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REPUBLICANS'_ PLAN FOR ORPHANAGES COSTS $6S BILLION, 

ERASING THE EARLIER SAVINGS ITS ADVOCATES CLAIMED 


Report Note; "Dramatic" Cost-Shift to states aru:1 ,Private Charities 

Denyinq federal welfare payments to tha children of poor, unmarried 

taenaqers and using: the money for orphanages # 'as sU9gested in the House 

RQPUblieans~ JfPersonal Responsibility Act" could cost: as much as 

$69 billion a yaar, acC'ordin9 to a. report releas,e.d today by ,amMue 


• Coste of that magnitude far exceed the $40 billion- in 

e:avinqs that "the Republican plan claimed to save in the fir.st five years, 

the report said. _. - _ 


And with only $2.3 billion of the tot'al cost anticipated to come. 'from 
'the f"ederal qoverrment,' th's Republioan' plan l""tl!!.pre.sents' a IIsubs'tantial and. 
dramatic cost-shift to states, local taxpayers, and private charities," the 
report said* 

Using the latest available estimates of recipients o~ Aid to Families 
with Dependent Children (AFDC), the new report est.imate& that almost two 
million children on the rolla were horn to unmarriad'mothers under 21~ All 
o~ thsSQ children could be affeotect by the Personal Responsibility Act's 
provision allowinq states to end cash assistance to the children of 
unmarried mothers. States would be required to end assistance to 
approximately 650,000 children - those born to ,unmarried mothers under age 
18. 

With the avaraS6 cost of ~esidential.care -- tOday's equivalent o! 
orphanages - costing aboqt $36#000 per child par year, the total cost or 
this provision of the Republican plan could total $6B bi'lliQn a year. Only 
a traction·the cost would be piokod up by the federal government under the 

- Republican plan; ..ince the averaqe federal share of AFDC is just $1200_ per
child per year. _­

liThia report clearly shows that the Repl.lblican,welfare reform plan 
will no~ only increase family breakup" it will dramatically increase costs 
for states and. local taxpayers,"1$Aiift5&+i'- said. "In fact, the Personal 
Responsibility 'Plan will increase the costs of caring for poor children, 
not reduce them. And neither local governmen1;:.s nor pl'iv:J.te charities are' 
in a position to pick up the tab," 

"Eyen if you conservatively assume that 'only 20 percent of these 
children will end up in orphanaqas, the annual cost still exceeds $13 
billion a year - or $65 billion over five years. Helpin9 support Children 
and keeping families together is not only good policy_ it's good economics, 
'Even foster 'care, ,which costs about $,4800 a year (7) costs more than the. 
averaq.. AFDC CQst of $1200 a child," .... said. 

A stata-by-atate :breakdown compiled by,....,,:r::emltn;el-;b6w!&JW1Jo showed that 
the cost-shift to states could reach as much as $7.5 billion for 
california, $4.6 billion for New York, $4 billion for-Florida, $3.9 -billion 
for Texas and $2.5 billion for Georqia. 

According to .c··UMJllRWJ.:24f&W..., the $36,000 average cost of 
residential care today could underestimate.the cost of tho Republiean plan 
for orphana9G., because many of the ,children who would be affected are 
infants who require more labor-intensive and ,morQ QXpansivQ carQ; 
According to the report released today, 36 percent of the children of 
unmarried ~o~her5 under 21 now on AFDC are under 12 months old. 

lUI 
A state-by-state table is attached, 

-, 
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'IllauK you for your recent request for infonnanon. I have attached two tables with 

the information you reijuested. 


In fiscal year 1993, an estimated 9.5 million children...:eived AFDC. Of this totll, 

approximab::ly 650,000 (7 pen;ent) were childml who were born to unmarried women who 

were under age 18 and an additional 1.3 million (14 percent) were born to women who were 

between the ag•• of 18 and 20.t the time·of the child's birth. The median federal AFDC 

benefit per child in • three person liImily in 1993 WIui about $1200 per year, 


Table 1 . 

This table provide, stale and national figures on (I) the total number of AFOC 

children. (2) the number of AFDC children born to mothers who were under age 18 and 

between the age. of IS and 20 at the time of their child's birth, (3) the number of mothers 


. \ll)der IS and between the agos ot" 18 and 20 currentlY'on IlIe AFOC .aseload. and (4) the 
annual per child AFDC benefit for a family of three. . 

• 	 Column "ne shows the total number of AFOC children based upon info~tion from 

.the 1993 AFOC Quali<y Control Qata. This is approximately the average monthly 

number of children "",eiving AFDC in fiscal year 1993., 


• 	 Column two shows the number of current AFDC recipient children who were born to 
women rea:iviDg AFDC ander age 18 and' column three shows the num:ber of children 

. born to women between the ages of 18 to 20. These colWllllS illustrate the number 01 
children receiving AFDC who were born to minor IllQU!crs. If U'" PRA was fuUy 
implemented and in elfecl since 1975, column two would be an estimare of children 
whose AFDC eligibililY would be eliminated because of section 105 of the I'RA. 
Column three provides an estimate of the number of children would ultimately be 
eliminated if aU states exercised Ibe option given to them in section 107 of the PRA. 
These state and national taurus' are based on proportions from tabulations of the 1992 
AFOC Quality Control d ... applied ti> counts from the 1993 AFOC Qualiiy Control 
data. 

Colunui lour shows the number of molllers on the AFDC rolls who are currently .• 	 ,
below the age of IS and column five shows the number of Illothers who are currently. 
between the ages of 18 and 20. These state aruiuational counts are based 6" ' 
proportions from tabulationS of the 1992 AFDC Quality Control data applied to 
counts from.the 1993 data. 
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• 	 Column six shows the federal dollars per cbild for amother and two children by stam 
for July 1993.. The total state benefit. for a three person flUllily come from Ill<: 
Congressional Research Service and the i\FDC matching rates came from pp. 674­
675 ofth. 1993 Groan Book. The IIlllIlber is computed by dividing !he family of 
three benefit by two (the number of children in the unit) and multiplying the result by 
a state's A¥VC matching rate (FMAP). 

Table 1 

• 	 This table sbows the age distribution of the youngest children of parents below the 
age of 21. This data comes from tabulations of the 1992 AFDC Quality Control data. 

'. 

I ltUSt thai this infO!llllltion complies with.your ""!uest. Pi.... call me if I can be of 
furtber assistance of if you have any questions about the attached inf()rmation. 

Sincerely. 

Wendell Primus 
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Table 2 • Age Distribution of the Youngest Child or Current AFDC !\Iothers Under Age ZI • 1992 " " 
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\ges. Under Ag~ 18" By Age of Child Ar;es IB to 10 Dr Age of Child MOTIJERS UNDER 21 8)' Agt of Child !:! 
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Response to Question on Orphanages 

Q. 	 'Doe6n~t your bill include orphanages, ~oo? couldn't children 
end up in orphanages under your bill? 

A. 	 There's never been disagr~ement that it is sometimes 
appropriate for child welfare services to intervene in casas 
where children are being neglected by their parents. The 
disagreement between the Administ.ration' s and the Republicans' 
welfare reform proposals is not in hew we deal with these 
neglected children, but in how we deal with the children of 
poverty, 

Unlike our proposal, the Republica~ plan would end benefits to 
large numbers of children, whether or not their mothers- are 
willing to work. Up to five million children could he cut off 
·....mder the Personal Responsibility Act. and some could end up
in orphanages. ' 

The Administration's bill is very strict with parents who 
refuse to work or refuse to take responaibility for their 
children. As under current law; child protect.ion services may 
be necessary for children who are determined by their state to 
be neglected by their parents, but we reject :he idea of 
arbitrarily cutting off benefits to children whose parents are 
willing to work or are dis~bled and unable to work. 

We !:te2..ieve that welfare reforrr. should send a clear message 
that che system has been fundamentally changed t but it should 
not punish innocent children whose parents are scruggling to 
work hard and play by the rules. 

As Secretary Shalala said before the House Commi~cee on Wayg 
and Means, children should not lose benefits simply "hecause 
they were born :0 a teen-age mother who is willing to work~ 
who is willing to go to school, who is willing to stay home 
... ?enalizing someone because they refuse t.o go to work makes 
sense but making innocen~ children suffer I beeause a 
teen-agel', .a child herself ::.3.9 a child f seems unfa.ir and 
indefensible, ' , 



By Douglas J. Besharov 

CLINTON .. 

. 	 "'r.') 

Aren't Welfare Reform 

WASHll'lCTON 

"Bring ~ck 
the Qrphanages!" 
For some, thIs 
;leW Republican 
$logan bnngs \(l 

mind slmpl~r 

times o( clearer 
moral values: For 
olhers, it, coo· 

CONGRESS Juroes up Dicken­
sian portraits of 

empty stomachs and sadistic earetak· 
ers and Is a sign of how regressIVe 
G.O.P, rule could become. 

Although the proposal 10 put more 
poor children ilHo insHtutionai care 
has btCome a hot_bmwn Issue, there 
has been liltle discussion of us pra':tj. 
cathy and of the effect it WQUld have 
on poor famlhes. A clear.eyed view of 
the numbers shows Ihl'lt for lhe Re­
pubhtan$ thl$ debate is about political 
symbols. not realistic programs. 

AlthOugh there are several com­
peting G,O.P. plans,' the Idea is 10 
deny welfare payments to unwed 
mothers ill order to reduce iliegiti­
macy and wencourage them to work 
or get married. WUhOtH welfare, 
many single mOthers. would n« be 
able to lllke care of their children, 
and either whole ttlmilies would be 
placed in group homes or the.ch~l-

or put up tor adoption. 
TIlt tl~ has thousands of "am· 

gregate care facUlties·' - the prE­
terred term for orphanages, They 
house about 31),{IOO children - as 
opposed to 421tOOO in losler care ­
and 1ew are the barracks·m~e bUild· 
ingS of the past; mo.st a~ small 
group homes caring for fewer than 
15 children. Typl!,;aUy these- children 
dll:J poorly in foster care aiid were 

'ptaeOO in institutions !u gIVe them 
more stable, structured care. WE 
~ mure of these mstituHoos.. espe.­
claU), for children'with serlw$ be· 
havioral problems, BUI they are no 
substiwte tor true welfare f'£forrn, 

About half of (oday's fIVe millwn 
welfare families are headed by a 
mother who never married, Thus. if 
the Repuhllcans haro~lIners bild 
their w~y, more thap 2.$ miljio;! un· 
wed mother!; rould be demed w!.!j· 

fare, and their f!'v~ million dlildren 

Dcwglas F, Beshof(w, a fe;o;idefll 
srn%r at 1111: Ameflcall EnUfrpn)(' 
Institute, is vII.llm/: profes/ior of m;-1· 
farr pollc,\' fit lhe VmVer,~HY of 
Marylond .school of Puolic AffOB'S. 

could face plaeement. Thai wtllJid be 
HI limes the number now in foster 
and Insiitutional care, 

proponents of orphanages argue 
tmot this worst-case slluatiOn will 
never arise because the threat 01 
lO1ilng their children would have a 
prophylactic eHe<;, on single morn, 
ers. But even if 6Ul.o!·wedlock btrlns 
declined by 50 percent over the long 
term - a wildly unprecedented ef· 
fecI for any GlNernment weUan: 
program - about 2.~ million chll· 
oren would still be denied welfare. 

Propooents also say that ,relatlves 
might taKe in many 01 these children 
(and their unwed mothers, too), But 
about 50 percent of unwed mothers on 
welfare already live With relatives, 
And these relatives tend to be equally 
impoverished: almost 90 percent o! 
unwed teen--agers come from fam­
ilies with Incomes below the paveny 
Ime. Today's multigeneratkmal wei­
fare bouseholds survive by sharing 
income; take away payments 11,} sin· 
gle mothers, and many extended fam­
ilies would break up,Een if .a .. the children 

living with theIr ex­
. lended famihes were 

able to stay hOme, that 
. would leave 1.25 mil­

lion subject to place­
rniffit in orphanages, an enormously 
expensIVe proposition.. The average 

drell would be placed in orphanages, family on welfare - a mother with 
.two children - receives benefits of 
aboul SIS,000.8 year in cash. food 
stamps., Medieaid. housing and other' . 
services. At a minimum, one year in 
an orphanage cQStsSlS,ooo percbild; 
some ~es enst twlce thaL 
TIwS the cost of such care for the 
ehlldrenofanaverageWelfareian'lily 
would be at least $72,000 a ~3t. 

I: 

Within tWO decades, the t01al cosl 
~	v."t)uld nse 10 at least S70 billion a year 
in tuday's dollars, Surely a Rcpubh· 
can Congress would recoil at spend· . 
ing S[l much to create a new Govern· 
ment bureaucracy. 

It is also doubtful ,hat the nauon'!> 
child welfare system could absorb so 
many cbildren, AgenciCii ~Iready 
halle u'ouble caring for the 450,000 

~~~~~~rr::b~~~h~~rn~~~~~~~d ~oh~~ 
in care. and many are derued a nur­
turing and stable elWlronment. Add 
OYEr a million new "orphaM," and 
we'll have a new SOCial crisis. 

And, what aOCIfJl race? About .0 

In two decades, 
they would cost 

$70 billion a year. 

percer.1 of all cwt-of-wedlOCk binhs 
are Aincan-Amencan, afld black 
women make up a dls,;)rnponiomlile 
share of long-term wetfare' depend. 
ents, In Ctneago, 83 per<:et)l of black 
women giYni& rurth for the first time 
are unm&rruxi. A lOUgb policy thaI 
failS heaVily crt a mlnorlt'y commUni­
ty should giVe us pause. 

Of course, all of .this J)1'CSupposes 
that tbe'G.O.P, intends foUuw up Jts 
talk Of orphanages wim strong legiS­
lation. But Newt Gingrich and hlS 
Wllcagues have aJre3,dy blinked. The 
only specific welfare coloff they ha ....e 
propose4 - thai in tht' "Contrac; 

'With America" - is limited 10 unwed 
mothers under 18. whtch would affect 
only about 628,000 chil1rer. . 

MoreoVer, acel>Tdmg t-IJ the con· 
tract, if the teen.ager's mother was 
a!r~a<IY on weUare, as maoy are, the 
Government would rontlnue to subsl· 
dire tne teen-ager through Aid 10 
Famibes With Dependent Children 
until she is 18,'The younger mother, 
would tH:! denied cash aMilstanCe for 
her Daby but would contu'lue'to re, 

. ceive Medicaid anti food stamps for 
her Child. And jf a teen·age mother 
had anofherbahv aiter she turned 18, 
she wouldn't denied any nenefi\$ for 
the second child. 

ThE real effect of these wa\erad· 
down proviSIOns would be to encour· 
ag,c unwed mOtherS to live with their 
famIlieS - ill laudable goat Butlhen 
Why reduce-' benefils to teen-aAe 
mothers already IlVinf:\ llt home? 
Afld why promIse new benefits for 
children oom aiter a teen-age nU)l.h· 
er reacncs IS'? ThiS LS a frighlelllr.jl, 
inci!nuye for more hirlhs. 

If the plan contained in the con­
Iracl IS unlikely 10 driVe many ctnl· 
dren Into' Institutional care, why alJ~ 
lhe talk alXlUI orphanages? Perhaps 
because the Republicans want to SiS­
m.ll0U!l'hneSS tlJ'wllrd the untlerclass 
and a· rClUfh 10 tradtuonal values. 
But tl".ey are makjng a nHstake m 
promoting a mIrage, for II needless­
IV makes them seem cold heaned 
and undcrr:U1~ support lor their te-< 
form agenda, 

O"rphanages could easHy be<:ome 
th€- welfare reform equivalent of 
mjdnight baskethall 'in last year's 
crime bill - a politically eKPhlitable 
but otherwise minor proVI5IDn in an 
eoormoosly significant piece of 
legislauDn, 'The sooner all sides rec­
ognize that orphanages are not the 
)ssue. the sooner w-e can SH4T! on real 
welfare refOrm. 0 

http:frighlelllr.jl
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On My MInd 
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Someone 

Had to 


Children are 
'dying of diseases 
. that,st'raight talk 

can prevent. 

Missing at 

The White 


House 
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the constant 
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program. Across Ihe country. ':E 
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til" _ 0' \he chtid, the $."'_ ollarOld. 
_ \he Iocdon 01 lhe program. 

~S 
r> 	 §i 
"'0 -" . ~ •. . • 	 ... . . ",' " • 1!i91 Sautee:.Child Welfare u.gue 01 America, 11194. .. .. . . . .' '. .' .. 

. U.S, House of Rept'esenlati'ies CommIllHOnWaye and Means. 1994 	 "....... _~I. '-r ...
, 
'" 
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RE1'llIILICAS QUOTES ON OUT·OF-HOME PLACEMENTS FOR POOl< ClllLDRE:>i 

For mote information, call Amy BU$ch at 690-5853 cr Lisa Giimore at 69Q..603:$, 

Reprt!§entutive Newt Gingrich 

,OingricI't, who seems to delight in his role i1S public provocateur. refuse<! 
, '!Q surrender Of 'even take cover, He argued ThaI orphanages coul;'! pn.JVid~ 

stabilUy a...d safety for children. from drug· and crime-infested neighborhoods. 
He called on the first lady tQ walch "Boys Town. " thus prompting :Cumer's 
invitmion. 

- The Plain Dealer, December 27,1994. , 

, .. 1)tn:c weeks ago, the diSClfSsj{j~ on NBC's Meet rh= Press had mrned [0 


institutions and welfare reform, For iitOfiths, Mr, Gingrich had sugg":Mi:d lim 


~ ~trict lime limit be set O'n welfare benefitS ,and that children :;o'Jld be 

iak<:n from parents lef: without iOOlme, irncGeS~.' The childtetl., he slid. 

could be placed in orphanages or fos.tcr care. 


, 
An intCtviewer cOl1fro:1ted L~e Georgia Republlcan with a sl.W'::ml..'n! by firs! 

... proposal 'unbelievable and absur::L ~ 

'Td a~k her 10 &1) to alockbu;,;t~r ar.tl rcr.t the :".'!.ickt'Y Rooney movie aoo..lt Boys 

Town.' Mr. Gingrich replied. 


- Tht Dallas Morning News December 25, 1994. Sl.lndJy. HO~!E fINAL EDITION 

. " 
, 

What prl':Hnpled the revival of lhe ol'phallage image and the cO!llroversy ~l has 

accompanied it ~n:: :remarks by incoming House Speaker l'\i!w( Gingrich suggc~~ing 


tha~ ~i~dren tOlke:n from ~ wc!(are mo'hcr$~'could be placed in orph;ln<lges 

~where they would ax least h~ve food, shelter and not get shot 11.r'.'" • 


W'hai Gingrich meant ,by the cemark, utt.ered at a Washington PO!!I luncheon. 

has been the subject of much inrerpretalion, The first lady. for instance . . 

brurulcd the idea "'unbeEevable" and "absurd. ~ Mer hl..~ba.;d L:Ot:lT.l\,:rite4 in h:~ 

weekly ·radio address that children shouldn't b~'taker. from""}ov1.J:J;: families. ~ No 

one would disagree with thaI position. 


- THE ARIZONA REPUBUC December 18, 1994 Sunday. Final Chaser 

SECTION; ED~TOR!ALI?PINjON; ~S' F;4liEADLINE: DiCKENS OR 'BOYS TOWS:'?: 

IN DEFE~SE OF ORPHANAGES " 


Orphanage was. i!ic wro:tg wo:d. Gingrkh said a: a W~shingto!l PIlSl lunch. but 

he is. not reuc<:Iting on the com;"1ll !hal ch~lU:c.;' ~t:outd be removed front 




01110/95 14: 20 1:r202 690 73S~ }iRS OS ASPE USF ............ BRFeS: REED 1ll00J/006 


" 

em'ironments wnere (hey are negletted or abused .md have no en.mee to thrive. 

- The Buffalo' News December 16, 1994, Ftida)', Cit)' Edilklfl 

SECTION, VIEWPOINTS: Pg. 3 HEADLlNE, NEWTS ORPHANAGE IDEAS NOT AS ODD AS THEY 

SEEM BYLINE: Mill)' McGrory, Universal Press Syndic3te DArELlNE: WASHINGTON 


... co orphanages, which he said had been the vicLim of "groresque 

ili$(011ion~ by the news medi.a arullhe While House. 


In eXtended remarks. Mr. Gingrich said be flt¢fJosed Iha: Slales be allowed 

to ~x;perimcr.t with varyin~ ways of tending to displaced rum abused children .* 


ir:.ehldill8. he said. 6:pharuoges or youth hOstcts ~. in contrast to:l welfare 

~ystem that encourages :aat c."ilG'ren be p;~ wirlltheir patentS 0: it! fom:r 

homes, 


Mr, Gingrich said t11m he had rtcoPIed the ieea !rol:l Wi.:i"m Belllle:t, ~:1e 


conservative scholar and former Education Secret~.ry, d,.iQ that he hdh:vt'd h 

might be preferable to a system tlHlt !'lOW empha$i~d keeping yOUllj; people in 

,/!nv!rolllnenu ~ha;: are breeding gro~ds fot mme and social pmblems. 

_ The Ne'.l.' York Times De..."'embu 7,1994, Wednesdzy. Late F;.clili('>n. FiIlD! 

SECTION: ~don B: Page 11; Column 4: Xa::io!1it1 Desk 

HEADLINE:: Teare In Place, Gjn~'fich Comes: Out Slugging 

BYLlNE; By MICHAEL WINES. Special to nlt: New York Time> 

DATEl.INE, WASHINGTON. lle<. 6 


Q Mr. Gingrich. may I <l5k; ~ qu~tion? 


REP. GINGRICH: SUr<. 

Q (Off mike) •• (he Ot£.CT one was " five-year-old _. (inaudible) .~ who wns 

thrown out of a building and hi:; cighto),t:u.Old .cousin Lriu:l \0 •• (inaudible) 

.. first appeal Md wouldn't do it, ;md his roorber nnd his aunt nied •• 

(inaudible) ~~ how are those tWO people going [0 \)<! helped by )'OUt orphanages'! 

REP. GlNGRJCH: Let me m;:ke a PQint here. he:au~e thb: "gain 1$ Dnc !.if ::,ose 

eu."I'Iplcs Where something J'm very prepmed to defend suddenly btcomes ~ syrabol 

and the~l the W.lite House distorts it lr.to Dickens revisited a\ Ih';lUgh (heir 

altemati ... c was Norman Rockwe:L I mean - so let me just suy, what I said 

originally and will d~rend pretty dlccrtully for a lOllg time is YOll havc group 

hom~/I, you have fosltr ean~, you h!wc boarding scllools, yell bnvc otl'lhal'n'lges, 

that there are many ~lternatives t(J the current system, and Ihllt we Should bl! 

prepoll'ed to deJegnte back te the sl~tcs the opporlunilJ to experiment with any 

organized system of caring fol' children that wc thinl. will S:l\'C their Ih'es and 

save thcir futures. 

Now, rbe point I was making, partly frankly coc.~~ by Bill BeJ~nell, who is 011 


tbe board .~ the fund-raising board for Soys' Tuwn -- and Bcr.n¢l~ jU)t said that 

it's outrageous to watch Ihl: distortions. I mean, we're not talking about It:t':s 

reach into a solid wGtking (slnny And rip a chUd out. 

WI;\'re saying. in 0 city like W»shington. where there an: babies "b:md(>iif;d in the 

dumpster, Shouldn't [here be ntl OI)t9.niud altematlve. ~thich lt1Utd im.:ludo: 

aduption. it could include foster' cnrt:, it c.ould include OI'phallagl'S. in.." r had 

Wayne Gilchrest, who has worked for Ihree years carli!;, in hill carc~'r in an 

orphanage like, rhat, but an Orptll!l13ge for •• actuaHy a ooarding ,~choo! ror 


http:Secret~.ry
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children whose patents wtre: alive' but who were ilbusin;; them. And hi; s;lid he'll 
be glad to testify about (Ile ilTl;iaCl of tnat Then 1 had Jim Greer.'J.'ood, whO is OJ 

member from Philadelp!:ti<l, who said he used w be a social worker phv.::ing those 
chilc.rel1. Then Marge RouK-.:ma aJ:d hel' ht.:Sba.,d, wro is a PSYCih':Hh:!rapist. carne 
up. They are preparing an op eli pifi:e explaining OIl'lt fr.:mklr some killd of 
youth hospice or youth hostile: program would be drMulti.cnl1.,- b'lttter than n lot 
of what happcns to the PQOf'ii! and most abused children, 
So 1 am vcry happy to tn.ga,e {he deb"u: on !.he following prernisc -­
QBut aren't you ~~ 
Rt:!P. GINGRICH: Let me just finish, Lei me just tini~h, David. Cef me finish.. 
I'm very .Glad to engage the debate on Ule question, would those yOUI1g. bOys have 
been better off in an environment where lhey wClUldn't have been k!lled. woutd 
the lI~year~old have been better offwilh" S),Slem which didn'l pu~ him buck on 
the streer? ·And tile fact is you can go into every majl.lf city in (his cO'Jntry 
(oday a.'ld tind lIca.'ldalous e:t;ample~ of 12-, 13-, 14-. is-year-old n1ulhl!r.i wbo 
have no in~titutional alternative Il.lld who in desperation cnd up with their 
coilere:! in horrible circulllS[ll,t!l::es. 
So we're Dor sayin, what w(}ulo you d() in a nice middle class environroem. or 
wbat would you do even with l!. ,",orklr:g poor ;amily rha; W.1S a cOMec(~d flUnil), 
Bui. We're: soWing are there rutemilJives? And the al:ematives an:n'( JU'il 
orphanages. I think thar's been A grmesque distortion. But lJt!! thert: a series 
of alTernatives. foster homes, boarding schools, e.mer adoption. )toOth 
hostiles. and orphanages which __ and i$ BQY$ Town a b:!tu:r euviromlli!J,i than 
the poorest and me.'l!Iest section of Washington, DC! A."ld I think th~I's.a det>~lIe, '"' 
as Richard Cohen said, I'm glaU to point out in the Po~[ Ihis mornin~ in " vel}' 
nlee column, where lie sal\!. look. I mean here is a cebare worth engaging. 

- Federal News Service. DECE;..1BER 6, 1994 

Now. those are real changes. We Will1t to frankly say to young girls. if yOu get 
prcgnam, we'lI help y{)u with group :1Qm~~. we'll help you wjlh [oSler car~. 
we'll h~lp you with {)rphlll1il1jes, we'll help you wjTh "dopti;)!\. bttr we are not 
going [0 give 12, 13, and 14·year olds mont)' dire'liy. <trld wr;:'te not g~Jillg to 
give them apartments in public hou~ing. because we have been cn~Oiring an 
c.;;ooornic ir.cemtve pro&ram for young girls t(l get pregnalll oU1.5icte of li.l<~(rl<t&e 
and for young men 10 have no tesponsibUiry. and ilfrer 3() years, il is i:l da.'lgCT 
of de.'O(roying large parts. of (his CO~.lry. Eigh~y pcr::er.l of che chilJrcn in 
some neighborhoods are born ou;:,sidc of mmi3g,.:, t-'ow, thaI is dcstnt::::h·c of 
(he ch.ild, Ir's desrrocllve of ir.e whole si:ualioo. 

- Federal News Service. MARCH 1:1, :994 

.Rep, GINGRlCH: '",. We could P«ss both auri-crlme legisltlion ;'Inil dramatic welfare reform h:gilll<:nion to 
require people 10 wOrk. TO CUt children off ftom government money in the sense 
ofwQITl'l!n who aTt: 12. 13, 14 years Qld who arc currently being paid to have Ilmfe 
children. 

If v.'C don't have that kind of fumlamcnl.a! effort th:u goes in arid says, "lei'S· 
look ar adoption, let's look at foster care, lei's !OOK lit o:phl'Jiages.' OUi 
let's really drazr.atically draw the line about l2- il!u:l 13· alld 14- and 
15-yc.u.Olc 'I'!loth!..'TS who 1 :.\ir.k: become in the e::w.. i;cc.:!t.:se M the hrcakdown nf 
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the far.tily, mar becomes the nC;t( generation's crIme. Anrl so I lil!.r.k we'v,;; !Qt 

[0 address that issue. both in terms of locking up ctlminols and reforming the 
welfare system on behalf of children. giving them a chance \0 grow I..p in a 


str.lctured environment where tilt:), have a (uture a.'lIltn"l' have nn .,jllc"tt()D. amI 

they have a job and they don't tum co oro,s and crime as their primm:)' 

avocation a( B. 14. IS yelUs of "Ie­

- This Week With David Brinkley (ASC), lllnu;uy 2, 1994 

Gingrie.i vlews the iS$ue differently. 

ftWe're no~ (alking about [re.:tching:) into a solid working fumily nnd ripping it 


;hitd 0\:1." he said, 'We're sayIng in a cit,lih W"'Shinctt;m, when:: there are 

babies abandoned in the DUr.lpster. -sh(lUldn'l there be <In o(garti;a:d allernative,' 

wWcb codd inciu(k adoption. (ot] t'lljihtmages." 


- THE HARTFORD COURANT Decembe, S. 199' Thursd,y. STATEWIDE 

SECTIOh": MAIN; Pg. AI 

HEADU:"E: REFORMS OF WELFARE DEBATED; ORPHA)."AOllS PLAN SHAJ'ES DISCUSSION 
BYLINE: JOHN A. MacDONALD; C(}utOlnt Stilff Wrire.. OATELlNE: WASH1NGTON w. 

Response to Hillary Clinton's Criticism of Oq:hnntge Prop,'jjtal: 

I'd .uk her to go to Bloclc:busteT" and f;:n~ rhe Mic~y Rooney movie about ~Boys' Tewn. ~ r lnean, my answer to 

ber in p1:.rt Is, you know, me litHe four·yea:·old u.he was th;nwll off the balceny in Chicago would have ho.::n a 

hetk of a lot bener of at Boys' To\\'11. mat the J I·Y<.:<.Ir-oid who \>.';')$ killed after !ie kiUed J. 14-ycar-old might 

have had :1 ;::.\a:u:e to live in a supervised boardlns schooL that the children you >¢c: in DC kmed every weekend 

mi,ghl 'be beUer off in a J!rollp home or a rosTer home, 


In the 19th century, it wa5 gencra.Hy •• ncrm:.l!y \"OlUnlllry, .:Ina it W1l511'i a true o:phMzge, ll.hink a b04lrding 

~cho('Jl or ;t group home is a more xcuratc stZtemellL James!, Wi150/1 of UCLA s~nl 1:1>,; a non~ tt:e other d •.y 

that sa:d, ~Wltilt Yl)u',e really descrihlng here \~ ihe ri~ht (0 have J vo!lmi:ar)' altcma(iv..,: for ve;y. v:ry young 

parenu who beHeve that mel' can'f raise their own child,~ 


r don't un!jen.lan(i li1)crals who Ilv;: in enclaves and safety who s,'\y. 'Oh, dus would b<: llerriblc thing. Uloi< 

at tho Notman Rockwell fumily that would break up,' The fae:; Is we art allowing Ii hruta1i:tatlon ilnd a 

degradation of children in this country. a 

destructiveness, We say to a 13-),e.:r-old dr.lg :;:cdic'. wr,o is pl'e~lHIf\C yO'J kllOW. PUl Y0.,lf b.J.by in a dumpSler. 

ruat's okay, but we're not goIng to give you a beardil1g s<:hool, w¢'n! r.OI going tQ give you a place fOf (har 

child'to grow up, There is no plax. 


--Meet the Prl$$. 12'4f94 

We're saying in a city like Washington, where thC:n:\ are bubies abandoned in the dumpster, sllouldu'( 
the..~ br: <1\1 Qrganb:ed alternath~, which cnuld indude adoptlim. it could include (oster care, it I:ould 
include. orphanages, 

(Cites Wayne Gilcrest, Jim Gn:ellwQod, lll1d Mal'I.(C Rouketlhl us rJli SUPPOI1h'c of thc debate on 
orphanages.) 

http:gencra.Hy
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--REPS. NEWT G'I'GRlCH (R-G.<I ANNOLNCEr-1ENT OF HO\lSE REPUBLICA" LEADERSHIP 

ELECTION RESULTS. TUESDAY, DECEMBER 6.1,94 


Bobert R~.~Jnr; Senior PoJicy Am,lvSf,J lkriJ,agg Fuundation 

In iall,cuage similar IO [har later uSl.!d by Armcy. Rector soia the government 
should not abandon children born oul of wedlock, b:J: tha( AFDC :uta jhoJ Stamps, 
curre:1tly given directly to un~ed mothers under 21, should be \:t;lllveHed to 
gfalUS to state,. Those granlS could be u$ed to promOTe "adoprioJ) .n.nd Orpl-.al13se)l or SU~1po!tin.g the moili",-rs in 
It.:htiy supervised group homes," RetlOr wrole. 

- THE HARTFORD COURANT D«,mber S. 199' 'J1lursd,y, ST,'TEWIDE 

SECTION: MAl'", Pg. Al . 

HEADlJNE:: RUORMS OF WELFARE: DEBATED, ORPHANAGES PLAN SHAPES DISCUSSION 

BYLINE: JOE:~ A. :o.1acDONALD; Couran! Slaffwrh« DATELINE> WASHINGTO~·· 


\ 

Ss1'. Susan Molinari (R-NY) 

Incoming SpetJi:er Newt Gingrich knows that it willl<tke bold deciskH~s ;u~d couragcous id:>as if we're ever 
Gj)in~ (0 cer a [welfare1 system that of:ers ",ork. offers.hope. ami YI!S, perhaps throug.h Itl'l tnnllnn nf :<oman 
orphanages and group bomcs. offers safety and sCfuriry 10 nbuse babjes and lundy lind isolated chHOl·cn. 

~-SuS3.ti: Molinari. GOP Response to Radio Address, i2fiO/94. 

"How dOeS a poor young mother survive wilhout sQ....t;:rT1111t'tH SUp/Xlfl1' ....,We need co raise !.he probabllity that.1 
you:'!! single woman who keeps l~er child Is doing so vo\itiotall)' al1.d Hloug,lnfull)'. Forcing her 10 find a ....ay of 
supponins the .:hild do~ lhis. It will lead rna.:1.)' YI)ung wnOleo wh\) shouldn't be r.Jothtrll to place their babies 
for Mopriol1.,.,Many others will get abortio;tS, .. , 

Some sma11 proponion of inf.mu and larger proportion of older children wi:; not be adopted, Fol' ,hem, ,lIe 
govem.rr..etLI should spend lavisl:Jy 011 Qrphanages, I run not recommending Dk:kensian barracks. In 1993, we 
know a lot Db-out r.oW to provide ;1 warm, nurmring olViroomem rOt dlildren. and gClL!t'lg rid of the wdf:l..re 
system trees up lots of monoy to do I:' Those w!:Q find the word "nrph<l:n<l,gesu objecrlol'lflole may dtink of [Uerf. 
1IS 24-hour-n·day orphanagc~." 

_ ~n.e Corning Whitt Underclass" by Charlts Murray. Wall $:. Jot:l'llnl 

http:govem.rr

