public hearings. If action i3
considered necessary, it 18 our hope that this problem will be handled under the
present federal-state program and not by a special, emergency program.

Sincerely,
Josernn R. SHAW, President.

STATEMENT OF THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MANUFACTURERS

The Committee held hearings on Tuesday, April 2, on proposals concerning
unemployment compensation for individuals whose nnemployment resulted from
the economic downturn caused, or aggravated, by the energy crisis. We commend
the Committee for holding hearings on this subject and if advance notice had

_ permitted, we would have testified in person.

The NAM, speaking for American industry, strongly supports state-adminis--
tered programs to provide adequate benefits to those workers who have been
temporarily and involuntarily unemployed. Additionally, we belleve avallable
data and experience support the conclusion that the present sytem is effectively
meeting the needs of those whose unemployment has been caused by the energy
crisis, a crisis which seems to be easing rapidly even though the long-range
problem remains.

Based on the most recent statistics of the Department of Labor and an NAM
survey of 1,200 member-employers with 500 or more employees, it is clear there
i8 no nationg! unemployment problem related to the energy crisis. The same data
does show a fewlocal, primarily Michigan, areas where there 18 considerable un-

employment aggravated by the energy shortage. Additionally, such unemploy-
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ment seems to be concentrated in the automobile manufacturing and ancillary
industries and the leisure-home and trailer industry.

According to the most recent Labor Department reports available to us, 280,100
claimants, out of a total of 2.5 million persons receiving unemployment insurance
benefits, have attributed their job losses to energy-related lay offs—this repre-
sents approximately 9 percent of those receiving benefits. Almost hailf of the
energy-related insurance recipients—116,000—were located in Michigan. The re-
mainder were concentrated in a very few states. Out of total initial claims made
during the week of March 16, 24,600 persons attributed their unemployment to
the energy situation. This represented a drop of almost 18,000 from the 87,000
of the previous week. Such energy-related claims represent 8 percent of the total
new claims which was a substantial decline from the 12 percent of the previous
week. This trend is expected to continue downward. .

On February 19, 1074, NAM President E. Douglas Kenna, at the request of the
Secretary of Labor, Peter J. Brennan, wrote every NAM member employing 500
or more employees urging them to furnish their state employment service offices
with information concerning energy-related layoffs. He also requested coples of
such be sent to the NAM. Although responses as of this date are not complete,
they do confirm that energy-related unemployment is highly local in nature and
minimal in the numbers of employees affected with the exception of the afore-
mentioned auto and related industries.

For those whose unemployment is energy-related, there are already in being
state, federal and company programs to provide benefits. For example, the present
federal-state extended benefit system has already been triggered {n Michigan
because of layoffs in the automobile Industry. Most of these workers are also
receiving supplemental unemployment benefits provided by their employers
through collectively bargained agreements.

What clearly is not needed {8 a new federal unemployment compensation pro-
gram to provide benefits on a discriminatory basis to selected individuals or
groups of individuals., Another ad-hoc solution 18 unnecessary and actually dara-
ages the present ongoing system. The present federal assistance which is triggered
by excessive rates of employment for whatever cause seems more equitable than
special benefits to those unemployed because of the energy crisis. The costs of
policing and administering a special benefit for only those unemployed because
of energy shortages is prohibitive. In fact, such a program would undoubtedly
create a false surge in reportedly energy-related unemployment, Stmilarly, it
would be difficult to convince a worker unemployed because of shortages caused
by wage-price controls or any other reason that his unemployment benefits should
be less than his neighbor unemployed because of the energy crisis.

TESTIMONY OF THOMAS A. SKOBRNIA

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, I am a candidate for Congress
in California’s 12th District, in which area I bave also served as Chairman of
the Special Energy Committee of the Semiconductor Industry. My testimony to-
day is delivered as a candidate for Congress, but is obviously shaped by my ex-
perlence in working with industry’s energy problems.

Although we have been told by the President that the energy crisis is now
Just a “problem”, I believe it i8 a problem which will be with us for some time,
and will cause recurring, if sometimes temporary dislocations in production and
employment. As a result, I belleve that Congress should promptly adopt.an ex-
tension of unemployment benefits related to energy problems and should do so
on & permanent basis, not in the temporary fashion in which extensions have
been enacted in the past, associated with more transient phenomena such as
business cycles. . :

From my own research in this area, and in testimony I gave before the Cali-
fornia Public Utilities Commission and the State Senate Public Utilities Incor-
porations Committee in December, I can tell you that in my District alone there
are more than 25,000 electronics industry jobs which are absolutely vulnerable
to énergy shortages and interruptions. There should be no delay in Congressional
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:&tion to provide compensatory relief to these workers who may be adversely

{Telegram, Apr. 1, 1074)

Senator WaLrLace F. BENNETT,
1121 New Senate Oftoe Building,
Washington, D.O.

Except for conflict in time commitments, I would have been in to testify rela-
tive to special Unemployment Insurance programs for the energy related unem-
ployed. Some items in which you might be interested are’

1. Nationally a peak has been reached and there i8 now a leveung off of ap-
plications and weekly claims from energy connected insured unemployed workers.

2. Current laws are now providing extended benefits for the eight states which
are hardest hit, namely: Michigan, California, New York, Washi n, Mas-
sachusetts, Alaska, New Jersey, and Rhode Island. Other states could provide
extended benefits if the choso such as Connecticut, Hawaii, Minnesota, Nevada,
Pennsylvania, Puerto Maine, Oregon, Vermont and West Virginia,

3. The best petmanent so ution would be to improve the regular unemployment

“Insurance benefit and tax structure based on current research findings and ex-

perience of the past few years.

4. There are a significant number of unemployed individuals who are not eligi-
ble for unemployment insurance requiring a training or work program which
other systems chould be responsible for rather than Unemployment Insurance.

CurTis P. HARDING, Administrator,
Department of Employment Security,
Sait Lake Oity, Utah.

STATEMENT OF J. J. O'DONNELL, PRESIDENT, AIR LINE PILOTS ASSOCIATION

As the representative of an organization, whose members' jobs are directly
related to their industry’s fuel supply, we feel it is imperative that the Congress
act as swiftly as possible to provide much needed, yet responsible relief to all
workers who have lost their livelihood as a result of the energy crisis and its
corresponding problems.

According to airline furlough announcements since the advent of the fuel
crisis last November, a total of 17,000 of our industry’s 300,000 employees were
scheduled to lose their jobs. This included 2,500 pilots and 4,500 ﬂlght attendants.
With the late-December fuel re-allocation and subsequent flight reinstatement,
it is estimated that some 13,000 airline employees nre now out of work (or will
lose their jobs in the near future). This includes 2,800 pilots. and 2,700 flight
attendants. (Also affected, of course, are approximately 1,400 additional pilots
who were furloughed in 1970 and 1971 and are still awaitlng recall,)

Many airline pllots and flight attendants, who have been furloughed as a
result of the energy crisis, are close to exhausting their unemployment benedts.
The currently unemployed pilots and flight attendants, and the ones who are
possibly to be furloughed in the future, cannot wait for the time-consuming
“reforms” currntly proposed before the House-—nor can any other worker who
has lost his job or is in jeopardy of losing it.

Granted, we have been backing needed reforms in unemployment insurance,
which should be enacted after lntenslve research and hearings have occurred,
but this will take time. Unem Jloyment assistance for workers terminated because
of the energy crisis {8 needed now.

The fuel crisis is not over for the airline industry. As the price of jet fuel
rises, passenger fares must increase or employees must be furloughed. With the
announcement of the lirtlng of the Arab oil embargo and with concerted effort
by .this Association, some of our furloughed members have been recalled. Many
more, however, are still unemployed. That recall prospects are not good for those
currently furloughed is evidenced by the fact that the CAB is actively encourag-
ing airlines to practice capacity reduction, which means fewer plnnes, fewer
flights, fewer personnel, less service, and more furloughs.
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The combined effect of reduced passenger air travel, higher fuel prices, capac-
ity reduction, and the fuel shortage has been a sudden blow to almost every
employee in the airline industry.

In the interest of our Membership, we support the AFI~CIO'’s position that
Title II of 8. 8257 is an unacoeptadble approach to the current unemployment situ-
ation on the hasis that it would take too long to implement, and its use of the
Insured Rate of Unemployment is not responsive to general unemployment levels.
The separate national and state qualification mechanisms have already denied
benefits to thousands of long-term jobless individuals, which means that many
states will not meet the dual Insured Rate of Unemployment requirements under
8. 8287 and cannot-extend benefits to workers who have exhausted current bene-
fits available. A worker, who is employed in an industry directly dependent upon
the fuel supply, needs income protection regardless of the level of labor market
area unemployment. 8. 8257 is totally inadequate and we join the AFL~CIO in
urging you to reject it.

We do feel that of the current legislation proposed before you, 8. 83267 is the
best avenue through which to provide more immediate relief to those workers who
have been left jobless due to the energy crisis and related causes, to those whose
jobs are currently in danger; and upon which future legislation may be built to
protect all workers who may be subject to unexpected unemployment because of
conditions beyond their control.

If enacted as proposed, S. 8267 could provide benefits immediately because its
intent is to solve the immediate problem using the current administrative machin-
ery available to process claims and pay benefits. It includes no time consuming
legislative reforms but opens the way towards careful research in making reform
possible without endangering the employee’s livelihood in the meantime. It ex-
tends benefits to workers who have exhausted current benefits available, without
altering the medium or form of payment,

We urge your every consideration of S. 8267 in light of the ever increasing
number of jobless workers who may be affected by your decision.
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APPENDIX B

Unemployment Compensation—Data Compiled by the Staff of
the Senate Committee on Finance, April 2, 1974 .
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UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION
Introduction

State unemployment compensation programs generally provide
up to 26 weeks of benefits in a year to unemployed workers who are
covered under these programs. A few State programs provide for a
somewhat longer maximum benefit duration, and most State programs
limit the duration of benefits to less than 26 weeks in the case of
certain workers who do uot have a history of recent steady
employment. :

In times of high unemployment, provision has been made for
extending the duration of benefits beyond what is provided under
the regular provisions of State programs fo take account of the fact
that during such times, it is more difficult for unemployed workers to
find new jobs. The first of these programs were temporary and in 1970,
a program to provide such extended benefits was made a permanent

art of Federal law through the enactment of the Federal-State
xtended Unemployment Compensation Act.

Provision has also been made from time to time to take account
of unemployment arising from certain specific unusual circumstances.
Examples of this type of legislation are the unemployment assistance
provisions of the Igisaster Relief Act and the trade readjustment
allowances under the Trade Expansion Act. These provisions make
special types of unemployment benefits available to persons whose
jobs are adversely affected by natural disasters or by increased im-
ports which result from Federal trade policy.

In recent months, much attention has been given to the problem of
increased unemployment levels in this country aud in particular to
the impact which the energy crisis has had and may continue to have
on unemployment. A number of legislative proposals have been put
forward which address this problem. In some instances the approach
taken has been that of focusing the special unemployment program on
those individual unemployed workers who ave directly affected by the
energy crisis in a manner analogous to the approach of the Disaster
Relief Act and the Trade Fixpansion Act. This is the approach taken
in 8. 2589, the Encrgy Emergency Act, which was vetoed by the
President and in S, 3267, the Standby Encrgy Emergency Authority
and Contingency Planning Act, wnich was subsequently introduced
by Senatory Henry M. Jackson. An alternative approach has been
taken in other proposals which would relate to high levels of unem-
loyment without basing benefits on the cause of that unemployment.

'his is the approach of S. 3257, a bill introduced by Senator Wallace F.
Bennett on behalf of the Administration, which would provide addi-

tional unemployment benefits in any area with an-unusually high

level of unemployment. ‘
The situation is complicated to some extent by continuing high
levels ‘of unemployment in many parts of the country which are not
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necessarily related to the energy crisis. The mechanisms in permanent
law for triggering extended unemployment benefits have not operated
to make these extended benefits available in many States which have
experienced continuing high unemployment. As a result, Congress has
found it necessary four times since the extended benefit program was
enacted to pass temporary legislation permitting extended benefits to
be paid even though the triggering requirements of permanent law

;"'were'nét inet.

This pamphlet outlines the provisions of the Fedoral-State Extended
Unemployment Benefits Act as enacted in 1970, and the subsequent
enactments which have been passed to supplement or make more
readily available the benefits provided under that Act. The pamphlet
also describes other proposals for new special programs. Also included
are selected background materials and statistical data relating to the
unemployment compensation programs.

Federal-State Extended Unemployment Compensation Act of 1970

The Employment Security Amendments of 1970 (Public Law
91-373) established a permanent program to pay extended benefits
during periods of high unemployment to workers who exhaust their
basic entitlement to regular State unemployment compensation. As.a
condition of Federal approval of the State’s unemployment insurance
program, States were required to establish the new program by Jan-
uary 1, 1972, and all States have done so. The Federal Government
and the States each pay 50 percent of the cost of benefits under this
program. :

These extended benefits are paid to workers only during an “ex-
tended benefit” period. Such a Feriod can exist either on a national or
State basis by the triggering of either the national or the State “on’’

7 indicafor.

—

National “On” Indicator.—There is a national “on’’ indicator when
the rate of insured unemployment for the whole Nation equals or
exceeds 4.5 percent in each of the three most recent calendar months.

State “On” Indicator.—There is a State ‘“on” indicator when the
rate of insured unemployment for the State is at least 4 percent and
when it equals or exceeds, during a moving 13-week period, 120 percent
of the average rate for the corresponding 13-week period in the
preceding two calendar years.

Ezxtended Benefit Pervod.—An extended benefit period in a State
begins after there is either a State or national ‘“on” indicator, and
continues, until the trigier conditions are no longer met but the
minimum period is 13 weeks. .

Benefits.—During either a national or State extended benefit period,
the State is required to provide each eligible claimant with extended
compensation at the individual’s regular weekly benefit amount.
Benefits under the Federal-State program are limited to not more
than 13 wecks per individual. : :

Results of the Trigger Requirements of the 1970 Act

Before extended unemployment benefits are payable under the
permanent provisions of the 1970 act, either a single national trigger
requirement must be met or else, for benefits to bo payable in a specifig

2
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State, two State trigger requirements must both be met. Since the
program was enacted, the national trigger requirement has been met
for only 3 meonths, and the State trigger requirements have frequently
not been met by a number of States with relatively high levels of
unemployment, As a result, Congress has acted several times to
override the permanent requivements of the law with temporary en-
uctments permitting benefits to be paid.

National Trigger—Public Law 91-373 provided that extended
benefits on the basis of the national trigger requirement—4.5 percent
insured unemployment—could be payable no earlier than January 1,
1972, and the national trigger was, in fact, “on” as of that date since

- the national rate of insured unemployment had reached 4.5 percent

Jin the wonths September, October, and November of 1971. An

" extended benefighbased on the national trigger ends, however, when the
national insured unemployment rate is less than 4.5 percent for three
conseculive months, Since the national rate dropped to 4.3 percent
in December 1271 and remained below 4.5 percent in January and
February of 1972, the national trigger was “off” beginning with the
week of March 5 peried—and has remained “oft” rince. Thus the
national trigeer has resulted in benefits being paid only once since the
provision became effective—the 13 weck period January 1, 1972
through March 31, 1972. As is shown in table 5 at the end of this print,
the national insured unemployment vate has not been as high as
4.5 percent for an entive year since 1961.

The table below shows the national insured unemployment rates for
purposes of the national trigger under the Federal-State Extended
Unemploymeni Compensation Act of 1970.

NATIONAL INSURED UNEMPLOYMENT RATE

(in percent]

Month 1971 1972 1973 1974
January. ... 4.09 2.87 3.05
February............. ... 4,25 291 3.33
March.. . ........... ... o il 4.32 294 ..........
April .. ... 3.98 279 ..........
May. . ..o 4.00 281 ..........
June......o 3.92 281 ...l
July. ..o e 3.91 272 ..........
August. ... 3.52 275 ...
September................ 4.85 3.54 278 ..........
October................... - 4.85 3.37 274 ..........
November................. 4.64 3.34 283 ..........
December............ ceeen 4.30 3.23 295 ..........

State Tr/gger—Extended benefits are payable in any Stato, under
the permanent provisions of the extended benefits program, il the
13-weck insured unemployment rate in the State is at least 4 percent
and if that rate is equal to 120 percent of the rate in the compurable
I3-week petiod of the 2 prior years. In most States, it is the second
part of the State trigger which has proven most difficult to nieet.

3
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Even if a State has a sustained high rate of unemployment, it
will eventually become ineligible to provide extended benefits which
qualify for 50 percent Federal funding unless its insured unemploy-
ment rate is not only high but is actually continuing to rise so that it
remains 20 percent higher than it was in the 2 previous years. When
unemployment in a State remains at a high level for more than a
year, this retiuirement becomes difficult to meet since the high un-
employment level then becomes a part of the base to which the 20

ercent increase measure is applied. In Alaska, for example, extended

enefits were payable on the basis of the State trigger starting at the
end of January, 1971, Alaska, however, had to stop paying extended
benefits at the end of November 1971 even though it had 2 6.8 percent,
rate of insured unemployment. This was weﬁ above the required
4.0 rate of insured unemployment but did not meet the requirement
of a 20 percent increase over the 2 prior years. In the first three
months of 1972, the national trigger was “on” so that extended
benefits were again payable in Alaska as in other States. When the
national extended benefit Feriod ended after March, 1972, thirty eight
States had insured unemployment rates in excess of 4 percent but nine
of these States (including Alaska with a 14.46 percent rate) could not
mees the requirement of a 20 percent increase over the prior 2 years.
As is shown below, all of these 9 States had insured unemployment
rates above 6.5 percent.

STATE INDICATORS FOR EXTENDED BENEFITS (APR. 1, 1972)

Insured unemployment rate

13-week As percent of 2

State rate prior years
Alaska................................ 14.46 106
California......................o.. ... 6.65 99
idaho.................. ... ... ..., 6.73 112
Michigan.............................. 6.74 104

ontana........................ ... 7.79 116
North Dakota.......................... 7.65 118
Oregon...........covvvvvieeeennnnnn. 7.07
Rhode island.......................... 7.81 117
Washington........................... 11.46 98

Under legislation described in the following section of this print, the
mandatory application of the 120-percent trigger has been suspended
under various temporary enactments since October of 1972, The most
recent “trigger report” which is reproduced as table 4 on page 19 shows
that there are currently 23 States which meet the 4-percent trigger
but only 1 State (Michigan) which also meets the requirement of
having an insured unemployment rate equal to at least 120 percent of

“ the rate prevailing in the two prior years.
4



169

Legislation Suspending Trigger Requirements

Starting with Public Law 92-599 (enacted October 27, 1972), Con-
gress has acted 4 times in the last year and a half to modify the
trigger requirements of the permanent extended benefits act for
temporary periods. Under Public Law 92-599, the 120-percent require-
ment in the State “off” trigger could be disregarded by a State
provided the State law permitted it to do so. This provision was to
expire in June, 1973. However, Public Law 93-53 (enacted July 1,
1973) extended the expiration date through December, 1973 and in
addition permitted a State to ignore the 120-percent requirement for
the “‘on” trigger as well as for the “off” trigger. However, under these
2 temporary provisions an extended benefit period could begin only
if the rate of insured unemployment in the State was 4.5 percent,
rather than 4 percent as required under permanent law.

Subsequently, the Senate adopted as part of H.R. 3153 a permanent
provision which would permit a State to pay benefits on the basis of a
4 percent rate without regard to the 120 percent requirement. Although
this bill is still in conference, a temporary provision to the same effect
was enacted as part of Public Law 93-233 (enacted December 31,
1973). This provision was scheduled to expire on March 31, 1974. How-
ever, it was extended through June 1974 under Public Law 93-256
(enacted March 28, 1974).

A Emergency Unemployment Compensation Act of 1971

In December, 1971, the Congress enacted Public Law 92-224 which
established a program to pay ‘‘emergency unemployment compensa-
tion benefits” for up to 13 weeks to persons who had exhausted their
entitlement to regular and (if applicable) extended unemployment
compensation benefits. The program was temporary, with no persons
eligible to receive benefits for the first time after June 30, 1972,

State ‘‘Emergency On’ Indicator.—The additional 13 weeks of
benefits were payable beginning the third week after there was an
““emergency on” indicator in the State. An ‘“‘emergency on’ indicator
occurred in any State when the insured unemployment rate for the
State plus the average rate of those exhausting regular benefits ex-
ceeded 6.5 percent over a 13-week period and when one of the follow-
ing criteria was met:

(1) There was a State or national “on” indicator for extended
benefits (that is, the national rate of insured unemployment
exceeded 4.5 percent in the 3 most recent months, or the State
insured unemployment rate exceeded 4 percent in the previous
13 weeks and was at least 120 percent ofp the insured unemploy-
ment rate during the corresponding periods of the previous 2
years), or ' ‘

2) }l‘here had been such an indicator at some time during the
_previous year and the State met all the criteria of the State “‘on”
indicator for extended benefits except for the 120-percent re-
quirement. . o

State “Emergency Off”’ Indicator.—When the rate of insured unem-
ployment plus the average rate of those exhausting regular benefits in

5
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a State dropped below 6.5 percent for a 13-week period, there was a
State ‘‘emergency off”’ indicator. An emergency extended benefit
period in a State ended with the third week after the “emergency off”’
indicator except that the benefit period could not have been less than
at least 26 weeks.

The original legislation, which was to be in effect only during the
first six months of 1972, provided for 100 percent Federal financing
with payments being made out of the Federal extended benefit
account. Under this legislation, repayable advances could be made to
the account, as needed, from general funds. Advances to the extended
benefit account were to be repaid only if and when there was an excess
of funds in the Federal Unemployment Trust Fund. On June 30, 1972,
the Emergency. Unem]gloyment Compensation Act was extended
(P.L. 92-329) through December 31, 1972. Along with extending the
life of the emergency program, the law changed the financing by
providing an increase in the Federal unemployment tax equal to 0.08
percent of taxable payrolls in 1973. This additional income was used
to finance the benefits paid under the Emergency Unemployment
Compensation Act for weeks ending after June 30, 1972. However, no
provision was made for financing the benefits payable earlier.

Proposed Legislation Reldated to Energy Crisis

8. 302/ (Senator Ribicog and Others).—S. 3024, introduced by Sena-
tor Abraham A. Ribicoff on February 19, 1974, would direct the
President to make grants to the States to make assistance available to
unemployed persons who are not otherwise eligible for unemployment
compensation or who have exhausted their eligibility for such compen-
sation if their unemployment is ‘directly or indirectly, primarily or
remotely, related to a shortage of encrgy.” Eligibility for assistance
would be limited to persons who had at least 13 weeks of employment
during calendar year 1973. Benefits would be paid for up to 2 years un-
less the individual was sooner reemployed in a suitable position. How-
ever, benefits could be terminated after a minimum period of 6 months
if it were determined that the individual’s unemployment was no
longer attributable to an energy shortage. The amount payable would
be “such assistance as the President deems appropriate”’ but could not
exceed the maximum weekly benefit amount under the unemployment
comPensation program of the State in which the worker became un-
employed. S. 3024 also provides for relocation allowances and for
benefits under the food stamp or surplus commodity programs to be
%rovided to eligible persons. All benefit costs would be paid from
ederal general revenues. ) “

It is estimated that the unemployment benefit costs of this bill for
the 15 month period ending June 30, 1975 would be $4 billion on the
~ assumption that the total unemployment rate during the period would
be 5.7 percent. )

S. 8206 (Senator Kenmdg).—-—s. 3208, introduced by Senator Ed-
ward M. Kennedy on March 21, 1974, would auth.rize the Secretary
of Labor to enter into agreements under which the States would ay
additional unemployment benefits during the per'od beginning Feb-
ruary 1, 1974 and ending June 30, 1976. These benefits would be .
payable only to persons who meet the requirements for regular
unemployment benefits with respect to a benefit year falling at least

6
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partially within those dates and who had exhausted all their rights to
regular and extended unemployment benefits. The amount of the
weekly benefits payable to individuals would be the same (including
any dependents’ al\)owances) as the benefits for which they had qual-
fied under the regular State unemployment insurance program and
the number of weeks for which these additional benefits would be
ayable would be equal to the number of weeks of regular benefits
or which they had qualificd. However, the total number of weeks of
compensation (including benefits under this bill, under the regular
State program, and under the extended benefits program) could not
exceed 52 weeks.

All of the cost of any additional unemployment benefits paid as a
result of the provisions of 8. 3206 (and all associated administrative
costs) would be paid by the Federal government from general revenues.
In addition, a portion of the cost of regular State unemployment bene-
fits during the period from February 1, 1974 to June 30, 1976 would
be paid from Federal general revenues under a formula based on the
increase in the rate of insured unemployment in each State in each
month of this period over the average rate prevailing in that State
in the same month of 1971, 1972, and 1973.

It is estimated that the benefit costs of this bill for the 15 month
period ending June 30, 1975 would be $2.2 billion on the assumption
that the total unemployment rate during the period would be 5.7
percent.

S. 8257 (Senator Bennett, by Request).—Title I1 of S. 3257, in-
troduced on March 27, 1974 by Senator Wallace F. Bennett at the
request of the Administration, incorporates a proposal for a new
temporary supplemental unemployment compensation program. This
pro]posal would authorize the Secretary of Labor to make agreements
with the States under which the States would provide up to 13 weeks of
additional unemployment compensation payments to people who have
exhausted their rights to unemployment compensation (including,
where applicable, any payments under the extended benefits pro-
gram), and up to 26 weeks of payments to unemployed people who
could not qualify for unem{)loyment compensation because their
former work was not covered under the State unemployment com-
pensation prograni.

The proposed program would go into effect in a designated area
when insured unemploynient in the area was at least either (1) 4.5
percent or (2) 4.0 Eerccnt and 120 percent of the rate for the comn-
parable period in the 12 months, October, 1972 through September,
1973. An area would be'an economically integrated geographical unit
with a population of at least 250,000 in which workers may readily
change Jobs without moving. These areas would be designated by the
Secretary of Labor and all parts of a State not included in an area
would constitute an area. ‘

The provision would he in effect for a period starting 30 days after -
enactment and ending June 30, 1975. ‘

The cost of the proposed program would be paid by the Federal
Government out of general revenues. It is estimated that the benefit
costs of this program for the 15 month period ending June 30, 1975
would be $1 billion on the assumption that the total unemployment
rate during the period would be 5.7 percent. -

7 .



172

8. 3267 (Senator Jackson and Others)—S. 3287, introduced by
Senator Henry M. Jackson on March 28, 1974, would provide benefits
to persons unemployed as a result of energy simortages and not other-
wise eligible for unemployment benefits during the period after enact-
ment and up to July 1, 1975. Eli(%ibilit;}'1 would be provided to in-
dividuals who had either exhausted all their rights to regular or ex-
tended unemployment benefits or who did not qualify for such
benefits (including persons whose emF]oyment is not covered under the
unemployment insurance program) if their unemployment was clearly
attributable to “disruptions, dislocation or shortages [of energy sup-
plies), fuel allocations, fuel pricing, consumer buying decisions influ-
enced by such disruptions, dislocations or shortages, and governmental
action .associated with the disruptions, dislocations or shortages.” In
making determinations of eligibility, States would use industry, busi-
ness, or employer certification procedures as the Secretary of Labor
directs for the lx])urpose of minimizing costs and administrative prob-
lems which might otherwise cause delays in making payments. The dis-
qualification rules of the State unemployment insurance program
would apply to benefits under this bill. By regulation, the Secretary of
Labor could limit eligibility to persons with at least one month of
employment in the prior ycar.

he amount of benefits payable to an individual would be equal to
the amount of weekly unemployment compensation for which he was
most recently eligible. If the individual was not previously eligible
for unemployment compensation, the amount of the benefit would be
set by the State taking into account the benefit amounts provided
under its unemployment program and would, in an?' case, have to be
within the minimum and maximum levels applicable under the State
program.

Benefits under this bill would be payable without limitation as
to the number of weeks with respect to which an individual could be
Eaid but the program would end on July 1, 1975, All of the cost of

enefits under this bill would be paid from Federal general revenues.

8. 3267 includes an authorization of appropriations for the cost of
un;amployment bencfits under the bill of $500 million for fiscal year
1974.

The unemployment provisions of S. 3267 are generally similar to
the unemployment provisions of S. 2589, the Energy Emergency Act,
which was vetoed by the President. It is estimated that the benefit
costs of the unemployment provisions of S. 2589 for the fifteen-month
period ending June 30, 1975 would (in the absence of an% limitation on
the authorization of appropriations) be $3.8 billion on the assumption
that the total unemployment rate during the period would be 5.7
percent.

8
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" Employment Covered Under State Unemployment Compensation
. Programs . .

General Rule.—In general, persons working for priva’e employers
meeting certain minimum requirements are covered under State
unemplocyment compensation programs. In 34 States, any employer .
with one employee in 20 or more weeks of the year is subject to the
program. Eight Statos require coverage in the case of employers with
at least one employee at any time, and the remaining States base
coverage on either a different duration of employment or on the amount
of compensation paid by the employer. '

Special Categories.—Federal employees and members of the armed
services, while excluded from coverage under State unemployment

_insurance programs, ave covered under a special Federal program.

Federal law does require coverage of individuals who work for tion-
profit organizations which have.4 or more employees in 20 or more
weeks, and 19 States require coverage in the case of non-profit organi-
zations with 1 or more employees. - : ‘
State and local.—Except in certain limited cases (¢.g. State hospitals),

- Federal law does not require State coverage of State or local govern-

ment employees. However, most States orlocal government employees.
However, most States provide some form of coverage for at least some
employees. About half of the States provide mandatory coverage for
State employees and permit election of coverage by local government
subdivisions.

Major Ezclusions.—There are certain types of employment which
are generally (although not universally) excluded {rom unemploy-
ment insurance coverage. Some of the major exclusions are:

Agricultural employment (covered in D.C., Hawaii, Minnesota,
and Puerto Rico);

Domestic service (covered under certain conditions, in Arkan-
sas, D.C., Hawaii, and New York); :

Self-employment (partially covered in California).

(11)

- .
P P el
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TABLE 1.—EMPLOYMENT COVERED UNDER STATE UNEMPLOY-
MENT COMPENSATION PROGRAMS (DEFINITION OF EM-

- PLOYER)
1 employee
- Alternative  Nonprofit
ln 20 At any payroll employers
eeks ! tim Other conditions 1 or more?
State (34 States) I States) (10 States) (4 States)! (19 States)
Alabama........ X e e
Alaska..............coeues X e e
Arizona.......... D S
Arkansas........oovieiiiiiiniriinn.. 10 days........... X
California.........ocovvvviiiininnn, ver  .......... X
$100
in qtr. .
Colorado........ X fevereninenes
Connecticut..... X e X
Delaware........ D, SN
District of
Columbia.  .......... X X
Florida.......... ) S
Georgia......... X i
Hawaii.......ooooovvvninn, X2
idaho............ X $300in X
qtr.
Hlinois. ......... D, S
Indiana......... X e
lowa............. ), S X
Kansas.......... )
Kentucky........ D S S
Louisiana....... X e e
AINE. . oo s K e
Maryland.................. X e X
Massachusetts ...................... 13 .. X
weeks ! .
Michigan...... TX i 1,000 X
o nyr.

* _Minnesota....... ) S
‘Mississippi...... X i
MiSSOUN. ... X i et
Montana..........covvvvivninvnnnnss Over .......... X

‘ $500
inyr.

'y
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TABLE 1.—EMPLOYMENT COVERED UNDER STATE UNEMPLOY-
MENT COMPENSATION PROGRAMS (DEFINITION OF EM-
PLOYER)—Continued

1 employee
Alternative  Nonprofit
ln 20 At any payroll employers
eeks 1 tim Other conditlons 1 or more 3
State (34 States) (8 States) (10 States) (4 States)! (19 States)
Nebraska........ X e
Nevada..... e e e $225in ..........
qtr.
New Hamphire.. X ... X
NewJersey..........ccooveevunnnnn.. $1,000 ........ o X
inyr.
- New Mexico..... X $4t50 in X
‘ ) qtr.
“NewYork.........oovviiiiiiiiii, $3t00 in..... s
, _ qtr.
-~ North Carolina.. X e e
North Dakota.... X ... . i,
Ohio............. X
Oklahoma....... X
=T+ o] o I X $225in X
qtr.
Pennsylvania.............. X e e
Puerto Rico.............. X e X
Rhode Island............. X e X
South Carolina.. X ...,
South Dakota.... X ... ... e
Tennessee. . .... X Ceeneniens
Texas........... X e
Utah. ... ..., $140in ..........
: : ) qtr.

- Vermont......... X e
Virginia......... X D e eeeieenn e
Washington............... X e X

, West virginia.... X e

. Wisconsin....... X e, .

Wyom’ng... ......................... $500in LN R R NN )
‘ : yr.

.~ 10r a quarterly payroll of $1,500 during a calendar year or preceding caiendar
.year, except in fdaho, Mlcmgan. New Mexico, Oregon.
t Also covers employers of 20, Hawaii, and 4, Minnesota, or more agr. «cultural

- workers in 20 weeks, )
- 3 All other States cover nonproﬂt orgamzatlons that employ 4 or more in 20 weeks -

s required by Federal law, o
‘Note: Data in table eorrect as of January 1974. ) N

TS
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Unemployment Compensation Benefits

Liligibility.—In order to be eligible to receive dny unemployment
insurance benefits, unemployed workers must have met certain quali-
fying requirements during a base year which precedes their benefit
year. In some States the qualifying requirement is a certain amount
of wages; in other States the requirement is in terms of work during
a certain number of weeks or during a certain number of quarters.
And, some States impose both types of requirement. In all but 9
States, the qualifying requirements can be satisfied only by pérsons
with some employment during at least 2 quarters of the base year.

Benefit Amounts.—The amount of. benefits Yaid to an unemployed
worker oach weck varies according to the level of his éarnings during
the base year or, in most States, during that quarter of the base year
in which his earnings were highest. Formulas vary from State to State
but the largest number of States pay a benefit equal to about 50

* percent of average weekly wages. In 11 States benefits include special
allowances based on the number of dependents. For about 40 percent

of all beneficiaries, the amount of the weekly benefit is determined
by the maximum limit which the State places on weekly. benefit
amounts rather than by the formula. - o

Mazimum Benefits.—The limit on the maximum amount payable
per wecek in the various States ranges from $49 to $147. In 29 States,
the maximum weekly benefit gayable under the unemployment in-
surance program is determined as a percentage of average weekly
wages in e‘mplo‘yment covered by that program in the State. The per-

centage varies from 50 to 66% depending on the State. In the remain--

ing States the maximum is a fixed ‘dollar amount.

Partial Unemployment.—Persons who work less than full-time during
a week may qualify for partial unemployment benefits if their earnings
are below an amourit specified by each State. Benefits are determined
in the regular manner but are reduced by the amount of earnings in
excoss of a specified earnings disregard. (Montana does not provide
benefits for partial unemployment, although some partially employed
persons can qualify for full benefits in that State.) ‘

14
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TABLE 2.—WEEKLY STATE UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION
BENEFITS FOR TOTAL UNEMPLOYMENT

Required total earn-
Weekly benefit amount! ings in base year? Mini-

' mum
_ Average For For workin
(Octo- mini. maxi- base
Mini. Maxi. ber mum mum ear
State mum mum  1973) benefit benefit (wee{s)'
Alabama........ $15 T68 $47 $525 $2,633 2
Alaska.......... - 123 1120 50 750 8500 . 2
Arizona......... 10 60 54 375 2,231 2
Arkansas........ 15 79 50 450 2,370 2
California....... 25 90 59 750 2,748 —
Colorado........ 25 93 68 750 9,569 —
Connecticut..... 120 t147 67 600 3,920 - 2Q
Delaware........ 10 85 64 360 3,060 — .
District of -

Columbia...... 114 117 80 450 4,002 2
Florida.......... 10 64 49 400 2,520 2
Georgia......... 12 65 51 432 2,340 2
Hawaii.......... 5 98 68 150 2,940 1
ldaho............ 17 7 53 520 2,503 2
illinois.......... 10 1105 57 800 1,759 2
Indiana......... 20 175 ~ 46 500 1,225 2
lowa............. 10 75 60 300 1,590 2Q
Kansas.......... 18 73 55 540 2,190 2
Kentucky........ 12 70 56 344 2,198 2
Louisiana. ...... 10 70 55 300 .2,100 —

aine........... 12 65 52 600 1,419 —
Maryland........ 113 78 61 360 2,808 2Q
Massachusetts.. 125 1135 65 1,200 1,200 —
Michigan........ 118 192 57 350 1,400 14
Minnesota....... 15 85 58 540 3,042 18
Mississippi...... 10 49 41 360 1,764 2Q

! Amounts include dependerits' allowances in 11 States which providé such

- allowances (in the case of minimum benefits the table assumes 1 dependent).

For a worker with no dependents, the maximum weekiy benofits in these States are:
Alaska: $90; Connecticut: $92; Illinoist $60; Indiana: $50; Massachusetts: $90;
Michigan: $56; Ohio: $77; Pennsylvania: $96; and Rhode Island: ?82. .

t In some States larger total earnings ma')(r bg;:«guéu;qdaln order for the benefits

s, ta . ‘

3 Number of weeks of work in base year reclulred to qualify for minimum benefits.
"2_%' denotes that State directly or indirectly requires work in at least 2 quarters
of the base year. \

16
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TABLE 2.—WEEKLY STATE UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION
BENEFITS FOR TOTAL UNEMPLOYMENT—Continued

—— Required total earn-
Weekly benefit amount! ings in base year? Mini-

mum
Average For For workin
(Octo minl- maxi- base -
Minie  Maxi- . ber mum mum year
State mum  mum  1973) benefit benefit (weeks)?
Missouri. ....... 12 67 53 480 2,680 2
Montana........ 12 65 48 455 2,522 2
Nebraska........ 12 68 52 600 1,800 2
Nevada.......... 16 80 65 528 2640 —
New Hampshire. 14 80 59 600 6,600 20
‘New Jersey...... 10 8 69 255 2,142 17
‘New Mexico..... 14 67 50 423 2,145 2
New York........ 20 75 61 600 = 2,980 2

North Carolina. . 12 64 45 550 7,400 2
North Dakota.... 15 ~ 68 '50 600 2,720 2

Ohio............. 116 1114 56 400 3,040 20
Oklahoma....... 16 60 45 500 2,301 2
Oregon.......... 23 76 54 700 . 6,040 1
Pennsylvania.... '17 1!'104 69 440 - 3,800 2
Rhode Island.... 117 102 62 400 2,982 2
South Carolina. . 10 83 49 300 3,198 2
South Dakota.... 19 59 47 590 1,866 2
Tennessee...... 14 62 47 504 2,232 2
XAS. .. iiienins 15 63 51 500 2,325 2
Utah........... . 10 87 57 700 2,356 1
Vermont........ 15 77 60 600 3,060 20
Virginia......... 20 70 56 720 @ 2,52 2
Washington. ... 17 81 62 1,200 2,012 1
West Virginia.... 12 84 47 700 11,000 —
Wisconsin....... 23 92 64 792 3,276 18
Wyoming........ 10 67 50 800 1,650 - 20
Puerto Rico..... 7 50 36 150 1,500 2Q

1 Amounts include dependents’ allowances In 11 States which provide sﬁ,ch
allowances (in the case of minimum benefits the-table assumes 1 dependent).

For a'worker with no dependents, the maximum weekly benefits in these States are:.

Alaska: $90; Connecticut: $92; Illinois: $60; Indiana: $50; Massachusetts: $90;
Michigan: $56; Ohlo: $77; Pennsylvania: $96; and Rhode Island: $82.

1 In some States larger total earnings may be required In order for the benefits
to be paid for the maximum number of weeks. See table 3, i

¥ Number of weeks of work Iri base year re1ulred to qualify for minimum benefits.
“tzt " %«:u;gt’es t:mt«s»tate directly or Indirectly requires work Iin-at least 2 quarters
of the base year. ‘ ‘ . ) : :

¢ Alte‘rniﬂz  requirement is 600 hours of employment..
Note: Data in table correct as of Janaury 1974,

16
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Duration of Regular Unemgloyment Benefits
Mazimum Potential Duration.—In all States, regular unemployment

benefits for total unemﬁlo ment may be paid for no more than &
specified number of weeks in an individual’s benefit year, This maxi-
mum duration is 26 weeks in 42 States. Puerto Rico with a 20 week
- limit is the only jurisdiction with a smaller maximum. Eight States
and the District of Columbia provide more than 26 weeks. Utah has
the largest number of weeks allowable—-36, : :
Minimum Potential Duration.—In 9 jurisdictions, any worker who
is-eligible for any unemployment benefits may, if he continues to be
unemployed, receive benefits for up to the maximum number of weeks.
In the remaining States, however, individual workers may be subject
to an additional restriction which will limit the number of weeks during
which they can draw benefits to something less than the maximuim,
- Typically, these restrictions provide that the total amount of benefits
paid to a worker cannot exceed some percentage (for example, 33%
percent) of his wages during his base year. Alternatively, some States
provide_that unemployment benefits cannot be.ga’id for a number of
weeks which exceeds some percentage of the number of weeks in which
the individual was employed during his base year. o

TABLE 3.—DURATION (IN WEEKS) OF REGULAR UNEMPLOY-
S MENT BENEFITS ! ., .

Minimum  Maximum  Earnings.in base
potential potential  year required for

State duration duration maximum benefits?
Alabama.................. 1 - 26 - $5302
Alaska..................... 14 28 8,500 .
Arizona.................... 12 26 . . 4,678
Arkansas........... 10 26 .- 6,159
California................. 12 26 4,678
Colorado.................. 7 26 9,569
Connecticut............... 26 26 3,920

)elaware,................. 17 26 . 4,700
District of Columbia....... 17 34 7,954
Florida.................... 10 26 - - 6,552
Georgia................... 9 . 26 . 6,63

awail. . ............0.0.000 26 26 o 2,94
Idaho.t.................... 10 | 2 - 6,50
lingis.................... .10 26 2,97
Indiana.................... 12 26 5,200

. 'Owa ;‘a 4 -'bv .................. 10 ! 26 " ’ 5,850
Kansas...... e e 10 . 26 *5,691
Kentucky.................. ‘15 26 5,459

.. Louisiana............ SO iz 28 4,898
Ma'ne....;..‘...‘,.......a.. 1 : 26 5.069

" Bea footnotes at end of table, 7
S B ‘ - 1
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TABLE 3.—DURATION (IN WEEKS) OF REGULAR UNEMPLOY-
-~ MENT BENEFITS *~Continued -

Minimum Maximum  Earnings in base
potential potential  year required for

State duration duration maximum benefits$
Maryland.................. 26 26 $2,808
Massachusetts.:.......... 4 30 7,497
Michigan.................. 11 26 ‘ 3,500
Minnesota................. 13 26 6,253

Mississippi................ 12 26 3,819
Missouri.................. 8 26 5,226
Montana.................. 13 26 2,822
Nebraska.................. 17 26 5,253
Nevada.................... 11 - 26 6,237
New Hampshire........... 26 26 6,600
New Jersey................ 12 .26 4,410
New Mexico............... 18 30 3,348
NewYork.................. 26 26 . 2,980
‘North Carolina. ........... 26 26 7,400
North Dakota.............. 18 26 4,760
Ohio,.......covovevvnnnn, 20 26 3,952
Oklahoma................. 10 26 4,677
Oregon..... e, 10 26 6,040
Pennsylvania........... cee 30 30 3,800
Rhode Island.............. 12 26 . . 6,262
South Carolina............ 10 . 26 . 6,471
South Dakota.............. 10 26. \ 4,599
Tennessee................ 12 26 . . 4,833
@XAS. ..\ iiiiiiinnnnn., 9 26 6,063

...................... 10 36 7,379
Vermont................... 26 26 3,060
Virginia................... 12 26 5,460
Washington............... 8 3 7,289
West Virginia.............. 26 26 11,000
Wisconsin................. 14 34 7,826
Wyoming...... Ceerreeeiaas © 11 26 . . 5,803

. Puerto Rico............. . 20 20 1,500

1 Based on benefits for total unemploymenﬂ Amounts payable can be stretched -

~out over a longer perlod in the case of partial unemployment.
# Based on maximum weekly benefit amount paid fp

- Note: Data in table correct as of January 1974, -

or maximurn number of weeks.

O
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State Indicators for Federal-State Extended Unemployment

An additional 13 weeks of extended unemployment benefits with 50
percent Federal funding are payable to those who have exhausted their
regular benéfits under State unemployment compensation programs
under the provisions of the Federal-State Extended Unemployment
Compensation Act if certain trigger requirements are met. The national
trigger—a national 4.5 percent rate of insured unemployment—has not
been met during the past 2 years. The State trigger is met if the State

_insured unemployment rate over a 13 week period is 4 percent and
if that rate also e%uals 120 percent of the insured unemployment
- rate in the comparable period of the 2 prior years. Table 4 shows that
23 States meet the first part of the requirement as of March 2, 1974
but no State meets the second part of the requirement. (Subsequent
to this date, however, one State—Michigan— has met both require-
ments). ‘Under temporary provisions of Public Law 93-256, States
which meet the first part of the trigger requirement (4 percent insured
unemployment) may, at their option, participate in the program with~
out meeting the 120 percent requirement. ' i

- TABLE 4.—STATE INDICATORS FOR FEDERAL-STATE EXTENDED
~UN7EMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION- ACT (AS OF MAR. 2,
1974) ‘ S

Insured unemployment rate

13.week rate  As percent of 2

State (percent) prior years -
Alabama...... e e - 2.87 .80
Alaskal. .. .........ccoiviviinninnn.. 12.70 102
Arizona.......... e 2.92 101
Arkansas....................ccvvunnn.. 391 76
California.......................c.ee 4.74 83
Colorado. ..........covvvinnannnn, ! \
Connecticut. .... e 4.362) o Gg)
Delaware...............c.couvvvuein.. 3.96 122
District of Columbia................... 2.13 105
Florida®..............ccovvvieveiin. . (1.63) . (75)
Georgia. ................. [T o167 112 -
Hawaii...................cooiiie 0, - 4.57 .97
’ﬁlahh?’ ................................ - 5.742) _9§)
OIS, ..o -
Indiana................... 2.6& 89

Clowa. ... e e s 238 75
- Kansas...’;‘..v...'.‘..V‘.i...'..a."....:...;.'. ) 3.00 ‘ 87 .
Kentucky...........iovvvvieiiiins 0 338 ;8_?
_Louisiana. ,..,....... O - X - B % ‘

Maine... ... ciivieninnnnnn. . 5,68

"+ See footnotes at end of table; 0
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TABLE 4.—STATE INDICATORS FOR FEDERAL-STATE EXTENDED

"UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION ACT (AS OF MAR. 2,
1974)—Continued :

~ Insured unemployment rate

T 13-week rate  As percent of 2
State (percent) prior years
“Maryland.........ooocii 291
Massachusetts®....................... (6.42) (20)
Michigan*................... AT 6.08 115
innesota............................L 4
Mississippi.......oocovviiiiiiiiiii, 2.02 84
Missouri..............oooevviiin 3.73 88
Montana.............ccovvvveennnnnn.. 5.96 ~ 88
Nebraska..................ccovvvnnnnn, 2.77 ’ 96
Nevada..................coooiieenn 6.24 91
New Hampshire....................... 2.96 97
NewJersey®.......................e 7.29 107
New Mexico.................ooeeeeeen. 4.19 97
NewYork?. ....o.covivviiiiiininnnnns. 4.74 88
North Carolina........................ 1.74 82
0 akota............ooviiivnnn., .
North Dakot: 491 75
Ohio...........vcenennnn s 2.52 81
Oklahoma.................covvininnn. 2.50 65
Oregon...........ccovvviviiniiinniinnns 6.53 102
Pennsylvania................cc.c...... 4.44 89
PuertoRico...................... e -11.92 87
Rhode Island !. ....... e e 7.03 101
South Carolina........ i e 1.83 85
South Dakota.......................... 2.63 . 76
Tennessee..............cccovvveeunn.. 2.96 92
[ T U 1.23 75
Utah..........ccoiiii e, 4.50 92
Vermont........oovveeeeinieneinnnns, . 6.10 85
Virginia.............. e eeereraiiaaees 1.02 85
Washington *.........................0 9.14 83
‘West Virginia.......................... 448 80
Wisconsin.............ovvviinnnnnn 3.75 85
Wyoming................ooiiiiinen, 1.93 69

1 Extended benefits are currently ga able under temporary provisions in Public
?vsv 93-233 which will be continued through June 1974 by ‘provisions of P.L. 93-

- ¥Data not available. &
_%indicators as of Feb. 23, 1974, Lo
¢ The rate in Mléhigan has now increased sufﬁclentl‘y
under the permanent provisions of the extended benefits act.

20

that benefits are payab!ek
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TABLE 5.—UNEMPLOYMENT: 1960-73
[Rates in percent]

Number of States! with in-
sured unemployment of at
National unemployment rate  least— : ‘

" Year Total Insured 4 percent 4.5 percent
1960.............. 5.5 4.7 33 26
1961.............. 6.7 5.7 43 39
1662.............. 5.5 4.3 - 29 24
1963.............. 5.7 . 4.3 27 , 24
1964.............. 5.2 3.7 20 .13
1965.............. 4.5 2.9 7 5
1966.............. 3.8 2.2 4 2
1967.............. 3.8 2.5 5 3
1968.............. 3.6 2.2 2 2
1969.............. 3.5 2.1 3 2
1970.............. 4.9 3.5 12 9
1971.............. 5.9 4.1 19 16
1972.............. 5.6 3.3 18 14
1973.............. 4.9 2.8 Q) )

" Uineludes Puerto Rico for years 1961-72; Puerto Rico's rate of insured unemploy-

ment exceeded 4.5 percent in each of these years.
? Not available.

Note: The insured unemployment rate represents the average weekly number of
lnsu'red unetmployed as a percentage of the average number of persons in covered
employment. - '

TABLE 6.—EXHAUSTION OF REGULAR UNEMPLOYMENT |
BENEFITS: 1960-73 ‘

Total Exhaustions as
. exhaustions 1 percent of all

DR WON0W]

Year (millions) beneﬂgiaries
1960. ...t 1.6 26.1
1961..... ... 2.4 30.4
1962. ... 1.6 27.4
1963000 1.6 25
1964, ..o, 1.4 23.
1965......... et i renan, 1.1 21
1966........ccovviiee ] .8 18.
1967. ... 9 . 19,
1968. ... i 8 19
1969, . ... 8 19.
1970, ... 1.3 24,
1971 2.0 30
1972, . 1.8 28.9
1973 e e e 1:5 . 29-

o

1 Number of persons who were unemployed for a sufficiently long period that they '

- received all of the benefits for which they were eligible under the regular State un,
. eTElsg ment pri L : ‘ , :

; ogmm. ‘ T
mated on the basis of data for January through Octobgn S
“21
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Appendix A

Federal-State Extended Unemployment Compensation Act and
Amendments
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Federal-State Extended Unemployment Compensation Act and

) Amendments
Excerer Froum PusLic Law 91-373, Aveust 10, 1970
. " . . . ™

TITLE’II—*FEDERAL-STATE EXTENDED UNEMPLOYMENT
COMPENSATION PROGRAM - .

SHORT TITLB

Sec, 201. This title may be cited as the “Federal-State Extended
Unemploymer.t Compensation Act of 1970”.

PAYMENT OF EXTENDED COMPENSATION
State Law Requirements

SEc. 202. (a)(1) For purposes of section 3304(a)(i1) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954, a State law shall provide that payment of,
extended compensation shall be made, for any week of unem‘})lo ent
- which begins in the individual’s eligibility period, to individuals who -
. have exhausted all rights to regular compensation under the State
law-and who have no rights to regular compensation with respect to
such week under such law or any other State unemployment compen-
sation law or to compensation under any other Federal law and are
Dot receiving compensation with teseecb to such week under the unem-
ployment compensation law of the Virgin Islands or Canada. For pur-

oses of the preceding sentence, an individual shall have exhausted
“his rights to regular compensation under a State law (A) when no
payments of reFular compensation can be made under such law because
such individual has received all re:f;u]ar compensation available to him
based on employment or wa%ps uring his base period, or (B) when
his rights to such compensation have terminated by reason of the

- expiration of the benefit year with respect to which such rights

existed. : ' ,
_ (2) Except where inconsistent with the provisions of this title,
the terms and conditions of the State law wl‘l)ioh‘ apPIy to claims for
regular comgensation and to the payment thereof shall apply to claims
. for extendéd compensation and to the payment thereof. .
R ~ Individuals’ Compensation Accounts
S <(b)(1gl The State law shall provide that the State will establish,
- for each. eligible individiial’ who files an application therefor, an
- extended conapensaﬁibn account with respect to such individual’s
‘benefit year. The amount established in such account shall be not less -
. than whichever of the following is the least: . = - RRR
C e T R e ‘(25) S
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(A) B0 per centum of the total amount of regular compensation
“(including dependents’ allowances) payable to him during such
benefit {ear under such law, ->
gB thirteen timeg his average weekly benefit amount, or
) thirty-nine times his average weekly benefit amount,
~reduced by the regular compensation ﬁmd (or deemed paid) to
im during such benefit year under such law;

~ except_that the amount so determined shall (if the State law so pro-
- vides) be reduced by the aEFregafe amount of additional compensation:

' paid (or deemed Eald) to him under such law for prior weeks of unem-
loyment in suc
enefit period. .
(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), an individual’s weekly benefit

~ amount for a week is the amount of regular compensation (includin:

dependents’ allowances) under the State law payable to such indi-
vidual for such week for total unemployment.

EXTENDED BENEFIT PERIOD

; Beginning and Ending : ‘
Sec. 203. (a) For purposes of this title, in the case of any State,
an extended benefit period— ‘

" (1) shall b with the third week after whichever of the
; followiniweeksﬁrsb oceurs: L . .

o (A) & week for which there is a national “on” indicator, or

%13 a week for which there is a State “on” indicator; and

(2) shall end with the third week after the first week for which

there is both a national “off”” indicator and a State “off”’ indicator.

Special Rules

(b) In the case of aetay State— A
(A) no extended benefit period shall last for a period of less
; thirteen consecutive weeks, and ‘ =
~"(B) no extended benefit period may begin b{ reason of a State
“on" indicator before the fourteenth week after the close of a
prior extended benefit period with respect to such State.
(2) When a determination has been made that an extended benefit
“ period_is beginning or ending with respect to a State (or all the
~States), the Secretary shall cause notice of such determination to be
published in the Federal Register, S

. " ‘Eligibility Period = -

' th( gtthr I;inrposes of this tiﬂe, an individual’s eiigibility ﬁeriod undéé
, the

ate law shall consist of the weeks in his benefit year which begin

- in an extended benefit period and, if his berefit year ends within such

- extended benefit period, any weeks thereafter which begin in:stich
extended beneflt period. - o s S

&

benefit year which did not begin in an extended

Q

vz

\ Y
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National “On” and “Off” Indicators

(d) For purposes of this section—

‘ (1) There is a national “on” indicator for a week if for each
of the three most recent calendar months ending before such
weel:, the rate of insured unemplogrment (seasonally adjusted)
for all States equaled or exceeded 4.5 per centum (determined by
reference to the average monthly covered employment for the first
four of the most recent six calendar quarters ending before the
month in question), ’
~_(2) There is a national “off” indicator for a week if for each of
the three most recent calendar months ending before such week,
the rate of insured unemployment (seasonal y adjusted) for all
States was less than 4.5 per centum (determined by reference to
the average monthly covered employment for the first four of
the most recent six calendar quarters ending before the month
in question).

State “On” and “Off” Indicators

(e) For }i‘urposes of this section—

(1) There is a State “on” indicator for a week if the rate of
insured unemployment under the State law for the period consist-
ing of such week and the immediately preceding twelve weoks—

(A) equaled or exceeded 120 per centum of the average of
such rates for the corresponding thirteen-week period ending
in each of the preceding two calendar years, and

(B) equaled or exceeded 4 per centum.

(2) There is a State “off” indicator for a week if, for the period
consisting of such week and the immediately preceding twelve
weeks, either subparagarph (A) or subparagraph (B) of para-
graph (1) was not satisfied.

For purposes of this subsection, the rate of insured unemployment

for any 13-week dperiod shall be determined by reference to the average -
monthly covered employment under the State law for theé first four of

the ncIIOSt recent six calendar quarters ending before the close of such

period. . :

‘Rate of Insured Unemployment; Covered Employment

(f)(? For purposes of subsections (d) and (e), the term ‘“rate of
unemployment’’ means the percentage arrived at b%']dividin
(A) the average weekly number of individuals filing claims
for weeks of unemployment with respect to the specified period,
as determined on the basis of the reports made by all State

agencies (or, in the case of subsection (e), by the State agency)
to the Secretary, by R -
‘ (Bzi the average monthly covered einployment for the specified
- period, = ’ o

(2) Determinations  under subsection (d)- shall be made by the
Secretary in accordance with regulations prescribed by hi

m.
... (8) Determinations under -subsection -(e) shall bg made by the

State agency in“accordance with regulations prescribed by. the

$1.508 O < 14 - 13
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PAYMENTS TO STATES
Amount Payable

Sec. 204. (a)(1) There shall be paid to each State an amount equal
to ono-half of the sum of— .
'A) the sharable extended compensation, and
the sharable regular comPenso,tion,

paid to individuals under the State
(2) No payment shall be made to any State under this subsection
- imr respect to compensation for which the State is entitled to reim-
bursement under the provisions of any Federal law other than this

Act.
Sharable Extended Compensation

(b) For Pu oses of subsection (a)(1) gA), extended compensation
paid to an individual for weeks of unemployment in such individual’s
eligibility period is sharable extended compensation to the extent that
the aggregate extended compensation paid to such individual with
respect to any benefit year does not exceed the smallest of the amounts
referred to in subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of section 202(b)(1).

Sharable Regular Compensation

o) For purposes of subsection (a) (1) (B), regular compensation paid
to(a.n !ndgvi&al for & week of( u)nemp?o’ymge‘:xt is shgrable reg%lar
compensation—~—
P (1) it such week is in such individual’s eligibility period (deter-
mined under section 203(c)), and
(2? to the extent that the sum of such compensation, plus the
regular compensation paid (or deemed &aid to him with respect
to prior weeks of unemployment in the benefit year, exceeds
twenty-six times (and does not exceced thirty-nine times) the
uveroge weekly benefit amount (including allowances for depend-
ents) for woeks of total unemployment payable to such individual
under the State law in such benefit year. .

Payment on Calendar Month Basis

(d} ‘There shall be paid to each State either in advance or by way
of reimbursemont, as may be determined by the Secretary, such sum
ns the Secretary estimates the State will be entitled to receive under
this title for each calendar month, reduced or increased, as the case
may be, by any sum by which the Secretary finds that his estimates
for any prior calendar month were greater or less than the amounts
which should have beon paid to the State. Such estimates may be
made upon the basis of such statistical, mntﬁling, or other method as
may bé agreed upon by the Secretary and the State agency.

Coertification

(ef The Secretary shell from time to time certify to the Secretarx
- of the Treasury for dmyment to each State the sums payable to sue
- State under this sec

‘ 28

aw,

on. The Secretary of the Treasury, prior to audit

£
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or settloment by the General Accounting Office, shall make payment
to the State in accordance with such certification, by transfers from
the extended unex?})loyment compensation account to the account of
such State in the Unemployment Trust Fund.

DEFINITIONS

Sec. 205. For purposes of this title—

' jl) The term ‘“compensation’” means cash benefits payable to
individuals with respect to their unemployment.

(2) The term “‘regular compensation’” means compensation pay-
able to an individual under any State unemployment compeusa~
tion law (including compensation payable pursuant to § U.8.C.
chapter 83), other than extended compensation and additional
compensation. .

(3) The term ‘“extended compensation” means compensation
(including additional compensation and compensation payable
pursuant to 8 U.8.C. chapter 81‘? gayo,ble for weeks of unemfloy-
ment beginning in an extended benefit period to an individual
under those provisions of the State law which satisfy the require-
mem;st iof this title with respect to the payment of extonded com-

ensation,
P (4) The term “additional compensation’” means compensation
payable to exhaustees by reason of conditions of high unemploy-
ment or by reason of other special factors,

(5) The term “benefit year' means the benefit year as defined in
the apR‘licuble State law. ,

(6) The term ‘“base period’’ means the base period as deter-
mined under applicable State law for the benefit yoar.

(7) The torm “‘Secretary’” means the Secretary of Labor of the
United States. . '

(8) The term ‘‘State’” includes the District of Columbia and
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

(9). The term ‘‘State agency’” means the agency of the State
which administers its State law. ,

(10) The term ‘‘State law’’ means the unemployment compensa-
tion law of the State, approved by the Secretary under section
3304 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1054.

(11) The term “‘week’’ moans a week as defined in the applicable
State law.

APPROVAL OF STATE LAWS

Seé, 206, Section 3304(a) of the Inte g,l; Revenue Code of 1954 is
ameonded by inserting after paragraph (10) (added by section 121(a)
of this Act) the following new paragragh: .
“(ll?l) extended compensation shall be payable as provided by
tl;ew_,%dgral-State Extended Unemployment Compensation Act:
0 ; . .
EFFECTIVE DATES

SEec. 207, (a) Except as provided in subsection %) —
: (1) in applying section 203, no extended benefit period may
begin with a week beginning before January 1, 1972; and
2? gsection 204 shall apply only with respect to weeks of un~
employment beginning after December 31, 1071, .

29
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_paragraph (1),.séction 204 shall also agfl wi
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—

(b)(1) In the case. of a State law approved under section 3304 (a)

(11) of the Internal Revenue Code of 19564, such State law may also
rovide that an extended benefit ?eriod may begin with a week estab-
ished pursuant to such law which begins earlier than January 1,
zi?i‘lth;xt not earlier than 80 days after the date of the enactment of

8 Act. ,

52) For purposes of paragraph (1) with respect to weeks beginnin
before January 1, 1972, the extended benefit period for the State sha
be determined under section 203(a) solely by reference to the State
“on” indicator and the State ‘‘off”’ indicator.

¢ ase of a State law containing a &rovision described in
respect to weeks of
unemployment in extended benefit pe determined pursuant to

&l' () 1 [ N
P ((13)@ Sgotign)‘3304(a;_(ll) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1054 (as
ad eél by section 206) shall hot be a requirement for the State law of
any :

ta .
(1) in the case of any State the legislature of which does not
meet in & regular session which closes during the calendar year
1971, with respect to any week of unemployment which begins
prior to July 1, 1972; or’ '

(2) in the case of any other State, with respect to any week of
unemployment which begins prior to January 1, 1972, ~
L] L] [ ] L] * L] L]

SEC. 808, EXTENDED UNEMPLOYMBENT COMPENSATION ACCOUNT

‘(a) Title IX of the Social Security Act is amended by striking out
section 905 and inserting in lieu thereof the following new section: -

v.I_.‘!Exaijnnn UnemprLoyMeNT COMPENSATION ACCOUNT

“DSTABLISEMENT OF ACCOUNT

“Smo. 905. (a) There is hereby established in the Unemployment
Trust Fund an extended unemployment compensation account. For
the purposes provided for in section 904(e), such account shall be
maintained as a separate book account. .

‘““’RANSFERS TO ACCOUNT -

~ “(b)(1) Except as provided by paragraph (3), the Secretary of the
'tll‘lregs:fie) ;;hall g‘ansf& (as of thz cls)los:ggf I.)Iul( )1970, and eaclilymonth
ereafter

from the employment seourig?v ministration account to

the extend’ed‘-"-\,memploymenb compensation account established by
subsection (a), an amount detpn&ned by him to be equal, in the
case of any month before Azpril 1972, to one-fifth, and in the case of
any month after March 1972, to one-tenth, of the amount by which—
“(A), transfers to the employment security administration ac-

count pursuant fo section 901(b)(2) during such month, exceed

“(B) payments during such month from the employment se-

curity administration account pursuant to seotion 901 (b)(3)

- - and-(d). 30
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If for any such month the payments referred to in subparagraph (B)
exceed the transfers reéferred to in subgamgraph (A), proper adjust-
ments shall be made in the amounts subsequently transferred. .

“(2) Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury determines pursuant
to section 901(f) that there is an excess in the employment security
administration account as of the close of any fiscal ‘year beginnin:
after June 30, 1972, there shall betransferred (as of the beginning o
the succeeding fiscal year) to the extended unemployment compensa-
tion account the total amount of such excess or so much thereof as is
roquired to increase the amount in the extended unemployment com-
pensation account to whichover of the following is the greator:

" Ag $760,000,000, or .

“(B) the amount (determined by the Secretary of Labor and
cortified by him to the Secretary of the Treasury) equal to one-
eighth of 1 percent of the total wages subject (determined with-
out any limitation on nmount{ to contributions under all State
unemployment compensation laws for the calendar year ending
during the fiscal year for which the excess is determined.

“(3) The Secretary of the Treasury shall make no transfer pursuant
to paragraph (l{‘as of the close of any month if he determines that
the amount in the extended unemployment compensation account is
equal to (or in excess of) the limitation provided in paragraph (2).

YPRANSFERS TO STATE ACCOUNTS

“ic) Amounts in the extonded unemployment compensation account
shall be available for transfer to the accounts of the States in the
Unemployment Trust Fund as provided in section 204(e) of the
Federal-State Extended Unemployment Compensation Act of 1970,

“ADVANCES TO BXTBNDED UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION ACCOUNT
AND REPAYMENT

“(d) There are hereby authorized to be appropriated, without fiscal
year limitation, to the extended unemployment compensation account,
as repayable advances (without interest), such sums as may be neces-
sary to carry out the ipurposes of the Federal-State Extended Unem-
ployment Compensation Act of 1970, Amounts appropriated as re-
payable advances shall be repaid, without interest, by transfers from
the extended unemployment compensation account to the general fund
of the Treasury, at such times as the amount in the extended unem-

loyment compensation account is determined bﬁr the Secretary of the

reasury, in consultation with the Secretary of Labor, to be adequate
for such purpose Any amount transferred as a repayment,,;:inder this
subsection shall be credited against, and shall operate to reduce, any
balance of advances repayable under this subsection.”

(b) Section 003(a)(1) of the Social Securl%y Act is amended to read
as follows: ‘(1) If as of the close of any fiscal year after the fiscal
year endint? June 30, 1972, the amount in the extended unemployment
comgensa on account has reached’ the limit ' provided in section 905
(b)(2) and the amount in the Faderal unemé)lp?'ment account has
reached the limit provided in section 902(a) and all advances pursuant

31
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“

~

to seotion 905(d) and section 1203 have been repaid, and there remains
in the employment security administration account any amount over
the amount provided in section 901(1)(2?](1&), such excess amount,
except as provided in subsection (b), shell be transferred (as of the

inning of the succeeding fiscal ye ) to the accotnte of the States in

the Unemployment Trust. Fund.”
. . * . s . .

Excerer Frou Pusrio Law 92-599, OcroBEr 27, 1072 -
* [ ] * [ ] * * *

AMENDMENT TO FEDBRAL-STATE EXTENDED UNEMPLOYMENT -
COMPENBATION AOT OF 1970

Sec. 801. Section 208(e)(2) of the Federal-State Extended Unem-
ployment Compensation Aot of 1970 is amended by adding at the
end thereof the following new sentence: “Effective with respect to,
" compensation for weeks of unemplo,zment beginning before guly 1,

1973, and beginning after the date of the enactment of this sentence
(or, it later, the date established pursuant to State law), the State
may by law provide that the determination of whether there has been
8 &ato ‘off” indicator ending any extended benefit period shall be
made under this subseotion as if paragraph (1) did not contain sub-
paragraph (A) thereof.”

Excerer From Pusrio Law 93-53, JuLy 1, 1973 ‘
[ ] [ ] [ ] *® * » L

Sec. 8. Section 203(e) (2) of the Federal-State Extended Unemploy-
¢ ment Compensation Act of 1970 is amended by adding at the end
thereof the following: ‘“Effective with respect to com{)ensation for
weeks of unemployment beginning before January 1, 1974, and
beginning after the date of the enactment of this sentence (or, if later,
the date established pursuant to State law), the State by law may
Provide that the determination of whether there has been a State
off’ indicator ending any extended benefit period shall be made undeér
this subsection as para%xl-laph (1) did not contain subparagraph (A)
thereof and may Blrovide at the determination of whether there has
been a State ‘on’ indicator beginni?f any extended benefit period shall
be made under this subsection as if (i) paragraph (1) did not contain
subparagraph (A) thereof, iiig the 4 per centum contained in sub-
paragraph (B) theréof were 4.5 per centum, and (iii) paragraph (1) of
subsection (b) did not contain subparagraph (B) thereof. In the case
of any individual who has a week with respect to which extended
compensation was payable pursuant to a State law referred to in the
preceding sentence, if the extended benefit period under such law does
not expire before January 1, 1974, the eligibility slei;-iod of such
‘individual for purposes of such law sha}l end with the.thirteenth week
which begins after December 81,.1978.” _ ‘
.. . . . . . .

Excuser Froit Pustio Law 93-283, Ducusxs 81, 1973
.. ¢ e * . e . .

32
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PROVISIONS RELATING TO UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION

SEc. 20. Section 203(2) of the Federal-State Extended Unemploy-
ment Compensation Act of 1970 is_amended by adding at the end
thereof the following new sentence: “Effective with respect to compen-
sation for weeks of unemployment b 'nnin‘i; before April 1, 1974, and
beginning after December 31, 1973 é' f later, the date established
pursuant to State law), the State may ﬁy law provide that the doter-
mination of whether there has been a State ‘on’ or ‘off’ indicator
beginning or ending any extended benefit period shall be made under
t{ns sufb,s’oction as if paragraph (1) did not contain subparagraph (A)
thereof.", '

Excerer From Pusric Law 93-256, MARcH 28, 1074

L] L * » » * L

Sec. 2. The last sentence of section 203(e)(2) of the Federal-State
Extended Unemployment Compensation Act of 1970 (as added by
section 20 of Public Law 93-233) is amended by striking out “April”
and inserting in lieu thereof “‘July”. ‘

33
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'Appendix B
Emetgency Unemployment Compensation Act of 1971 and
Amendments
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Emergency Unemployment Compensation Act of 1971 and Amendments
Exoerer From Pusric Law 92-224, DecEMBER 29, 1071

. . . * * . »
TITLE II-EMERGENCY UNEMPLOYMENT
‘COMPENSATION

""SHORT TITLR

Seo, 201, This title may be cited as the “Emergency Unemploy-
ment Compensation Act of 1971",

FEDERAL-STATE AGREEMBNTS

Skc, 202. (a) Any State, the State unemployment com engation
law of which is approveu by tho Secretary of Labor (hereinafter in
this title referred to as the “Secretary”), under section 3304 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954, which desires to do so, may enter
into and participate in an agreement with the Secretary under this
title, if such State law contains (as of the date such agtx;eemenb is
entered into) a requirement that extended comlsensation e payable
thereunder as provided by the Federal-State Extended Unemploy-
ment Compensation Act of 1970. Any State which is a party to an
agreement under this title may, upon providing 30 days’ written
notice to the Secretary, terminate such agreement,

(b) Any such agreement shall provide that the State agency of the'
State will make payments of emergency compensation—

~ (1) to individuals who—

(A)(?n have exhausted all rights to regular compensation
under the State law;

(i) have exhausted all rights to extended compensation,
or are not entitled thereto, because of the ending of their
eligibility period for extended com{mnsation, in such State;

%B) have no rights to compensation (including both regu-
lar compensation and extended compensation) with respect
to a week under such law or any other State unemployment
compensation law or to compensation under any other
Federal law;and |

(O) are not receiving compensation with respect to such
week under the unemployment compensation law of the

+Virgin Islands or Canada, -
(2) for any week of unemployment which b?ins in—
( )(@)an emergency beneflt period (as defined in subsection
o ,
(

jand . .

) the individusl’s perlod of eligibility (as defined in
section 205(b)). -
. o (87
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0)(1) For purposes of subsection 1)(A),. an individ val‘ shall
‘be(dzgh)aed to a:g exhausted his rights(tlg ge)g(uh)ﬁ' compensatig'n un‘d:r
a State law when—

(A) no payments of regular com ﬁsation can be made under
uch law geoym 5 ﬁo

ause such individual has received all regular com-
mﬁwg&lgﬁq to him baseQ on employment or wages during
(B) his righ‘t& to such compensation have been terminated b{
reason of the expiration of the benefit year with respect to which

(2 For Sarposss of subsection. (5)(1)(B), an individual shall'b
'or pt of subsection an ual shall be
deeraed to ga.veoxhausted his rights to extended compensation under

a State law when no 3aymenta of exterided comﬁnsation under a State
law can be made under such law because such individual has received
all the extended compensation available to him from his extended
compensation account (as established under State law in accordance
with seotion 202(b)(1) of the Federal-State Extended Unemployment
Compensation Act of 1970). .
(3), (A)(i) For purposes of subsection (b)(2)(A) , in the ocase of
any State, an emergency benefit period— .
.(I) shall begin with the third week after a week for which
there is a State “emergency on” indicator; and - -
(II) shall end with the third week after the first week for which
ore is a State “emergenoy oft” indicator, L,
(i) In the case of any State, no emergenoé;beneﬂt period shall last
for a period of less than 26 consecutive weeks, '

When a determination has been made that an emergency bene- .

ﬁt(period in beginning or ending with respect to any State, the Secre-

tary shall oause notice of such determination to be published in the .

Federal Register. ,
(B) () For cﬁmrg)o:ses of subgaragraph (A), there is a State ‘‘emer-
genoy on’ indicator for a week if . .
the rate of unemployment (as determined under subpara-
gr? (C)) in the State for the period consisting of such week
and the immediately proceding 12 weeks equaled or exceeded 6.3
per centum; and : '

(II) there (a) is a State or Natlonal “on” {ndicator for such
week (as de ed under subsections (d) and (e) of section 201
of the Federal-State Extended Unemployment Compensation
Aot of 1970), or (b) there is neither a State nor National ‘‘on”
indicator for such week (as so determined), but (1) within the
82-week period ending with such week there has been s State or
National “on” indicator f?r 8 week ‘as, so determined), and (2)
there would be a State “on’” indicator Yor such week exceﬁt for the
%ro#islons of seotion 203 '(e)(1)(A) of the Federal-State Extended

nemployment Compensation Aot of 1070,

;i} For oses of subparagraph (A), there is a State “‘emergency

‘ oﬂs
the immedia 2 weoks, the rate of unemployment (as

‘ te. 1
- determined 'unhyer%ubparmqph (O)) is'lees than 6.8 per contum,

38
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indicator for a week if, for the period consisting of such week and

2



203 '
39

(0)(i) For purposes of subparagraph (B), the term “rate of unom-
ployment” means— -

(I) the rate of insured unemployment (as determined under
section 203(f) of the Foderal-State Extended Unemployment
Compensation Act of 1970), plus . , ’

(I1) the 13-week exhaustion rate (as determined under clause

: (ii{ ho "“13-weck exhaustion rate’” is the porcentage arrived at
by dividing—

(I) 25 per centum of the sum of the exhaustions, during the
most recont 12 calondar months ending before the weok with
respoct to which such rato is computed, of regular compensation
under the State law, by :

(II} the averagoe monthly covered employment Sns that term is
used in section 203(f) of the Federal-Stato Extended Unomploy-

ment Compensation Act of 1970) of the State with respect to the

13-week period roforred to in subparagraph (B)(il).

(d) For purposos of any ngreement under this titlo—

(1) the nmount of the emergency compensation which shall bo
payable to any individual for any woek of total unemployment
shall be o(\uul to the nmount of tho regular compensation (includ-
ing dependonts’ allowances) payable to him during his benefit year
under the State law; and '

ﬁZ) the torms and conditions of the State law which. np})ly to
claims for regular compensation and to the payment thereo shall
(oxcopt whore inconsistont with the provisions of this title or reg-
ulations of the Secrotary promulgated to carry out this title)
uttlpply l_to cluims for omergency compensation snd the payment

roreof, )

(0)(1) Any agroement under this titlo with a Stato shall provide
that tho Stato will establish, for cach eligible individual who files an
upplwation for omergency compensation, an emergoncy compensation
account.

(2) The amount established in such account for any individual shall
bo oqual to the lesser of—

(A) 50 por centum of the total amount of rogular com\)ensution
(including deé)endonts' allowances) payable to him with respect
to tho benefit yoar (ns determined under the State law) on tho
basis of which fie most recently received regular componsation; or
_(B) thirteen times his average woekly bonofit amount (as
detormined for pytposes of section 202(b,)‘(12(0) of the Federal-
State Extended Unemployment Compensation Act of 1970) for
his benefit year. ‘ ‘ .

() No emergency componsation shall be payable to any individual
under an agreement ontored into under this title for unyj weok prior to
the woek following the weok in which such agreement is entered into,
of if later, the first week beginning more than 30 days after the date
of onactment of this Act. No emergency compensation shall be payable
to any individual under such an agreoment for any weok ending after—

2) Septomber 30, 1072, in the case of an individual who (for

a woek ending beforo July 1, 1972) had a week with respect to

which emergency compemmt{on was payable under such agreo-

ment,

39
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PAYMENTS TO STATES HAVING AGREEMENTS FOR THX PAYMENT OF
EMBRGENOCY OOMPENBATION

Sz, 208. (a) Thero shall be paid to each State which has entered
into an agreement under this title an amount equal to 100 per centum

of the emergency compensation paid to individuals by the State o

pursuant to such agreement. : :

No payment shall be made to any State under this section in
respect of compensation for which the State is entitled to reimburse-
me(n;, émder the grovisions of any Federal law other than this title.

¢) Sums paya
agreement ulr)x er this title shall be payable, either in'advance or by
way of reimbursement (as may be determined by the Seoretm?r) in
such amounts as the Secretary estimates the State will be entitfed to
receive under this title for each calendar month, reduced or increased,
a8 the case may be, by any amount by which the Secretary finds that
his estimates for any prior calendar month were greater or less than
the amounts which would have been paid to the State. Such estimates
may be made on the basis of such statistical, sampling, or other method
as may be agreed upon by the Secretary and the State agency of the
State involved, ‘
/ ¥INANCING PROVISIONS

8xo. 204. (8)(1) Funds in the extended unemployment compensa-
tion account (as established bﬁ section 905 of the Social Security Act
e Unemployment Trust fund shall be used for the makin&ﬂof

o.

3
) The Secretary shall from time to time certify to the Secreta
e Treasury for pg,gment to each State the sums payable to suc
State under this title. The Seoretmg of the Treasury, prior to audit or
settlemont by the General Accounting Office, shall ‘make payments to
the State in accordance with such certification, by transfers from the
extended unemployment comgensation account (as established by sec-
tion 905 of the Social Security Act) to the account of such State in
the Unemployment Trust Fund. :

Thero are hereby authorized to be appropriated, without fiscal
year limitation, to the extended unemployment compensation account,
as repayable a vames (without i;xteres:? such sums as may be neces-
sary to carry out the purposes of this title. Amounts appropriated as
repayable advances and paid to the States under section 203 shall be
g;p gi wixh:ut interest, as provided in section 003(b)(3) of the Social

ou ot : ‘

(o). S{otion 908(b& of the Social Security Act is amended by adding
at the end thereof the following new ;:aragruph»: '

*(3). The amount which, but for this paragraph, would be trans-
ferred to tge account of a State under subsection (8) or para%raph (1)
of 'this subsection shall (after applyin garagragh (2) of this sub-
section) be reduced (but not below zercs y the balance of that por-
tion of the advances made under section 204?3l of the Emergency
Unemployment, Compensation Aot of 1971 which was used for pay-

of
. pa{menta to States having agreements entered into. under this
{

th
2
th

‘ments to guch State unde: section 208 of such Act. An g‘m_g_gt equal to

. 40,
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lo to any State by reason of such State’s having an -
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" the sum by which such amount is reduced shall be transferred to the

general fund of the Treasury. Any amount transferred as a repayment
under this paragraph shall be credited against, and shall operate to
reduce, any balance repayable under this paragraph l()iy the State
to which Kmt for this paragraph) such amount ‘would have been
payable.” ,

DEFINITIONS -

Sec. 205, For purposes of this title—

(a) the terms “‘compensation’’, “regular compensation”, ‘‘extended
compensation”, ‘‘base period”, ‘benefit year”, ‘‘State”, “State
agency’’, “State law”, and “week’’ shall have the meaning assigned to
them under section 205 of the Federal-State Extended Unemployment
Compensation Act of 1970; .o

fb) the term “;i):riod of eligibility” means, in the case of any indi-
vidual, the weeks in his beneﬁtﬁyear which begin in an extended benefit
period or an emergency benefit period and, if his benefit year ends
within such extended benefit period, any weeks thereafter which
be ndin sgch extended benefit period or in such emergency benefit

eriod ; an ‘
f) So) the term “extended benefit period” shall have the meani
assigned to such term under section 203 of the Federal-State Extende
Unemployment Compensation Aot of 1970.

For purposes of any State law which refers to an extension under
Federal law. of the duration of benefits under the Federal-State
Extended Unemgloymont Compensation Act of 1970, this title shall be
treated as amendatory of such Act. :

REPORT DY SECRETARY OF LABOR

Smc. 206. (a) The Secretary of Labor shall conduct a comprehensive
study and review of the program established by the Emergency Unem-
loyment Compensation Act of 1971, with a view to submitting to the
ongress the report required to be submitted under subsection (b).
Such study and review shall be conducted with particular regard to

(1) the benefit payments made under such program, (2) projections of

benefit payments which will be payable under such program after the
period covered by such report, ;3') the desirability of continuing such
rogram after the period prescribed in s}?otion 202(f), and (4) the
unding of the benefits Payable under suc rogram and the funding
of benefits thereunder if such program should be continued after the
period prescribed in section 202(f).
(b) 8n or before May 1, 1972, the Secretary of Labor shall submit
to the Congress a full and complete report on the study and review
rovided for in subsection (a). Such report shall cover the period end-

- ing March 31, 1972, and shall contain the recommendations of the

- Secretary of Labor with respect to such program, including but not

~ ability of exten
 tion 202().

limited to, the operation and funding of such program, and the desir«
y of £ng such programi%?ter the pgriog({ prescribed in sec-

41
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Pusric Law 92-329, June 380, 1972

q ?nc.f 1. Section 202’{(f2hof llgublic Law 93-224 1(relat.in %)’ terminagon
ates for of the Emergen nemployment Compensation
Act of 1941) w: smended— geney , Py , pe ‘
(1) by striking out “‘June 80, 1972” and inserting in lieu thereof
ﬂ%m bermﬁngl ot “September 30, 172" and | fin]
8 ou ember 30, and inserting in lieu
thereof %"March 1, 1973”1,’and A » tmg
. “J(S)' by eiﬁ% out “July 1, 1?72” and inserting in lieu thereof
- anug¢ 3 . - N
Skc. 2. (a) Section 3301 'of "the Internal Revenue Code of 1954
(velating to rate of Federal unemplayment tax) is amended by adding
at the end thereof the following new sentence: “In the case of wages
paid during the calendar year 1073, the rate of such tax shall be 3.28
reent in lieu of 3.2 percent.” : ' :
(b) Section 6157 by‘igf the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (relat~
ing to payment of Federal unemployment tax on garterly or ather
time period basis) is amended by adding at the end thereof the fo‘l‘lqw.s
ing new sentence: “In the case of wages paid in any calendar quarter

or other period durininlwa, the amount of such wages shall be multi-

lieu of 0.5 percent.”

plied‘tg%d.bs percent € o o
adt(ﬁz)g tion 908(1:’ (1) of the Social Security Aot is amended by -

at the end thereof the following new sentence: “In the case

of any month after March 1073 and before April 1974, the first sentence

of,‘fghis'?sragraph shall be applied by substituting ‘thirteen fifty-
- . aightlis’ for ‘one-tenth’.” o

~(d) Section 903(b)(3) of the Social Security Act is amended by

adding at the end thereof the following new sentence: No feduction

sh made under this subsection in the amount transferable to

the account of any State by reason of emergency compensation paid

;4573299{ individual for a week of unemployment ending after Juneé 30,

_(e) The second sentence of s=otion 204(b) of the Emergency Unem-

ployment Compensation Act of 1971 is amended to read as follows:
‘Amounts appropriated as repayable advances and paid to the States

under section 203 shall be repaid; without interest (1) in the case of
weeks of unemployment en be : ‘ _
section 903 (b)( ‘) of the Social Securi? Act, and (2) in'the case of
weeks of unemployment egding after June 50, 1972, as provided ‘in
section 9056(d) of such Act,” ~

. 0

fore July 1, 1972, as provided in -

W

n



