THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON %&T"/\'\
August 21, 1996

MEMORANDUM FOR RAHM EMANUEL AND BRUCE REED

FROM: BETH BERMAN
RUSSELL HORWITZ

RE: Wellare State by States

Please find attached for your review a state by state packet on welfare related data. HHS has
looked over this document and has made the appropriate changes. We are awarting last
week's new waivers and will add the information as soon as we receive it.

Please let us know if you would like any changes made.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: ALABAMA

"Bill Clinton can Justifiably claim that ke has indeed ended welfare as we know itV
Dougias 1. Besharov, Amarican Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 26, 1934

AMERICA.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed
profoundiy under the Clinton Admisistration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration hag approved 69
welfare woivers in 41 states - more than all previous sdminigtrations ¢combined. In an average month, these welfarg
demonstrations are making work and responsibility & way of life for more than 10 million peeple « spproximately
T8% of all AFDC recipients, States are now reforming welfare rules by roquiring work, txmc Hmits, making wozic
pay, improving child suppprt enforcement, and ¢ncouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in purt to the Adnsinistration's emphasis on welfare reform and iis
policies to streagihen the sconomy, weifare cascloads arg down while work and tramning sctivities among recipients
are up, And shild seppont collections have reached a record high.

. ’rhe weifare rolls have decrsased by over 1.3 million -~ aimost 10% - since Prc:suiazzt Clinten took ofﬁce:
after they grew by 20% during the provious four years,

. In 42 states, wolfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million mopto gince M’ay 1994 which
has helped sove taxpayers more than $1.8 hililon.

* Work and training activities ameng welfare recipients have micreased by 28% since 1992,

. Angd the President’s expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 mitlion working
famiités hclpmg ;hcm move from welfarg 1o work,

v e T e .

STRENGTHENING CHIM} SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the fodersl-state
parincrship coliested a record $11 billion from nos-custodial parents, an increase of §3 billion or nearly 40% since
1992, In addition, paiomity cstablishraonts incroased by over 49% from 1997 (0 1695,

ALABAMA. MQOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 1O WORK

35,146 FEWER PEOQPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDC recipients in Alabama has decreased 258%,
f‘romg 141,746 in January 1993 to an estimated 106,580 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER 843 MILLION MORE ~ an increase of
44% singe FY 1992, In FY 1995, Alabania distributed $141,212,499 in child sapport colleciions, up from
398,140,974 n FY 1992,

25,600 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage o{"pcrso.z;s fiving in poverty in Alabama
declined from 17.3% 1 1992 to 16.4% in 1994,

38,525 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS, The average number of persons who participated in the Food
Stamip program per month decreasced from 360,047 poople in FY 1993 1o 524,327 people in FY 1405,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: ALASKA

"Bitl Clinton can justifiably claim that e has indeed ended welfare as we know it"
Douglas ). Hesharpy, Amencan Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1995

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 10 WORK

GRARTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before Prestdent Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that ke will sign the wellare reform bill before Congress, America’s wellare system has already changed
profoundly under the Clinton Administration. Since taking ofifice, the Clinton Administration has approved €9
welfire waivers in 41 states - more than all previous administrations sombined. In 2n average month, these welfars
demonslrations are making work aad regponwnibility a way of life for more than 19 million people — approximaiely
75% of all AFDC recipients. States are now reforming welfure rules by requiring work, ﬁme limits, making work
pay, improving child suppott enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Adnsinistration’s emphasis on welfare reform and ifs
policies to sirengthen the cconomy, welfare casoloads are down while work and training activities smong recipionis
are up. And child support coliections have reached a record high.

. The wellare rolls have decrsased by over 1.3 million -- almost 10% - since President Clmmn toak office
after they grow by 20% dusing the previous four years.
. in 42 states, weifare rolls have fsllen, some by as much as 36%.
. Participalion in the Faod Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 millien people singe May 1994 whxch
has holped save faxpayers more than S1.8 billion,
. Waork and training activities among weliare reciptents have increased by 28% since 1992,
» And the Presidont's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working
familics helping them move from welfare to work.
c

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1998, the federal-state partnership collected a
record $11 hillion from aonwcustodial parents, an increase of §3 billion or nearly 40% sgince 1992, In addition,
. paternity sstablishments incroased by ever 48% from 19492 1o 19935,

ALASKA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

2,073 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The tofal nuimber of AFDC reoipionts in Alaska has decrzased 5.5%,
from 37,505 in Jasuary 1994 (o an estmated 35,432 o January 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER 516 MILLION MORE - an increase of
45% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Alaskz distributed $51,734,216 in child support collestions, up from $35,613,443
wmFY 1992, .

423 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOUD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
program per menth decrcased from 45,8371 people tn FY 1994 to 45,448 people in FY 1995,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: ARIZONA

"Bill Clinton can Justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it."
Douglas J. Besharov, American Entorprise Institnte, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA, MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 1O WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton announced on Joly 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has alrendy chonged
profoundly under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69
welfare waivers in 41 staxes -~ more than all previous administrations combined, In an average month, these welfare
demonstrations are making work and responsibility a way of life for moree than 10 million people -- approximately
75% of all AFDC recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, moking work
pay, buproving child suppart enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Duc in part 0 the Administration’s smphasis on weifare reform and its
policies to strengthen the cconomy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipients
arc up. And child support collections have reached a record high,
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. The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million - almost 10% ~ since Prestdent Chinton took offige
after they grew by 20% duriag the previous four years,

. i 43 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by 23 much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by neardy 2 million people since May 1994 which
has heiped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion,

. Work and training sctivities among wellare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working
familics helping them move from welfare to work

s ———————— s e | —

STRENG’I’KKNiNG CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federabgtate partnership collected o
record 311 billion from non-custodial parents, an mcrease of 83 billion or nearly 40% since 1952, In addition,
patemnity establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 1o 1993,

ARIZONA.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 1T WORK

23,519 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total aumber of AFDC recipients 1o Artzona has decreased (2%,
fram 194,119 i January 1993 1o an estimated 170,600 in March 1986,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $47 MILLION MORE - an intrense of
102% since FY 1992, Jo FY 1999, Arizong disinbuted §23,811.641 in child support collections, up from $46,447 854
in FY 1992

31,544 FEWER PEQPLE ON FOOD STAMES, The average wunber of persons who participated in the Food
Stamp program per month decreased (rom 311,739 peopls in FY 1994 to 480,195 pecple in FY 1995,

ARIZONA UHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER.
The state’s "EMPOWER” program ostablishes 8 24-month Umit on adult AFDC benefits during any 60-month period.
Minor parents and pregaont (oons must attend schoo! or 2 JOBS program. This progro 15 helping thom move from
wellare {0 work by encouraging trainig and edugation through Individual Development Agcounts. The project is
giving families the opporiunity o weork by waiving the roguirsinent that the principal wage carner in g lwo-parens
family work fewer than 100 hours per month,
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WELFARL REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: ARKANSAS

"Bl Clinton van justifinbly claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it "
Drouglss J. Besharov, American Entorprise institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before Presideni Clinton anncunced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfore reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system hes already changed
profoundly under the Clinton Adminigtration, Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69
wellfare waivers in 41 states - more than all previous adiwsmisteations combined. Is an average month, these welfare
demonstrations are making work and responsibility & way of lfe for more than 16 million people - epproximately

75% of alt AFDC recipionts. Sisles are now reforming welfwre rules by requiring work, zima Iimts, making work
pay, improving child support enforcement, and encouraging parenial responsibility,

PROMOTING SELR SUFFICIENCY. Due in part fo the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its
poligies to strengthen the cconaimy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activitios among recipicnts
are up. And child support collootions have reached a record high,

. The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million -~ almeast 10% -- since Pregident Clinton took office

afler they grew by 20% during the previous four years.

In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 millien people zsince May 1994 whach

hag helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion,

Work and training activitios amang welfare recipionts bave ingreased by 28% since 1992,

. And the President’s cxpanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working
families helping thom jrove fram wellare to work,

*
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STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1993, the federal-state partnership collected a
record $11 hillisn from nos-castodisl parents, an increase of §3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In gddition,
paternity estabiishiments Incressed by over dB% from 1992 o 1995,

ARKANSAS. . MOVING FAMILIFS FROM WELFARE TG WORK

14,832 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Arkansas has dooreased 20%,
from 73,982 in January 1993 to an estimated 59,100 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENYT COLLECYTR REARLY 5212 MILLION MORE ~ 8o increase
of 31% since FY 1982, In FY 1993, Arkansas distributed 363,873,125 in child support collections, up from
$42.864,579 in FY 1992,

118600 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The porcentage of persons living in poverty in Ackansas
doclingd from 200% 18 19973 10 13.3% 1 1994

12852 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who parlicipaied in the Food
Stamp program per month decroased from 285,026 people in FY 1993 1o 272,174 people in FY 1993,

ARKANSAS CHARTS I'TS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVER. Under Arkansas' demonstration, parents age 16 or younger will be requised to attend school or face
reductions in benefits if they &l to do so. The siate will algs freese AFDC benefits when additional children are
born into a family already reeciviag welfare, In addition, Arkansas provides counscling and Taniy plannmg 1o help
parenls {ocus on the respousibilitics of pacentbood,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: CALIFORNIA

"Biti Clinten can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it.”
Deouglas J. Besharov, American Enterpriss lastitule, Business Week, May 28, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the wellare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Stnce taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 siates - more than all previous sdministrstions combined, In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 16 million people - approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipionts, States are now reforming wellare roles by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcenient, and encouraging parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part io the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengihon the economy, wellare caseloads are down while work and {raining activities among recipients are up. And
child support collections have reached a record high,

e
. The weifare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million « almrost 10% -« since President Clinton took office
after they grew by 20% during the previous four vears,
. in 42 states, wellare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%. '
. Participation in the Food Stamp pragram has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save sgupayers mare than 518 billion,
. Work and training activitias among welfare recipienis hove increased by 28% sinse 1992,
. And the President’s expanded Earned Income Tax Crodit has given dax relief to 15 million working
famitics helping them mOve from welfsre woric )
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STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPOR’? ENFOGRCEMENT. In 1993, the federal-state partnership collected a record
$11 bitlien from noa-custedial parents, an increase of 33 billion or nearly 40% sincc 1992, In addition, patemity
cstablishments increased by ever 40% from 1992 o 1995,

CALIFORNIA. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

47,138 FEWER PEQPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in California has decreased nearly
2%, from 2,692,202 in January 1993 o an estimated 2,645 0064 i Japruary 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPFORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $204 MILLION MORE ~- an increase of
N% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Califormia distribuied $837,281,903 in child suppost coliections, up fom $6353,680,903
n FY 1692 .

(45,0 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The pcmmtag,c of persons living in poverty in California declined
from E8.2% in 1983 to £7.9% in 1994

CALIFORNIA CHARTS IS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVERS, California’s five waivers are encouraging oen-age parents §o attend school segularly by providing incentives
{ov good grades and reductions in AFDO pavments (o recipients who fail fo maintain a D average. Alse uader this
waiver, famiiies can depogit $3000 into savings to purchase a home, start a business or finance a child's edusation or
fraening.

One waiver provides transitions] ¢hild care benefits when familics become incligible for further benefits because of
narringe. Californis is also incrcasing penaltics for fraud and expanding work experience programs.  Another waiver is
helping them Oud work through incentives and the romoval of the linHation on two parent familics working more than
L3 hours.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: COLORADO

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it "
Douglas J. Besharov, Amcerican Entorprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE RLEXIBILITY. Even before Presidens Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the weifare refonm bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already chonged profoundly
under the Clinton Administeation, Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has agproved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -- more than all previcus sdministrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making waork and responsibility a way of hife for more than 14 million people « approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients.  States are now reforming wellare rules by requining work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support eaforcement, and encaurs}ging parental regponsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part io the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to sirengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down whilo work and training activitics among recipionts sre up. And
child support collections have reached 2 record high,

» The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million -~ almost 10% - since President Clinton took office
afrer they grew by 20% duning the previous four yoars,

» In 42 states, wel{are roile have {allen, some by ns much as 30%. '

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 millics people since May 1944 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion,

. Work and training activitics among welfare recipionts heve increased by 38% since 1992,

. And the President’s expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax reliefl o 15 million working
famibticz helping them move from welfare 10 wark,

?‘ ——— ——

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state parinership collecied a record
§11 billian from non-custodial parents, an ingcrease of §3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, patemity
establishiments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995,

COLORADO. . .MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 10O WORK

22408 FEWER PEQPLE ON WELFARE. The totsl number of AFDC recipients in Colorade has decrcased 18%,
frora 123,308 in Jancary 1993 1o an osiimated 160,980 in March 1986,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 834 MILLION MORE - an increase of
88% since FY 1992, In FY 1993, Ce!amdo distributed $91,869,504 in child support collections, up front $58.036,172 in
FY 1992,

41,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percontage of persons liviag in poverty in Colorado declined
from 10.8% in 1992 10 9% In 1994,

20,738 FEWER PEGPLE ON FOOD §TAMPS. The gverage number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
Program por month decreased {rom 272,618 people in FY 1993 to 251 830 people in FY [995,

COLORADO CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER,
Through the "Personal Responsibility and Employment Progrom,” parents who are able to weork or sble to participate in
training programs must do so alter receiving AFDC assistanee for two years or face a loss of beneflits. Colorado’s
demonstration project also changes asset levels and rulcs postaiing 10 owsership of an sutomobile to permit families to
own & sar regardless of is value or their eguity in (. Fually, the state provides fnancinl bonuses when JOBS recipionis
graduaie feam high schiool or GED program, and pormits financind pensitics 1o be assessed when pareats fail lo have their
childron immunized.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: CONNECTICUT

Y BHI Clintar can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we Rnow it
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institule, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he wilf sign the weifare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has alteady changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfaye waivers in
41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined, In an average month, these welifare demonstrstions are
msking work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people -- approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, timg Emuts making work pay, impeoving child .
support enforcement, and cﬁcouragmg parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to sirengihen the cconomy, welfare cascloads are down while work and trgining ectivities among recxpxents sre up. And
child support collections have reached a rovord high.

The welfare rolls have decressed by over 1.3 million - almost 10% -- since President Clinton took office
after they grow by 20% during the previous four years.

In 42 states, weifare rolls have fallen, some by ag much as 30%.

Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1934 which
has helped'save taxpayers more than $1.8 bitlion.

Work and training nctivities mmong welfare recipisnts have increased by 28% since 1992,

And the President's expanded Famed [ncome Tax Credit has given tax relief to 18 millien working

families helping them move from welfare to work.

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1993, the federal-state partnership collected a record
£11 billisn from non-custodial parents, an merease of §3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992 In addition, pateraity
sstablishments increased by aver 48% fom 1992 40 1993,

CONNECTICUT. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

9,372 FEWER PEQOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Connecticut hag decma&ad §5.4%,
from 172,040 in February 1995 to an estimated 162,668 m February 1996 -

TQUGHER CHILD SUPPOGRT ENF{)RCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $34 MILLION MORE - an incrense of
40% since FY 1992, In FY 31903, Copnecticnt disiributed $117,723,277 1n child suppornt collections, up from
184,189,703 i FY (992

CONNECTICUT CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVERS. Conncotionls firsi walver, "A Fair Clance,” requires woifare recipients to work a minimum of 15 houss a
week afier two years of AFDC, 28 hours a woek after thres years, and 338 hours a week after four years, The program
exiends transitiona) child care and modical benefils an additional year for families leaving wellare, It also helps those
{amilies by paying the dilference between non.custodial parent's child support payments and a staie-cstablished mininram.

The staie’s second project, "Reach for Jobs Firs,” requires emplovable aduits to spend at least 12 weeks in a job search.
It limits AFDC payments 10 21 months for those capable of working, with extensions for good faith efforts,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTOMN: DELAWARE

“Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that ke has indeed ended welfare as we know it."
Douglss J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare systom has already changed profoundly
undet the Chinton Administration, Since taking office, the Clinton Administration hag approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 siates - more ihan all previcus administrations combined. In sn aversge month, these welfare doemonstrations are
making work and responsibility 8 way of life for more than 10 million people « approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipienis.” Stales are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child

_ support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's em’phasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the coconomy, welfare cascloads ate down while work nod fraining sctivities smong rcczpzmzis #re up. And
child support collections have reached a record high.

. The weifgre rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million -~ almost 10% - since President Clinton took office
after they grow by 20% during the previous four yeors,
. In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%,
o Participation in the Food Stamp program hag dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 biflion,
. Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,
. And the President’s expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief 1o 15 million working
familics helping them move rom welfare to work.
e et
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STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-staie parinership collected a record
211 billion from non-cusiodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 o 1995,

DELAWARE, MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

4,499 FEWER PEGPLE ON WELFARE. The total aumber of AFDC recipients in Delsware has decroased 16%, from
27,632 in January 1993 1o an estimated 23,153 i January 1996 .

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 56 MILLION MORE - an increase of
nearly 22% since FY 1993, In FY 1995, Delaware distributed $31,550,990 in child support cullccuons up from
325,925,785 ' FY 1502,

16,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN PO‘?’ERTY The pereentage of pcrscns living in poverty in Delaware doclined
from 10.2% in 1993 10 33% in 1994,

2,223 FEWER PEGPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
Program peor month docreased from 39242 people in FY 1993 10 57,090 people in FY 199§,

DELAWARE CHARTS ITS GWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVERS, Under Delaware’s "A Betier Chance” demonstratton, all weifare recipients will be required o sign and
comply with a Contract of Mutual Responsibility which will specify activities isading to selfssufficiency. The
demonstration sets a time Hmit.of 24 months on cash benefits for able-bodied adults over 19 years-old. | also requires
teen parents 1o live in o adult suparvised setling, attend school, participate in pareniing god family planning education
and inmunize theie children. Incentives include transitional child cars and Medicaid benefits 1o heip parents move from
welfare 1o work as well as additional finnnoial support Tor teens who graduate from high school.
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: FLORIDA

“Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it "
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 19596

AMERICA.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECERENTED STATE FLEXIBILATY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, Amaerica’s welfare system has alresdy changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration, Since taking office, the Chinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined, In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million peeple - approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforsentent, and mccuryging parenial respoasibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFRICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare refonn and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare cascloads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And
child support colloctions have resched a record high,

’ The wellare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million « almost 10% -- since President Clinton ook office
afier they grow by 20% during the previous four vears,

* in 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by a3 much as 30%.

- Participation in the Food Stamp program hag dropped by nearly Z million people since May 1994 which |
has helped save taxpayers nrore than $1.3 billion.,

. Work and training activities among welfare recipionts have increased by 28% since 1992,

v And the President's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million werking
families helping them move from welfare to work, i

?’ R |

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1295, the federal-state partnership collected 2 record
$11 biflion from non-custodial parents, an increase of 33 billion or neurlg 40% since 1992 In addition, patemity
sstablishments ingreased by ¢ver 0% from 1992 to 1995,

FLORIDA. .MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 70 WORK

135,042 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDL recipicnts in Florida has decreased 19%, from
761,842 in January 1993 10 ap estimated 566,800 in March 1596,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECUTS NEARLY 8122 MILLION MORE ~ an increase of
48% since FY 1992, In FY 19935, Flonida distributed $374 041 343 in child support collections, up from $252,472,760 in
FY 19%2.

319,000 FEWER PEOFPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Florida declined
from 178 %% in 1993 10 149 %oin 1994,

194,561 FEWER PEQPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persans who participated in the Food Stamp
Program per month decreased from 1,499,857 people in FY 1993 to 1,395,296 people in FY 1995,

FLORIDA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS.
Througl its "Family Transition Program.” welfare recipionts will be limited to collecting benefits for a maximum of 24
momhs in any five-year period. After that time, individuals who are unable to find employment will be gusranteed the
oppartunity to work at 4 job paying mwore than their AFDC grant. Florida's second waiver reduces by half AFDC
benefits for those who have additional chidren conceived while on welfare.  Additional children would still be cligible
for Medicaid and the Mmily’s Foad Stamp allotment will increase. The watver alse requires miinor parents (o aitcnd
school



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: GEORGIA

*Bilt Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we knony it "
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business ¥eek, May 20, 1896

AMERICA MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXYBILITY. Even belore President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform biil before Conpgress, America's weifare system has aiready changed profosndly
under the Clinton Adminisiration. Since tgking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 wellare waivers in
41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility 8 way of life for more than 1€ millien people -« approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipicnts, States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, meking work pay, zmpmvmg child
support enforcement, and ezlcouragmg parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELE Si}FFlCIENCY Due in part to {he Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare cascloads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And
child support collestions have reached a record high.

——— ——— A B

E . The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million - almest 10% -- since President Clinton took office
after they grew by 20% during the previous fosr years,
L. In 42 states, weifare rolls have fallen, some by 2z much as 30%.
| . Parncipation in the Food Stamp program hag dropped by nearly 2 million people singe May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than S1.8 hillion,
» Work and teaining sctivities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,
. And the President’s expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief io 15 million weorking
familics helpiog them move from welfare to work,

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state pastnership collected a record
$11 hiltien from non-castadial parents, an increase of £3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments increassd by over 40% from 1997 wo 15995,

GEORGIA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK:

4302% FEWER PEOPLE ON WELPFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Georgia has decreased 11%, from
402,228 in January 1993 (c an estimated 359,200 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $70 MILLIGN MORE - sa increase of
40% sgince FY 1992, In FY 1995, Goorgia disiributed $244,367 218 in child support collections, up from $229,822 363
in FY 1992,

165,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Geotpia declined
Arom 17.7% 1o 1992 10 14.0% in 1994,

GEQRGIA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS,
Georgia's "Porsonal Accountabilily and Responsibility Projest” is strengthening work requirements by excluding any
AFDC grant to an able-bodied welfare recipient between 18 10 60, who has no children under the age (Jf 14, and wha
wiilfully refuses to work or whe leaves emplovment without pood canse,

Georgea's second preject mandaies that welfare recipients who have reeeived payments for 24 of the previcus 26 moenths
are required 1o work up to 20 hours per month at an assigaed job in local, state, or federal govermmoent, or at a2 non-profit
agency. Failure o paciicipate can result in a loss of the individual's benefits for one month the first tine, 3 months the
sccond, and 2 years the thied, The waiver also allows a family o bave a vehicle of any value as long as it is used o
sammoie o work or school Georgia will also provide (amily planning services and struction in parenting skills (o
welare reciplests.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: HAWAIL

*Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it.”
Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before Prestdent Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare systew has already changed profoundly
under the Chinton Administration. Singe taking office, the Chinton Administration has approved 6% welfare walvers in
4} states « more than all previcss administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility & way of life for more than 18 millien people - approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipienis. States are now reforming weifare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, impI’OVmg child
support enforcement, and engouriiging parental responsibility.

PROMOT%N{} SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due m part to the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the cconomy, welfare caseloads are down while work and waining activities among secipients are zap And
child sepport ccllections have reached a record high,

* The welfare rolis have decreased by over 1.3 million — almast 10% - since President Clinton took office
after they grew by 20% during the previous four years,

. In 47 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by a$ much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program hag dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which:
has helped save laxpayers more than $1.8 billion, .

. Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1952,

* Angd the President’s expanded Earned jncoms Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working
families helping them mpve from welfare to work.

o

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collected s record
$11 billion from non-cusiodial parents, an incrsase of $3 billien or nearly 48% since 1992, In addition, patemity
establishments inereased by ever 48% from 1992 1o 1995,

HAWAHLMOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT LOLLECTS OVER $14 MILLION MORE - & increase of
mlmost 42% since FY 1992, In FY 1993, Hawali distribuied 348,751,221 in child suppost collections, up from
$34,403,695 in FY 1992,

36,000 FEWER FEGPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Hawalt declined
from §1.2% sn 1992 to 8.7% in 1994,

HAWANL CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARYE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER,
Under Hawaii's “Creating Work Opportunitios for JOBS Families" programs, job-teady JOBS recipionts who would
otherwise expoel 10 walt 8t least three months to be placed in a regular edugstinn ov iraining activity are required (o
pursug job leads developed by JOBS program specialtsts. The positions are pari-tinte, private sector jobs sl minimun
wage, and will allow participanis to gain work experience, develop tireir skills and better {argst training needs,



WEi:%AZ{iE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: IDAHO

PRIl Clinfon can justifiobly claim that he has indecd ended welfare as we know it”?
Douglas J. Besharov, American Entorprise Institote, Business Week, May 20, 1994

AMERICA. .MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TG WORK

GRANTIRG UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clintor sanounced on July 31,
1996 that ke will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has glready changed profoundly
sader the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinten Administration bas approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 stutes -~ more than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonsirations ars
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people -- approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients, States arp now reforming welfsre rules by requiring work, time fimits, making work pay, improving child
support enforsement, and eficouraging parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Duc in part to the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policics
o strengthen the economy, welfars caseloads are down while work and -training activities among recipionts are up. And
child support collections have reached 2 record high.

' ﬁ . The welfare rolis have decrossed by over 1.3 million - almest 18% - since President Clinton took office
afier they grew by 20% doring the previous four years.
. In 42 states, wellare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%.
«  Participsbion in the Food Stamp progeam has dropped by nearly 2 miltien people since May 1994 which
has heiped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion, ‘
. Work and training activities smong welfare recipisnts have increased by 28% since 1992.
= Anid the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax religf to 15 million workiog
families helping them mpve from welfare o work,
— — oo —— -1

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1993, the federal-state parinership collected a record
511 biBlien from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 48% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments ncrensed by over 40% from 1592 to 1995,

IDAHQ. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

439 FEWER P:‘E(}?Lﬁ ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Idaho haw decreased 1.8%, from
24,030 in January 1995 (o an estimated 23,611 in Janaary 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $13 MILLION MORE .. an increase of
aver 40% singe FY 1992, In FY 1995, idaho distributed 340,746,653 tn child support colloctions, up from $27,845,538
i FY 1992,

24,800 FEWER PEGOPLE LIVING IN [’OVERT’;’. The percentage of persong living in poverty in Idaho declined from
15.2% w1992 10 12.6% @ 1994,

22,698' FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS, The sverage number of persons who parireipated in the F{}{;d Stamp
Program por mronth decreased fram 102,933 people in FY 1993 1o 80,253 people tn FY [995,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: ILLINOIS

“Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it.”
Douglas 1. Besharov, Anterican Enterprisc Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA  MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before Presideni Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Adminisieation. Since takiag office, the Clinion Administration has approved 69 welfare walvers in
41 states - more than all previous sdministrations combingd. In an average month, these welfare domonstrations arc
making work and responsibility a way of life for mors than 10 millien people -- spproximately 78% of all AFDC
reeipients, Sfates are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time Hmits, making work pay, improving child
suppert enforcement, and encoursging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administralion's emiphasis on welfare reform and its policics
o strengthen the economy, welfare cassloads are down while work and raining sctivities mnong recipuents are up. And
child suppori eallcctions have resched & record high.

E » The weifare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million — aimost 10% - since President Clinton took office

after they grew by 20% during the previous four years.

» in 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by a3 much as 38%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people gince May 1994 which
hag helped save taxpavers more thaa $1.8 hillion.

. Waork and training sctivities among welfsre recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the Presudent’s cxpanded Eamed Income Tex Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working
families helping them move from weliare to work,

¥ = : -

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collected a record
811 billien from non-cussodial parents, an increase of €3 billion or ncarly 4%3% since 1992 In nddition, pstersity
gstablishments increased by aver 40% from 1992 to 1995,

ILLINOIS MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

20,608 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDC recipients in [Hinais has decreased 3%, from
685,50% i January 1993 to an cstimated 664 900 in March 1996,

FTOUGHER CHILD SUPFORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER 536 MILLION MORE — an increase of
ahmost 20% sisce FY 1992, in FY 199§, {Hinots distributed $3219,340,011 in child support collections, up from
$183,308,184 in FY 1992, ‘

393,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The pereentage of persons living in poverty in Hiinois deelined
from 15.6% in 1992 to 12.4% in 1994,

31,725 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOQOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
Prageam peor moath decreased from 1,188,760 people in FY 1994 o 1,131,033 people in FY 1995,

HLINOIS CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS.
The Clinton Administration has approved four demonstrations far lllinois. The state’s “Work Pays" program promotcs
employment by enabling recipicnts (o kegp sxore of thewr earsings than is nommally allowed. The state will disregard two
of every three dollars carned for as long os recipients continug working. A socond watver impages a two=-year time limit
on AFDC when the voungest child in the Tamily is 13 or older.  The third waiver combats trusncy by imposing finsacial
sanciions wpon familics of studonis whe fatl o improve poor school atigndance records. And nally, Hinols makes now
applicants take more rosponsibility for idenlifying the father of their ¢hsildiren),



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: INDIANA

"Bilt Clinton con justifiably ciaies that he has indeed ended welfare as we know itV
Douglas J. Besharov, American Entorprise Institute, Businass Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TG WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even befere President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welface reform bill before Congress, America's welfare systert has already changed profoundly
ander the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 62 welfare waivers in
41 states - more than gl! provious administralions combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibilify & way of life for more than 10 million people -- approximately 78% of sl AFDC
rezipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making werk pay, improving child

support enforcement, sad eacourdging parentsl responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on weliare refonm and its policies
to strengthen the economy, wellare caseloads are down while work and training activities among rectpients are up. And
child support collections have reached a record high,
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. The weifare rolls have decressed by 1.3 million -~ almost 10% -- since President Clinton tonk office after
they grew by 20% during the previous four years.

* In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as mach as 30%.

, Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million peopls since May 1994 which
has helpad save taxpayers more thas $1.8 billion, ' ‘

* Work amd training activities among weifare recipionis have increased by 28% gince 1992,

. And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 18 millies warking
familics belping them mpve from welfare to work,

- AR e —— e —

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFOQRCEMENT. In 1995, the federnl-stete partership coliected 8 record
$11 billien fram non-custodial parents, an incrsace of 33 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments norcased by aver 40% from 1992 1o 1995,

INDIANA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK |

§1,082 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Indiana has decreased 29%, from
209 882 i January 1993 to an estimated 148,880 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY %50 MILLION MORE - an increase of
0% since FY 1992, In FY 1993, Indiana disteibuted $174,445 919 in child support collections, vy from $124 614,492
in FY 1992

48352 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated is the Food Stamp
Pregram per month decreased from 317999 people in FY 1994 10 469,647 people i FY 1995

INDIANA CHARTS IT8 OWHN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER,
tUnder tie “Indiana Manpower Placement and Comprehensive Training Program® al any point in time, up lo 12,000 job-
ready individisals ars assigned to & "placement track” and reccive help in job search and placement. QOnce on thig track,
AFDC benefits arc Hmited to 24 consecutive months, Far all emploved recipionts, earnings are disregarded in
determining Food Stamp benelits for the frst six months. Another provision exieads subsidies to emplovers who hire
weifare rocipients for & maxioium of 24 months, Additional benefiis art not provided for children conceived while
recipients are on AFDC. Children are reguired to attend school and be immunized,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: IOWA

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 1O WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED $TATE FLEXIBILITY. Even bofore President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that ho will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system hag already changed profoundiy
under the Clinton Administration, Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states - more thas aif provious administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonsirations are
muking work and responsibility a way of life for more then 18 million people - approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients. Staics are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administretion's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the cconomy, welfare caselsads are down while work and training activitics among recipients sre up. And
child support collections have reached a record high,

. The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 mitlion - almest 10% -- since President Clinton took office after
they grew by 20% during the previous four years.
. In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by 85 much as 36%.
% Participation in the Food Stamp program hes dropped by nearly 2 million people since Ma;» 1954 which
has helpod save taxpayers more thea S1.8 billiss.
. Waork aad training activities among weilare recipients have increased by 28% singe 1992,
. And the President's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief 1o 18 miiflion working
famiiies helping them move from welfare to work. . .
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STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1993, the (edoral-state parinership collected a record
811 billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 46% since 1992, In addilion, paternity
establishmients increased by aver 40 from 1992 to 19935,

TOWA MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

16,343 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDC recipionts in Towa has decreased 10%, from
106,943 s Janvary 1993 to an cstimated 90,680 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY S8 MILLION MORE -~ an increase of
0% since FY 1992, In FY 1993, lowa distraibuted 3136,138 18R in child support eolleciions, up from $96,0460622 fn
FY 1992, .

26,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVIXG IN POVERTY, The percentage of persons liviag in poverly in fowa dcclmcci from
V5% in 1992 to 10.7% in 1994,

12,081 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS, The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
Program per month decreased fom 196,106 people in FY 1993 1o 184,025 people s FY 1995

FOWA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WALIVER, lowa
has implemented a refonn plan that encourages welface and Food Stamp recipionts o take jobs and save their camings
througl & program of “Individual Developarent Accounts.™ Funds deposited in these sccounts can only be withdrawn 1o
pay for education, trotning, homeownership, business start-up or family eniergencios. AFDC recipionts are encouraged o
work under a aow formula that durogards 30 perceat of their sarings in the caloulation of bonofits, Under this program,
reciplonts mugt also cater an agresment that outhises a time frame during which the recipient is sxpected lo become sell
safficiont, and afier which AFDC benclus will be wrminated.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: KANSAS

“Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that ke has indeed ended welfare as we know it¥
Douglas 3. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA..MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before Pressdent Clinten announged on July 31,
- 1996 that he will sign the welfare roform bill before Congress, America's welfare gystem has alroady changed prafoundly
ynder the Clinton Administration. Sinee taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 49 welfare waivers in
41 states - more than all previous administrations combined. In an sverage month these welfare demonsirations are
making work and responsibility & way of life for more than 10 million people - approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients. States are now refomiing welfare rules by reguiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibilily,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in pari to the Adnunistration’s emphasis on weifare reform and its policies
to strengthen the cconomy, weifare caseloads are down while work and (raining activities among raclplcnts ars up. And
child support coliections have reached a record high,

a
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. The welfare rolls have decressed by 1.3 millien -~ almost 18% « since President Clinton took office afler

they grew by 20% duning the previous four vears.
. in 472 states, welfure rolls Lhave fallen, some by ss much s 30%.
. ?ariicipation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which

" has helped save axpavers morg than $1.8 billion, )

. Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,
. And the President's expagded Eamned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working

families heiping them move from welfare 1o work.

o

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collected 2 record
$11 billien from non-oustodial parents, an ingrease of 33 billion or nearly 40% sinoe 1992, In addition, patemity
establishments ingrsased by pver 40% from 1992 w0 1995,

KANSAS.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

17,018 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The toial number of AFDC z*eai;iimts in Kansas has decreased 19%, from
87,325 in Januacy 1993 to an estimated 70,300 in March 1994,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER 532 MILLION MORE - an increase of
nearly 48% singe FY 1992, Tn FY 1993, Kansas distributed $97,378,76% in clild sapport collections, up {rom
$66,052 660 in FY 1992

16,126 MOGRE FAMILIES RECEIVED CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES -- an increase of over 14% since FY 1992,
In FY 1993, 129,458 Famalios received child support services compared to 113,332 m FY 19492

3 »



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: KENTUCKY

“Bifl Clintor can justifiably claim thot he has indeed ended welfare as swe know itV
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIRILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1994 that he will sige the welfare reform 'bill before Congress, Americs's welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Adminisiretion. Since taking office, the Clinton Admiaistration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states - more than alf previous adminisirations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonsteations are
making work and responsibility a way of life for more thas 10 million people - approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients. States are now feforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving ¢hild
support enforcement, and encouraging parental respongibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipicats are up, And
child support collections have reached 2 record high.

T — — — S ——
. The welfare rolis have decreased by 1.3 miilien - almost 10% - since President Clintor ook office afier
© 7 they grew by 20% during the previcus four vears.
. In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much 58 30%.
. Participatian in the Food Stansp program has dropped by nearly 2 millisn people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpavers more than $1.8 hillion,
* Work and training activitios smong welfare secipients have increased by 28% since 1992, 7
. And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million weorkiag
families heiping them move from welfare 1o work. )
o ———

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership sollected a record
811 bhillion from non-custodial parents, an incresse of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, patomily
cstablishments increased by over 44% from 1992 to 1995

KENTUCKY..MOVING FAMILIES FROM. WELFARE TO WORK

52,572 FEWER PEGPLE ON WELFARE. The total nussber of AFDC recipients in Kentucky has decreased 23%,
from 227,879 ia January 1993 fo an estimated 175300 in March 1996, ,

TOUGHER CHtLp SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS §37 MILLION MORE - an increase of simest
39% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Kontucky distributed $130,640,188 in child support collections, up from $93,901 880
m FY 1992 ' : :

23,000 FEWER PEOPLE LYVING IN POVERTY, The percentage of porsons liviag in poverty in Kaontucky declined
from 20.4% in FY 1993 10 18.3% in FY 1994

10,406 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The avornge number of people who participated in the Food
Stamp progras: per month decreased from 536,494 people in FY 1993 to 520,088 people in FY 1993, -



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: LOUISIANA

“Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it”
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE T0O WORK

GRANTING UNFRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfore system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since tsking office, the Clinton Administralion has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -~ more than o previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 miltion people -~ approximately 78% of ol AFDC -
recipicnts. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring werk, time hmits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility, ’

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY, Dus in part to the Adnunistration’s emphasis on welfnre reform and its policies
1o strengthen the cconomy, welfare caseloads are down while work and {raining aczzv:ims among recipients wre up. And
child support coliections have reached & racord Jugh,

. The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million -- almosi 10% + since President Clinton took of'f“ce a&cr
they grew by 20% during the provions four years.

* in 42 states, weilare rolls have fullen, same by as much as 30%,

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers mowg than $31.8 billion, -

, Work and training activitics among welfare recipients have increaged by 28% since 1592,

. And the President’s expanded Esmed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief 0 15 million working
familics helping them niove from welfzre to work,

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the foderal-state partnership collected a record
$11 bilhioa from non-custodisl parents, an increase of 33 billion or nearcly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995, :

LOUISIANA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

16,238 FEWER PEOQOPLE (‘)N' WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipionig.in Louisisna has decreased 109%,
from 263,338 in Japuary 1992 to an cstimaled 237,100 i March 1308,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $45 MILLION MORE - 51 increasc of nearly
S4% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Louistana distributed $122,608,944 in child support collections, up from $84,372.975
m FY 19932 .

2,680 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of porsons living in poverty in Louisisna declined
from 26.4% m FY 1993 1w 25.7% in FY 1994, .

68,145 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOQI STAMPS, The averape numbor of people who particigated in the Food
Stamp progrom per month decreased from 778,742 people 1a FY 1893 10 716,397 people in FY {493,

-

LOUISIANA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER.

Through its Individual Responsibility Project, welfare recipionis will be limited to 24 months of benefits within any 60-
nzonth period.  Exceptions will be provided for recipionts who pre disabled, and those unable to find or keep o job
through ao faull of their own, Children who miss 15 days of school in any G-month period without good cause will be
nut on probation and have their benehits withheld if tbey miss more than three days a month, thereafior. Benefits can
alse be withlickd when children are not properly immunized. )
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MAINE

»Bilf Clinfon can justifiably clain that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it"
Douglas J. Besharov, Amencan Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before Prosident Clinton announced on Jaly 31,
1996 that ho will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system hag alrcady changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfure waivers in
41 states -« more than all previcus administeations combingd, In sn average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of lHe for more than 10 million people - approximoately 78% of all AFDC
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part io the Administration’s cmphasis on weifare reform and its policics
to strengiben the cconomy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training sciivities among recipienis are up. And
child support collections have reached 2 record high,

* The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million -~ almost 10% -- since President Clmton took office after
they grew by 20% during the previous four yoars.

v in 42 states, welfare roils have fallen, some by as much as 30%.

. Participation in the Feod Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion.

» Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the President’s expanded Eamned Incoms Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 miltien working
famities helping them move from welfare to work,

sl
—

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORUEMENT. In 1993, the federal-$tato partnership collected a record
$11 billien from non.custedial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
gsiablishmonts ncreased by over 44% fromy 18982 o 1995,

MAINE, MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE T WORK

10,536 FEWER PEQPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDC recipients 1h Maing has decreased 16%, from
67 863 in January 1993 (o an eshimated 57060 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $19 MILLION MORE - an increase of
51% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Maine distributed 337,361,268 in child support coliections, up from 338004933 in
FY 1962 .

83,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The porcentage of persons Zwmg in poverty in Maing deﬁimed
from 15.4% in FY 1993 (0 9.4% in FY 1994,

6,537 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average nusber of poople who participated in the Food
Stamp Program dooroased from 138,452 people o FY 1993 10 131,955 people in FY 1995,

MAINE CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER.

_ Maine's "Welfare 1o Work™ program requires AFDC rosipionts to sign a personal responsibility contract outlining
commitments to work, cooperate with child suppant eaforcement, attend paventing classes, and ensure health check-ups
and munimvzations Tor their cilldren. Unmarvied parents under 18 will be required to live in an adult-supervised seiting,
and henefits will be issued in the form of vouchers to cover the cost of reut and utilities. In addition, welfare recipicats
who got jobs wilf be cligible for up to 12.months of transitional Medicaid and child care benclits after one month on
AFDC. A second component of the waiver, "ASPIRE-Plug," will help wellare recipients move into private scctor jobs by
combining the cash value of their AFDC and Food Stamp benelits to partially subsidized job placements for up io six
montls.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MARYLAND

“Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it.”
Douglas J. Besharov, Amerscan Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 thai ho will sign the welfure reform bill bofore Congress, America’s welfare system has already chasged profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administrstion has spproved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states - more than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and regponsibility » way of life for ntore than 10 mitlion people - approximately 75% of ali AFDC
recipients. States are now reforming wellare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encoursping parental responsibility. ‘ ‘

PROMOTING SELF¥ SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration’s emphasis on weifare reform snd its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads sre down while work and fraining activities among recipients are up. And
child suppost collections have reathed 3 record high,

+ The weifare rolls have docreased by 1.3 mitlion - almest 16% -- since President Clintos took office after
they grew by 20% during the previous four years, '
v In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by a8 much as 30%.
. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people singe May 1994 which
has helped save taxpavers more than $1.8 biltion. '
. Work and training sctivitics among welfare recipients have incrgased by 28% since 1992
. And the President's expanded Eamed lacome Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 millisn working
famnilics helping them mpve from welfare to work,
s

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORYT ENFORCEMENT. In 1993, the {ederal-state partnership coliccted a record
$11 billien {rom non-custodial parents, an increase of 83 billion or nearly 46% since 1992, I addition, paternity
establishments ncreased by over 40% from 1992 1 1995,

MARYLAND..MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

14,638 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The totsl number of AFDC recipients in Marylond has decreased 7%, from
221,338 in Jonuary 1993 (o an estimated 206 700 in March 1996

TOUGHER CHILD SUFPFORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $7f MILLION MORE - an increase of
searly 27% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Maryland distniboled $245,343,964 in child support calleclions, up from
2194 008 029 in FY 1992, .

12001 FEWER PEQPLE LIVING IN POVERTY., The percentage of persons living in poverty in Marviand declined
fronn [1.8% in FY 1992 10 10.7% in FY 1994,

MARYLAND CHARTS ITS OWNRN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTUON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER.
Maryland's "Family Investinent Program,” reguires welfare spplicants to participate in job searches #s a condition of
cligibility. Afier six months of pon-compliance, AFDC benefits will be denied and cascs will only be reopened after the
apphicant complies with the JOBS program for 30 days, In addition, the ingomes of dependent children will not be
coumad in dotermining AFDC eligibility, and the resoucce and vehicle valde limits will bo raised to $5,6848. This
program also chiminates automatic benelit ncreases for additiona! children conseived wlale recoiving AFDC. The family
can retain child support payments for the additional child, however, the state will tssue voucher poyments for the
purchase of goods for the child. Uninarried minor parents must reside with s parent or gasrdian and wust attend family
heatth and parenting classes,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MASSACHUSETTS

"Bili Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it"
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Inshitute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

Aéf’gﬁf{féméﬂ};’z’ﬁ’{? FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even bhefore President Chlinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration, Since taking office, the Clinton Administration hag approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of tife for more then 18 millien people - spproximately 78% of alt AFDC
recipients, States are now refarming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making m&ﬁ: pay, improving child
support enforsement, and encouraging parental responsibility. .

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration’s emphasis on welfore roform and its policies
to strengthen the cconomy, wellare caseloads are down while work and training activities amuong recipients are up. And
child support collections have reached & record high.

. The welfare rollg have decressed by 1.3 million - almost 10% -- since President Clmtnn tock office sfler
they grow by 20% during the previous four years.

. In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by asg much as 30%.

“ Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 hillion,

’ Wark and training aclivitics ameng welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the Peesident's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief 1o 15 million working
families helping them mgve from welfare to work.

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partngrship collected s record
511 billien from non-custodinl poarenty, an ingrease of 33 billian or nearly 40% since 1992, In sddition, paternity
csigblishments increased by aver 40% from 1992 10 1595,

MASSACHUSETTS. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

98,844 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Massachusstis hes decroased
30%, from 332,044 in January 1993 to an estimated 233,200 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $38 MILLION MORE — an increase of
21% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Massachusetts distributed $223,5589 908 i child support collections, up from
$185,085,700 in FY 1992,

56,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The porceninge of persons Hving in poverty in Massachusells
declined from 10.7% in 7Y 1993 10 5.7% in FY 1994,

32,769 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people who participated in the Food
Stamp program per month decreased from 442,739 people in FY 1993 w0 409,970 people in FY 1995,

MASSACHUSETTS CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVER. Massachusetts' “Welfare Reform '95" provides jobs for welfare recipiznts who cannot find work by
combining AFDC and cashed-out Food Stamps benefits to be used for up to 12 monihs to subsidize private sector jobs,
Employers will contribute to Individual Assel Accounts that will hielp recipients transition to non-subsidized employment.
. Teen parents without high sehool diplomas must attend school and paronts who do nof cosuce that tioir childron attond
school and receive immunizations will be sanctioncd. There are no incroases in AFDC benefiis for additionad children
and there are siricter reguirgmests for paternity outablishmen aad child support,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MICHIGAN

“"Bill Clinton can justifiably clainm that he has indeed ended welfare as we know "
Douglas §. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Busingss Week, May 20, 1956

AMERICA. .MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 11,
1956 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since teking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined, In an average month, these welfare demonsirations are
making work and respongibility a way of life for more than 10 million people - approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients, Siates are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIERCY. Dug in part 1o the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and 1t policies
to steengthen the economy, welinre caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up, And
child support collections have reached o ecoord high.

* The welfare rolls hove decreased by 1.3 million - aintest 18% .. since President Clinton took office afier
they grew by 20% during the previous four vears.

- in 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much a5 30%,.

* Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 millien people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion.

. Work and training sctivities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992

+  And the President’s expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working
families helping thew@ve from welfare to work.

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1993, the foderalsiate partaership collecied g vecord
311 billien from non-cusiodial pareats, an increase of 33 billion or nearly 40% sincs 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments incroased by over 40% from 1992 0 1995,

MICHIGAN. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARFE TO WORK

132,456 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipionts in Michigan has decreased 229%,
from 6863536 in January 1993 {0 gn estimated 533,900 in March 19946,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS §151 MILLION MORE - an increasc of 19%
since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Mishigan distributed $933,399,732 in child support collections, up from $782,804,209 in
FY 1992,

128000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Michigan fram
i54% in FY 1993 (0 14.1% in FY 1994,

29211 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The sverage number of poople whe participated in the Food
Stamp program per month decreased from 1,030,671 people tn FY 1994 10 970,760 people fn FY 1995,

MICHIGAN CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTORN ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS,
Tweo waivers to expand Michigan's "To Strengthen Michigan Families™ programs reguire AFDUC rocipients o participate
it oither the Job Opportunitics and Basic Skills Training Program {JOBS), or Michigan's "Social Ceniract” activitics that
cagourage work and self-sufficiency. Weollare applicants muust actively seek employment while eligibility is determiined.
The program alse requires that pre-sehoeol age children be immunized and minor parents attend schoo! and live in an
adult-supervised living arrangeweni. Fallure to comply will result in denisl of benefits,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MINNESOTA

“Ritl Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it"
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDRENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1596 that he will sign the welfare refonm bill before Congress, America's welfare system hias atrcady changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration hag approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 sfaies -- more than all previcus administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations arg
making work and responsibility 2 way of Life for more than 10 millien people -~ approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients, Siates are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and sncovraging paf{:ﬁiﬁ responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
10 strenpthen the economy, welfare cascloads sre down while worl end training sctivitics among recipients are up. And
cliild support collections have reached n record high. :

. The weifare rolls have docreased by 1.3 million .« almast 10% - since President Clinton ook office afler
they grew by 20% during the provious four voars.

. In 42 siates, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much 25 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 19%4 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 bilhion,

. Work and fraining setivilies among weifare recipients have incroased by 28% since 1992,

. And the President’s expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax rolief to 1S millien working
families helping them z::vz: from welfare o work,

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1993, the federal-state paninership collected a record
$11 hillion from non-custedial parents, an tacrease of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1592, In addition, paternity
establishiments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 19935,

MINNESOTA. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

33,361 FEWER PEQPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Minnesota has decreased 17%,
from 191,526 in January 1993 to an estimated 158,165 in January 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $94 MILLION MORE -- an increase aof nearly
88% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Minnesota distnbuted 3283, 53? 234 in child support colicciions, up from
$I%0.405 152 in FY 1992

38,084 ?EWER PEQOPLE LIVIRG IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverly in Minnesoly declined
from 13% in FY 1992 10 11.7% in FY 1494,

8,766 FEWER PEOPLE WERE DN FOOD §TAMPS. The average number of people who participated in the Food
Siamp program per month decreased Dom 318,972 people in FY 1993 10 304,206 people in FY 1993,

MINNESOTA CHARTS IT8S OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER,
Minnesota's Family Investment Program combines AFDC, Food Stamps and the state’s Family General Assistance
benefits inte one cash grant with uniform rules or procedures for seven counties. As incentives o mave from welfare 1o
work, the siate determings oligibitity based on not incomc only, increases asset limits and climinated the 100-hour and
work history rules for two-parent famitlics. The propram also requires non-exempt, long torm cecipionis (o participate
coployment and rainisg sorvices.
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MISSISSIPPI

“Ritl Clinton can justifiably claim thal he has indeed ended welfare as we know it”
Douglas J. Besharov, Amernican Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. .MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton annonsced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 64 welfare waivers in
41 siates -~ more than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, thess welfare demonstrations are
making work and respoensibility 2 way of life for more than 10 miltion people -- approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipicnts. States ar now reforming welfare rulss by requiring work, time limits, making w:;ri; pay, improving child
support enforcement, and epcouraging parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in put to the Adminisiration’s emphasis on wellare refonn and its policies
to sirengihen the econonty, welfare caseloads sre down while work and training sctiviies smong recipionts are up. And
child support colisctions hove reached 2 rocord high,

o

. The welfare rolis have decreased by 1.3 million -~ almost 10% - since President Clinton took office after
they grew by 20% during the previous four years,

- In 42 states, welface rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by neacly 2 million pcopla since May 1294 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion.

. Work and training activities among welfare reciplents have increased by 28% since 1997,

. And the President’s expanded Earned Incame Tax Credit has given tax relief {0 15 million working
famities haip:ng them move from welfare fo work.

STRENGTIIENI?&’{; CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the fedoral-state parinership collected a record |
$11 hilfion from non-custodial parents, an increase of §3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, 1n addition, patemity
establishments increased by sver 40% from 1992 10 1995,

MISSISSIPPL. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

42893 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total humber of AFDC recipients in Mississippi bas docreased 28%,
from 174,053 in January 1993 to an estimated 131,200 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS ALMOST 820 MILLION MORE - an increase of
41% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Mississippi distributed $68,208.7%4 m child support collections, up from 348,288,943
in FY 1992, .

156,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVIRG IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons livieg in poverty in Mississippi
declined from 24.6% in FY 1997 10 199% in FY 1994

86,5963 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people who participated in the Food
Stamp program por month decronsed from 336,897 people in FY 1993 10 479,934 people in FY 1995,

MISSISSIPPI CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION

" WAIVERS. Mississippi's "A New Dirgction” proniotes health and education for children receiving wel{are through
mandsiory school attendance, inmunization and regular health checkvups, This statewide initiative alse dendes additionsl
AFDC benefits when children are conceived while the family is receiving welfare. Implemented in six counties, the
"WorkFarst” portion of this demoenstrafian provides subsidized, prvate-sector employmient for job-ready participints.
Families on welfare for less than three months are ehigible for transitionsl Medicatid and child care. Fach "Work Firgt®
participant will also have an Individual Develapmest Accouant for family savings, 10 which employers will contribute ene
dollar per hour of work, The "Work Encouragemont” component allows recipients to keep more of thoir carnings and
stilt receive AFDC m Lwo of Migsissippts counties,
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MISSOURI

"Rt Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we hnoiwv it.”
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA, MQVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Ewven before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 62 welfare waivers in
41 staies - nrore than all previous administeations combined. In an average month, these weliare demonsirations are
making work and responsibility 8 way of life for more than 10 millien people -- approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients, States are now refonnmg welfnre rales by requiring work, time limsits, making work pay, improviag child
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibiliey,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY, Due in part to the Administration’s craphasis on welfare reform and its policies
o strengthen the cconomy, welfare cascloads are down while work and fraining activitics among recipients ars z:p And
child support collections bave reached a rocord high,

» The wellure rolis have decreased Zsy 1.3 million - almost 19% -- since President Cimzozz took office afler
they grew by 20% during the previcus four years.

v In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by 23 much a5 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 millien people since May 1994 which
has heiped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion,

. Work and training sciivities among welfare reoipionts have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the Prosident's expanded Earned Incoms Tax Credit hay given tax relief to 15 million werking
familics helping them nwove from welfare to work,

L

i

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1993, the fedoral-siste partnership collected a record
$11 billion from non-custodial parenis, an incresse of 33 billion or nenrly 49% since 1992, In addilion, paternity
es&h%zshuwnts inereased by aver 40% from 1997 1o 1988,

MISSQURI. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

24,639 FEWER PEQPLE ON WELFARE. The tintal number of AFDC recipients in Migsouri has decreased 10%,
from: 259039 in Joouary 1993 10 an estimated 234 400 in March 1994,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COQLLECTS OVER 372 MILLION MORE -- an increase of
43% simoe FY 1992, 1n FY 1985, Missouri distribated 3238,700,287 in child support collections, up from $166,339,157
in FY 1992,

35,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percontage of persons lving in poverly in Missouri declined
from 16,1% m FY 1993 30 15.3% in FY 1994,

18,085 FEWER FEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people whoe participatedin the Food
Stamp program per month émmased from 393971 people in FY 1994 to 575,882 people in FY 1995,

MISSOURI CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER,
“Missouri Familics ~ Mutual Responsibility Plan™ requires welfare recipients to establish a plan for work and places a
two-year limit on benefits. An additional two years may be allowed, if necessary, to achieve self-sufficiency.

Individuals who mo not sell-safficient by the end of the fime Hmit must participate in job scarch or wark experience
programs, Those who have reecived AFDC benefits for 36 months or more and have completed their agreement by
feaving AFDC will not be ehigible for further benefits, Childeen's’ benefits will not be affecied. Miner parents must live
with their pareats or guardians to reccive benefits, For two-parent Tannilics with at least one parcnt under 21, the Hmit
will bo waived on the number of hours the principad wage camer can work,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MONTANA

"Bilt Clinton can justifinbly claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Chinton announced on July 31,
1994 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's wellore system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Adminiswration has approved 69 welflare waivers in
41 states « more than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people -~ approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, ma&mg waork pay, improving child
support enforcement, and choouraging parental responsibifity, ¢

- PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part fo the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare cascloads are down while work and training sctivitics among recipionts ars up. And
¢hild support collections have resched a record high, .

* The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 miltion -- almost 10% -- since President Chnton tock office uf'tcr
they grew by 20% during the provious four years,

. in 42 states, welfare rolis have fallen, some by as much as 30%.

. Perticipation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion.

* Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992

. And the President's expanded Esrned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief o 15 million working
families helping them mpve from welfare to work,

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT . In 1995, the federal-state partnership oollected 8 record
$11 billion frony non-custodial parents, an increase of 53 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paterity
establishments incecased by ever 40% frow 1992 w 1995807

MONTANA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

3,048 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Montana has decreased 9%, from
34,84% i January 1993 o an cstimated 31,800 4n March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $8 MILLION MORE -- an increase of 46%

- gince FY 1992, In FY 1993, Montana distributed $235,531,895 in child support collections, up from $17,436387 in FY
1947 '

30,000 FEWER PEQPLE LIVING IN‘POVERTY, The percentage of persons living 1o poverty in Montana declined
from 14.9% in FY 1993 toc 11.5% in FY 1994,

504 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS, The average number of peopic who ;m'zici;}émi in the Food
Stamp program per month decreased from 71377 poople In FY 1994 to 70,873 people in FY 1993,

MONTANA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER,
Montona's “Familics Achieviog Independence™ has theoe components. First, the Job Supploment program: provides at-risk
familics & one-time payment of as much as three times the monthly AFDC payment to help them avoid becoming welfare
recipients, Sceond, the AFDC Patbways program [imits benefits for adulis to 24 months, Regipionts must participate in
JOBS, comply with child support enforcoment provisions, and obiain medical screening and immunizations for their
childron. Thivd, sdulis who de not leave welfare by the specified tioe, must participate in the Community Services
program and perform 20 hours of community work per swoek. " Children's AFDC benefits will not be time-timited, and
thoy wall continue to be.cligible for Medicaid and food stamps,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEBRASKA

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it."
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people -- approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients, States are now rcformmg wellare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and cncouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And
child support collections have reached a record high, -

. The welfare rells have decreased by 1.3 million -- almost 10% -- since President Clmton took office after
they grew by 20% during the previous four years..

. In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million pecple since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion. ’

. Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the President's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working
families helping them nmve from welfare to work.

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collected a record
311 billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, patemity
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995,

NEBRASKA..MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

9,155 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Nebrasl\a has decreased 19%, from
48,055 in January 1993 to an estimated 38 900 in March 1996.

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $24 MILLION MORE -- an increase of 36%
--since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Nebraska distributed $90,054 555 in child support collections, up from $66,177,206 in
FY 1992. . )

23,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Nebraska declined
from 10.3% in FY 1993 10 8.8% in FY 1994,

8,222 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people who participated in the Food
Stamp program per month decreased from 113,355 people in FY 1993 to 105,133 people in FY 1995,

NEBRASKA CHARTS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER.
Under Nebraska's demonstration project, cash assistance will be provided for a total of 24 months in a 48-month period,
food stamps will e cashed out, and ali adults must work or participate in job scarch, education, or training. Two years
of transitional Medicaid and child carc will be available for recipients who leave welfare for work. AFDC recipients will
have the choice of cnrolling in two plans, one which has lower benefits but allows recipients to retain a greater portion of
{hem after earning income, or a sccond plan which offers slightly higher benefits but which decrcases more quickly when
recipients begin to camn, '



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEVADA

MBill Clinfor can jusiifiably ctaim that he has indeed ended welfare ay we know it "
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s weifare systers has slready changed profoundly
under the Clinton Adminisiration. Since taking office, the Clinton Adminisiration has approved 69 welfare walvers in
41 siates - more than all previous adminisirations combined. In an sverags month, those welfare demonstrations gre
making work and responsibility & way of life for more than 18 million peaple — approximaiely 73% of all AFDC
recipients, Siates are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and ehcouraging parentel responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Duec in part to the Adminisiration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
o strengthen the cconomy, welfare cageloads are down while work and training activitics smong recipionts are up, And
child support collections have reached 2 record high. .

. The welfars rolis have decreased by 1.3 million -- 2lmest 109% - since President Clinton took office afler

, they grew by 209 during the previous four years. -

. In 42 states, welfare volls have falien, some by as much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion,

. Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

» And the Prosidont's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit bas givea tax relief 1o 18 million working
families helping them move from welfare to work.

"

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the foderabgiste partnership coliected a record
$11 billian from non-custpdial purcuts, an ingrease of $3 billion or pearly 40% gince 1992, In addition, patemuty
establishments incressed by aver 48% from 1992 (o 1995,

NEVADA MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 10 WORK

2,875 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The toial number of AFDC recipients in Nevada has decreased 3.6%, from
41,975 in February 1995 10 an estimated 39,100 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS 318 MILLION MORE -~ an increase of 56%
- gince FY 1992, In FY 1998, Nevada disiributed 350,065,946 in child support collections, up from $32,080,457 in FY
1992, :

31,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Nevada declined
from 14.7% in FY 1992 to 11.1% in FY 1994,

11,112 MORE FAMILIES RECEIVED CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES -- an increase of over 17% since FY 1992,
In FY 1995, 74 311 famidics received child support services compared 1o 63,199 ia FY 1992,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON:; NEW HAMPSHIRE

"Bill Clinfon can justifiably claim that ke hag indeed ended welfare as we know LY
Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA., MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1994 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, Ameriea’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Adminisiration. Sinoe taking office, the Clintor Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -- more than all provious adminisirations combined. In an average month, these weifare demonstrations ase
making work and responsibility & way of life for more than 10 million people - approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients. States are now refloming welfare niles by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
sapport enforcement, and encourggmg parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SURFICIENCY. Due in part to the Adminisiration's emphasis on welfare reforn and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare caselonds are down while wark and training activitics among recipients are up. And
child support collections have reashed a record high,

H

— T ﬁ
+ The weifare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million -~ almost 18% -- since President Clinton tosk office after
they grew by 20% during the previous foar years,
E in 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by a8 much as 30%.
. Participation in the Faod Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save laxpavers more than $1.3 billion,
. Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% sinee 1992,
. And the President's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working
fmmi:es kelping them move from wellare to work.

? TR

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORYT ENFORCEMENT. In 19935, the federal-statc partnership coliecied a record
$11 billisn from non-cusiedial parents, an incredse of 33 billion or nearly 48% since 1992, In addhiion, paternity
establishments increased by aver 40% from 1992 to 1995,

NEW HAMPSHIRE. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

3972 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipionts in Mew Hampshire bas decreased 14
%, from 28,972 in January 1993, to an estimated 23,600 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS 815 MILLION MORE - an ingrease of over 5%
since FY 1992, In FY 1993, New Hampshire distributed 342,369,867 in child support collections, ap from 327,359,822
in FY 1992,

25008 FEWER PEQPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percontage of persons living in poverty in New Hampshire
declined from 9.9% in FY 1993 10 7.7% in FY 1994,

3202 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS, The average number of people who participated in (e Food
Siamp Program per month decreased from £1,565 peoplo in FY 1994 to 5€,363 people in FY 1995,

NEW HAMPSHIRE CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVERS., The statowide “"New Hampshire Employment Prograns™ requires AFDC recipients to undertake job search
effores within six manths of first receiving benefits, followed by six months of participation in work activities. Sanctions
are increased for non-gooperation. For children conceived whils the family is an AFDC, the moiher is exempt from any
work uatil the child is 13 weeks old. Reoipient indepondence ts promoted by raising the resource limit 1o $2,.060 angd
disregarding the value of one vehicle, The program nlso encourages school atcadance by uol counting financial sid or
incoane ol children when detormining cligibiity for benefits. To further emphasize Now Hampshire's shuft from welfare
w0 wark, AFDC will be jomtly adminastored by the state’s Dopartinent of Health and Hmnon Scrvices and the Depantment
of Employment Sccusity.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEW JERSEY

"Bill Clinion can Justifiably clabm that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it”
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WEILFARE T WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before Prasident Clinton announced on July 31;
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bili before Congress, America’s welfars system has slveady changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welface waivers in
41 states - more than all previous administrations combingd, In an sverage month, these wellare demonstrations sre
making work and responsibility a way of ife for more than 10 millicn pesple ~~ approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipionts. States are now refomzmg weliare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, zm;srovmg child
support enforcement, and chcouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. ¢ in part to the Admsinistration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare cascloads are down while work and (raining activitics among recipients are up. And
child support collections have reached o record high. :

— —— ——

. The welfsre rolis have decreased by 1.3 million -- nlmost 36% - since President Clinton ook aﬁ'ca afler
they prew 20% during the previous four years, .

* in 47 staies, wolfare rolls have falien, some by o5 smuch as 30%. -

e Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 whisch
has helped save taxpayers more than S1.8 billion.

, Work and training sctivities among welfaee recipionts have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the President's expanded Eamed lncome Tax Credi has given tax relief to 15 millien working
families helping them move from welfare to wark, :

s p— s ;

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPOGRT ENFORCEMENT. In 1593, the féderai«szatc parinership collected a record
S11 bitlion from non-cusiodial parents, an increase of 33 billion or nearly 40% since 1952, In addition, paternily
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 1o 1995, -

NEW JERSEY. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

57402 FEWER FEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total sumber of AFDC recipients in Mew Jerscy hag decreased 16%,
from 349,902 in Janpary 1993 (0 392300 in March §995.

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT E\EF{}RC‘}EZMEN? COLLECTS NEARLY 5108 MILLION MORE -- an incresise of
29% singe FY 1992, in FY 1995, New Jersey distributed 3480327, 249 in chuld suppart colisotions, up from
£372,5G5.9539 1n FY 1992,

136,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poveriy in New Jersey
doclined froms 10.9% i 1993 10 2.2% in 1904,

4,964 FEWER PEQPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people who participsted in the Food
Stamp program per month decreased from 343315 peopie in FY 1994 10 349351 people in FY 1995,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEW MEXICO

YBilt Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it
Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA., MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED 5TATE FLEXIBILITY. Even befors President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill bofore Congress, America’s welfare system has elready changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Singe teking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 6% welfare waivers in
41 states - more than ali previous administrations combined. In an sverage month, these welfare demonstrations are
mzking work and responsibility a way of lfe for more than 10 million people - approximutely 75% of all AFDC
recipients. Staies are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcentent, and cheouraging parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY, Due in part to the Administration’s emphasis on weliare reform and iis policies
to strengthen the cconomy, welfare caseloads are down while work snd training activitios among recipients are up. And
child support collestions have reached » vecord high. :

o

L. The weifare rolls have decrgased by 1.3 million -- almost 10% -- since President Clinton took office afler

they grew 20% during the previous fouar years. :

. In 43 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 3()%

. Barticipation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million poople since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion,

. Wark and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the Pregident’s expanded Esmed Ingome Tax Credit has gwcn 1ax rehiel to 18 million working
fomities helping them mpve from welfare o work,

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership coliected a record
$11 billion from non-custodial parenis, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, patermsty
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1505,

NEW MEXICO. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

2466 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The fotal number of AFDC recipients in Now Mexic-o has decreaged 2.3%,
from 103,114 in January 1993 1o 102,648 in January 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $8 MILLION MORE -- an i;ti:t‘eas;; of
41% since FY 1992, In FY 1993, New Mexico distributed 328937 316 in child sepport collestions, up from
$19.08R8 444 in FY 1992,

4,812 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food
Suzmp program por month decreased from 243,666 people in FY 1993 1o 238,854 poople in FY 1995, ‘



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEW YORK

*Bill Clintan can jusf;jﬁab{y claim that ke has indeed ended wolfare as we know it"
Douglas I. Besharav, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

GRANTING UNFRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton sanounced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, Amenica’s welfare system has already changed profoungly
under the Clinton Adminisirstion, Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfure waivers in
41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined. In sn sversge month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and respounsibility a way of hfe for more than 10 million people - approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipients, States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time lmits, making wark pay, improvisg child
support eoforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
1o strengihen the economy, weifare caselaads are down while work and training activitics among recipionts are up. And
chifd support callections have reached s record high,

. The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 millisn — almost 10% -« since President Clinton took office afler
fhey grew 28% during the previous four years.,

. In 42 states, welfare rolls have {alien, some by a5 much as 30%. ’

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 3 million people since May 1994 which
hes helped save taxpayers more than §1.8 billion. '

s Work and training activities anong welfare recipients have increased by 28% zince 1592,

. And the President’s expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 18 million working
families helping them mgve § fare to work

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995, the federal-state parinership collected a record
$11 billien from non-cusicdial parents, on increasc of $3 billion or acarly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments increased by over 48% from 1992 1o 1995,

NEW YORK. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TG WORK

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $132 MILLION MORE -- an increasc of
27% sines FY 1992, In FY 19953, New York distributed $619,488,335 in child support collections, up from
$487,738,166 in FY 1992, v -

218,771 MORE FAMILIES RECEIVED CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES - an increase of over 27% since FY 1992,
in ¥ 1905, 1,282 833 families received child supporl services compared 1o 1 007,058 in FY 1952,

NEW YORK CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER,
New York's "A Jabs First Strategy" gives applicants alternatives 1o wellare, provides now ingentives for recipionts to find
work and create busipasses, angd encourages the formation and preservation of two-parent families. Applicants otherwise
eligible for AFDC have the oplion to receive child care or JOBS Training program services in place of weifare., This
program will alse provide onc-lime assisiance to remedy temporary emergencies that result 5n job foss or .
impoverishment. It oxteads 1o a Tull vear transitional child care benefils for employed recipienis who leave the rolls
because of cliild support paymenis. Recipients dre encouraged to develop their own business enterprises by excluding
certain bugingss income and regources, including vehicles,
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. WELFARE RE?ORM%{}'Ni}KK PRESIDENT CLINTON: NORTH CAROLINA

YBill Clinton can justifiably claim that Ire hay indeed ended welfare us we know it."”
Douglas . Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has slready changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has spproved 69 welfare waivers ia
41 stotes - more than sl previous adminisirations combined. [n an average month, these welfare demonsyrations are
making work and responsibility a way of life for mors than 10 million people — approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipients. Staieg are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time Himits, making work pay, mmproving child
support enforcoment, and enccnmgmg parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUF?ZCIE\ECY Due In part to the Administzation's emphaszs on weifare refonn and its policies
" 1o strengihen the sconomy, welfere caseloads are down while work and training scfivities amoug recipients are vp, And
child support collections have reached 2 record high.

. The weifare rolls have decreased by 1.3 millivn « almost 10% -- since President Clinton took office after
they prew 20% during the previous four years.

. In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than 31.8 billion.

' Work and training activities among welfarc recipients have increased by 28% since 1997,

. And the President's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 milllen working
farmilies helping them move from welfare o work,

R

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership cotizcted a record
§11 biflien from non-custodial parents, en increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1952, In addition, paternity
establishments increased by over 48% from 1992 10 1995

NORTH CARQLINA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 1O WORK

50,033 FEWER PEQPLE ON WELFARE. The tolal number of AFDC recipients in North Caroling has decreased
15%, from 331,633 in January 1993 to 281,600 tn March 1996’

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 565 MILLION MORE - sn ingcrease of
38.9% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, North Carolina distributed $233,144,700 in child support collections, up from
$167,894,174 in FY 1992, '

100,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The pereentage of persons living in poverty in Morh Caroling
declined from 15.8% in 1997 o 14 2% i 1594,

15,498 FEWER PEQPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who paticipated in the Food
Stamp prograin per month decroased from 629,000 people In FY 1994 1o 613,302 people in FY 1995,

NORTH CAROLINA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVERS. North Caroling’s "Work First” project sequires welfure recipienis to work a minimum of 30 hours a week
and are funied to 24 months of benefits. Minoer parents must live with their parents or guardiang and there will be no
addiional benefits for additional children. Parents must ensure ¢hildren's’ school attendance, immunization, and regular
medical exams. To help those not on welfare to stay off welfare, North Carolina can pay a one-time fump sum gqual to
3 monihs of AFDC benefits, Implemented in Cabarrus County, the statc's second waiver program “Work Over Welfare®
{(WOW) s targeted to AFDC applicants and recipients with children between the ages of one aad five. When the
yvoungest child reaches five, WOW reeipients eithier work for up to 40 hours 3 week, or participate in iraining and JOBS
activities, job searches, or subsidized employment. Recipiont wages will not be loss thon the amount they would have
received in AFDEC and food stamp beaefits.
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WXL%NARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NORTH DAKOTA

"Bilt Clinton can justifiably cluim that ke has indecd ended welfare as we know it"
Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. .MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton snnounced on July 31,
1996 that ke wili sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfure system has already changed profomedly
wnder the Clinton Administration. Since tzking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers im
41 states .- more than sll provious adminisiralions combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
moking work and responsibility & way of life for more than 10 millien people -~ approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipienis. Siales are now refomming welfare miles by roquiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving ¢hild
support enforcement, and chicouraging parental responsibility. .

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY, Dus in part to the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and s policies
to strengthen the cconamy, welfare caseloads ave down whils work and training activilics among recipionts arg up, And
child support collections have reached s record high,

T oas e

s The welfare rolls have ﬁearcased by 1.3 m:iimn -~ almost 10% - since Presiudent Clindon-took office afler
they grew 20% duning ihe previous four yesrs, .

s In 42 states, welfare roils have fallen, some by as.much as 30%.

* Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save laxpayers more than $1.8 billion.

» Work and training activitics among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 2992

. And the Presudent’s expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million werking
families helping them nwve from welfare o work,

e S o

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the fedoral-state partnership collected a recerd
$11 billisn from now-susiodial parents, an increage of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishmoents intrgased by over 40% from 1992 o 19935,

NORTH DAKOTA.MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TG WORK

5,074 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Notth Dakota has decreased 7%,
from 18,774 in January 1993 (o 13,700 in March 19588,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY §10 MILLION MORE — an incresse of
4% since FY 1992, In FY 1993, Nornh Dakota distributed 825,521.947 in child support collections, up from
15590316 m FY 1992,

5,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The perecntage of persons living in poverty in North Dakota
dechined from 12.1% in 1992 10 10.4% mn 1994,

6,928 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. Ths average number of people who participated in the Foud
Stamp program per month decreased from 43,329 people in FY 1993 10 41 401 poople in FY 1995,

NORTH DAKOTA CHARTS ITS§ OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVERS, North Dakota’s Early Intervention Program maiches foderal funds for low-income women during the i
six manthy of their first pregaancy. AFDC recipients must enroll in thé Nonth Dakota's welflare-to-work program and
pursue education and training activities during both their pregnancy and until their ¢lild is three months old. North
Dakota's second program "Training, Education, Employment and Menagement” {TEEM} optrates in ton counties. TEFEM
combines AFDC with food stamps and the Low Income Home Encrgy Assistance Program inte one single cash beaede
with the requirement of developing a personal responsibilily contract which establishies a time-lmit for attaiaing self
sofficiency. Failure 1o comply with the Coniract could resull in a loss of bonclus {or the whole family,
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: OHIO

“Bill Clintons can justifiably claim that hie has indeed ended welfare as we know it."
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will gign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly
wnder the Clinton Administration. . Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -~ more (han all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work sind responsibility a way of life for morg than 10 million people -- approximately 75% of alt AFDC
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
suppart enforeement, nd eitcnurgaging parental ragponsibitity.

PFROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part 1o the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and sts polictes
to strengthien the economy, wellnre caseloads are down while work and raining activities among recipientis aro up. And
gluild support collections have reached a record high,

, The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 millien ~ almost 10% - since President Clinton took effice afier
they grew 20% during the provious four years,

. In 42 states, weifare rolls have fallen, some by as much 35 30%. :

. Pacticipation in the Food Stamp progeam has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than 348 billion,

. Work and training sotivitics among welfare recipients have increased by 28% singe 1992,

+ And the President’s expanded Earned Income Tax Cradil has given tax relief to 15 million working
families helping them move from wellare to work.

r

E

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 19433, the federal-state partnership collecied a recard
$11 billion from non-custodial parents, an increass of 33 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, patcmxzy

estabhishments moreased by over 40% from 1992 1o 1955
OHIO. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

173,276 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDRC recipients in Ohio has decreased 24 %, from
720,476 in Jenuary 1993 to 547,200 i March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SHPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $121 MILLION MORE - an increase of
33% since FY 1992, In FY 1908, Ohio distributed $886,842,522 in <hild support collections, up from $665,999,069 in -
FY 1992,

113,768 FEWER PEGPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participsted in the Food Stamp
program per month decreased from 1269258 i FY 1993 t0 1,155,490 in FY 1995,

OHI0 CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS,

In Chio's first demonstration "A State of Opportunity,” the state works with local business, industry, and community
leaders in five sites to generate up to 2500 wage-supplemented jobs, These jobs are expected 1o pay at least $8 per hour
and provide the economic stability for » family to fcave wellfare permanently, Wages are supplemented with AFDC
grants and Food Stamps. In additdon, participants in the program muost ensure the schoal attendance of their children.
Ohio’s second initiative, Leaming, Eaming, and Parenting (LEAP) requires AFDC recipients, who are either pregnani or
parents under the age of 20, to auend school or a program leading to a high schoot diploma or equivalent. Ohio’s third
demonstration limits AFDC cligibility to 36 months in any 60-month period. To encourage work, the first $250 of
carned income and onc-half of income over $236 will be disregarded when calentating benefis, Those without 2 high
school diploma must earell in an education program. Fregnant women will be required 1o get prenatal care and
cooperate wilh substance abuse treatment, i nocossary.
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: OKLAHOMA

“Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it”
Douglas J. Besharov, Amertcan Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 10 WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton anncunced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s wellore system has already changed profoundly
ander the Clinton Administration, Since iaking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states - more than sl previous sdministretions combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility 8 way of life for more than 10 millisn people ~ approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipients. States arc now reforming welfire rules by requiring work, time Limits, making work pay, improving chitd
support enforcement, and efzccarggizzg parental responsihility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part 10 the Adniinistration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to sirengthen the cconomy, wellare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipicnts are yp. And
child support collections have resched 2 record high.

. The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million -- almast 10% -- since Preszdent Clinton took office aﬁcz-
they grew 20% during the previous four years.

. In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%%. :

» Participation in the Food Stamyp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
kas helped save taxpayers more thon 318 billion.

. Work and training activitics among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

] And the President’s exponded Earmed Income Tax Credit has given tox relief (o 15 million working
familics helping them move from welfare to work.

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collected s recard
$11 billion from non-custodial pareats, an inceease of 33 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments increased by aver 0% from 1992 10 1955,

OKLAHOMA..MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

40,254 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Qklahoma has decreased 27%,
from 146454 ia Jenuary 1953, (o 186,200 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $15 MILLION MORE - an inerease of
neerly 32% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Oklahoma distributed $63,907,789 i child support collzotions, up from
$48,540,459 in FY 1992,

122,400 FEWER PEQPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverdy in Glishoma
declined from 19.9% in 1993 o 16.7% in 1994,

L1069 FEWER PEGPLE ON FOOD STAMPS, The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
program per maonth decreased from 376,002 in FY 1994 10 374 893 in FY 1993, '

OKLAHOMA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVERS, Ckizhoma's Learnfare program cocourages welfare rocipionts o regularly atiend schoo! snd pitimately
graduate from high scliool or an equivalont educational program. The state requires AFDC recipients from kindergarten
throegh the age of 18 to romain in school or Iaee g roduction in benellts. Okiaboma's second demonstration, “Mutoal
Agreamnent: A Plan for Sucoess” (MAATPS) increases work incentives through allowing rocipients to keep a portion of
their earnings without losing AFDC benefite. It alse waives the seguirement that the principal wage carner in a twoo
pareny family work fewer than 108 hovrs per month to qualify for AFDC, and it raises the allowance for an auiomobile,
from $1500 10 $5080. MAAPS also provides inlensive case management for three largeled groups: toen parents, 1ong-
werm recipionts, mid those with a continuiug oyele of depandence on welfare,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: OREGON

“Bilt Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it"
Douglas I, Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Rusiness Beck, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly
ander the Clinton Administration. Since {aking office, the Clinton Adminigiration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -- more than sl previous adminisirations combined. In an sversge month, these welfare demonstrations are
making wark and responsibility 8 way of life for more than 18 million peeple -~ approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requinng work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and cncouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in pari to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to sirengthen the economy, welfare cascloads are down while work and iraining activitics among recipients are up. And
child support collections have reached s record highe. :

* The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million - almost 10% - since F‘rement Clinton took of’? e after
they grew 20% during the provious four yoars,

. In 42 states, wolfare rolls have fallen, some by #s much as 30%.

* Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million proplke since May 1994 which
has helsed save taxpavers more than $1.8 billion.

. Work and irsining activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the President’s expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working
familics helping them move from welfare 10 work.

—
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STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. Ia 1993, the federsh-siate partnership collested s record
$11 billion from non-cusgiodial parents, an increase of §3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In sddition, paternity
estabhishments incroased by aver 46% from 1992 10 1985,

OREGON. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE T WORK

27,156 FEWER PEQPLE ON WELFARE. The iotal number of AFDC recipients in Oregon has decrcased 23%, from
17,656 in January 1993, to an 90,500 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFOGRCEMENT COLLECTS 349 MILLION MORE — an increasc of 456% --
sinoe FY 1992, In FY 1995, Oregon distributed $156,829,194 in child support collections, up from 3107434692 in FY
1992

55,1 MORE FAMILIES RECEIVED CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES -- an increase of 35% since FY 1992, In FY
1995, 253,447 familics recerved child support services compared to 195347 i FY 1992,

OREGON CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS.
QOrcgon's JOBS Plus program provides individuals sith short-term subsidized public or private employmient st minimurs
wage or better.  Porticipants continue to receive Medienid and support services, as well as any child support payments the
state coliccis an the Tamily's behalf, Each JORBS Plus participant also has an Individual Edesation Accouny, to which
enployers will contribule one dollar per hour of work. The {unds are available {o'1he participant or immedinte family for
sontinuing education and training 8 any community colfoge or stale vniversity, Oregon's second program, the Oregon
Option builds on the JOBS Plus program with an ionovative employment-focused appreach, The state himits the benefits
AFDC recipionts roceive 1o 24 months i a soven-year peried. The funds saved from limiting welfare will be matched by
foderot funds and escd for addition ¢hild carc and JOBS services. To case the transition (0 independence, Gregon will
extend child care cligibility an additional 12 months for recipients who get jobs but whose income remaing below a lovel
established by the state. In addition, minor parents are required 1o five at homo or at another safe living environment.
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WELFARE REFORM UP&I}ER PRESIDENT CLINTON: PENNSYLYANIAv

“Bitl Clinton can justifiably claim tiat ke has indeed ended welfare as we know "
Douglas J. Besharoy, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1956

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
[996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Adntinisteation, Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has spproved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -« more than ail provious administrations combined. In an aversge month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of lile for more than 1 miltion peopie — approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time Hmits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphsasis on welfare reform and its policics
to strengthen the cconomy, welfare cascloads are down, while work and training activities among recipients are up. And
shild sapport collections have reached s record high,

e ———
. The weifare rolls have decroased by 1.3 million - nlmost 10% -- since President Clinton took office after
they grew 20% during the provious four vears.
. In 42 states, welfare rolis have {allen, some by as much as 30%. :
. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has heiped save taxpayvers movc than 31.8 billion.
. Work and training sctivities among weifare recipients have mcmaseé by 28% since 1992,
. And the President’s expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit hes given tax relief to 15 million working .
families helping them move from welfare to work, '
¥ -

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995, the foderal-siate partnership collected a record
$11 billice from non-castodial paronts, an increase of $3 billion or nenrly 46% since 1992, ia &ddulon paternity
esmblnshmmzs increased by over 40% from 1992 1o 1995,

PENMS YL?'ANI& MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

87401 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDC recipients in Peansylvania has decreased 9.8%,
from 604,701 in January 1993, to an estimated 347,300 in Mareh 1996,

"TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMEN‘I"COLLECTS $120 MILLION MORE - an incorease of 155%
sinee FY 1992, In FY 1905, Pennsylvania distributed $895,720,4%4 in child support collections, up from $778,782,4032
i FY 15892, . i .

102,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of pcrsons fiving in poverty in Peansylvania
deelingd from 13.2% in 1993 10 12.4% in 1994,

34,894 FEWER PEOPLE OR FOOD STAMPS. The average sumber of persons who participated in the Food
Ztamps program pur month decreased from 1208314 in FY 1994 10 1,173,420 in FY 1995,

PENNSYLVANIA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVER, The staic’s "?azﬁwa}rs 1o Independence” project provides imcentives and support for single and two-parent
familics moving from welfare to sclf-sufficiency, It increases camed income disregards so that recipients can keep more
of what they earn before they become oligitle for public assistance. AFDC resource limits are raised, including the value
of a family’s car and 1he peried that 2 family is eligible for transitional child care and Modicaid afier the family leaves
welfare due 1o carnings. To further atd the transition 1o work, Pathways extends case counseling and reforral services o
up fo onc yeor after the family leaves welfare, Fanilies will now be sble 1o deposit money into retirement savings and
cdugaiion accounts without penaltics.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLIE_’SITON: RHODE ISLAND

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that ke has indeed ended welfare as we know iL”
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMmC&“MéVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

GRANTIRG UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton anncunced os July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfsre system has aleeady changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration.  Since taking office, the Clinton Administeation has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states - marg han all previcus adminisirations combingd. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations s
sraking work and responsibility & way of life for more than 10 millics people - approximaiely 75% of all AFDC
recipioats. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time himits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and ehcouraging parental responsibility. .

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reflorm and ifs policies
to strengihen the coonomy, weilare caseloads are down while work and training activitics among mctplcnts are up. Asd
child support collections have reached a record high, .

—— —— —
The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 millian -- almost 18% -- since Pregident Clinton took offics after
they grow 0% during the previous four vears, .
. In 47 states, welfare rolly have fallen, some by as much as 30%.
. Paorticipation In the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 msillion people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion.
. Work and fraining sctivities among weifare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,
. And the President’s expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relisf to 1S million warking
{amilies helping them move from welfare to work.
—

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership coliceted 2 recend
$H1 billior from non-cusiodial parents, an increase of §3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments incrased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995,

RHODE ISLAND.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 70 WORK

2,916 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDIC recipients in Rhade Island has decreased 5%,
from 61,16 in January 1993, to 38200 in March 1996,

FOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 88 MILLION MORE . an incresse of
31% since FY 1832, In FY 1993, Rhode Island distributed 332,634,412 in child support collostions, up from
$24 879,996 in FY 1952,

20,006 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The porsentage of persons living in poverly in Rhode Isiand
declined from 12.4% in 1992 10 10.3% in 1994,

356 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The avernge number of persons who participsted in the Food Stamyp
program por month decroased from 93,784 in FY 1994 10 93,434 in FY 19935,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: SOUTH CAROLINA

“Bill Clinton casn justifiably claim that he has indced ended welfare as we know it"
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterpeise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 70 WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states - more than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfars demonstrations are
making work and responsibility & way of life for more than 10 million peeple - approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipients. Stotes are now reforming welfare rules by requinng work, time limits, making work pay, smproviag child
support enforcement, and ensouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part t¢ the Adminisiration’s emphasis on weifare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training astivitics among recipients are up. And
child support collections have reached a record high.

" — —

. The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million - almost 10% -- gince President Clinton took office after
they grew 32% during the previous four yoars,

. in 42 states, wellure rolls have fallen, some by s much a5 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1954 which
has helped save taxpavers more than $1.8 billion.

. Work and training activitics smong welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992

s And the President’s expanded Earmned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 18 million working
families helping them move from welfare to work,

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-sinte partnership collected a record
§11 billion from non-custodial parcots, sn increase of 83 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, patemity
estabiishmoents increased by over 46% from 1592 (0 1565

SOUTH CAROLINA.. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

31,126 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The (otal number of AFDC recipients in South Carolina has decreased
2%, from 151,026 in Jangary 1993 to 119,900 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $34 MILLION MORE - an increasce of nearly
S0% snge FY 1992, In FY 1993, South Caroling disinthated $1£}2 511,722 in child support gollections, up from
$68,797 250 in FY 1992

196,600 FEWER PECGPLE LIVING 1IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in South Caroling
dechined [9% in 1992 t5 13.8% in 1994, -

30452 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS, The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
program per month decreased from 394,274 in FY 1993 o 363,822 in FY 1995,

SOUTH CAROLINA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVERS. South Caroling’s two waivers encourage parents to work by sefting work requircments and providing
iransitional sssistence to help participants find jobs. Under the {irst waiver, AFDC recipionts have up to 60 days 1o find
a private sector job, after which time they must participate in communily work programs to continue to receive AFDC
benefits, The sccond watver requires that families with dependemt cluldren participate in a job scarch as a candition of
eligibility, Participants in this program will be limited to two years of AFDC participation. This waiver also allows
participants t¢ own one vehicle, save vp to $10,000 in Individual Bevelopment Accounts and keep carned mcome from
children atteading scheol, and interest and dividends of up to 3400 per year. It also expends AFDC eligitslity for two-
parcat tuwilics by removing the Hitbhour cmployment ruke andd incroasing the resource Hmit to 52500



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: SOUTH DAKOTA

“Bilf Clinfon can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it.”
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Eves before President Chaton annaunced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has spproved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -~ more than ail previous sdministrations combined. In an gversge month, thess weifars demonsiretions are
making work and responsibility a way of fife for more than 18 million people -- approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipienis, Staies are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving ohild
support enforcement, and oncournging parental responsibility, '

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administiation’s emphasis on wolfare reform and s policies
to strengthen the economy, wellare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipienty are up, And
child support collections have eached a record high,

T EEE o : o — R

* The weifare rolls have decreased by 1.3 milllan «~ almest 10% - since President Clinton took office after
they grew by 20% during the previous foor years.

. Tn 42 states, wellare rolls have fallen, some by as much a5 30%,

» Participation in the Food Stamp progrem has dropped by nealy Z million people since May 1993 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billien,

. Work and troining activilies among welfare recipients have increassd by 28% since 1992,

* And the Presidont’s expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief o 15 million working
families kelping them njgve from welfare to work.

m"% — -

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collested a record
$11 billion from non-custodial parents, sn incresse of 33 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In sddition, patemity
estghlishments increased by aver 48% from 1992 to _1993.

SOUTH DAKQTA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

3,754 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Sooth Dakota has decreased 19%,
from 2{2,2512 i January 1993 to 16,500 in March 1996.

TOUGHER CHILD SUP‘PORT ENFORCEMENT COLLEC‘TS NEARLY 8% MILLION MORE -- an increase of
6% sincc FY 1992 I FY 1993, South Dakota distributed $24,83%,160 in child support collections, up from
F15,881 260 in FY 1552,

5,784 FEWER PEQOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The aversge number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
program per month decreased from 35942 in FY 1993 to 50,188 in FY 1995,

SOUTH DAKOTA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVER. South Dokota's "Strengthening of South Dakats Families Initiative” is encosraging welfare rocipients to
undertake sither employaient ar education sctivities. Individuals in the emplovment track can seceive up fo 24 months of
- AFDC beaefits; those poarticipating in the sducation track cen roecive up to 60 months of AFDC bencfits. Upon
completion of either track, participants musi find ensploymant, or failing that, mast be enrclled in approved communty
service activities. Individuals whe fas! refuse to meet the program's requirements will lose benefits until they comply.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: TENNESSEE

“Bifl Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it."
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Wecek, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMIIIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

-

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton snoounced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, Amernca's weifare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 6% welfare walvers in
41 states -- more than all previoss administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility & way of life for more than 10 million people « approximately 75% of ell AFDC
recipionts, Stater are sow reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration’s emphasiz on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the cconomy, welfare cascloads sre down while work and training aczmues among recipiends are up. And
child support collections have rgached a record high,

. The welfare ralls have decreased by 1,3 millien - almmi 18% -- since Pregident Clinton ook amcc after
they grew by 20% during the previous four years.

. In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%. .

. Partigipation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than 51LE billion,

, Work and training sotivities among welfare recipients hove increased i}y 28%% gince 1992

* And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief 1o 15 million working
fumilics helping them move from welfare to wark,

—

*
STRERGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1993, the federal-stois pactnership collected a record
$11 biltion {rom non-custadial parenis, an increase of 33 billion or nearly 48% since 1992, Ia addition, ;::azamzzy
sstablishments ncreased by aver 40% from 1992 10 1995,

TENNESSEE .MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

73,20¢ FEWER PEQPLE ON WELFARE. The toial number of AFDC remprenzs tn Teanessee has deorcased 23%,
from 320,709 in January 1993 to 245,500 in March 1896,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $72 MILLION MORE - an inercase of
85% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Tennessae distributed $136,903 883 in child support collections, up from $84,818 177
in FY 1992,

219,408 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN FOVERTY., The percentage of persons hiving in poverty in Tesnossoe
declined from 19.6% i 1993 to 14.6% in 1994,

111,713 FEWER PEOPLE ON FQOI STAMPS, The sverage number of persons who partictpated i the Food Stamp
program por monih decréased from 773,727 in FY 1993 (0 662,014 in 1995,

TENNESSEE CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER.
“Families First™ Hmits welfore benefits, roquiring that all participants cutline employment and training requirements,
pledge cooperation with child support enforeenient provisions, and attend school regularly. Benefits will aot tnereasc for
childrea conceived while the lamily i3 on welfare and the program extends benefits when recipients marry by allowing
mothers or {athers to work more than 106 hours o maonth without losing ehgibilily. To encoursge independence, the stato
will increase the family's resource limil, dissegard the first 34,600 of equity value of a motor vehncele, and disrogard up to
$5,000 piaced in a special account for entroprencyrial activities,, Child care and Mcdicaid transitional benefits will be
gxtended for up to 1§ months.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: TEXAS

“Bift Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know LY
Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE T WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton snnounced on July 31,
1596 that he will sign the wellare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administeation. Since taking office, the Clinlon Administration hag spproved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states -- more than all previous administeations combined. In an average month, these welfere demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million peeple - approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients, States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time lmits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parenisl respossibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administgation's emphasis on welfare refonn and its policies
to strengthen the economy, wellare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipionts ace up. And
child support collections have reached a record high,
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. The weifare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million -~ almest 18% .. since President Clinton took office after
they grew 20% during the previous four yoars,
» in 42 states, welfare rolis have fallen, some by as much as 30%.
v Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 millien people since Mny 1994 whick
has helped save wxpayers more than $1.8 billioa,
., Work and training ectivities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,
* And the President's expanded Bamed Income Tax Credit bas given fax relief o 135 million werking
families helping them move from wellare to work.
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STRERGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership coliected a record
%11 billisn from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 48% since 1992, In addition, patersity
ssfablishments increased by over 40% from 1992 io 1995,

TEXAS. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 10 WORK

91,971 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipionts in Texas has decreased 12%, from
785,271 in January 1993 to 693,300 in March 1996, ‘

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 8197 MILLION MORE - an increasc of
nesrly 79% since FY 1992 In FY 1995, Texas distributed $448.463 425 in child support collections, up from
$251,137,304 in FY 1592,

161,913 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS, The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
program per month decreased from 2,725,788 in FY 1994 to 2,563,875 in FY 1995,

TEXAS CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS. The
*Pramoting Child Health in Texas,” regaires (he parents ar guardians of children receiving AFDC to show proof of age-
appropriate tnmunizations, or foce benefit reductions. The second Texas waiver program,”Achioving Change for
Texans” program requires AFDC recipionis to attend schoo! i they are under 19, cooperate with ¢hild support collection
and paternity ostablishnient cfforts, abstain from using drugs and abusing aleohol, provide health checkups and
immunizations for their children and ensure that their children atteed school. Recipients are required to participate in an
aetivity that helps them bocome indopendend, such as an cducation, training, orditeracy program, voluntesr service, of
community work. The program also sois vanable time hmits for adult recipionts' cash benefits based on education amd
work experience.  In Lubbock, Gregg, Harrison and Upshore counties, cared income disrepards will be able to retaip
wore of their benefits, femilics will be allowed to set ap Jndividua!l Developmcat Accounts of up to 310,200, Thay will
e able to use the funds only for cducation, iraining, homeowaership, business siart-un, or miedical cxpenses.



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: UTAH

“RBill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it”
Douglas J. Besharov, American Eaterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA".:%&}VING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE T0O WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that ke will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Adminisiration has approved 69 welfare waivers in
41 states ~ more than all previous sdministrations combined, In an average month, these wellare demonsirations are
 making work and responsibility 8 way of life for more then 10 millien people -- approximately 75% of sl AFDC
recipionts. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time Hmits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parentsl regponsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration’s emphasis on welfare refomm and its policies
io strengthen the cconomy, welfare caseloads are down while work and traming ectiviliss among recipients are up. And
child support coliestinng have reachked 2 rocord high,
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. The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million -- almost 10% -- since President Clinton zook office af‘z:ﬁ‘
they grew by 20% during the previgus four years,
. In 42 staies, welfare rolls have fallen, some by ag much as 30%,
. Participation in the Food Siamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 whlch
has helped save taxpayers more than S1TH billisn,
. Work and training sctivities among welfare recipienis have increased by 28% since 1992,
. And the President’s expanded Earned Income Tax Credit hag given tax relief to 15 million working
famities helping them move from welfare o work.
o o
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STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-stote parinershiy collected a record
$11 biltien from non-custodial parents, an increase of 33 billion or nearly 48% since 1982, In addition, patemity
ostablishments increased by over 40% from 1392 (o 1995,

- UTAH. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

12,472 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Utah has decreased 23%, from
53,172 in January 1993 to 40,700 in March 1996, '

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $11 MILLION MORE « an increase of
pearly 21% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Utah distribuled $63,428,174 in ¢hild support collections, up from $52,616,075
in FY 1992,

49,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The porcontage of persons living in poverty in Utah declined from
$.4% n 1993 1o 8% in 1994

21,499 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average pumber of persons who participated is the Food Stamp
prograoy per month docreased from 132,835 in FY 1993 to 110036 i FY 1995,

UTAH CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATHIN WAIVERS.
Usalt's "Single Parent Employment Demonstration” (SPED) program mandates greater participation m work preparation
programs. Recipients can retain higher monthly eamings without affecting their welfare cash benefits, and are allowed a
ang-iime payment for basic or special noeds. Another pravision of the program allows s family’s weifare bonefits o be
reduced or ermingted i parents {all o comply with edugation, training or work propargtion requirements. Yoder furiher
smendments to SPED, children must atlend school regularly, and preschool children must receive immunizations. Heads
of houscholds who have boen barred from swelfare payments beoause of fraudulont activity will stil be cligible 1o roceive
belp in finding and keeping carplovanent of their children conltinue to receive AFDC payments, Finally, income rules will
be simplified (o require famitics to report only monihly income fluctuations that oxceed 160,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: VERMONT

"Bilt Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it
Dougias J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 19%6

AMERICA MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, Amenica's welfare system has nirendy changed profoundly
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare walvers in
41 states -- more than ali previous adminiswrations combined. In an aversge month, these welfare demonstrations are
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 18 millien peaplc -- approximately 78% of all AFDC
recipients. Siates are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility, '

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in pant to the Adminisirstion's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activitics amaong recipients are up. And
child support collections have reached a record high

N 'I‘hc welfare rolig have decreased by 1.3 millian + almest 18% - since President Clmton took office afler
they grow by 20% during the previous four years,

’ in 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 millien people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpavers more thas $1.8 hillion,

. Work and fraining activities among welfare recipients bave increased by 28% sincs 1992,

. And the Fresident's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given tax relief fo 15 millisn werking
familics helping them mgve from welfare 10 work.

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state parinership collected o regord
$11 hillion from non-custodial parents, an merease of 33 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In sddition, paternity
establishments increased by over 46% from 1992 o0 1998

VERMONT. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE 70 WORK

3261 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDC recipionts in Vermont has decreascd 11%, from
28,961 in January 1993 to 23,708 in March 1995,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $8 MILLION MORE . an increase of
87% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Vermont distriboted $21,234,330 in child support collections, up from 313,518,042 in
FY 1992, ‘

16,000 FEWER PEOFLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons 32&’%:1@ in poverty in Vermont declined
from §0.5% in 1992 to 7.6% 1n 1994,

8,355 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
program per month decreased from 64,577 in FY 1994 10 59,202 in FY 1995

YERMONT CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER,
Vornnont's "Welfare Resttucturing Project” promaotes work by enabling AFDC recipients to rotain more income and
scoumulale more assefs than is nommally allowed, The project also requires recipients to participate In community or
public service jobs after they have received welfare for 30 months, Those participating in the vnemiployed parent
compenent of AFDC must watk in community or public service jobs after they have received welfare for 15 months. In
addition, curreat child support payments will go diveetly to families entitled 1o them, and unmarried minor parenis will be
required 1o reside with g parent or guardian,
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: VIRGINIA

YBill Clinton can justifiably claim that ke has indeed ended seelfare as we know it
Douglas J. Besharov, Amencan Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. . MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TG WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that ke will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare system has already changed profoundly
wnder the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare walvers in
41 states -- more than all previous adminisirations combined. 1n an average month, these welfare domonstrations are
making work and responsibility # way of life for more than 19 millisn people ~ approximately 75% of all AFDC
recipients, States are now relorming welfare Tules by rogquiring work, time limits, making work pay, mproving child
support enforcement, and snoouraging parental responsibility. '

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Dus in part to the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and traiping sctivities pmong recipients are up. Anil
child support collections have reached a record high.

. The welfare rolls have docreased by 1.3 millien — almost 18% -- since President Clinton took office after
fhey grew by 20% during the previous four yoars,
. In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%.
Lo Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 millien people since May 1994 which
has helped save texpayers more than $1.8 hillion,
. Weork and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,
. And the President’'s expanded Barned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 millisn working
families helping them move from wellare 1o work,
o s

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collected a record
$11 bithes from non-custedia! parents, an inceease of $3 billion or nearly 48% since 1992, In addition, paternity
establishments increased by over 490% from 1992 to 1995,

VIRGINIA MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE BACK TG WORK

28,212 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, Tio total number of AFDC recipients in Virginda has decroased 18%, from
194,212 in Januvary 1993 to 166,000 in March 1996,

TOUCHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $82 MILLION MORE -~ an increase of
86% since FY 1992, In FY 1998, Virginia distributed $226,281,596 in child support collections, up from $145,113,973
in FY 1992,

VIRGINIA CHARTS T8 OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS,
The siate’s "Wellare Refoem Project™ encosrages employment by identifying employers to hire AFDC weeipionts for jobs
that pay beiween 315,004 aud $18,000 a yoar and to provide additional months of {ransitional child cnre and health care
benelils. This waiver enables families to save for education or home purchases, encourages family formation by
changing the way 3 stepparent’s income is counted and pllows fulldime high schoo! stadents o receive benefits unti age
21, The staic’s second waiver, "Virginta Independence Program,” keeps familics in crisis {rom going on welfare, This
program offers apphcants up to 120 days worth of benefits it one payment with the stipulation that they cannol receive
any more benefiis for st least 160 days. Unniarricd niinor parents are reguired 1o live with a parent or responsible adult
and additional benefits to children conceived while a family 15 on welfare will be denied. Virginia will also impose
financia! sanctions on familics who do not cemply with scheol sticndance standards or whase children do not recgive
preschoo] Bnmunizalions,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: WASHINGTON

"Bifli Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indecd ended welfare as wwe know it.*
Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMQ&?’@A‘,.MOVIﬁ{? FAMILIES FROM .WE};F}%;ZE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even befors President Clinton announced on July 31,
1998 thnt he will siga the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s wellare systom has already changed

prefoundly under the Clinton Adminisiration. Sincs tsking office, the Clinton Adminigtration has spproved 69 welfare
waivers in 41 states -- more thon all previous administrations combined. In an sverage month, these welfarz
demonstrations are making work and responsibility & way of life for more than 16 mitlion peaple - approximately 75%
of all AFDC recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, mai:mg work pay. ‘
naproving child support enforcement, and encouragiag parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SURRICIENTY. {}uc: in part 1o the Administration’s emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activities emong recipients are ap. And
child support collections have reached a record high.
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E . The welfare rolls have decressed by 1.3 millise « almost 10% - since President Clinton toak office afier

they grew by 20% during the previous {our years,

. ir 42 states, wollare rolls kave fallen, some by ss much as 30%.

. Participation in.the Food Starmip program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billien.

. Work and tegining activities among welfare recipionts have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax re%;ef i I8 mtih{m working
Tamilies helping thcm move from welfars to work, :
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STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPP(}R'I‘ ENFORCEMENTY. Iu 1993, the federal-state partaership collected a record
$11 billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of 33 billion or nearly 6% since 1992, In addition, paternify
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 1o 1908,

WASHINGTON. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

7058 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDC recipionts in Washington has decreased 2%,
fromy 286258 in Janvary 1993 10 279,200 in March 1996,

FTOUGHER CHILD SUPPGRT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $108 MILLION MORE - an increase of
40% since FY 1992, In FY 1993, Washinglon distributed $375,257,2682 n child support collections, up from
$267435,125 in FY 1992,

20,000 FEWER PEQPLE LIVING IN POVERTY, The percemagc of persons living in poverty in Washingion
declined from 12.1% in 1993 10 11.7% In 1994, .

WASHINGTON CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVER, Washington's "Success Through Employment Program” sets time limits on welfare benolits by progrossively
redusing benelits after a family has received assistance for foar years in a five year period.  After four years, the grant
will be reduced by 10%, and by another 19% for cach additional vear therealter. To encourage two-parent {amilies to
oblain employoent, the program will waive the requirement that the pringipal wage camer in a8 two-pwrent family work
fowar than 104 hours por wpnth for the family to qualify for AFDL,
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: WEST VIRGINIA

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's wolfare system has already changed
profoundly under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare
waivers in 41 states - more than all previous adminisirations combined. In an average month, these welfare
demonstirations arc making work and responsibility a way of hife for more than 18 million people - approximately 75%
of all AFDC recipients. States are now reforming wellare rules by requiring wcrk time hmils, makmg work pay,
inproving child suppont enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility,

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Bue in port to the Administration’s emphasis on welfare roform and its policies
1o strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activitiss among recipients are up. Aad
child support collestions have resched a record high.

. The welfare rolls %xam dacreas&d by 1.3 million - almost 10% ~ since President Cimzon took ofﬁsc gﬁzr
they grew by 20% during the previcus four years,

. In 42 states welfare rolls have fallen, semé by a3 much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
hes helpod save taxpayers mors than $1.8 billien.

* Work and (training sctivities among welftre recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

» And the President's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit bas given tax rolief 1o 15 million woerking
families helping them move from welfare to work.

T o S s

STRENGTHENING CHILD BUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. in 1995, the fedoral-gtate parinership collocted a recard
$11 billion from non-custodisl pareats, an increass of §3 billion or nearly 40% gince 1992, In addition, patemity
cstablishments ingreased by over 40% fram 1992 to 1993,

WEST VIRGINIA. MOVING FAM&}ES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

22,716 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDC recipicnts in West Virginis has docreased 19%,
from 119,916 in Jannary 1991 to 97,200 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 337 MILLION MOSAFE -- an increase of
nearly 108% since FY 1992, fn FY 1995, West Virginia distnbuted 8§72,796,255 in child support eollections, up from
335,561 319 In FY 1592,

65,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POGVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in West Virginia
dochaed from 22.3% in 1992 (o 18.6% in 1994,

13,978 FEWER PEGPLE ON FOOD STAMPS, The aversge number of persons who participated In the Food Stamp
program per month docreased from 322480 s FY 1993 10 30303 in FY 1995,

WEST VIRGINIA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROQUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVER, West Virgisig's "Joint Opporunities for [ndependence” (JOING program helps adults in two-parent families
gain work experience with privaie ewployers and provides 2 iravef expense stipend and an income disregard. Employvers
who provide work expericnce positions to JOIN participonts would pay individuals $1.04 per hour for work and travel
expenses. The siaie witl provide child care when beth pareals padicipate in JOIN,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: WISCONSIN

Bl Clinton can justifiably claint that ke has indeed ended welfare as we know iL"
Douglas J. Besharov, Amencan Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE T WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Chinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America’s welfare sysiems bag already changed
profoundly under the Clinton Administration, Since 1aking office, the Clinton Administration has spproved 69 welfare
waivers in 41 states -- more than all previcus administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare
demonsirations are making work and responsibility a way of Hife for more then 10 million people - approximately 75%
of all AFDC recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requining work, time himits, making work pay,
improving child support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part {0 the Adnunistration's eniphasis on welfare reform and its policies
i strongiben the goonomy, ‘welfare caseloads are down while work and training astivitics among recipicnts are up. And
child support collections have reached a record high.

. The welfare rolis bave decreased by 1.3 million - almost 10% -- since President Clinton took office afier
they grew by 20% during the previous four years,

v . 1In 42 staies, welfare rolis have fallen, some by as much ag 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which

. hag helped sove taxpayers more than $1.8 billion.

. Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increesed by 28% since 2%2

. And the President's expanded Eamed Income Tax Credit has given fax relief {o 15 million working
families helping them move from welfare to work,

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1993, the federal-state partnership coliected a record
§11 billion from non-custodial pasents, an increase of §3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity
estabiiglunents increased by aver 48% from 1992 10 1998,

WISCONSIN. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TQ WORK

65508 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDC recipients in Wisconsin hag dacz‘eased 2’?%
from 241,098 in January 1993 o 178,800 in March 1996,

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 5134 MILLION MORE . an increase of
nearly 46% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Wisconsin distributed $427,487 251 in child sapport collections, up from
$293,459,750 in FY 1992,

183,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The par{:ﬁ;ﬁagc of persons living in poverly in Wisconsin
declined from 12.6% in 1993 10 9% in 1994,

17,175 FEWER PEOQPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The sverage number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp
program por month decreased from 337317 in FY 1993 10 320,142 in FY 1995,

WISCONSIN CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION
WAIVERS, Wisconsin’s "Wock Not Wolfare," requires that welfare rocipients either work or look {or jobs {acilitated by
case managonont, cnmployment sctivities and work oxperionce. Reeeipt of AFDC benefits is Emited to 24 months in a
four-vear poriod.  Wisconsin's second initiative, AFDC Benefit Cap, specifically deaies additional beneliis to welfwe
recipients who have another child, The child will still remain eligible for Medicaid beacfus and Food Stamps. All
welfare recipients will -be offered family planning services and parenting education. Wisconsin's third demoastration,
“Pay for Performance,” requires wellare applicanis 1o moct with a financial planning resource specislist to explore -
alternatives to welfare, If individuals still want to apply for welfare, they must first complete 60 hours of JOBY waining
prior 1o approval, Recipients who do reecive welfare will be requiced 1o partictpate in JOBS for up to 40 hours poer
week. Failure 10 do so will resiell in AFDC grant reductions or terminations,



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: WYOMING

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he has indeed ended welfare as we know it."
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996

AMERICA. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31,
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed
profoundly under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare
waivers in 41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined, In'an average month, these weifare
demonstrations arec making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people -- approximaltely 75%
of all AFDC rccipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay,
improving child support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility.

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And
child support collections have reached a record high.

. The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million -- almest 10% -- since President Clinton took office after
they grew by 20% during the previous four years.

. In 42 seates, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%.

. Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion.

. Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992,

. And the President's expanded Eamned Income Tax Credit has given tax rchcf to 15 million working
families helping them move from welfare to work.

| STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collected a record
$11 billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992. In addition, paternity
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995,

WYOMING...MOVING FAMILIES FIi;OM WELFARE TO WORK

5,071 FEWER PEQPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC .recipients in Wyoming has decreased 28%,
from 18,271 in January 1993 to 13,200 in March 1996, )

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 86 MILLION MORE -- an increase of
nearly 55% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Wyoming distributed $17,349,792 in child support collections, up from
$11,220,032 in FY 1992,

19,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverly in Wyoming declined
from [3.3% in 1993 to 9.3% in 1994,

649 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who pammpated in the Food Stamp
program per month decrcased from 34,228 in FY 1993 t0 33,579 in FY 1995.

WYOMING CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS.
Wyoming's {irst reform plan "New Opportunities and New Responsibilities” requires welfare recipients to enroll in
school, participate in a training program, or enter the workforce. The plan will allow AFDC families with an employed
parent to accumulate $2500 in assets, rather than the current ceiling of $1000, Failure to comply with these requircments
will result in AFDC grant reduction.  Wyoming will also deny payment to welfare recipients who have confessed to.or
been convicied of program fraud vnul full restitution 15 made to the state. Wyoming's second waiver requires minor,
unmarricd parents to reside in an adult-supervised houschold.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF ALABAMA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependeat Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -~ and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Alabama and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR ALABAMA: $965 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ALABAMA CHILDREN DENYED AFDC BENEFYITS: §3,000

* W K ¥

TITLE 1 would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $82 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Alabama over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resuling in $42 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Alabama over the next Hive years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other spexific programs
to prevent child abuse and nieglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly aver the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $35 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Alabama over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $10.3 MILLION-- meaning that 6,620 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal ¢hild care assistance that
year. Alabama would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guarantead support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible, No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES 1Y AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with a fump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $120

- MILLION LESS in federal funding to Alabama. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resuiting in $11 MILLION LESS in federal funding for

Alabama's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Granty and many other programs.

TITLE ¥V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for cerfain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a resuli,
Alabama would receive $353 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE ¥1 would deny Supplemental Security Income (831 to many currently ehigible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $359 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Alabama for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 25% of disabled
children losing eligihility for federal 58I benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF ALASKA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs ~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance {EA}, child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants 1o states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into 2 block grant.  This could result in Alaska and Hs residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR ALASKA: $147 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ALASKA CHILDREN DENIED A¥FDC BENEFTTS: 12,000

L I B

FITLE T would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $48 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Alaska over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide beaefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigranis and unmarried minor motiers and their chikiren.

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $5 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Alaska over the next five years.
The praposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustmients are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $5 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided to Alaska over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be $1.3
MILLION - meaning that 860 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that year.
Alasks would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without guarasteed
support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No adjustments
would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES 111 AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC ~ for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $40
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Alaska. These reductions would limit children’s aceess to these
important programs, jeopardiziag their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $185 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Alaska’s residents.  Most Jegal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 5§]
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose 2 rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Alaska would receive $37 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deay Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal, These reductions would result in $13 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Alaska for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 23% of disabled
children lasine elivihilitv for fedaral SST benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF ARIZONA

The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), c¢hild
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -- and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 581 program
aind converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Arizona and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR ARIZONA: $937 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ARIZONA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 67,000

L B

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $176 MILLION

LESS in federul funding for Arizona over the next five years than the state would have received under current
law. States would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds 1o provide benefits to many currently
chgible groups, including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $53 MILLION LXESS in federal funding for Arizona over the next five years,
The proposal eliminates federsl funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow maodestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE 1II would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $31 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Arizona over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $9.3 MILLION - meaning that 6,010 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. Anzona would be subject o federal ime limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranieed support for the child care services which are essential t0 making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES II AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC — for
needy families and replace them with a lumyp sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $133
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Arizona. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their mutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $129 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Arizona’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the S8
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funda:%
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs,

TITLE V would impose 2 rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Arizona would receive $387 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (8SI) to many currently cligible persons and future
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal, These reductions would result in $91 MILLION LESS in federal

funding for Arizona for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 18% of disabled
ehitdean Inciuas alisikility far fadaral 81 henafdc
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF ARKANSAS

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlernent and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA}, child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants 1 states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 881 program
and converts most of the program 1nto a block grant. ‘This could resnit in Arkansas and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR ARKANSAS: $694 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ARKANSAS CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 29,000

* % ¥ %

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $29 MILLION LESS in federal-
funding for Arkansas over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits o many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE 11 would bleck grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resolting in $38 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Arkansas over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

* TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $14 MILIION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Arkansas over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $4.2 MILLION - meaning that 2,710 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. Arkansas would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed suppont for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. ‘

TITLES I1I AND V also repeal existing nutrilion assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $74
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Arkansas. These reductions would limit children’s acoess to these
important programs, icopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE TV would restrict welfare for legal iramigrants, resulting in $6 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Arkansas’s residents.  Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI
program, would st be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Arkansas would receive $162 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $481 MILLION LESS in federat
funding for Arkansas for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 42% of disabled

shildreen Ineine slinihility far fedaral A5 hanefitc
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -- and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood S8 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in California and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR CALIFORNIA: $14.077 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF CALIFORNIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS:1,158,000

* % % K

TITLE I would block prant cash assistance for needy familics, resulting in $3.477 BILLION LESS in federal
funding for California over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE 11 would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children m foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $705 MILLION LESS in federal funding for California over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE XII would consolidate foderal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $166 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to California over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $49.3 MILLION - meaning that 31,850 FEWER CHILDREN would receive foderal child care
assistance that year. California would be subject to federal dme limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in
work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles,

TITLES IIT AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs -~ including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy familics and replace them with 2 lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $1.099
BILLYION LESS in fedeml funding to California. These reductions would limit children's access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in 86,124 BILLION LESS in federal funding
for California’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under
the SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for
services funded under Title XX {Social Services Block Grant} and many other programs, .

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles,
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job ¢reation. As a resuit,
California would receive $2.650 BILLION LESS in federa) funding over the five years.

TITLE V1 would deny Supplemential Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and fture
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $961 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for California for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 13% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF COLORADO

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance —- and replaces them with block grants to states, It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the rumber of disabled children eligible for the childhood S8 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Colorado and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR COLORADO: $562 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF COLORADO CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 41,000

* W oW

TITLE 1 would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $141 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Colorado over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $39 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Colorado over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect.  Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE Y would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $19 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Colorado over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $5.7 MILLION - meaning that 3,700 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year, Colorado would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible, No
adjustraents would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES Il AND ¥ also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $87
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Colorado. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $68 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Colerado’s residents.  Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 8581
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
-under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds (0 states for job creation. As a result,
Colorado would receive $217 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE ¥I would deny Supplemental Security Income {(SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $31 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Colorado for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 12% of disabled
rhildven Incina aliaihility far federal SST henefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entittement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could resolt tn Connecticnt and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR CONNECTICUT: $523 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF CONNECTICUT CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 89, &(}6

* A

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $145 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Connecticut over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
wonld be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE 11 would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $44 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Connecticut over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or &onomic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $21 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Connecticut over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $6.3 MILLION - mezning that 4,080 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year, Connecticut would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guarantesd support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in
work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles,

TITLES Tl AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~ including School Lunch and WIC — for
needy families and replace them with a Jump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $40
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Connecticut. These reductions would Himit children’s aocess to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $86 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Connecticut’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
it would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds 1o states for job creation. As a result,
Comecticut would receive $180 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (851} 1o many currently eligible persons and future
apphcants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due 1o eligibility -
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $55 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Connecticut for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 22% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal S8 benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF DELAWARE

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends mumerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary

programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child

care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for

Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program

and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in I)eiaware and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR DELAWARE: $10% MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF DELAWARE CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 12,600

LI I

TITLE T would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $20 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Delaware over the next five years than the state would have received under current law.  States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently cligible groups,
including most Jegal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE 11 would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adopfive placements, resulting in $8 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Delaware over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
o prevent child sbuse and negleet. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no ‘
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE 1 would consolidate federal child care programs info a block grant that woukd CUT $6 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided to Delaware over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be
$1.7 MILLION - meaning that 1,120 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. Delaware would be subject to federal fime limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES II AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a Jurap sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $22
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Delaware. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $8 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Delaware’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
$SI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic eycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Delaware would receive $42 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $10 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Delaware for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 14% of disabled
children losing elisibility for federal 881 benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPFUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The House Republican’s Parsonal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Pamilies with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance {(EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants (o states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 881 program
and converts most of the program into 2 block grant. This could result in Distriet of Columbia and its
residents receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: $161 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC: 30,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for necdy families, resulting in $3 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for District of Columbia over the next five years than it would have received under current law. The
District would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds (o provide benefits to many currently eligible
groups, including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE H would block grant federal funding for abused and neglacted children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $20 MILLION LESS in federal funding for District of Columbia over the next
five years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other
specific programs to prevent child abuse and neglect, Though the block grant would grow modesily over the five
years, n¢ adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE LI would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $5 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided to District of Columbia over five years. In the year 2000 alone-the cut
would be $1.6 MILLION — meaning that 1,020 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year, District of Columbia would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its
AFDC recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making .
participation in work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES HI AND V¥ also repeal existing nutritton assistance programs -- including Schoo! Lunch and WIC — for
needy families and replace them with 2 Tump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $20
MILLION LESS in federal funding to District of Columbia. These reductions would limit children’s access to
these important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $19 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
District of Columbia’s residents. Most tegal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments
under the $SI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for
services funded under Title XX {Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
1t would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation.  As 3 result,
District of Columbia would receive $79 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five vears.

TITLE V1 would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persens and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $20 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for District of Columbia for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 17%
of disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF FLORIDA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance ~ and replaces them with block grants o states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Florida and s residents receiving
sipnificantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR FLORIDA: $3.603 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF FLORIDA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFTTS: 233,000
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TFILE ¥ would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $416 MILLION in federal funding
for Florida over the next five years than the state would have received under current Jaw, States would be
prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, including
most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and chiidren in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $143 MILLION in federal funding for Florida over the next five years. The
proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs to
prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT §79 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Florida over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $23.3 MILLION -~ meaning that 15,040 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year, Florida would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipieats without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles,

TITLES X AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs « including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a Jump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resultiog in $388
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Florida. These reductions would limit children®s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $1.110 BILLION LESS in federal funding
for Florida's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
$SI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Florida would receive $1,355 BILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $273 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Florida for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 15% of disabled
children Insing elieibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF GEORGIA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant, This coold resulf in Georgia and its residents receiving
sigaificantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR GEORGIA: $1.058 MILLIGN
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF GEORGIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 166,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $198 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Georgia over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds 10 provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarsied minor mothers and their children.

TITLE H would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $26 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Georgia over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs inte a block grant that would CUT $65 MILLION

* from the federal funds that would be provided to Georgia over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $19.2 MILLION — meaning that 12,420 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. Georgia would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential 10 making participation ia work
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES I AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistarice programs ~ in¢luding School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $131
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Georgia. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and heaith.

TITLE 1V would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $64 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
QGeorgia's residents. Most lepal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant} and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation, As a result,
Georgia would receive $532 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants ~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due 1o eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $115 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Georgia for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 14% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal 88T benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF HAWAII

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitiement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (FA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 53] program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Hawaii apd its residents recelving
significantly less federal funding for these prograims.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR HAWAIL: $325 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF HAWAII CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 21,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $69 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Hawaii over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE II would block grant federal funding for sbused and neglected children and children in foster care or

- adoptive placements, resulting in $20 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Hawaii over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal fonding for Farmily Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE 1I would consolidate federal child care programs inte a block grant that would CUT $6 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided to Hawaii over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be
$1.8 MILLION - meaning that 1,140 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child cars assistance that
year. Hawail would be subject to federal time limils and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the ¢hild care services which are essential to making participation in work possible, No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic ccles.

TITLES I AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a fomp sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resvlting in $41
MITLION LESS in federal funding to Hawaii. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their putrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for Jegal immigrants, resuling in $96 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Hawaii's residents. Most legal immigranis would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX {Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Hawail would receive $113 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE V1 would deny Supplemental Security Income (851} to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $4 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Hawail for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 7% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPFOSAL
ON THE STATE OF IDAHO

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state eatitlement and discretionary
programs — including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance {EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significanily reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 8§81 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant, This could result in Idaho and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs, .

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOASSES FOR IDAHO: $168 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF IDAHQ CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 6,000
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TITLE 1 would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resultng in $16 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Idaho over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States would be
prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently ¢ligible groups, including .
most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $5 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Idaho over the next five years. The
proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs (o
prevent child abuse and neglect, Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into 8 block grant that would CUT §7 MILLION from
the feders! funds that would be provided to Idaho over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be $2.1
MILLION - meaning that 1,390 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that year.
1daho would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without guaranteed
support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No adjustments
would be provided for population growth and economic cycles,

TITLES 1T AND V¥ also repeal existing nuirition assistance programs — including School Lunch and WIC — for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $17
MILLYON LESS in federal funding to Idaho, These reductions would limit children’s access to these important
programs, jeopardizing their autrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $6 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Idaho's residents. Most legal immigrants would be incligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Biock Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It wonld mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Idaho would receive $55 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS1) to many currently ¢ligible persons and future
applicants ~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal, These reductions would result in'$83 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Idaho for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 41% of disabled
children losing eligability for federal SSI benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
progeams - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance ~ and replaces them with block grants 1o states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Hlinois and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR ILLINOIS: $3.165 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ILLINOIS CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 295,000
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TITLE 1 would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $470 MULLION LESS in federal
funding for Illinois over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarsiod minor mothers and their children, |

TITLE II would block grant federal funding for ebused and neglected children and c¢hildren in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $204 MILLYION LESS in federa! funding for llinois over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to preveat child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE 11T would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $68 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Yllinois over five years, In the year 2000 alons the cut wonld
be $20.0 MILLION — meaning that 12,930 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. Ilinois would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranieed support for the child care services which are essential fo making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES HI AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC ~- for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $198
MILLION LESS in federal funding to filinois. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would resirict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $368 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
fitinois’s residents. Most legal 1mm1gm:s would be incligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be ehgxble for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, aliowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for Job creation. As a result,
Hiinols would receive $1.112 BILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $1.083 BILLION LESS in federal
fundiag for Illineis for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 30% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICARN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF INDIANA

The House Repubilican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA)Y, child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -~ and replaces them with block grants fo states, It cuis funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 88T program
and converts most of the program into a block grant, ‘This could result in Indisna and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR INDIANA: $918 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF INDIANA CHYLDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 81,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $174 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Indiana over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their chaldren.

TITLE H would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in fosier care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $61 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Indiana over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles,

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into s block grant that would CUT $38 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Indiana over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $11.2 MILLION - meaning that 7,200 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year., Indiana would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential o making participation in work possivle, No
adjustiments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES 11T AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lumch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a Jump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $75
MILLION LESS in federal funding o Indiana. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE 1V would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $16 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Indiana's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments vader the SS1
program, woonld not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allawing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As z result,
Indiana would receive $349 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $315 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Indiana for childhood disability programs over the five years and wouid result in 30% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal SS8I benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF IOWA

'The House Repuhlican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -- and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 81 program
and converis maost of the program into 2 block grant, This could result In Towa and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR IOWA: $390 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF I0WA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 34,0600
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $126 MILILION LESS in federal
funding for lowa over the next five years than the state would have received under current law.  States would be
prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits o many currently eligible groups, including
most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or |
adoptive placements, resulting in $27 MILLION LESS in federal funding for lowa over the next five years,
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE 1 would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $15 MILLION
from the federal funds that woold be provided to Jowa over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be
$4.4 MILLION - meaning that 2,810 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. lowa would be subject to federal tme limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipicats without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making pamczpanan in work possible, No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES TII AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a Jump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $34
MILLION LESS in federal funding to JTowa, These reductions would limit children’s access 1o these important
. programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $16 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Towa’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be incligible for old-age or disability payments under the 881
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Black Grant} and many other programs,

TITLE V would irhpose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, lowa
would receive $132 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI} 1o many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to dligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $89 MILLION LESS in fedenal
funding for lowa for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 25% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal $S1 benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE S5TATE OF KANSAS

The House Republican®s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance ~ and replaces them with block grants to states. It euts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 881 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant, This could result 0 Kausas and is residents recelving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR KANSAS: $471 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF KANSAS CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 33,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $58 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Kansas over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits t0 many curmently eligible groups,
including most legal immigranis and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $28 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Kansas over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE III would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $20 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Kansas over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $5.8 MILLION meaning that 3,750 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. Kansas would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES Il AND V¥ also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~ including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $10¢
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Kansas. These reductions would Hmit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $22 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Kansas's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 551
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX {Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Kansas would receive $166 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied ali benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $126 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Kansas for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 30% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal S§I benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF KENTUCKY

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children {AFDC), Emergency Assistance {EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants 1o states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 85I program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Keatucky and its residents
recelving significantly less federal funding for these programs. -

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR KENTUCKY: $984 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF KENTUCKY CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 82,000
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TITLE 1 would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $58 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Kentucky over the next five years than the state would have received under current law.  States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE I¥ would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $64 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Kentucky over the next five years,
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE III would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $32 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Kentucky over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $9.6 MILLION meaning that 6,210 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. Kentucky would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for iis AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES II AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs -~ including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $81
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Kentueky. These reductions would limit children’s acoess to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $9 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Kentucky's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a resuit,
Kentucky would receive $356 MILLION LESS in foderal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposel. These reductions would result in $466 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Keatucky for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 37% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF LOUISIANA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children {AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -- and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts fuanding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant.  This could result in Louisiana and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR LOUISIANA: $1.68 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF LOUISIANA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 114,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $77 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Louisiana over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE H would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoplive placements, resulting in $91 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Louisianz over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the ﬁve years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE III would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT 8§35 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Louisiana over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $10.3 MILLION meaning that 6,620 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. Lowuisiana would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guarantend support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work

" possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES III AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~ including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $207
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Lovisiana, These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $49 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Louisiana's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to siates for job creation. As a result,
Louisiana would receive $502 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eixgibﬁ;ty
restrictions placed on them by the proposal, These reductions would result in $938 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Louistana for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 39% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal S8 benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF MAINE

The House Republican™s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance {(EA), ¢hild
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. I cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 5ST program
and converts most of the program into a block grant, This could result in Maine and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MAINE: $227 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MAINE CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 27,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $55 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Maine over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarmied minor mothers and their children.

TITLE 1T would biack grant federal funding for sbused and neglectex children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $1% MILLION LESS in federal funding for Maine over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles,

TITLE Il would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $6 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided to Maine over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be $1.8
MILLION meaning that 1,160 FEWER CHILDREN would receive foderal child care assistance that year,
Maine would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without guaranteed
support for the child care scrvices which are essential to making participation in work possible. No adjustments
would be provided for population growth and economic cycles,

TITLES IIT AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs « including School Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $37
MILLION LESS in federal funding fo Maine. These reductions would limit children’s access to these important
programs, jeopardizing thelr nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $310 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Maine's residents, Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 851
program, would not be able to receive emporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX {Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs,

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for cenain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Maine would receive $105 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS8I) o many currently eligible persons and future
applicants ~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $11 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Maine for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 10% of disabled
children losing cligibility for federal §51 benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF MARYLAND

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs — including Aid to Families with Dependent Children {(AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -~ and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could resuit in Maryland and #ts residenis
recetving significantly less federa) funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MARYLAND: $988 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MARYLAND CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 84,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $201 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Maryland over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most lepal tmmigrants and vamarried minor mathers and their children.

TITLE II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $66 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Maryland over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five }rcaxs no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $34 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Maryland over five years. Ia the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $10.0 MILLION meaning that 6,480 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. Maryland would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES III AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~ including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lurop sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $118
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Maryland. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $135 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Maryland’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would not be able 1o receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds (o states for job creation. As a result,
Maryland would receive $376 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (5SI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $136 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Maryland for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 22% of disabled
children Josing eligibility for federal SSI benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitfement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA}, child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 851 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Massachusetts and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MASSACHUSETTS: $1.454 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MASSACHUSETTS CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 120,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $308 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Massachusetts over the next five years than the state would have received undes current law.  States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE X would block grant federal funding for abused and neglectad children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $99 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Massachusetts over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into 4 block grant that would CUT $50 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Massachusetts over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $14.7 MILLION meaning that 9,510 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. Massachusetts would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipicents
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in.work
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles, .

TITLES I AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with & lumip sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $108
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Massachuseits. These reductions would limif children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and bealth,

TITLE 1V would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $432 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Massachusetts’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under
the SS1 program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for
services funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs,

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, aliowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation, As 2 result,
Massachusetts would receive $379 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (8SI) 10 many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $196 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Massachusets for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 22% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF MICHIGAN

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federnl-state entitlement and discretionary
programs — including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant,  This could result in Michigan and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MICHIGAN: $2.321 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MICHIGAN CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 302,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $365 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Michigan over the next five years than the state would have received under curreant law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most Iegal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE H would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $174 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Michigan over the next five
years., The proposal eliminates federal funding for Pamily Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE HI would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $46 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Michigan over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $13.7 MILLION meaning that 8,870 FEWER CHILDREN would receive foderal child care assistance that
year, Michigan woulld be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed] support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No
adiustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES III AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~- including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $159
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Michigan. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $164 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Michigan's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.,

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economiic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients withount providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Michigan would receive $8333 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemeatal Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $851 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Michigan for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 32% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF MINNESQTA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs ~- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance {FA}, child
care, child welfare, and onutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childbood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Minnesota and iis residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MINNESOTA: $908 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MINNESOTA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 73,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $226 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Minnesota over the next five years than the staie would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE H would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resuiting in $52 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Minnesota over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would prow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles,

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $34 MILLION
- from the federal funds that would be provided to Minnesota over five years, In the vear 2000 alone the cut
would be $10.0 MILLION meaning that 6,470 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. Minnesota would be subject 1o federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic ¢ycles.

TITLES 11 AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs -~ including School Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with a femp sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $183
MILLION LESS in federat funding to Minnesota, These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $95 MILLION LESS in fedesal funding for
Minnesota's residents. Most legal immigrants would be incligible for old-age or disability payments under the
5SI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and moany other programs,

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Minnesota would receive $253 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (8SI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would rezult in $191 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Minnesota for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 28% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitiement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Mississippt and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MISSISSIPPI: $909 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MISSISSIPPI CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 75,000

LI I

TITLE T would block grant cash assistarce for needy families, resulting in $47 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Mississippi over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and uamarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resuiting in $39 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Mississippi over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child sbuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow madestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE NI would consolidate federal child care programs into & block grant that would CUT $20 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Mississippi over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $6.0 MILLION meaning that 3,840 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. Mississippi would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work
possible, No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES TII AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - mcluding School Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with a fump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $123
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Mississippi. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE 1V would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in §7 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Mississippi’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be meligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Mississippi would receive $316 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (881} to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants ~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $468 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Mississippi for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 33% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PR()?()SAL
’ ON THE STATE OF MISSOURI

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -- including Ald to Familics with Dependent Children {AFDC), Emergency Assistance {(EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a4 bleck grant.  This could result in Missouri and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MISSOURI: $1.813 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MISSOURI CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 105,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $191 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Missouri over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. '

TITLE 11 would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $14 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Missouri over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth of economic cycles,

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $37 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Missouri over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $10.9 MILLION mecaning that 7,010 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. Missouri would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possﬂ,)lc, No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

. TITLES HI AND V¥ also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs — including School Lunch and WIC — for
needy familics and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $113
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Missouri, These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE 1V would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $28 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Missouri’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the S8
program, would not be able 1o receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs,

TITLE V would impose 2 rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cyeles.
it would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation, As a result,
Missouri would receive $444 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplementat Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
gpplicants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $301 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Missouri for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 28% of disabled
children insing aligibility for federal 88! benefisg,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF MONTANA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance —~ and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts maost of the program into a block grant. This could result in Montana and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MONTANA: $131 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MONTANA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 10,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $30 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Montana over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits 1o many currently ¢ligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neplected children and ¢hildren in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $7 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Montana over the aext five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and-Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic ¢ycles. -

TITLE 1T would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $6 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided to Montana over five years, In the year 2000 alone the cut would be
$1.7 million meaning that 1,130 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that year,
Montana would be subject to federa! time limits and work requirements for its ARDC recipients without
guarantesd support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible, No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES I AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lonch and WIC — for
neady families and replace them with 2 fump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $30
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Montana, These reductions would limit children’s access 1o these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $3 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Montana's residents. Most legal immigrants would be incligible for old-age or disability payments under the S51
program, would not be able 10 receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic,cyzia&s,
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Montana would receive $47 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS51) to many currently eligible persons and fulure
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due o eligibility
restrictions placed an them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $20 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Montana for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 17% of d;sab%cé
rhitdesn Ingine sheihility fnr faderal S8T henefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF NEBRASKA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -~ including Ald to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -- and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of dissbled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This conld result in Nebraska aund ifs residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NEBRASKA: $213 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEBRASKA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 19,000

LA

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $21 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Nebraska over the next five years than the staie would have received under current law.  §tates
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE 1 would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $15 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Nebraska over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect, Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE HI would consolidate federal child care progmms into a block grant that would CUT §15 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Nebraska over five years, In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $4.6 MILLION mieaning that 2,950 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year, Nebraska would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
gusranterd support for the child care services which are essential 1o making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES II AND V also repeal existing nutriton assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -~ for
needy families and replace them with & fump sum capped at less than the rate of nflation, resulting in $66
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Nebraska, These reductions would limit children’s access o these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $8 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Nebraska’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the §8I
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Titde XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs,

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, altowing no adjustments for economic cycles,
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation, As a result,
Nebraska would receive $64 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE ¥1I would deay Supplemental Security Income {(SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due 1o eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $38 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Nebraska for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 20% of disabled
children losing elisthility for federal SSI benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF NEVADA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numercus federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children {AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block prant. This could result in Nevada and its residents recelving
significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NEVADA: $182 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEVADA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFTTS: 13,000

LA 2

TITLE ¥ would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $7 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Nevada over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds o provide benefits to many currently ¢ligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE Il would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $7 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Nevada over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic ¢ycles.

TITLE IIf would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $6 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided 1o Nevada over five years, In the year 2000 alone the cut would be
$1.7 MILLION meaning that 1,090 FEWER CEILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that year.
Nevada would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipimt,s without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possrbie Nog
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES HI AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lanch and WIC — for
needy families and replace them with a lurnp sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $27
MILIION LESS in federal funding to Nevada, These reductions would limit children’s access (o these
important programs, jeopardizing their nuiriion and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resuliing in $37 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Nevada's residents. Most legal immigrants would be incligible for old-age or disability payments under the 851
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX {Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds 1o states for job creation, As a result,
Nevada would receive $89 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE ¥I would deny Supplemental Security Income {8SI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $13 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Nevada for chikibood disability programs over the five years and would result in 11% of disabled
rhildren Insine elieihilite far federal 88T baaafits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numercus federal-state entitfernent and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in New Hampshire and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NEW HAMPSHIRE: $185 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEW HAMPSHIRE CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 10,000

* KK H

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $32 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for New Hampshire over the next five years than the state would have received under current law.,
States would be prohibited from vsing federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible
groups, including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE 11 would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $8 MILLION LESS in federal funding for New Hampshire over the next five
years, The proposal eliminaes federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles,

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $6 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be pmv:ded to New Hampshire over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $1.9 MILLION meaning that 1,230 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. New Hampshire would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in
work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles,

TITLES TIT AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs — including School Lunch and WIC ~ for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $10
MILLION LESS in federal funding to New Hampshire. These reductions would limit children’s access o these
important programs, jeapardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE YV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $6 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
New Hampshire’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under
the 8SI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be cligible for
services funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant} and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, New
Hampshire would receive $51 MILLION LESS in federal fonding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied alf benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. Although these changes result in $1 MILLION MORE in federdl
funding for New Hampshire for childhood disability programs over the five years, they would result in 7% of
disabled children losing ¢ligibility for federal 8581 benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Depenident Children {AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistarice — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 8SI program
and converts most of the program into 3 block grant. This could result in New Jersey and its residents
recelving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NEW JERSEY: $1.538 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEW JERSEY CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 142,000

LR I

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $262 MILYIION LESS in federal
funding for New Jersey over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits 1o many curmently ehgzbi& groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $73 MILLION LESS in foederal funding for New Jersey over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and negleet. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
ne adiustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles,

TITLE HI would consolidate federal ¢hild care programs into a block grant that would CUT $35 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to New Jersey over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $10.3 MILLION meaning that 6,640 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. ‘New Jerscy would.be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work
possible, No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles,

TITLES Il AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs — including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in §79
MILLION LESS in federal fimding to New Jersey. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and heaith,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $469 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
New Jersey's residents.  Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
§SI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
‘funded under Titde XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic ¢ycles.
it would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a rasuif, New
Jersey would receive $511 MILLION LESS in federa! funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $220 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for New Jersey for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 23% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SS51 benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

The House Republican’s Personal Respousibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance {EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -- and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for.
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in New Mexico and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NEW MEXICO: $519 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEW MEXICO CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 27,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $126 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for New Mexico over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds (o provide benefits to many currenily eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $19 MILLION LESS in federal funding for New Mexico over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow maodestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic ¢ycles.

TITLE IH would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $16 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to New Mexico over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $4.8 MILLION meaning that 3,110 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. New Mexico would be subject to federal time Limits asd work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES I AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~ including School Lunch and WIC ~ for
needy families and replace them with a Jump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $112
MILLION LESS in federal funding to New Mexico, These reductions would limit children’s access to these
imporiant programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for Jegal immigrants, resulting in 57 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
New Mexico™s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, New
Mexico would receive $180 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS1} to many currently cligible persons and fulure
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $55 MILLYON LESS in federal
funding for New Mexico for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 19% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal 581 benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOQSAL
ON THE STATE OF NEW YORK

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - including Ald to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance ~ and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood $81 program
and converts most of the program inte a block grant. This could result in New York and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NEW YORK: $8.603 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEW YORK CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 438,000

* ¥ N ¥

TITLE 1 would block grant cash assistance for needy families,. resulting 1n $2.171 BILLION LESS in federal |
funding for New York over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE 1 would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive plavements, resulting in $420 MILLION LESS in federal funding for New York over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other gpecific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block prant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycies.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $113 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to New York over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut .
would be $33.5 milion meaning that 21,600 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. New York would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work
possible. No sdjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES IIX AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $373
MILLION LESS in federal funding to New York. These reductions weould limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $2.243 BILLION LESS in federal funding
for New York’'s residents.  Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under
the 881 program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for
services funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant} and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It wonid mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds o states for job creation. As a result, New
York would receive $2.723 BILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE V1 would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $1.389 BILLION LESS in federal
funding for New York for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 32% of disabled
children losing cligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs — including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfarg, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants fo states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in North Carolina and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NORTH CAROLINA: $1.309 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NORTH CAROLINA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 126,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $215 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for North Carolina over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $46 MILLION LESS in federal funding for North Carolina over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $84 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to North Carolina aver five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $25 MILLION - meaning that 16,170 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year. North Carolina would be subject to federal ime limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in
work possible. Mo adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES H1 AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~ including School Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $170
MILLION LESS in federal funding to North Carolina. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health, - .

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $33 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
North Carolina’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under
the SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for
services funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs. '

TITLE ¥V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for econonuc cycles.
it would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
North Carolina would receive $378 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would be dealed all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $553 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for North Carolina for childhood disability programs over the five y&x& and would result in 36% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs ~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance ~ and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SS1 program
and converts most of the program into 2 block grant. This could result in North Dakota and jts residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NORTH DAKOTA: $90 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NORTH DAKOTA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 7,600
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy familics, resulting in $18 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for North Dakota over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their childeen.

TITLE II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $8 MILLION LESS in federal funding for North Dakota over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles,

TITLE X would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $4 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be providad to North Dakota over five years. In the ymrmwmzhceutwould
be $1.3 MILLION -- meaning that 860 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year, North Dakota would be subject to federal time Timits and work requirements for its AFDC mcxplents
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to -making participation. in work
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES III AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs — including School Lunch and WiC ~ for
needy families and replace them with 2 lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $31
MILLION LESS in federal funding to North Dakota. These reductions would ixzmt children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resuiting in $1 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
North Dakota®™s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under
the SST program, would not be able 1o receive temporary family assigtance, and would not be eligible for
services funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
North Dakota would receive $29 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (S81) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $6 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for North Dakota for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 13% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF OHIO

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous fexdleral-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDUC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nufrition assistance -- and replaces them with block granis to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the ¢childhood S8 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant, This could result in Ohio and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR OHIO: $2.465 BILLION -
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF OHI0O CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 253, 000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resolting in $563 MILLION LESS in federa]
funding for Ohio over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States would be
prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, wciuémg
most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE H would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $192 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Ohio over the next five years,
‘The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

FITLE I wouild consolidate federal chifd care programs into a block grant that would CUT $88 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Ohio over five years, . In the year 2000 zlone the cut would be
$26.1 MILLION - meaning that 16,860 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. Chio would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential (o making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES IIT ARND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a Tump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $171
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Ohio. These reductions would limit children’s access to these impontant
programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $73 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
{Ohio’s residents. Maost legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would aot be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs,

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for mn&m‘ic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation, As a result, Ohio
would receive $1.126 BILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $495 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Ohio for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 21%  of disabled
children Yosing eligibility for federal S51 benefits,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs ~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and autrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Oklahoma and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR OKLAHOMA; $542 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF OKLAHOMA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 52,000
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TITLE ¥ would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resultiog in $86 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Oklahoma over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds 0 provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $27 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Oklahoma over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Prescrvation and Support and several other specific
programs 1o prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $35 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Oklahoma over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut

- would be $10.2 MILLION ~ meaning that 6,610 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year. - Oklahoma would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guarantesd support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in
work possible. No adjusiments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES I AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~ inciuding School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $103
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Oklahoma, These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $19 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Oklahoma's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
581 program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs,

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles,
It would mandate work for cenain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation, As a result,
Oklahoraa would receive $254 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently cligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due 10 eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal, These reductions would result in $48 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Oklahoma for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 14% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal 85I benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF OREGON

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children {AFDC), Emergency Assistance {EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutnition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
. Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children ¢ligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Oregon and its residents receiving
significantiy less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR OREGON: $673 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF OREGON CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 44,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $121 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Oregon over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States. would
be prohibited from using federal bleck prant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and uynmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $31 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Oregon over the next five years,
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE HI would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $27 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Oregon over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $8 MILLION -~ meaning that 5,140 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. QOregon would be subject to federal time Bimits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without

_ guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES T AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy farvilies and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $88 -
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Oregon, These reductions would limit children’s access 1o these
important programs, feopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $60 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Oregon’s residents.  Mogt lepal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the S5
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
pnder Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Oregon would receive $341 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $42 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Oregon for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 13% of disabled
rhildren Incne eliethilibe for federnl 851 henefitc,



L2V

IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA}, child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states, It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood S8I program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Pennsylvania and ifs residents
recelving significantly less federsl funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR PENNSYLVANIA: $2.288 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF PENNSYLVANIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 269,000
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TITLE 1 would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $212 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Pennsylvania over the next five years than the state would have received under current law,  States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eizg;b&: groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmamed minor mothers and their children.

" TITLE 1 would block grant federal fnndmg for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
sdoptive placements, resulting in $221 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Pennsylvania over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and meglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles..

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT §74 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Pennsylvania over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $21.9 MILLION - meaning that 14,150 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year. Pennsylvania would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in
work possible, No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic ¢ycles,

TYTLES 11 AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $121
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Pennsylvania. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $156 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Pennsylvania’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles,
It would mandate work for certzin recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Pennsylvania would receive $1.050 BILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE Y1 would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currenily eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled childrea, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would resuit in $643 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Pennsylvania for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 28% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO

The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs ~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Children {AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with biock grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood S81 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Poerto Rico and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAK LOSSES FOR PUERTO RICO: $106 MILLION
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $28 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Puerto Rico over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE XX would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $17 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Puerto Rico over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would gmw modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE Il would consolidate federal child care programs into 2 block grant that would CUT $23 MILLION
-from the federal funds that would be provided to Puerto Rico over five years, In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $7 MILLION - meaning that 4,490 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance
that year. Puerto Rico would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work
possible. No zdjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES III AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~ including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $129
"MILLION LESS in federal funding to Puerto Rico. These redections would limit children's access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PR{)P{)SAL
ON THE STATE OF RHODE ISLAND

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state enfitlement and discretionary
programs ~- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance —~ and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into 3 block grant.  This could result in Rhode Island and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR RHODE ISLAND: $285 MILLION
AFPROXIMATE NUMBER OF RHODE ISLAND CHILDREN DERIED AFDC BENEFITS: 25,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $54 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Rhode Island over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE H would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $15 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Rhode Island over the next five
years, The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the hive years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles,

TITLE III would consolidate federal child care programs into 2 block grant that would CUT $8 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided v Rhode Island over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $2.4 MILLION -- meaning that 1,570 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year, Rhode Island would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients
without guarantsed support for the child care services which are essential to making parficipation in work
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES 111 AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -~ for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflaton, resulting in $15
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Rhode Island, These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $72 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Rhode Island’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
- SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds o states for job creation. As a result,
Rhode Island would receive $112 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particolarly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $27 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Rhode Island for childhood disability programs over the five years and would resuit in 21% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assisiance - and replaces them with block grants to states, It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood $51 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result i South Carolina and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR SOUTH CAROLINA: $550 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF SOUTH CAROLINA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 55,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $73 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for South Carolina over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and uomarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE HI would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $23 MILLION LESS in federal funding for South Carolina over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE XXI would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would €UT §24 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to South Carolina over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be $7.2 MILLION — meaning that 4,630 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year. South Carolina would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are esseatial to making participation in
work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. -

TITLES II¥ AND V also repeal existing nutrifion assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in §96
MILLION LESS in federal funding to South Carolina. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, }eopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $12 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
South Carolina’s residents. Most legal mm;grants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under
the §SI program, would not be able o receive temporary family assistance, and would not be ehglble for
services funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs,

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job ereation.  As a result,
South Carolina would receive $222 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE Vi would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants -~ particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $148 MILYLION LESS in federal
funding for South Carolina for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 20% of
disabled children losing efigibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs -~ including Aid to Families with Dependent Childrea {AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance ~- and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 881 program
and converts most of the program inte a block grant. This could result in South Dakota and its residents
receiving siguificantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR SOUTH DAKOTA: $99 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF SOUTH DAKOTA CHILDREN DENIED A¥DC BENEFITS: 8,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $15 MILLION LESS in federal

- funding for South Dakota over the next five years than the state would have received under current law, States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE T would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $5 MILLION. LESS in federal funding for South Dakota over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child sbuse and neglect.  Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles,

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $5 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided to South Dakota over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would
be $1.4 MILLION - meaning that %00 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. South Dakota would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC mcipicnts
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work
possible, Mo adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles,

TITLES HI AND ¥ also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including Schoo! Lunch and WIC -- for
needy families and replace them with a Jump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $20
MILLION LESS in federal funding to South Dakota. These reductions would Hmit chziém 5 aocess (o these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. ' .

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $2 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
South Dakota's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
S8I program, would not be able o receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX {(Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE ¥ would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles,
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation, As a resuli,
South Dakota would receive $33 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS1) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied atl benefits due 1o eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal.  These reductions would result in $30 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for South Dakota for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 22% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SST benefits.



*75198

IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF TENNESSEE

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous foderal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs — including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance {EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts maost of the program into 3 block grant. This conld result in Tennessee and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR TENNESSEE: $98% MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF TENNESSEE CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 106,000
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TITLE 1 would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $77 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Tennessee over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

FTITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $15 MILLION L¥SS in federal funding for Tennessee over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent ¢hild abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. '

TIYLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $51 MILLION
from.the federal funds that would be provided to Tennessee over five years.” In the year 2000 alone the cut -
would be $15.2 MILLION « meaning that 9,790 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year. Tennessee would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in
wotk possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES I AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -~ for
needy families and replace them with a Jump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting i $116
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Tennessee., These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE 1V would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $15 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Tennessee’s residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose & rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Tennessee would receive $568 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefils due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal, These reductions would result in $212 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Tennessee for childhood disability programs aver the five years and would result in 17% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits. ' ‘
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF TEXAS

The House Republican’s Personal Respoasibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs ~ including Aid to Familics with Dependent Children {(AFDC), Emesgency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant.  This could result in Texas and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR TEXAS: $5.158 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF TEXAS CBILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFTES: 273,000
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $330 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Texas over the next five years than the state would have received under current law.  States would be
prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide bencfits W many currenily eligible groups, including
most degal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $227 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Texas over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates fedeval funding for Family Prescrvation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Mghﬁwbioekgmntmiégmwmodwﬁywthcﬁwymm no '
sdiustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles,

TITLE IO would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $136 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Texas over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be
" $40.2 MILLION -~ meaning that 25,940 FEWER CHILDREN would receive foderal child care assistance that
year. ‘Texas would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to malking participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES TII AND ¥ also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs ~ including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy familics and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $690
MILLION LESS in federal funding fo Texas. These reductions would limit children’s access to these impontant
programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $1.018 BILLION LESS in federal funding
for Texas's residents, Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would niot be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Social Services Rlock Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for cerfain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Texas would receive $2.379 BILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (8SI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $583 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Texas for childhood disability programs over the five vears and would result in 22% of disabled
¢hildren losing eligibility for federal S31 benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF UTAH

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs — including Ald to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Utah and its residents receiving
siguificantly less federal funding {or these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR UTAH: $281 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMEER OF UTAH CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 18,000

x & K %

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $25 MYLLION LESS in federal
ﬁm:fingfat{}mkmerthcmt five years than the state would have recerved under current law.  States would be
prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, mciudmg
most legal immigrants and vnmarmied minor mothers and their children,

TITLE IT would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $11 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Utah over the next five years, :
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
ta prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adiustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE 1 would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $21 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Utah over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be
$6.1 MILLION - meaning that 3,960 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year. Utah would be subject to federal time Himits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible, No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES INT AND V also repeal existing nuirition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -~ for
neody families and replace them with 2 Iump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $80
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Utah. These reductions would limit children’s access to these important
programs, jeopardizing their nutriion and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $18 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Utah's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the S§SI
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs, :

TITLE ¥ would impose a ngid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, ailowing no adjustments for economic cycles,
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, Utah
would receive $95 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years,

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many curreatly eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions ‘placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $47 MILLION LESS in federal
~ funding for Utah for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 23% {}f disabled

mhildran tacing olisthility for fedemi S8T henefiis,
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF VERMONT

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends sumerous federal-state entitiement and discretionary
programs - including Aid to Families with Depeadent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 831 program
and converts most of the propram into a block grant, This could result in Vermont and its residents receiving
significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR VERMONT: $94 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF YERMONT CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 16,000

LR O ]

TTTLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $30 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Vermont over the next five years than the state would have recsived under current Jaw,  States would
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE H would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care o
adoptive placements, resulting in $10 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Vermont over the next five years,
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE 1 would consolidate federal chifd care programs into a block grant that would CUT $8 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided to Vermont over five years. In the year 2000 glone the cut would be
$1.6 MILLION ~ meaning that 1,030 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federa! child care assistance that
year. Vermont would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaraniced support for the child care services which are essential o making participation in work possible, No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES 1II AND V zalso repeal existing nutrition assistance programs — including School Lunch and WIC — for
needy families and replace them with & lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $13
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Vermont. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their autrition and healih.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $5 MILLION LESS in federal funding for.
Vermont's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be gligible for services funded
under Tide XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Vermont would receive $38 MILLIION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in NO INCREASE in federal

funding for Vermont for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 6% of disabled.
rhildran Tacine aliathititu far faderal £33 bonafite
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF VIRGINIA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs ~ including Add to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. ¥t cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program
and converts most of the program into 2 block grant. This eould result in Virginia snd its residents receiving
siguificantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR VIRGINIA: $1.002 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF VIRGINIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 71,000

* % N %

TITLE ¥ would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $95 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Virginia over the next five years than the state would have received under cumrent law,  States would
be prohibited from using foderal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and vnmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE YJ would bBlock grant federal funding for abuged and neglected children and children in foster care or
gdoptive placements, resulting in 35 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Virginia over the next five years.
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
o prevent child abuse and neglect, Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $34 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Virginia over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would -
be $10.2 MILLION — mezaning that 6,580 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that
year, Virginia would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guarantesd sppport for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES I AND ¥ also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs — including School Lunch and WIC — for
neody families and replace them with a Iump sum capped at Jess than the rate of inflation, resulting in $9
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Virginia, These reductions would limit children’s access 1o these
important programs, jeapardizing their nutrition and health.

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $113 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Virginia's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 881
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be ¢ligible for services funded
under Title XX (Secial Services Block Grant) and many other programs.,

TITLE V would impose 2 rigid cap en Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation, As a resuit,
Virginia would receive $426 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would ba denied all benehts due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $398 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Virginia for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 34% of disabled

rivitdenm Inoine alinilibity far fadera] QCTF hanefitc
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs — including Aid 10 Families with Dependent Childrea (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance —~ and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 551 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Washington and its residents
rocelving significantly less federal fumding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR WASHINGTON: $1.301 BILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF WASHINGTON CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 167,000

L3 N % 1

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $273 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Washington aver the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE IT would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and childrea in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $31 MILLION LESS in foderal funding for Washington over the next five

© years., The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs w prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE HI would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $50 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Washington over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut -
would be $14.8 MILLION -- meaning that 9,590 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year. Washington would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in
-work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic ¢ycles.

TITLES 11 AND ¥ also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs -~ including School Lunch and WIC ~ for
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $142
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Washington. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $173 MILLION LESS in federa! funding for
Washington's residents, Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Title XX (Sovial Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for &cﬁomic cycles,
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Washington would receive $551 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (8S]) to many currently ¢ligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $188 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Washington for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 25% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs — including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutritton assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood §51 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result e West Virginia and its residents
receiving significantiy less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR WEST VIRGINIA: $428 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF WEST VIRGINIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFTTS: 459,000

LIE R

TIYLE 1 would block grant ¢ash assistance for needy families, resulting in $94 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for West Virginia over the next five years than the state would have received under current law.  States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their childrea,

TITLE II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in 21 MILLION LESS in federal funding for West Virginia over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE ITI would consolidate foderal child care programs into & block grant that would CUT $14 MILLION
from the federal fiinds that would be provided to West Virginia over five years. In the year 2000 zlone the cut
would be $4.1 MILLION — meaning that 2,640 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year, West Virginia would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which ane essential to making participation in
wark possible.  No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic eycles.

TITLES 11T AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs — including School Lunch and WIC ~— for
neady families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the raie of inflation, resulting in $48
MILLION LESS in federal funding to West Virginia. These reductions would limit children’s access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $3 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
West Virginia's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under
the SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for
strvices funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose 2 rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditureg, allowing no adjustments for economic c:ycl'ese
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds w0 states for iob creation.  As & result,
West Virginia would receive $175 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Secunty Income (881} to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants — particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $123 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for West Virginia for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 26% of
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF WISCONSIN

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - incleding Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFIDIC), Bmergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance — and replaces them with block grants to states, It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 851 program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Wisconsin and its resideunts
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs.

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR WISCONSIN: $823 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF WISCONSIN CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 83,000

LA I 2R 4

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $225 MILLION LESS in foderal
funding for Wisconsin over the next five years than the state would have recetved under current law. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many curreatly eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children,

TITLE I would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
adoptive placements, resulting in $61 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Wisconsin over the next five
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years,
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles.

TITLE HI would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $31 MILLION
from the federal funds that would be provided to Wiscoasin over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut
would be £9.2 MILLION — meaning that 5,910 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care
assistance that year., Wisconsin would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in
work possible. Ne adjustments would be provided for popalation growth and economic cycles.

TITLES HI AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for
needy families and replace them with a Jump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $27
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Wisconsin., These reductions would limit children’s access o these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for lepal immigrants, resolting in $78 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Wisconsin's residents, Most legal immigrants would be incligible for old-age or disability payments under the
$SI program, would not be zble to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
funded under Titde XX {Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.

TITLE V would impose 2 rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adiustments for economic cyeles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result,
Wisconsin would receive $215 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions ptaced on them by the proposal, These reductions would result in $433 MILLION LESS in federal
funding for Wisconsin for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 32% of disabled
chitdren losing eligibility for federal 881 benefits.
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL
ON THE STATE OF WYOMING

The House Republican’s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary
programs - mcluding Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance -~ and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood §8I program
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could vesolt in Wyoming and its residents
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs,

TOTAL FIVE YEAK LOSSES FOR WYOMING: §75 MILLION
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF WYOMING CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 6,000

LA L 2

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $10 MILELION LESS in federal
funding for Wyoming over the next five years than the state would have received under current Jaw. States
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many cumrently eligible groups,
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children.

TITLE 1T would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or
sdoptive placements, resulting in $5 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Wyoming over the next five years,
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no
adjustments are provided for populztion growth or economic cycles.

TITLE I would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $4 MILLION from
the federal funds that would be provided to Wyoming over five years, In the year 2000 alone the cut would be
$1.2 MILLION -~ meaning that 800 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that year.
Wyoming would be subject to federal fime limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles.

TITLES IIT AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs — including School Lunch and WIC ~ for
needy families and replace them with 2 lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $16
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Wyoming. These reductions would fimit children's access to these
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health,

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $1 MILLION LESS in federal funding for
Wyoming’s residents.  Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the
SSI program, would aot be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services
fusded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs.,

TITLE V would impose 2 rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for econoniic cycles.
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation.  As a result,
Wyoming would receive $22 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years.

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility
restrictions placed on them by the proposal.  These reductions would result in $24 MILLION LESS in {ederal
funding for Wyoming for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 36% of disabled
children losing eligibility for federal S8 benefits.
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