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get a carpenter and wa1t a year and a half ior a carpentez .
And you want an electrician and you wait thzee or four months.
There's really no great incentive to do anythhg. J ust s i t
on your fanny and do nothing. Is really the smartest thing
to do.

PRESIDENT: Next to speak is Senator Barnett.
Discussing the Goodrich amendment. Let's try to.

. .

SENATOR BARNETT: Nr. President that's what I intend to do.
I wonder if Senator Goodrich would yield to a question, because
I think this amendment may sound all right, but I'm a 11ttle
bit leery of it. Senator Goodrich, not because it's you, but
because the thing I'm 1nterested in is that if we start and this
is the question in a round about way. You will have...the question
is this, if you put in a cost of living, and you start it with
a mother and one child at S175. With that cost of living 1s a
5 or a 6$ 1ncrease over the year, you are going to give her about
4 8, next year aren' t y o u .

SENATOR GOODRICH: No., 8$ incz'ease are you talk1ng aboutY

SENATOR BARRETT: No, 5$ what is it this year.

SENATOR GOODRICH: It's 8.8 this year. The last calendar year
let's put it that way.

SENATOR BAHNETT: About 10 or 12 dollars.

SENATOR GOODRICH: You would give her about 12 dollars.

SENATOR BARNETT: O.K. What would give the mother that had
three or four childz'en under the same circumstances in this
b i l l Y

SENATOR GOODRICH: The mother and three children, ball park
figures I'm talking, the mother and three childzen 1n th1s
bill would get 4300. It would be, she would get 8375 plus
870 would bring hez up approximately to 8390. No, including
8300. No, I'm sorry. Let's back that off. A mother and
three children would get 4245 and you would gust apply the
8.8 or whatever the index is, whatever the index says. You
apply that to that figure, and if that turns out, for example
5$ would give her about

SENATOR BARNETT: 415

SENATOR GOODRICH: Something close to that, yes.

SENATOR BARNETT: What I'm saying is, I think Senator Goodr1ch
that your intentions may be honoz'able. But I think what you
are doing is locking in an equ1ty here. The simple reason
that you have a small amount for ADC, when you hook this into
it, the cost of living increase, there's a possibility that
we may not g1ve these people what they actually need to ex1st.
And I think that what we should do is. I have to agree with
some of these other people that maybe when these set f1gures
would get high enough that a mother and child could get along,
then it might be all right. But at the pz'esent time w1th it
as low as 1t is, I can't see how you would be helping them a
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