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REPUBLICANS' PLAN FOR ORPHANAGES COSTS $68 BILLION,
ERASING THE EARLIER SAVINGS ITS ADVOCATES CLATMED

Denying federal welfare payments to the children of poor, urmarried
taenagers and using the money for orphanages, as suggested in tha House
Ropublicans® "Personal Responsibility Act® could cost as much as
568 billion a year, according to a report released today by €3
b « Costs of that magnitude far exceed the $40 billion in

avans that ‘the Republican plan claimed to save in the first five years,
the report said.
< And with only $2.3 billion of the total cast anticipated to come fyom
the Federal government, ths Republican plan represents a "subsgtantial and
dramatic cost-shift to statas, iocal taxpayera, and private charities,” the
report sald,
. Using the latest avazlable estimates of recipients of Ald to Pamilies

with Dependent Children (AFDC), tha new report sstimates that almost two
‘million children on the rolls were born to unmarricd mothers under 21. All
of these children ¢ould pe affected by the Personal Responsibility act's
pravialon alleowing states te 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 average cost of residential. cars -~ today's eguivalent of
orphanages - ¢esting about £36,000 per child par year, the total cost of
this provision of the Republican plan could total $68 billion & year. Only
a fraction.the cost would be picked up by the federal government under the

' Republican plan, since the avaraga federal share af k?bc is just 31200 per
child per year.

"This report clearly shnwa that the Rapublican welfara reform plan
will not only increass family braakup,_lt will dramatically increagse costs
for states and local taxpayers,” GIECONSEENy sajd., "In fact, the Personal
Responsibility ‘Plan will increase the costs of caring for poor children,
not reduce them. And neither local governments nor private ¢harities are
in a position to pick up the tak.®

TEven if you conservatxv@ly agsume that only 20 percent of thesw
children will end up in orphanages, the annual cost still exveeds $13
billion a year ~ or $%6% billion over five years., Helping support children
and keeping families together is not only good policy, it's good economics.
‘Even foster care, which costs about $4800 a year (?) costs more than the
avarags AFDC cost of $§1200 a ¢hild,” st said,

A stata-by-state breakdown compiled by £2SIIDEICRBsties showed that
the cost-shift to states could reach as muech ag $7.5 billion for :
California, $4.8 billion for New York, $4 billion for Florida, $3.9 billion
for Texas and $2.5 billion for Georgia.

According to FENMERRMNETENR, the $36,000 average cost of
residential care today could undarestimate ‘the cost of the Republican plan
for orphanages, because many of the children whe would be affected are
infants who regquire more labor-intansive and more expansive care.
Aecording to the report releused today, 36 parcent of the childran of
unmarried mothers under 21 now on AFDC are under 12 months old.

‘ ##ks
A statawbywstata table is attached.
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Thauk you for your recént request for information. I imvc atrached two tables with
the information you requasted.

In fiscal year 1993, an estimated 9.5 million children roceived AFDC. Of this total,
approximately 650,000 (7 percent} were children who were borm to unmarried women who
were under age 18 and an additiopal 1.3 million (14 percent) were born 1o women who were
between the ages of 18 and 20 at the time of the child's birth. The medien federal AFDC
benefit per child in & three person family in 1993 was about $1200 per year..

Tabic 1

This table provides state and national figures an (1) the tofal number of AFDC
children, (2) the number of AFDC children born to mothers who were under age 18 and
_ between the ages of 18 and 20 at the tivve of their child’s birth, (3) the number of mothers -
under 18 and between the ages of 18 and 20 currently on the AFDC caseload, and {(4) the
annual per child AFDC bmcﬁt for a family of three. -

. Column ope shows the 2{?&?1 number of AFDC children pased upon information. from
the 1993 AFDC Quality Control data, This is approximately the sversge monthly
nummbet of children receiving AFDC in fiscal year 1993,

. Coluran two shows the number of current AFDC rec:plent children who ware born w

womnen receiving AFDC under age 18 and column three shows the number of children

- born to woimen between the ages of 18 1o 20, These columns iHlustrate the number of
children receiving AFDC who were born to minor methers. I the PRA was fully
implemented and in effect since 1973, cohumnn two would be an estimate of children
whose AFDC eligibility would be eliminated becsusc of section 105 of the PRA.
Column three provides an estimate of the mumber of children would ultimately be
eliminated if all states cxcrczseé the option given to them in section 107 of the PRA.
These state and narional coums’ are based on proportions from tabulations of the 1992
AFDC Quality Control data apphtd o counts from the 1993 AF‘D{" Quaitty Control
data.

- Column four shows the mumber of methers on the AFDC rolls who are currently
below the age of 18 and column five shows the mumber of mothers who are cumrently
between the ages of 18 and 20. These state and national counts are baged on ‘

proportions from tabulations of the 1992 AFDC Quahty Control data applied to
counts from the 1993 data,
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. Column six shows the federal dollars per child for a mother and two children by state
for July 1993, The total state benefics for a three person family come [rom 'the
Congressional Research Service and the AFDC matching rates came from pp. 674~
675 of the 1993 Green Book. The mumber is computed by dividing the family of
three benefit by two (the mumber of children in the unit) and multiplying the result by
a state’s AFDC matching rate (FMAP).

Table 2

7 e This table shows the sge distribution of the youngest children of pareats below the
age of 21. This data comes from tabulations of the 1992 AFDC Quality Control data.

I trust that this information complies with your request. Please call me if I can be of
further assistance of if you have any questions about the attached information.

Sincerely,

Wendell Primus
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Table § - Number of Children and Familics Carrently on AFDC Born tn Young Mothers By Stais - 1993

Roos

Nuawbher of AFLK Naxader of AFDC Al

. Chiidren Botn Whan  Children Born When  Correnl Lurrent Per Child

Total Nemmiber Their Mothere Wers  Thoir Mothers Wors  Numbor of Cases  Number of Cater” Fedorsd N

OF Children Under Ayv 13 Apw 1820 with Mothers Witk Mothers AFDC Benslita
NTATE {in thoyrands) {in theusandy) (in thousands} Lnder Aps 38 Ages 1828 fin dolinrs}
Albuny 8.3 e 177 24 5114 H
Absska 233 1.3 1.9 patid . 1) 2850
Arirons 343 g8 19.8 506 - 6,042 1,3
Arasyis Az B H R A5H T 2,947 Hi
Caiifarnl Hy 2 %' 4.4 1447 8,570 56,037 1.872
Colorudn g1.¥ ¥ 3 izt 445 3.908 1,142
Conneiivut 1y 3 X 9.6 991 3,499 1,040
Delawary 123 p % 4 R ] 885 1014
District of Colambly 46,8 4.3 80 R+ 2,413 Bas
Florids 468 40.4 k7 &i LR 3 25,5483 i 003
Ceorgls . ., 2.5 457 1048 14,294 §£.043
Hrwsli 38,4 i3 4.4 98 §.400 3,085
Ydwha 13.6 0.6 1.6 8% as2 §.3%
Jiugly 4860 42 931 2978 s 4 §,161
Ladiann 1345 ny b B 551 TO68 .o
Joen 8.3 ag . 1.0 518 1054 1.50%
Knmiicr s 14 7.8 138 1,385 1,408
Kestucky 147.1 3 115 1,260 6,341 24
Laonbdunn 8t 23 ary a1 9,168 B4
Maine 432 e 50 467 1082 L 60
Muryiand 1441 4.4 284 L5 1,486 1,098
Maymachuvetls e 1.3 34 i3 #4711 1,617
Mickigan 415.3 )& 904 62.4 ¥13 254633 1,538
Minoesata 1244 1.4 i5.6 53 388 £,743
Misxiwippl 293 4 4.9 Gi8 5,538 sy
Missaurd 166.1 1.2 51 {51 2,758 . §.055
Montsne .5 0.8 2.4 3 1278 1,706
Nebraska 2y 2.1 53 it 6811 1,339
Heestda 2 1.9 1s bl 2] LTS 1002
New Hampmhirs 18.2 0.5 L& kL] 788 1,348
Rew Yorsoy 057 23a 474 R4 13,208 1272
New Moico h AL R | ‘74 419 3,490 1,582
Few Yok €1 H 427 913 302 ITNT 1,731
North Cacolinx o R w3 43 3,435 14,488 1,076
Korth Dakata M - | 4.6 i6 5 312 1,711
Olds 496.8 i v 4 2.3 2852 25,483 1,233
Olabume nt 54 132 3¢ %534 1,384
Uhragon . . IR 1.8 9.8 . 215 % i~ S 3,722
Pennsylvanio ma a3 GL¥ 2,358 57 {4
Rhide Bland e 1.4 38 334 2874 1,783
South Coroling 0.3 9.8 .7 2 4 4,111 g5%
South Dakata 11.2 0.1 1.9 90 14z 1,738
Fennesses : 174.3 4.2 174  Phc 11 10,673 3750
Texss M. .4 N4 3312 26,59 7ii
Tk ’ %3 1.4 8 255 1.314 1,873
Vermont i¢s - 14 1% bY] <M 2.384
Vieglnis 1272 113 206 Mmoo §.959 1,862
Waghingtan 1737 13 1.1 1,392 8,500 1,802
West Virginle ™M i r 280 R 1.140
Wisconsy i84.3 it4 21% 13 B Ass 1,874
Wynmluql 12,2 G4 1.2 EH &65 1450
1.S. TOTAL 5191.2 $24.8 13817 Lk ¥ 458,769 1,287k
Pote; :

#: Tuw firat thove colugms o expressed in thougands, ep. Qe are 98,300 childien In Alabama acd 31,800 wers bom
when their mothars v umdsr ags 18 and 17,700 were bora when tizie neothers weore betwoen th agzs of 18 apd 20,
¥ Medizn APDC benefit loved for tee Utied Sidicy.
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Table 2 - Age Distribution of the Youngest Child of Corrent AFDC Mothers Under Age 21 - 1992

Childres with Perventage Chitdren with Pertentags TOTAL CHILDUEN Perceutage
AFDC Mothers fisiribstion AFBC Vigthers Distridbulion WITH AFDC Distribution
iges Llnder Age 18 By Age of Child Apes 1810 20 Iy Age of Child MOTHERS UNDER 11 By Age of Child
Jndler 1 28,003 32% 146,139 1% 174,184 36.2%
’ H 20,223 3R 173 4075 4L7% 19%,300 41.3%
2 4,122 1.2% 60,292 14.1% 64,514 1344
3 209 B4% 23,858 3.5% 24,067 5.0%
4 276 G.5% 11,543 27% 11,819 2.5%
i and older £49. 6% £,929 1L.6% 1,778 16%
PITAL £3,12 LIG.0% 426,928 190.68% 450,639 J06.0%
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Response to Question on Crphanages
g. TDoesn‘t your bhill include orphanages, too? Couldn’/t c¢hildren
end up in orphanages under your bill?
A, There’'s never been disagrgenent that it is sometimes

appropriate for child welfare services to intervene in cases
where children are being neglected by their parents. The
disagresment betwsen the Rdministration’s and the Republicang’
welfare reform proposals is not in how we deal with these
neglecred cohildren, but in how we deal with the children of
povercy.

Unlike our proposal, the Republican plan would end benefits to
large numbers of children, whether or not thelr mothers. are
willing to work., Up ko five millien children couwld be cut off
under the Personal Responsibility Act, and some could end up
in orphanages. ‘

The Administratien‘s bill is very strict with parsnits who
refuse bto work or refuse o take responsibiliry for their
children. Ag under current law, ¢hild protecticn services may
be neceassary for children whoe ave determined by their state to
be neglected by their parents, but we reject the idea of
arbitrarily cutting off bensfits to children whose parents are
willing te work or are disabled and unable to work.

We belisve that welfare reform should send a c¢lsar megsage
that the system has been fundamentally changed, but it should
not punish innocent children whose parents are sctruggling to
work hard and play by the rules,

As Secretary Shalals said befors the House Commirtes on Ways
and Means, children should not leose banefits simply *because
they were born to a teen-age mother who is willing teo work,
who is willing to go to scheol, who is willing to scay home
... Penalizing somsone because they refuse Lo go to work makes
gense ... but making innocent c¢hildren suffer, bscause a
tgan-ager, & child herself nas a child, seems unfair and
indefansible, ¢

el b



rphanages Aren't Welfare Reform

By Douglas ]. Besharov
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WASHINGTON
“Bring  back

ihe srphanagest”

_For .same. ths

new  Republican

p Mrd GIOEAT BIIARS i

Jﬂ! mind  simpler

_l, N times of cimsrer

moral values: Far

others, i, com

- CONGRESS jures ap Dicken-
sian portrais of

gmpty stomacks and saQistic caretak.
ers and is & sign of how Tegressive

G.OF. ruiz could become.

Althauph the proposal to put more
pony chikdren inte insuiniional cure
has become & bolbulon 1ssue, there
has been Hidle discussion of I8 pracy-
cality and of the effect it would have
on poor families, A gieareyed view of
the nambers shows that for the Re-
publicans this dehate is sbout political
symbols, not realistic programs.

Although there are several com-
peting G.Q.P. plans, the idea is 10
deny walfare payments o unwed
mothers in order o reduce iliegiti-
macy and W eacourage them 1o work
or ger married. Without weitare,
many single mothers would aot be
able to ske care of their children,
antd either whole families would be
piaced in group homes or the. chil-

dren wonld be placed in srphanages |

or put up for gdoption,

The 1.5 has thousands of “cone
pregate care fagiiities™ e the pre-
ferred wrm for orphanages. They
ponse sbowl 30000 children = a3
apposed t0 420000 in fosier care —
anst few are the barescks-like build
ings of the pasl, most are smal
group homes caring for fewer than
15 ehitdren. Typically thess children
did poorly In foster cars and were
‘placed in institutions o give them
more stable, strugtured care We
peed more of these ISBIULONS, espe
cially for childran with serious be-
havioral problems. But they are oo
substingte for true weiare veform.

Aboyt helf of todav's Live midion
weilare families are headed by &
muoiher who never married, Thus §
e Repubhcans hardJiners had
iy way, more than 25 miliion un.
wed mnthery oouid be dented wel-
fare, and their fhve miliion children

¢

Dowglas F. Resharoy, @ residen!
sehofar of the Améncan Enterpriss
Ingtitule, &5 wisitng proferier of wels
fare poley oi the Umversiny of
Muaryiond Sehoo! of Public Affaws,

could face placement. Tha! would be
i times the number now in foster
and insiiuiional care,

Proponents of orphanages argue
that ihis worstcase snuation will
never arise because the ireat of
losing their childres would have 2
prophviactic effect on single moih-
ers, But even H out-af.wediotk births
Geclired by 50 percent over the fong
term — & wildiy unprecedented ef-
fect for any Goverament wellars
program — abowt 1.5 millien ¢hil-
dren would still be denied welfare.

Proponents aise say that reiatves
might iake in many of these children
{and their unwed mothérs, Loo). But
about 50 percent of unwed mothers on

welfare atready live with relatives.
And these relatives tend to be equally -

impoverished: almost 90 percem of
uhwed teen-agers come from fam-
ilies with incomes below the poveriy
hne. Today's multigenerational wei-
fare households survive by sharing
income ; take away payments i@ sin-
gle mothers, and many extended fam-
ities would break up.

ven if .an the children

fiving with ibewr ex-

. tended families were

able to stsy home, that

wouild leave 1250 mik

Hor subject 1o place

ment in ocrphanages, an ensrmaously
expensive praposition. The sverage
{arnily on welfare — a mother with
twa children — receives bensiits of
abet 315000 .2 year in cash, food

stamps, Medicaid, housing ang other -

services. At # minimum, one vear in
an arphanage costs 236,008 per child;
some orphanages ©ost wice thal
Thus the cost of such care for the
children of an sverage wetiare family
would be at least §72000 g yesr.

j,

[

1

Within 1wo decades, the otal ¢ost

“wouls rise 16 81 least $70 biliion a vear

in today's doflars, Surely a Republk
can Congress would recoi! at spend- .
ing 50 much (o create A new Governe
ment bureaucradty.

te is nlso doubiful that the nauon’s
¢hild weifare system gould absorb so
many children, Agencies already |
have 1rouble caring for the 450,000
ehildren new i their custody. Some
youthis aie abused or neglecied while
in care, and many are demed a nar
turing and stable environment. Add
over a million new “orphans,”’ and
we'll have 3 new souial erisis,

And .what about race? About 40

5

In two decades, .

they would cost
$70 billion a year.

»

percent of all sutobwediock birhs
are AlrsgamAmerman, and  black
women make up & disproponionaie
share of loagarm wetfars depemi
ents, In Chicago, 83 percen: of black
women giving bireh for the first tme
are unmarsed, A ouph policy thal
fails haavily on 3 minority commund
ty should give us pause.

OF sourse, 2l of thiz prosupposes
that the G.0.P. intends follow up #3$

* 1alk of orphanapos with strong legis-
matian, Bt Kewt Gingrich and hig
zolleaguns have aiready blinked, The
oty speaific welfare cotoff they have
proposed — ihal in dw CCaniract
“With America® - ig mited 10 unwed
mothers under 18, whath would affect
only about 628,000 childrer.

Moregver, astording 16 the con.
tract, if 1he wemager's mother was
abready on wellare, 8% many are, the
Governmaent woild contimue 10 subsik
dize the feen-ager throuph Add to
Famities With Dependent Children
until she is 1%, The vounger mother.
would be dented cash assistance for
her Daby but would continuc o re-

. ceive Medicant ang food stamps for
her ¢hild, And if & teen-age mother
had arather baby after she turned 18,
she wouldn't denied any benefiks for
the second child.

The real effect of these watered-
down provisions would be Lo encour-
ape unwed mothers te Hve with their
families - & laudable gont Hul then
why reduce benefits & Leen-ape
mpthers slresdy living at home?
And why prormuse new beaghis for
childrern born after 3 tebrage mah.
er reachos 2 This is a frighisning
incentive for more births. .

17 the plan contained in the com
iraci 1s unlikely w0 drive many ohil-
dren e matinational care, why 3l

 ine 1alk about orphanapes? Perhaps
Brecause the Repubtilicans wa (o sig-
nal gughness toward the underclass
aad 2-returs 0 raditonsl vailues.
But ihey are making o musiake in
pramoung a mrage, for 1 neediags.
Iy makes them ssom ool¢ hearied
and urdercuis support for hew re-

form ggenda.

Orphanapes could easily become
the welfare reform equivaiemt of
midnight basketball i last yoar's
crime bill — 2 politically expisiiable
bu: ptherwise mingr provision in an
epormously  significamt  piece  of
jegisiaion. The sooner ail Sides recs
ognize that orphanapes are nol the
155152, the Fooner we San s1811 on real
wei{are reform. . )
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REPUBLICAN QUOTES ON OGUT-OFHOME PLACEMENTS FOR pPOOR CHILDREN

For more informating, call Amy Busch ae 890-5833 or Lisa Gilmore 11 £50.8035,

Re entative Newt

. (ingrich, who seems to delight in his role as public provocateur, refused
+ 10 surrender or even take cover, He argued thar orphanages could provide
stabilizy and safety for children from druge and crime-infested neighborhoads.
He called pn the first lady to wazch "Boys Town,” thus prompting “Turner's
imvitation. '

-~ The Plain Dealer, December 27, 1994

- Three weeks ag0, the discussion on NBC's Meet tha Press had ined 1o
instinarions znd welfare reférm, For mbihs, Mr. Gingrick had suggesied that
z strict timne Lt be set on welfare benefits and that children could be
taken from parents leh without income, if necessary” The children, he said,
could be placed in orphanages or foster care.

f }
An iierviewer confronted the Georgiz Republican with s stat¢ment by frst

o proposal “unbelievable and absurd.”

"T'd ask her (o go to Blockbusier und rem the Mickey Rooney movie about Boys
Town,” Mr, Gingrich rephied.

~ The Dallas Morning News Décember 25, 1994, Sanday, HOME FINAL EDITION

PP N . |

what prompied the revival of the orphanage image and the controversy that has
accompanind it were remarks by incoming House Speaker Newl Uingrich suggesting
diat children taken from * welfare mothers” could be placed in nrphanaﬂes
“whers they would at lzant havc food, sheltér and niot get shot ar.” '

What Gingrich meant by the mmzr}: uttered & a Washinzton Post Juncheon,
Bas beza the subject of much interpretation. The first lady, for instange -
brunded the idey “unbeliovabie” and "absurg. " Hr:r hushand commenied in his
- weekly radio address thur children shouldn' be waken from “lovi ing families.” No
ane would disagree with that position.

— THE ARIZOMA REPUBLIC December 18, 1958 Sunday. Final Chaser
SECTION: EI”BIT(?RZ&LZC}?I%ZQ’\' g, ?"5 HEADLINE: DICKENS OR "BOYS TOWN
IN DEFENSE (}F QR?}%&’Q’AGQS ‘

Orphanage was the wrong word, Oingrich said & @ Washingion Pust lunch, but
. . f ] - N
he is pot retreating on the concept that children should br removed from
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environments where they are negleced or sbused ind have no chance 10 thrive.

— The Buffalo News December 16, 1994, Friday, City Editon
SECTION: VIEWPOINTS: Pg. 3 HEADLINE: NEWT'S ORPUANAGE [DEAS NOT AS DD AS THEY
SEEM BYLINE: Mary McGrory, Universal Pross Syndicate DATELINE: WASHINGTON

.. 0 orphanages, which he sald had been the vicim of "groresqi].:
gistartion” by the news media and the White Housa,

I extended remarks, Mr. Gingrich said be proposed thar states be allowed
o experiment with varying ways of wending 1o displaced and abused children
ingluding, Ae said. orphanages o7 youth hosicls « in contrast 1o & waifare
system that encourages that children be placed with their parents or in foster
homes.,

Mr. Gingrich said that he had adopted the idea from Wiliam Bennelt, the
conservative scholar and former Education Seccetary, and that he heHoved &
right be preferable o a syster that now emphasized keeping young people in
spviropments 1hat are breeding grounds for crime and social problems.

w The New York Times Desember 7, 15584, Wednesdey, Late Edivien - Fipnl
SECTION: Section B: Page 11: Ontumnn 4; Nauional Desk

HEADLINE: Team ia Place, Gingrich Comes Out Slugging

BYLINE: By MICHAEL WINES. Specis! to The New York Times
DATELINE: WASHINGTON, Dec. 6

Q Mz, Gingrich, may I ask 2 question?

REP. GINGRICH: Svre.

Q {Off mike} -- (he other one was a fivesyear-old ~ (inaudible) -~ who was

thrown out of 2 building and his 2ight-year-0ld cousin tricd 10 « (inaudible)

- first appeal and wouldn't do i1, apd Lis mother and his aunt yied -

tinaudiblc} - how are those two prople going 10 be helped by your orphanages?
REP. GINGRICH: Let me moke 2 point here, because fhis again s one of those
examples Where something 'm very prepared to defend suddenly becomes a symbol
and then the White House distonts it into Dickens rovishied ay though their
aernative was Norman Rockwell, I mean -~ so let e Just say, what | said
originally and will defend prety cheerfully for a ong time is you have group
homes, you have foster care, you have boarding schionls, you have orphanages,
that thers pre many alternatives 1o the current system, and that we shoeld be
prepated to delegate back to the slates the opportunity to expeciment with any
organized system of caring for children that we think will save their lives and
shve their futures.

Now, the polm | was making, partly frankly cozached by Bill Beanen, who is an
the board - the fund-ralsing board for Boyy Town - and Bonnett just $3id thal
ir's ouirageous 1o waeh he distordons. I tagan, we're sot talking ubout let's
reach juto a sofid working family and rip a child eut.

We're saying in a city like Washingion, wbere there ove babiex abundoned in the
dumpster, shouldn’t there be an organized altermative, which could include
aduptinn, it could include foster care, it could inchede orplumages. Thon [ had
Wayne Gilchrest, who has worked for three yesrs carlicr in his caner it an
orphanage like that, but an orphanage for - actually a boarding schoot lor
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ehildren whose parentg wore alive but who were abusing them.  And e said 'l
be glad 10 tesfy about e impact of that. Then | had Jim Gresnwoog, wha s g
mermber from Philadelphia, who said hoe used o be a social worker plaging those
children. Then Marge Roukema aind her husband, who is a psyehetherapist, came
up. They are preparing an op ed piece explaining that fmenkly seme Kind of
youth hospice or youth hestile program would be dramatically betier than a lot
of what happens to the poerest and most abuscd childres.

S5 1 am very happy to engage the debite on tie following premise --

Q But aren't you -

REP. GINGRICH: Let me just finish, Let me jusi fGinish, David. Ter me finish.
I'm very glad w engage the debate on the question, would those yotng boys have
been beter off in an environment where they wouldn't have been killad, would
the 11-yeuar-old have boen betier off with a system which dida’t put him bock on
the strees? "And the facr is you can go into every major city in chis country

today and find scandalous examples of 12-, 13-, 18-, 1F-year-oid nwthers who
kave ne institutional alermaddve and who in desperation cred up with their

childran (n horrible circumstances.

So we're por saying what would you do in a nice middic class gnvironment, o
what wonld vou do ¢ven with & working poor family that was 2 oanectad family.
But we're saving are there ahematives? And the ahiematives ann’t Jus
orphanages, | think that's beea 2 grotesque distortion. But are there a sedies

of alrernaiives, fosiey hames, boarding schools, easier sdoption. vouth

hostiles, and orphanages which « and is Boys Town a beuer environment than
the povrest and meanest section of Washingten, DC? Aad 1 think thu's 2 debme, ™
a¢ Richard Coben said, 1'm glad to point out in the Post this morning in 4 véry
nice column, where he sald, look. 1 mean here s a debare wornih engaging.

— Federal Nows Service, DECEMBER 6, 1994

Naow, those are real changes, We wani to Trankiy say o young wirls, i you got
program, we'll help you with grunp homes, wo'll help you with foster care,
we'l} Brelp you with orphanages, we'll hielp you with adoption, but we are not
going to give 12, 13, and 14-year oids money directly, and we'te not going v
give ther apartiments in public bousing, because we have been creating an
sconeinic incentive program for voung gitls to get pregnam owtside of marviage
ang for young men fa have no responsibility, and after 30 years, it is in danger
of dsstroying laxge parts of this country. Eighty pereent of the ehildren in
some neighborhoods are bom ouiside of marrages, Now, that is destnwtive of
the eliild. I0s destrastive of the whole sitpation.

- Eaderal Meows Service, MARCH 10, 1934

Rep. GINGRICH: ... We could pass both antigrime legisiation and dramatic weliare reform legisiation 1o
require people 1o work, 10 ewt children off from governmant moncy in the sonse

of women whe are 12, {3, 14 yours oid who zre currently being paid 10 have maore

children,

I we don't have dun kind of furdameniad offon thar goes In and says, "Let’s.
look ar sdogtion, let's ook a1 foster care, iet’s looK at orphanages.” but

lar's raally dramatically draw the lioe sbout 12- aad 13- aad 18- ad

18-year-0ld mothers who 1 think become in (he end, because of the breakdown of
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the family, that beconnes the ncx¢ generaion's oribme. And so [ (ink we'we got

10 address that issue, both in terms of locking vp crimingls and reforming the
weifare system on behalf of children, giving them a change o grow up in g
structured enpvirenment whees thuy have o fotre and they Bave a0 educarion and
they have z job and they don’t turn o drugs and crime as thoir primary

gvocation at 13, 14, 15 yews of age-

- Thizs Week With David Brinkley {ABC), Jamunry 2. 1094

Gingrich views the issue differendy.

“We're not talking about {reaching] inte a solid working furily and ripping a
chifd ort” be said, "We're saying in a eity like Washington, wheee there are
babies abandsned in the Dumpsler, shouldn't thete be ay ocganized alternative,”
witich could include adoption [or] orphanages.”

- THE BARTFORD COURANT December 8. 1994 Thursday, STATEWIDE

SECTION: MAIN; Pg. Al

HEADLINE: REFORMS OF WELFARE DEBATED; ORPHANAGES PLAN SHAPES DISCUSSION
BYLINE: JIOHN A, MacDONALD; Courant Suff Wiirer DATELINE: WASHINGTON -

Response to Hillary Clinton's Criticisns of Orphanage Proposal:

I"d ask her 1o go to Bleckbuster and ten the Mickey Roonay movie about "Boys” Town,” | mesn, my answer ©
hier in part is, you know, the livde four-yeas-old whe was thravn off the dalseny in Chicago would have been a
heek of a lof berter of at Bovs' Town, that the | l.yeur-old who wag Killed after e kifled 2 j4-yuur-old might
have had 3 chance 1o live in a2 supervised boarding schodl, thas he ¢hildren vou sev in DO kiited every weekend
might be berter off in & group hotne of a foser home,

I the 191th contury, it was gencratly - nomuily volumary, ahd o wasn't a trus orpbanage. 1 think a boarding
schoel or 2 group home is & more soduitic satement. James T, Wilson of UCLA sent me 2 note the other day
that said, "What yau're really deseribing here {5 the right to have & volusiary allernstive for very. vary voung

parents who believe that they can't raise tielr own child.”

{ don’t undersiangd liberals who live In enclaves and safery who say, "0k, diis would be 2 termible thing., Look
1t the Norman Rockwell fomily that would break up.” The fact is we are allowing & hrutdlization and a
degradation of children in this country, 2

. destructiveness, We say o @ 13-year-old drug sddics who is pregnant, you kaow. pul your baby in 2 dumpster.
g’ okay, but we're not going 1o give you a boarding school, wa'te not going to give you a place for that
ehild o grow up. There is no place.

~-Aret the Pregs, 12/4/94

We're saving in a city like Washington, where there are babies  abandoned in the dumpster, shouldn’e
there be an organized altermative, which could include adoption, it could include foster care, it vould

inclhude orphanages.

[Cites Wayne Gilcrest, Jim Greenwood, and Marpe Roukema s all supportive of the debate an
orphanages.)
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~REPS. NEWT GINGRICH {R-GA) ANNGUNCEMENT OF HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
ELECTION RESULTS, TUESDAY, BECEMBER €, 1594

Robert Reotor, Senior Policy &ﬁéi”&’&, Heritaos Funndation

In Tanguage similar 1o thar later used by Armey. Rector said the govérmmoent
should not abandon children born out ¢f wedlack, but that AFDC wad food stamps,
currently given directly 1o unwed mothers vnder 21, should be convered ©
grams 1o states, Those grants could bu used to promote “adeption and orphanages or supporting the mothes in
tightly supervised group homes,” Rector wrote,

- THE BARTFORD COURANT December 8. 1992 Thursday, ST.&THWIDE

SECTION: MAIN, Pg. A} .
HEAPDLING: REFORMS OF WELFARE DERATED: ORPUANAGES ?LAI&- SHAPES DISCUSEION
BYLINEG: JOHN A, MachORALE: Courane S1aff Wrilter DATELINE WASHINGTON -

Kep. Susan Molinari (R-NY)

Inccning Spesker Newt Gipgrich knows that it will rake bold decisions and courageous idgas i we're ever
going © ger a [welfars] system that offers work. offers hope. and yes, perhaps through the creation of small
srphanages and group hamcs. offers safety and security to ubuse babies and lonely und isolated children.

#*

-Jusan Molinari, GOP Rasponse w Radio Address, 13/18/04

Charles Murray

“How does a poor young mother survive without government suppan? . We need o raise the probability that a
young single woman who keeps her child Is doing so volitionaly and thoughtfully. Forcing her 1 find 2 way of
supporting the ¢hild does thig. 1 will lead muny young women who shoukdn’t be mothers o glacc their babies
for acoption. ... Many otiers will get abcrzw-zs

Some small proportion of infents and larger propordon of elder children w4li not be adopred. Foy them, the
goveramenr should spend lavishiy on orphanagas. [ am not pecommending Dickensian barracks. In 1993, we
know 4 lot about how (o provide 3 warm, ouriuring covironment for children, and gotting rid of the welfare
system frees up lots of money to do it. Those who fad the wond "orphonages” objecrionable may fink of them
as 24-hour-a-day orphanages.” :

we "The Coming White Underelass” by Charles Murray. Wall 5t Jovmal
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