
TH E WH ITE HOUS E 

WASHINGTON 

August 21, 1996 

MEMORANDUM FOR RAHM EMANUEL AND BRUCE REED 


FROM: BETH BERMAN 
RUSSELL 1I0RWITZ 

RE: Welrlu'c Stafe 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 awaiting 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 

flBill Clinton can justifiably claim that 1ft! I,as indeed ended welfare as HIe lenD)'" il." 
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 wtu sign the welfare ceComt bill before Congress. America's welfare system has. already changed 
profoundly under the Clinton Administration. Since laking office. the Clinton Administration has npproved 69 
welfAre waivers in 41 states more than all ptcviouS' adminiSh'ations combined. In an average month, theso welfare «w 

demonstrations are making work and responsibility a way of life fot morc than to million people .. approximately 
75% of aU AFDC reQipicnls, Siales arc now refonning welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, mnking work 
pay, improving child suppprt enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Adnttnistrntion'$ emphasis on welfare reform and its 
policies to strengthen the economy. welfare casetoads are down while work and training activities among ~ipients 
are up. And child -support collections have reached a record high. 

.. 

• 

• 

The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 minion - almost 10%. ~- since President CHnton took offiee 
after they gmv,," by 20% during tlte previous four years. 
In 42 Slates. wolfnro rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%. 
Participation in the Food Stump program bas dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more titan $1,8 billion. 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992, 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 minion working 
fAmilies helping them move from welfare to work, 

===-~~====-===-====-====~ 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995. the federal-state 
pnrtncrslup collected a record $11 billion from non-custodial patents. an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40°/. since 
1992, In tlddition, patcrnity establishmcnts increased by Qver 406'/0 from 1992 to 1995, 

AI.ABAMA ... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WE/,FARE TO WORK 

35,146 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, Tbe total number of AFDC recipients in Alabama has decreased 25%, 
from, 141,746 in January 1993 to an estimated 106,600 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER 543 MILLJOS MORE - lin increase of 
44% sincc FY 1992. In FY 1995, Alabama distributed $141,2l2,499 in child support colleclions, up from 
$9R,140.974 in FY 1992. 

25,000 FEWER PEOPLE'UVING IN POVERTY. The perrenlage of persons living in poverty in Alabama 
declined from 17,3% in 1992 to 16.4% in 1994, 

35,525 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average uumber of persons who participated in the Food 
Siamp program pet month decrCMed froUl 56(),()47 people in FY 1993 to 524,522 people in FY 1995. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: ALASKA 

"]Jill CUlllon can justifiably claim Ihalltc Iws indeed ended welfare (IS we know 11." 
. Douglas J: Besharov, American Enterprise rnstitute. Business Week. May 20, 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 tbat he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed 
profoundly under the Clinton Administration, Since laking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 
'wel(ure waivers in 41 $(utes ~~ more than all previous'administrntions combin<:d. In an average month, these welfare 
demonstrations arc making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people - approximalely 
75% of all AFDC recipients. States arc now rcfomling welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work 
payj improving: child support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis -on welfare refonn and its 
policies to stren.l!lhcn the economy. welfare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipients 
are up. And child support collections have reached a record bigh. 

• 
• 

The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.) million -­ almost 10% .. since President Clinton tOQk office 
after they grew by 20% during the previous four years. 
In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%. 
Pardcipation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which. 
has helped save taxpayers mQre than $1.8 billion. 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by lS% sin«: 1992, 
And the President's expanded Eamed Income Tal' Credit hns given inx relief to 15 million working 
families helping them move from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CUILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, fn 1995, the federal~stn!e partnership collected a 
rc(':ord $11 billion from non--custodial parents, an incl'enS¢: of $3 billion or ncnrly 40°/11 since 1992. In addition, 
paternity establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

A LASKA ...MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

2,073 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC reoipients in Ataska has decreased 5.50/,,> 
from 37,505 in January 1994 (0 an estimated 35,432 in January 1996. 

TOUGlIER CIIILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER 516 MILLION MORE -- an increase or 
45°/.. since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Alaska distributed $51,734,216 in child support collections, up from $35,613,443 
in FY 1992. 

423 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS, The averag~ number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp 
program per month dccrcnsed from 4.5,371 people in FY i994 to 45.448 people: in FY 1995. 



WELFARE REFORM UND.:R PRESIDENT CLINTON: ARIZONA 

"Bill Clinton Calt justifiably claim t/;a/ ltc lias indeed ended welfare as we know it." 
Douglas 1. Besharo\', American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20. 1996 

AMERtCA... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 that be will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has alrondy chnnged 
profoundly under the Clinton Administration. Since 1l1king office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 
welfare waivers in 41 sillies ~~ morc than ~11 previous administrations combined, In an average month, these welfare 
demonstrations are making work and responsibility a wily of life for more thtln 10 milli(}o people -- approximalely 
75% of all AFDC recipients. States are no\\" refonning welfare rules by requiring work. time limits, making work 
pay. improving child support enforcement, and encouraging. pnrenta! responsibility. . 

PROMOTING SELF SUI-'FICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on we1fare reform and its 
polici.es to strengthen the .wonomy. welfare caseJoads nre doVl.'ll while work and training activities among recipients 
are up, And child support collections have reached a record high. 

The welfare rolls have decreased by OYCf 1.3 million ~~ almost 10% - since President Clinton took office 
after they grew by 2Q% during the prevIous. four years. 
In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%. 
Pmicipntion in (lie Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 whiclt 
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion. 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients hove increased by 280;., since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Ellmed Income Tax Credit has given tux relief to 15 million working 
fumilie;.~ helping litem .l1}(we from welfare 10 work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995, the federal..state partnership collected n 
record 511 billion from non--custodial parents, an increase of S:;'billion or ncnrly 40% since 1992. In addition, 
paternity establishments increased by ovcr 40% from 1992 to 1995, 

ARIZONA... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

23,519 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The lolal number of AFDC recipients in Arizona has decreased t2%, 
from 194,119 in January 1993 to an estimaied 170,600 ill March 1996, 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER 547 MILLION MORE - an increase of 
102% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Ariwna distributed $93,811,66l in child support collections, up from $46,447,054 
in FY 1992. 

31.544 "'EWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who pllrticipaled in the Food 
Stamp program per month decreased from 511,739 people in FY 1994 to 480,19~ people in FY 1995. 

'. 

ARIZONA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER. 
The state's "EMPOWER" program establishes a 24~mo!1llt limit on adult AfDC benefits during any tiD-month period. 
Miuor parents und pregnant tCCIlS must attend school or it JOBS progrnnc This program is helping them move rrom 
welfare to \,.,ork by encouHlging twining and cdtli;:allon through Indivldual Devcloprucn1 Accounts:, Thc project is 
giving families the opportunity to work by waiVing the requirement that tile principal WOlle canter in a two~parcnl 
fumily work fewer than 100 hours per month. 

http:polici.es


WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: ARKANSAS 

"Bill 01,,1011 con justifiably claim tltat lut has indeed ended welfare as 1M know it, II 
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute. Business Week, May 20, 1996 

·AMERICA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTtNG UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton nnnounced on July 31. 
1996 that lie will sign the welfare refonn bill before Congress, America's welfare sys!em has already changed 
profoundly under the Clinton Administration. Since lnking office, the Clinton AdministrntiO:fi has approved 69 
wcarare waivers in 41 stutes ~~ more than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare 
demonstrlltions (lJ'C making work nnd respons-ibilil), a way of life fOT more than 10 minion people ~~ approximately 
75% of all AFDC recipients. Slules are now refom:ting welfnre 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 emphusis on welfare refonn and its 
policies to strengthen the economy. welfare caseload~ are down while work and training activities among recipients 
are Up. And cbiJd support collections have readled a record hig.h, 

The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million ~~ almost 10% •• sinoe President Clinton took office 
after Ihey grew by 20% during the previous four years. 

• 	 In 42 states. welfare (oils hove fallen. some by as much as 30%. 
.. 	 Participation in the Food Slamp program has dropped by nearly ,2 million people since Mny 1994 which 

hus helped save taxpayers morc than $1.8 billion, 
• 	 Work and training activilics among welfare recipienlS have increased by 28% since 1992" 
• 	 And the President's c.xpanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 milliun working 

families helping them move from welfare to work 

STRENGTHENING CHILI) SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the fede"l,stnte partnership coUeclcd • 
record 511 biUion from nou*cus!odinl p.nrents. an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992" In addition. 
paternity establishments increased by onr 40% from 1992 to 199.5. 

ARKANSAS...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

14,882 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Arkansas has decreased 20"/"" 
from 73,982 in January 1993 to nn csti.mated 59,100 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT !;NFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY S22 MILLlONMORE - an inere.,e 
of 31% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Arkansas dislributed $63,875,135 in child support collections, up from 
$42.064,579 in FY 1992. 

115.000 FEWER PEOPLE lAVING IN POVERTY. Thc percentage <lfpersons living in poverty in Arkansas 
declined from 2!HI"/" in 199J to 15J% III 1994. 

12,852 FEWER PEOPLE ON 1"000 STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in tile: Food 
Stamp program per monlh decreased from 285,026 people in FY 1993 to 272,174 people in FY 1:195, 

ARKANSAS CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM TlIROUGlI CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVER Under Arkansns' demonstration, parents agc 16 or younger ,,,,ill he required to attend school or face 
reductions in benefits if Ihey fai! 10 do so. The state will nlso freeze AFDC hC!l~fi!s when additional children nre 
born into a family alrefldy receiving \VolfnTc. ln addition, Arkansas provides counseling aad f!lmily planning to help 
parents rOCtlS on the responsibilities of pnrGll(hood. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: CALIFORNIA 

"Bill Clinlon eml justifiably claim tllal Ite lias indeed ended welfara ItS we know it. " 
Douglas 1, Besharov, Aruencnn Enterprise Institute, Business Week. May 20, 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STA'fE FLEXlBILITY. 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 slates· .... more than aU 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 aU AFDC 
recipients, States are now rcfonning welfare roles by requiring work, time limits, making work pay. improving child 
support enforcement, and encour~ging parental responsibility. 

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

• 

• 

The welfare roUs h<l;vc decreased by ovcr 1.3 million ~~ almost 10% -- since Presjdent Clinton took office 
afier they grew by 20% during the previous four years. 
In 42 states, welfare roUs have fallen, some by as much as. 30%. 
Participation in tlte Food Stamp program has dropped by nearl), 2 million people since Mit)' 1994 whieh 
has helped save taxpay~rs more than $.1.8 billion. 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28(1/0 since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working 
fnmilies help-ing them move from welfare to work. 

" STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995. the feder.al~state partnership collecled a record 
SI1 billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 hillion or nearly 40% sinec 1992, in addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

CALIFORNIA... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WEI,FARE TO WORK 

41.13g FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The tolnl number of AFD~ recipients in California has decreased nearly 
2%, frQRl 2,692,202 in January 1995 (0 iln estimated 2,645,064 in January 1996. 

TOUGHER CIIlLD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS ~EARLY $204 MILLION MORE·· on ;ncrea,c.r 
31% since FY 1992. In FY 1995. California distributed S&57.2111,903 in child support collections, up from $653,680,903 
in FY 1992. 

(4S,emU FEW£R PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Califomia declined 
frQfll 1l!..2% in 1993 to 17.9% in 1994, 

CAIAFORNIA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WA1VERS, California's five wuivers are encouraging tccn~ag.e parents to rmend school reglllnrly by providing incentives 
for good grades and reductions in AFDC payments to recipients who fuit to maintain a D Ilverage, Also under this 
waiver, families can deposit $5000 inlo saviogs to purchase a home. start a business or finance a child's education or 
training. 

One waiver provides tnmsitiOIHll cllild care benefits when fam ilies bcco'me Ineligible for further benefits because of 
IlHirriagc. California is also increasing penatties for fmud and expandin,g, work experience programs. Another waiver is 
helpiog them filld work through inCCt)livcs and the rem ova! of (he limitation Oil two parent families working. ll10re thAn 
100 hOllfS, 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: COLORADO 

rtBill Clinton can Justifiably claim tltat /ul/ras indeed ended wclfare as we knolV it. " 
Douglns 1. Bcsluuuv. American Enterprise Institute, Business Wuek, May 20, 1996 

AMERICA",MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FL£XnULITY. Even before President Clinton'announccd on July 3l, 
1996 "hat he will s.ign Ihe welfare rerann biJl before Co-ngress, America's welf~ system has already changed profoundly 
under (he Clinton Adminisnation. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states -- more than aU previous ndministrations combined. In 8n average mO,nth, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsIbility a wO)' of life for more thnn JO millioOo people W~ approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
rooiplents. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child 
support enfor~<mt. and encouraging parental responsibility. , ' 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to dIe: Admillis!ra!ion's emphasis on welfare refonn 'and its policies 
10 strengthen the economy, welfare cnseloads are down while work lind training activities muong recipients are up, And 
child support collections have reached a record high, 

• 	 The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million almost 10% ~~ sin-ce President Clinton took office M_ 

after they grew by 20% during the previous four yellts, 
• 	 In 42 states, welfare rolls have fllllen. some by as much 8S 30%. 
• 	 Parti'liipation in the Food Stump program bas dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 wbich 

bas helped Sllve taxpayers more than $1.8 binion. 
Work and training activities among wetfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit hns given tax relief to 15 miUion working 
r"milies helping them nlOve from welfare to w'ork, 

" STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal~stute partnership cOUCCled a record 
SII billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or neurly 40% since 1992. In addition. paternity 
establishments increased by over 40%, from 1992 to 1995. 

COLORA/)()",MOVING FAMILIES FROM WEI,FARE TO WORK 

22,408 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELf<'ARE. The tolal number of AFDt;: teeipients in Colorado has decreased 18%. 
from 123,308 in January 1993 to an estimated 100,900 in March 1996, 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $34 MILLION MORE - an incr.a,e of 
58% sinec FY 1992. In FY 1995, Colorado distributed $91.869,504 in child support collections. up from $58,030.172 in 
FY 1992< 

41.000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. iho'percentage of persons living in poverty in Colorado declined 
from 10.8% in 1992 to 9% in 1994, 

20,738 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number ofpel"Sons who participated in the Food Slump 
Program per month decreased from 272,618 people in f'Y 1993 to 251,1180 people in FY 1995, 

COLOI!ADO CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFOI!M THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER, 
Through Ih-c "!'t::rsonal Responsibility and Employmenl Program," parents who arc able to work or able to participate in 
training programs must do so nfter receiving AFDC nssistanee for two years or {;lee i'i loss of benefits. Colorado's 
delllonS(f;'ltion project <llso ch:mges asset levels and rules pertaining to ownership of an automobile to pentl!t families to 
own a cnr reg.nrdlcss of its value or their equily in it. Filii1!ty, lhc state provides iimlilcial bonuses when JOBS recipients 
graduilte from high school or GED pm£rnm, Dnd penults fitltlJicinl pcnnltic$ 10 be tiss(:sscd when pnrcnts fail to h:wc their 
children imllltmlzcd, 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDE:'IiT CLINTON: CONNECTICUT 

.,Bill Clinton can justifiably claim that he lurs indee(/ entled welfare as 1j11t know it. " 
Douglas 1. Besltarov. American Enterprise Jnst)lale, Business Week, May 20. 1996 

AMERICA".MOVIN(i 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 alrendy changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since,taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 stutes ~- mote than all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstflltions are 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people ~- approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipients. States are now reforming welfare- rules by requiring work, time limits, making wor~ pay. ilnproving child. 
support enforcement. and encouraging parental responsibility. 

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

• 
• 

• 

The \velfare rolls have decreased by over 13 million H almost 10% -­ since President Clinton took office 
after they grew by 209/0 during the previous four years. 
In 42 stales. welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%. 
Particip<ltion 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 lu!'Vc increased by 28°!", since 1992, 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 minion working 
families Ilclping them ~ve from welfare to work, 

STRENGTHENING CHlLl> SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995. the federal-state partnership coHected a record 
$11 bi.lIion from non·cnstodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition. paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

CONNECTICUT..•MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

9,.372 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Connecticut bas decreased 5.4%, 
from I 72,{)40 in February 1995 to an estimaled 162,668 in February 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMEliT COLLECTS NEARLY $34 MILLION MORE --M increase of 
40% since FY 1992. In f'll:995, Connecticut distributed S117,123,277 in child support collections. up from 
$84,189.705 in FY 1992. 

CONNECTlClJT CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON AOMIIilSTRATION 
WAIVERS, Connecticut's first waiver. "A' fair Chance," requires welfare recipients fo work n minimum of 15 hours 11 

week after t\yo years of AFDC, 25 hOUTS a weck after three years, and 35 hours a week after four years, The program 
extends tnmsitionnl child ¢are and mcdical MI\efits an additional year for families leaving welfaro, It also helps these 
families by paying (he difference between non-custodial parent's child support payments and n state-established minimum. 

The statc's second project, "Rench for Jobs FirSl," requires employable udults to spend at least 12 weeks in a job search. 
It limits AFDC payments to 2l months for those capable of working, with extensions for good faith efforts. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: DELAWARE 

"Bill Clihttm. can justifiably claim lira! lIe lias indeed ended welfare as we know it." 
Douglas 1. BeshflIov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20. 1996 

AMER1CA...MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on JuIy 31, 
1996 that he will sign the welfare refonll bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, lhe Clinton.Adminismluon bas approved 69 wdfare waivers in 
41 states -~ more than aU previous administrations combined, In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
milking work and responsibility a way of life for more tban 10 million people ~~ approximately 75% of an AFDC 
recipients: States are now reforming welfare rules by requIring work, lime limits, making work pay, improvins child 

, support enforcement, nnd encouraging parental responsibility, 
, 

PROMOTING SELF, SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reron» nnd its policies 
to s.rcngth<m the cconol11Y. welfare c:nselonds nre down while work Illld Iraining activities among recipients are up, And 
child Sllpport collections have reached a record high. 

• The welfare rolls have decreflSed by over 1.3 minion ~~ almost 10% ~~ since President Clinton took office 
after they grew by 20% during the previous four years, 
In 42 states, welfnre rolls have fnUen, some by as mu¢h as 30%. 

• Participation in Ihe Food Stnmp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 Wllich 
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion, 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 18% since 1992. 

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

• < 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995,lhe federal-state partnership collected a record 
$11 billioo 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, 

DELAWARE•..MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

4,499 FEWER PEOPLE Of"; WELFARE. Tbe total number of AFDC recipients in Dclnwure has decreased 16'%, from 
27,652 in January 1993 to an estimaled 23,153 in January 1996. . 

TOUGHER CIllLD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $6 MILLION MORE - an incr.ase of 
nearly 22% since FY 1993. In FY 1995, Dela\vsre distributed $31,550,990 in child support collections, up from 
$2).925,7)5 inFY 1992< 

16,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Delaware declined 
from 10.2% in 1993 to &3% in 1994. 

2.222 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp 
Program per month decreased from 59,242 people in PY 1993 to 5',090 people in FY 1995. 

l>ELAWARE CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVERS, Under Delaware's "A Beller Chance" demonstration, all 'welfare recipients will be required to sign and 
comply wilh a Contract of Mutual Responsibility which will specify activities leading to self~sufficiency. The 
demonstration sets a time limit.of 24 months on cash benefits for able~6odied adults OYC! 19 years..old, It nlso requires 
teetl parents to jive in an adult supervisoo seUing, atccnd school. participale in parenting and family planning education 
and immunil""C their children. Incentives include transitional child care and M<xIicaid benefits to help parents move from 
welfare to \york as well as additional financial support for (eens who gradu3lc from high school. 

http:limit.of


WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: FLORIDA 


IIBiIl Clinton canjustiJiably daim tllltt Ire Illl$ ittdeed ended welfare as we knuw it. ~f 


Dovglns J. Besharav. American Enterprise Institute. Business Week, May 20. 1996 


AMERlCA... MOV1NG FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLltXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 that he will sign tho-welfare refonn bill before Congress, America's welfare system blls already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration, Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 sf-utes _. more thnn ali previous administl'8tion~ conlbined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility Il way of life for more than 10 million people -- approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipients. Stales are now refonnlng welfare rules by requiring work. time limits, making work pay. improving child 
support enforcement. and encouraging pru-enlal responsibility,, . 
PROMOTING SELF SUFFICiENCY. Due in part to the Admjnistrnt1on's emphasis on welfare refonn and its policies 
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseJoads are down while work and training activities aUlong recipients are np, And 
child support collections have reached a record high. 

• 

.. 

The welfare roUs have decreased by over 1.3 million ~~ almost 10 11/0 •• since President Clinton took office 
after they grew by 20% during the previous four years. 
In 4:2 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 51.8 billion. 
Work and training activities among weltare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 
And Ihe Prcsident's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 rniHi()n working 
families helping them ·move from welfare to wode .. 


STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995, the fcder.al·state partnership eollected It recO"rd 
$11 billion from non--custodial parents, an increase of $:) binton or ncurly 40% since 1992, In addition. paternity 
establishments im:::reased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

nORlDA... MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

135.042 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Florida has decreased 19%. from 
70[,842 in JanuaJ)' 1993 to an estimated 566,800 in MMch 1996, 

TOUGHER CHILO SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY SI22 MILLION MORE - an Increase of 
48% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Florida distributed $374,041,543 in child support colleclions, up from $252,472.760 in 
FY 1992. 

379,OOU FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Florida declined 
ffOm )1,8 % in 1993 to 14.9 % in 1994. 

U}4.561 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp 
Progrnm per month decreasoo from 1,499,857 people in FY 1993 to 1,395,296 p,eop[e in FY 1995. 

FLOIlIDA CHARTS ITS OWN W~:LFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS. 
Through its "Family Transition Prograin," welfare recipients wi'li be limitcd to collecting benefits for a maximum of 24 
months in any live-year period. After that time, individuals who arc unable to find employment will be guaranteed th~ 
opportunity to work at a job paying more than their AfDC grant. florida's second waiver reduces by half AFDe 
beneflts for those who have additional children conceived while on welfare. Additional children \vould still be eligible 
for Medicaid nnd the fomily's Food Sinmp allotment will Increase. The w,utvcr also requires minor parents to attend 
Scl100L 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: GEORGIA 


"Bill Clinton canjusliflably claim tltat he has indeed ended welfare as we know il. ff 

Douglas 1. Besharov, Amer:ican Enterprise Institute, Business Week. MaY,20, 1996 

AMERICA . .,MOVING FAMIl.IES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President CHnton announced on July 31, 
1996 that he will sign the welfare refonn bill before Congress, America's welfare system bas already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has apprQved 69 welrare 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 reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, Improving child 
support enforcement. and encouraging parental responsibitity. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administrati.on's emphasis on welfare reromi and i.ts- policies 
to strengthen the economy. wetfare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And 
cliild support colleotions have reached a record high. 

• 	 The welfare tolls have decreased by over 1.3 mmion ~~ atmt)l.t 10% ~~ since President Clinton took office 
after they grev." by 20% during the previous four years, 

• 	 In 42 states, welfare roUs have faUen, some hy"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 SUi billi{)n, 

• 	 Work and training activities am~)Ug welfare recipients have increased by 28% since '1992. 
• 	 And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has siven tax relief to 15 minion working 

families helping them move from welfare to worl.. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUl'PORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995. the federal-state partnership collected a record 
$11 biJlion 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. 

GEORGIA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

43.02S FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Georgia bas decreased l1%, from 
402.228 in January 1993 to an estimated 359,200 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 570 MILI,lON !>IORE .... increase of 
40"/" since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Georgia distributed $244,361,218 in child support collections, up from $229,822.363 
in FY 1992. 

165.000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percenta£e of persons !iving in poverty in Georgia declined 
from 11.7% in 1992 to 14.0% in 1994. 

GEORGIA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS. 
Georgia's "t'crsona! Accountability and Responsibility Project" is strengthening work: requirements by excluding any 
AFOC gran! 10 an able-bodied welfare recipient between 18 to 60, who has no children under the ag~ of 14, and who 
willfully refuses to work 01' who leaves employment without good caus.e, 

Georgia's second project mandates tliat wdfaro recipIents who have recei.ved payments for 24 of thc previous 36 months 
ille required to work \IP to 20 hours pcr monch at an assigned job in focal, State, or federal government, or at a non~proftt 
agency" failure to participate can result in a loss of the individual's benefits for one month the first time, 3 months lhe 
second, and 2 yenrs the thinL The waiver also allows a family (0 liavc a vehicle of any value as tong as it is used to 
colllmute to work or school Georgia Vii:! also provide fa:nily planning services and iltstructiou iu parelltiug skills (0 
wclr"rc recipients, 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDE:"1T CLINTON: HAWAII 


"Bill Clinlon COlt justifiably claim Iltal I,e luIS indeed' ended welfarc tIS we knoHl it. " 
Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996 

AMERICA,..MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Evon before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bilI before Congress, America's welfare system has .nlready changed profoundly 
under tJ1e Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states more than an prevtous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are u 

making work and responsibility a way oChre for more than 10 miUitm peopJe -- approximately 75% of all AFDC' 
recipienls. States are now refomling welfare rules by requiring work, lIme limits, making work pay. improving cltitd 
supp?rt enforcement, and encouraging pafCotal.responsi.bility" . 

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

• 

• 

• 

The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million ~~ illmost 10% ~- since President Clinton took office 
afte~ they grew by 20% during the previous foul' years. 
[n 42 stlltes, welfare rolls 11ave fallen, some by as much as 30%. 
Participation in the Food Stamp prograll1 has dropped by nearly '2 minion' people since May 1994 wbich' 
has helped save taxpayers more chan $1.8 billion. 
Wock and tmining activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28%1 since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Eamed income Tax Credit has given tax reHef to 15 mil1ion working 
famHie..~ helping them l1).Ove 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. (n addition, paternity 
establishments incteased by over 40% from 1992 10 1995. 

"AWAlt,MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

TOUGHER CIIILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS.OYER $14 MILLION MORE - an increuse of 
utmost 42% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Hawaii distributed $4&,751,221 in c-hild support cotlcctions, up from 
$34,403,695 in FY 1992. 

36,000 FEWER PEOPLE LlVlNG IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in: Hawaii declined 
from 11.2% in 1992 to 8.7% in 1994. 

HAWAII CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLI!'iTON ADMINISTRATION WAIYER. 
Under Hawaii's "Creating Work Opportunities for JOBS Fiul1ilics" programs, job~rcady JOBS recipients who would 
otherwise expect to w:lit at least three months to be plnced in a re-gular education or training activity are required (0 

pursue job Jeads developed by JOBS program speoialists. The positions are part-lime, private sector jobs at minimum 
wage, and will allow participants to gain "\-....ork experience. develop their skills and better targot training needs. . . 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: IDAHO 

"lSill Clinton can justifiably claim that he lUlS indeed ended welfare as we kuou> it. t/ 

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 OR July 31, 
1996 that he wm sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office. the CHnfon Administration bas approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states .~ more than aU previous admlnlstrlllions combined. In nn average month, these welfare demonstrations tIn;: 

making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 mUllon people ~~ approximately 75% of ail AFDC 
recipients, Slates nre now refonning welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making wort.;: pay, improving child 
support enforcement, and eflcouragins parental responsibility, 

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

• The welfare rolls have decreased by over 1.3 million u almost 10% u since President Clinton took office 
afier Ihey·grew by 20% during the previous four years. 

5 In 42 states. \vclfnre rolls have fnUen, some by tIS much as 30%" 
Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by neady 2 million peo'ple since ,May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 bmion. 
Work and training activities Ilmong welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 

• And the President's expanded Earned Income Tnx Credit has given tax relief to 15 mHiinn working 
fnmilies helping them mpve from welfare to work 

STR~NGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995, tbe feder.I·, .... partnership collected a record 
S11 billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments incrensed by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

lDAHO...MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

439 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Idaho has decreased 1.8%, from 
24,050 in Jnnul'lIY 1995,10 an estima1ed 23,611 in January J996, 

TOUGIIER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY SI3 MILLION MORE •• an increase or 
over 46'V", since FY 1992. tn. FY 1995, IdahQ distributed $40,746,653 in child support collections, up from $27,845,638 
It) FY 1992. 

29,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIViNG IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Idaho declined from 
15.2% in 1992 to 12.0% in 1994. 

22.698 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp 
Program per month decreased from 102,953 people in FY 1993 to 80,255 poopfc iu FY 1995, 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: ILLINOIS 


"Bill Clinton can jilStijiably claim thallte Itas indeed ended wclfare as we know it." 
Douglas 1. Beshnrov, American Enterprise Instilule, Business Week, Ma.y 20, 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31. 
1996 tbnt be will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already t:hangcd profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since tnking 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 responsibiHty a way of life for more than to millioll people -- approximately 75% of all AFDC 
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by reqlliring work, time limits. making work.JHW. improving child 
suppol1 enforcement. and encournging pnrental responsibility. , . 
PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administmtion's cn)pitasis (In welfnre refonn and its policies 
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And 
child support coUcctions have renched a rcoord high. 

• 

• 
• 

• 

The welfare rolls hllve decreased by over 1.3 million ~ almost 10"/0 ~. since President Clinton took office 
nner they grew by 20% duriug the previous fOUf years, 
In 42 stutes, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as mueh as 30%. 
Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 mil1i6n people since May 1994 whicb 
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion. 
Work nnd training activities among welfare recipients hllve increased by 28% since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit bns given tax relief to 15 minion working 
families helping them move from welfare to '''''ork. 

• 
STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995. the federal-state partnership conceled a retord 
$11 billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 binton or nearly 40% since 1992. In addition. paternity. ' 
establishments increased by (t'\'er 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

ILLlNOlS...MOVING FAMIUeS FROM WELFARE: TO WORK 

20.608 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The totnl number of AFDC recipients in Ulinois has decreased J%, from 
685,508 in January 1993 to on estimated 664,900 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER S36 MILLION MORE -- un incre"se.r 
almost 200/. since FY 1992. In FY 1995, illinois distributed $219,340,011 in child support ",oUcctions, up from 
$183,308,184 in FY 1992. 

393,000 FEWER PEOPL£ LIVING IN POVElffY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Hlinois declined 
from 15.6% in 1992 to 12A% in 1994. 

31.725 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The avernge number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp 
Program pet [uentll decreased from 1,188,760 people in FY 1994 to 1,151,035 people tn FY 1995, 

H,LINOIS CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM TllROUG!I CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS. 
The Chnton Administration has appro\'ed four demonslrations for Illinois. The state's "Work Pays" program promotes 
cmployment by enabling recipients to keep more of their ean)(nss than is normally allowed. The stato will disregard two 
of every three 'dollars earned for as long os recipients continuo working,' A second waiver imposes a two-yeaI'" time limit 
on AFDC when Ihe youngest child in the family is 13 or older. The third waivef combats truancy by imposing finoncial 
sanctions upon fmuiJics of students who fail [0 improve poor school ntlcndance records. Aud finnlly, Illinois makes new 
nppliclllIts: tuke more msponsibility for identifying the father of their child(ren). 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESmENT CLINTON: INDIANA 

.,Bill Clintoll can justifiably claim Iltat JU! ha,v indeed ended wclfare as we knolV it. /1 

Douglas J. Besharov, Ameri-cnn Enterpriso Institute, Business Week. May 20, 1996 

AMli:R/CA... MOV/NG }i'AM/LIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31. 
1996 that he will sign the welfare refonl) bill before Congress. Amerioa'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 administrntions 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 aU AFDC 
recipients. Stales are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child 
support enforcement. and eflcouriiging parental responsibility. 

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

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

• 	 In 42 stlltes, welfare rQlls have fallen, sOlne by as much as 30%, 
Participation in the food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 mil1iun people since May 1994 which 
has helped suve tnxpayers more thnn SUs billion. ' 

• 	 Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28°,4 since 1992. 
• 	 And the President's expanded Earned [ncome Tax Credit has 'given tax relief to 15 million wDrking 

families helping them I'llf've from welfare 10 work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-stote partnersIllp coHected a record 
$11 billion from non-custodial parents. an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992. In addition. paternity 
esfablishmcnlS increased by over 40% from 1992 101995, 

INDIANA ... MOVING FAMll.lES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

61.082 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Indiana has decreased 29%1, from 
20»,882 in January 1993 to an estimated 148,800 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEME:-iT COLLECTS NEARLY $50 MILLION MORE --no in«case of 
40'Y\f since FY 1992. In FY 1995, lndianadistribuled $174,449,919 in child support collections, up from $)24,614,492 
in FY 1992, 

48.352 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who pl1rticipllted in the Food Stamp 

Program per month dccrensed from 517,999 people in FY 1994 10469,647 peoplc in FY 1995. 


INI>lANA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REfORM TIIROUGII CLINTO:-; ADMINISTRATION WAIVER, 
tinder the "Indi;ma Mnnpowef Placement and Comprehensive Training Program" a( any point in time, up to 12,000 job­

,feady individuals are assigned to a "placement tmck" and receive help in job search und placement Once on this track, 
AFDC benefits arc limi1ed to 24 consecutive months. For all employed recipients. enrnings arc disregarded in 
detenn ining Food Stamp ncnefits for the first six mon!lu. Ano1her provision extends subsidies to employers who hire 
welfare recipients for 11 maximum of 24 months. Addition<ll benefits are not provided for children conceived while 
recipients arc on AFDC. Children are (equired 10 ,mend schoot and be inll11unizcd. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRES!I)ENT CLINTON: IOWA 

"Bill Clinton COli justifiably cltlim, If,at Ite has ;Illleea ended welfare as we know it It 
Douglas J. Bcshnrov, American Enterprise Instituto. Business Week. May 20, 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WEI,FARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July :H. 
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress. America's welfare sY,stem has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking offiiX!. the Clinton Adminl$tration has approved 69 wclfare waivers in 
41 stutes -- more than ~U previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 millio-n pe()ple - approximately 75'Vo of all AFDC , 
recipients. StateS' are now rerenning welfare ruJes by requiring work, tjme 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 $nd training octi'Vities among reCipients are up. And 
child support collections have reached a record high. 

• 

• 
• 

.. ...
••••• 

The welfare rolls hllve' decreased by 1.3 million -­ almost 10D/0. ~- since President Clinton took offico after 
they grew by 20% during the previous four years_ 
In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 300k 
Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more than S1.8 billion. 
Work nnd training actlvilies IImong w{:lfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992 . 
And the President's expnnded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to IS million working 
fnmillC1 helping them move from welfare to work. .. 


STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENJ'ORCEMENT. In 1995, the fedcral~state partnership collected n record 
St 1 biJIion from non-custodial purcnts, an increase of $3 biHion or near1y 40%· since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40 from 1992 to 1995. 

IOWA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

10,343 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDG recipients in Iowa has dec~ased 10%, from 
100,943 in Jnnunry 1993 to an estimated 90,600 in Mnrch 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $50 MILLION MORE - an incre:"e.r 
4-0% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, IO\\ia distritmled 5136,138,18& in child support collections, up from $96,046,029 it! 
FY 1992. 

26,000 FEWER PEOPLE LlVIl'\G IN POVEUTY, The percentage of persons living in poverty in Iowa declined from 
IU%in 1992 to 10.7% in 1994. 

12,081 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average numbe..- ofpcrsons who participatcd in the Food Strunp 
Program pcr month decreased from 196,106 people in FY 1993 (0 184,025 people in FY 1995 

IOWA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER. Iowa 
has implemented a rofonn plan thnt encourages welfare and Food Slamp recipients to take jobs and save their earnings 
through n program of "Indh'id\!al Dc\'c!opment Accounts." Funds deposited in these accounts CDn only be withdrawn to 
pny for education, training, ltomeowncrship, business start~up or fam ily ·cmcrgcncies. AfDC recipients are encoumged to 
work under a new formula Ihat disrcgnrcis 50 percent of their cnmlngs ill the cu!culntion or benefits. Under this program, 
recipients 111\ISI also cnter fill agreement that outlines a time rmmc during which the recipient is expected to become sclf* 
sufficiel1t, and after which AFDC ocncrtts will be lcf'tnill:l!cd. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: KANSAS 

IIBiII Clinton can justifiably claim thatlle has indeed ended welfare as we know it. l' 

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 roform bin before Congress. America's welfare system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Admini.stration, 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 nrc ww 

making work and responsibiltty a way of life for more than 10 minion people - approximately 75% of all AFDC 
recipients. Stares arc now refomfing welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work P8)'~ improving child 
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility. 

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

• 

~ 

The welfnre rolls have decreased by 1.3 minion - almost IDOl., -~ since President. Clinton took office aCter 
they grc\-", by 20% during the previous four yeers. 
(n 42 states, welfare rolls have faUen. some by as much liS 30%.. 
Parti.cipation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 minion people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion, 
Work and training activities Among welfare recipients nave increased by 28% since 1992. 
And the President's exptylded Earned InOOI11e Tax Credit bas given tax relief to 15 million working 
filmiHl!$ helping them move from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHE-N1NG CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. Tn 1995, the federalwstate partnership collected a record 
Sl1 billion ,from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40"10 since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by fiver 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

KANSAS... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

17,025 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. TI\e 10la1 number of AFDC recipients in Kansas has dc<.wcascd 19%, from 
&7,525 in January 1993 to an estimated 70,500in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $32 MILLION MORE - on increase of 
nearly 48% since FY 1992. Tn FY 1995, Kansas distributed $97,570,769 in child support collections. up from 
$66,Q52,666 in FY 1992.· 

16,126 MORE FAMrLIES RECEIVED CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES --I.)n increflS~ of over 14% since FY 1992. 
Tn FY 1995, 129,458 families received child support services compared to !13,332 in FY i992. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: KENTUCKY 

.tBiII Clinton canjttslijillhl}' claim fflallte lIas indeed ended welfare as we knollJ it. U 

Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute. Busmess 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 refonn bill before Congress, America'$ welfare system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Sint;e taking offioo. the Clinton Administration has appro\'ed 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states -- more than aU previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million peopJe ~- approximately 75% of all AFDC 
recipients, States are now reform'ing welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving ¢hild 
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due In part to the Administration's emphasis (In welfare reform and its policies 
to strcngthen the economy, welfare caseloads nre down while work and training activities among recipicnts are up. And 
child supp<ltt coUections havc reached a record higlL 

• 

• 

• 
• 

The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million ~ almost 10% ~- since President Clinton' took office after 
they grew by 20% during the prevJous four years. 
In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much llS 30%. 
Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 inillion 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 expattoed Earned In~ome Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working 
families helping them move froni welfare to work. . 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-statc partnership collocted a record 
S11 billion from non-custodial parents, un increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992. In addition. paternity 
establis.hments increased by over 4Q$/", from 1992 to 1995. 

KENTUCKY...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

52,579 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Kentucky has decreased 23%, 
from 227,879 in January 1993 to an estimated 175,300 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $37 MILLION MORE ~~:in in~rcnse of ulmost 
39'%. since FY 1992" In FY 1995, Kentucky distributed $130,640,188 in child support collections. up from $93,901,8:80 
in FY 1992, .' 

2.3,1100 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING I~ POVERTY, The percentage .of persons living in poverty in KentUCKY declined 
from 20A% in FY 1993 to HL5% in FY 1994. 

HI.406 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people who participated in the Food 
Stamp program per month dccrca~ed from 530,494 people in FY j993 to 520,08& people in FY 1995, 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: LOUISIANA 

UBi({ Clillton can Justifiably claim fhat he lut.f Indeed ended welfare os we know it" 
DOlfglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week. May 20. 1996 

AMERICAn.MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even bcfore President Clinton nnnounced on July 31. 
1996 that he wiH sign the welfare refann bilt before Congress, America's welfllfC system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 slates - more thun aU previous administrations combined. 1n an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more thon 10 mtlllon people ..• approximately 750/. of an AFDC 
recipients, States are now refonning welfare rules by requiring work. time limits, making work pay. Improving child 
support enforcement, and oncouraging parental responsibility. ' 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to Inc Admmistration's emphasis on welfnro reform Qnd its policies 
to strengthen the economy, welfare enseloads. 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 ~~ almost 10% ww since President Clinton took office after 
they grew by 20% during the previous four years. 
In 42 stnles, welfare rolls have faUen, some by as muoh as 30%. 
Participation in the Food Stnmp program has dropped by nearly 2: million people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more than Sl.8 billion. . 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 18% since J992, 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax: Credit has given tnx relief to 15 miJtion working 
families helping .hem n19ve from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SlIPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995, the fcderal~state partnership collected a record 
Sll billion from non-.custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion 01' nearly 409/ .. since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995, 

LOUISIANA.nMOVING FAMILIES FROM WEI,FARE TO WORK 

26,238 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AfDC rccipicnts.in Louisiana hns decreased 10%, 
from 263,338 ill January 199·3 to an estimated 237,100 In March 1996. 

TOUGHER CllILO SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS 545 MILLION MORE -- fifi incren,••r nearly 
54'% since FY 1992. III FY 1995, Louislann distributed $129,608,944 in child support collections:, up from $&4,372,975 
in FY 1992. 

Z,tHJO FEWER PEOPLE LlVr:\G IN POVERTY. The percelltage of persons living in poverty in Louisiana declined 
fro!» 26.4% in PY 1993 10 25.7% in FY 1994. 

68,145 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON fOOD STAMPS, The nverage number of people who participated in the food 
Stamp pmgrom pcr month decreased from 778,742 people in FY 1991 to 710,597 people in FY 1995, 

LOUISIANA CIIARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH ClANTON AO~INISTRATION WAIVER. 
Through its lndividual Responsibility Proje<!l, welfare recipients will be limited to 24 months of benefits within any 60~ 
mond\ period. Exceptions will be provided for recipients who .pre disabled, and those unable 10 find or keep n job 
tbrougb nO fault of their Qwn. Children who miss 15 duys of school in any 6~lllonth period Without good cause will be 
put on probation and have their benefits withheld if they miss more thnn three days a month, therenner. Benefils can 
nlso be withheld when chiidren are not pmpcrly immuni7-cd. 

http:rccipicnts.in


WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MAINE 


"Rill Clinton can justifiably claim Iltat lie JutS indeed ended welfare as we knoll! it ft 

Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute. Business Week, May 20. 1996 

AMERICA... MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 thtlt he wm sign the welfare reform bill before Congress. America's weI (are system has already changed profoundly 
under tho Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 stutes -~ more than all previous administrations combined. 1n an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
mnking work and responsibility a way of life tor more 1han 10 minion people - approximately 75% of all Arne 
recipients, Stlltes are now refunning welfare rules by requiring work> time limits, making work pay. improving child 
support enforcement, and encour~ging parental responsibility, 

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

'" The welfare rolJs have decreased by 1.3 million ~~ almost 10% -­ since Presiden't Clinton took office after 
they grew by 20% during the previous four yonrs, 

• In 42 StJitcs, 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 taxpllyers more than $1.8 billion. 

.. Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned fncome Tax Credit has given tax relief to JS miUion working 
famities helping them move from welfare to work . .. 

STRENGTHENrNG CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT In 1995. the fedcrai~stato pru1nership collected a record 
$1] billilln from non..custodial parents, an increase or $3 billion or nenrly 40% since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% rrom 1992 fO 1995, 

MAINE...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

10,836 FEWER PEOPLE O:"{ WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Maino has decreased 16°/". from 
67,&63 in JaulJluy 1993 to an -estimated 57,000 in March 1996. ' 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $19 MILLION MORE - an increase of 
51°/... since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Maine dislributed $51,361,268 in child support collections, up from S38,004.933 in 
FY 1992. 

83,nno FEWJ<:R PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY, The percentage of persons living in poverty in Mamc declined 
from 15--1% ill FY 1993 to 9.4% in FY 1994. 

6.537 I'EWEn l~EOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The lwcmge number or people wlio participated in the Food 
Slamp Progrnm decreased from )38,492 peoplc in FY 1993 10 131,955 people in FY 1995. 

MAIN~; CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM TIlROUGIl CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER. 
Maine's "Welfare to WorkM program requires AFDC recipients 10 sign a personal responsibltity contract outlining 
commilmonts to work, cooperate with -child support enforcement, attend p'-lrenting classes, and ensure health check-ups 
and inllliUni1",'ltious for their children. Unmarried parents under 18 wilt. be required to live in an adult-supervised sctting, 
and benefits will be issued in the foml of \'Quch(:rs to cover the cost of rent Dnd utilities. In addition. welfare n;;ciplcnts 
who gel jobs will be cligible for up to 12,months of tnmsilional Medicaid and child care benefits after one month on 
AFDC, A second component of the waiver. "ASPIRE~prus," will help welfare recipients move into pri,'ale seclor jobs by 
combining the cash vahle of their AFDC and Food Slnmp benefilS to partially subsidized job plnccmcnls for up 10 six 
]Ilon!hs. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MARYLAND 

"11i11 Clinton can Justifiably claim tlral Ite has indeed 4nded 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 announced on July 31, 
1996 thut he will sign the welfurc refonn bill before Congress, America's welfare system bas already ohanged profoundly 
u.nder the Clinton Administrnlion. Since taking officc. the Clinton Administration hAS approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 stU\CS _ more than all previous lldministrations: combined. in an average month, these welfare demonstmtions are 
making work and responsibility Il way of life for more thnn 10 miIHon people ~~ approximately 15% of all AFDC 
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work) time limits. making work pny, improving child 
support enforcement> and encoufaging parental responsibility. . 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies 
10 strengthen tbe economy. welfare ctlseioads are down while \rork and training activities among recipients are up, And 
child support (;oJlections have reached Ii record high. 

• 

• 
• 

The welfare roUs have decreased by 1.3 million u almost 10% •• since President Clinton took office after 
they grew by 20% duri,ng 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: Illore than Sl.8 billion. ' 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28"/0 since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 minion working 
families helping them ve from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collected a record 
$11 billion from non.custodia! parents, an increase of S3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments i~creased by over 40"/.. from 1992 to 1995. 

MARYLAND..,MOVING FAMILIES FROM WEl.FARE TO WORK 

14,638 FfWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Maryland bas decreased 7%, from 
221,333 in January 1993 to an estimated 206,700 in Man::h 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $71 MILLION MORE·· on increase or 
nearly 27"/(1 since FY 1992. In FY 199.5, MaIyland distributed $265,143,964 in child support collections, up from 
$194,1l1l~,629 ill FY 1992. 

42,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. Tbe percentage of persons living in poverty in Maryland declined 
from t 1.8% in FY 1992 to 10,7% in FY 1994. 

MARYLAND CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER, 
Maryland's "Family [nvestment Program," requires ,veJfarc applicants to participate in job searches as n condition or 
eligibility, After six months of non-compliance, AFDC benefits will be denied and cases will only be rcopened tlfter the 
opplicAlit complies with the JOBS program fOf 30 days, In addition, the incomes of dependent children will not be 
counted in dotconining AFDC eligibility, and the resource and vehicle value limits will be raised to $5,000. This 
program also climintltcs automatic benefit Uicrcascs for addiHonu! children conceived while receiving AFDC. The family 
enn retain child support payments for tlH~ additional child, however, the state will issue voucher payments: for the 
purchase of goods for the child, Unmarried minor parents must reside with n pnrenl or guardinn and must attend family 
!lenitl! and parenting c-Iasscs, 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MASSACHUSETTS 

"Bill Giulon calf justifiably claim lltat he Itas indeed ended welfare as we know it." 
Douglas]. BeshllfQv. American Enterprise Institute. Business Week, May 20. 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WQRK 

GRANTING UNl'RECEOENTED 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 [he Clin10n Administration, Since taking: office. the Clinton Administration has approved 69 wclfare waivers in 
41 state!'! -- more than all previous administrations combined. tn an avcrnge month. these welfare demonstrations are 
making work nnd responsibility a wily of life for more than 10 million people - approximately 15% of aU AFDC 
recipients. Stales are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits. making work PJ1)'. improving child 
support enforcement. and e»coufaging parental responsibility. . 

PRO:\fOTING 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 tr.nining activities among recipients are up. And 
child support collections: have reached a record hign, . 

• 	 The welfare rolts: have det;:re.a~d by 1.3 million -~ almost 10(1/(1 ~- since President Clinton took office after 
they grew by 20% during, the previous four years. 

• 	 In 42 scutes, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%. 
~ 	 Participation in the Food Stnmp program has dropped by nearly Z minion people sinCe May 1994 which 

has holped 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 Earned Income 'fax Credit has given tax relief to IS million ,working 

fnmitics. helping thcm ve from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, 1n 1995, the federal~statc partnership eollected B record 
SIl billion from non<ustodial parents, an increase of$3 billion or nearly 409/0 sin'Ce 1992. 1n addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

MASSACHUSETTS...MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

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

TOUGIIER CIIILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER 838 MILLION MORE- an increase or 
21%. since FY 1992. In FY 1995. Massachuselts distributed $223,5:59.908 1n ehtld support collections. up 'from 
$185,085,700;n FY 19n 

56.0(10 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The pcrcentage of pefSOllS living in pov{:rty in Massachusetts 
declined from I(U% In FY 1993 to ;1,7% in FY 1994< 

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

MASSAClIUSETTS CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGII CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVER. Massachusetts' "Wclfuro Refonll '95" provides jobs. for welfare redpicnts who cannot find work by 
combining AFDe and cashed-oul Food Slamps benefits to be used for up to 12 months 10 subsidize private sector jobs. 
Employers will contribute 10 Individual Asset Accounts Ihal wilt help recipients tnmsilion to non-subsidized employment 
Teen pnrcnlS without lugh school dlplolllllS must attend school nnd parents who do no! ensure that (jIClr children attend 
school and receive immnnizncions will be sanctioned. There nrc no increases in ArDe benefits for ndditional children 
alld Ihere arc stricter requln;:;mC!lIS for pn!cmilY establishment and child support 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MICHIGAN 

.,Bill Clinton can justifiably claim tltat fie /las indeed ended welfare as lvtf know it. 'T 

Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise lnstitute, Business Week, May 20, 1996 

AMERICA.•.MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton annQunced on July 31, 
1996 that he wilt sign the welfare reronn bm 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 stJlt-cs •• more than all previous administrations combined, In nn average month, these welfare demonslrmions are 
making work and responsibility a wny of life for more than to million people approximately 75 11/0 of all AFDC n 

recipients. States are now refonning welfare rules by requiring work, lime limits, making work pay, improving child 
support enforcement, and encouraging parenlal responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY, Due in part to the Adminislration's emphasis on welfare reronn and its policies 
to strengihen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And 
cbild support collections have reached a rccord 111gh. 

~ The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million ~- almost 10G
/. ~~ since President Clinton took office after 

they grew by 20% during the previQUS four years" 
In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen. some by as much as 30%, 

.. Participation in the Food Slamp program bas dropped by nearly 1 million people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion. 
Wor~ and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by l8°/1) since 1992. 
And the President's expanded EArned Income Tax' Credit has given tax relief to 15 million worldng 
fnmilics helping them 9ve from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, tke federal-state partn."h;p collected a record 
$11 billion from non-custodial parents, fin increase of$3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addWon, paternity 
esiabtishmenls increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

MICHIGAN...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

152.456 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of APDC recipients in Michigan has decreased 22%, 
from 686,356 in January 1993 to an estimated 533,900 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SVPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $151 MILLION MORE -- an ;ncrcasc of 19% 
since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Michigan distributed $933,399,732 in child support (;ollections, up from $782,1I04,209 in 
FY 1992. 

t28-,OOO FEWER PEOPLE LJVlNG IN POVERTY, The percentage of persons living in poverty in Michigan from 
15.4% in FY 199310 14.l% in FY 1994. 

59.911 FEWER PEOPLE \VERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The uvernge number 0,( people who participnlcd in the Food , 
Slnmp program per month dcercllSed from. I,030,G71 people in FY 1994 10970,760 peopJe in FY. 1995. 

MIClIIGAN CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON "DMINISTRATION WAIVERS. 
Two waivers to expand Michigan's "To Strengtben Michigan Families" programs require AFDC recipients to p;1rticipatc 
in either the Job Opportunities and finsic Skills Training Program (JOBS), or Michigan's "Social Contract" <lctivilies that 
cnoouragc work and sdf·sufficiency. Welfare applicants must actively seek employment while eligibility is dctcnnincd. 
The program !llso requires that pre-school ugc children be imllluni:!':cd and minor pArents attend school nnd live in nn 
adult-suporvised livmg, alTangemcnt Faihm; to comply will result in denial of bonefils. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MINNESOTA 

"Bill ciin/oll call justifiably cla"m '/Ult he bas indeed ended weI/art.! as we know it" 
Douglas 1. Besharov. American Enterprise fnstitute. Business Week, l\!1.ay 20, 1996 

AMERICA,,,MOVING FAM1UES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILiTY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 thnt he will sign the welfare cerofln bill before Congress, America's welfare system has ntrcady changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states - more than alt previous administrations combined, In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work nnd responsibility a ~"'ay of life for more than J0 mimon people ~~ apPrOximately 75% of all AFDC 
recipients, States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work. time limits, making work pay, improving child 
support enforcement. and eQCOurnging parentt.l,l responsibility. 

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

~ 

• 

The welfare rons have decreased by 1,3 million •• almost 10% -- since President Clinton took office after 
they grew by 200/ .. during the previous four years. 
In 42 states, welfare rolls have fatlen, some by as much as 30%, 
Participation in the Food Siamp program has dropped by nearly 1 minion people sinee May 1994 which 
h<ls helped save taxpayers more tban $1.8 binion, 
Work and training activities mnong welfare recipients have increased by 28% sincc 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit bas given tax relief to IS million working 
families helping them move from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995, the federal~slate partnership collected a record 
$11 billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nenrly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 400/0 from 1992 to 1995. 

MINNESOTA",MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

33,361 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Minnesota has decreasca 17%, 
from 191,526 in January 1993 to all -estimated 158,165 in January 1996. ' 

TOUGHER CHILO SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $94 MILLION MORE ,- an i.crea,e of nearly 
50% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Minnesota distributed 5283,537,834 in child support collections. up from 
$189,495,152 in FY 1992, 

38,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The perccntago of persons living in poverty in Minnesota declined 
from 13% in FY 1992 to I Lrlo in PY 1994. 

8.766 FEWER PEOPLE WERE: ON FOOD STAMPS. Tho nverage number ofpcoplc who participated in the Food 
Slamp program per month decreased from 316,912 people in fY 199310308,206 people in FY 1995, 

MINNESOTA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM Til ROUGH CLINTON AIlMINISTRATION WAIVER, 
Minnesola's f.l1uily Investment Progrnm combines AFDe, Food Stamps and the 5lnte'5 Family General Assistance 
bencri!s into one cllsh grant with unifonn rules or procedures for seven counties. As Incentives to move from welfare 10 
work, thc slate dctenuincs ehgihilily based on net mcoinc only. increases asset limits and climirh1ted the 100Mhour and 
work hIstory rules for two~pllrcn( fnmilies. The program ntso requires non-exempt, long. tenn recipients to pnrtieiplllc in 
employment llnd training serVIces, 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON, MISSISSIPPI 

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim tlzat lUI /las indeed ended welfare as we kUOJfJ it." 
Douglas J. Besharov. American Enterprise Institute. Business Week. May 20, 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY.. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 that he will sign the welfare refoml 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 monlh, these welfare demonstrations arc 
making work and responsibility Il way of life for more than 10 million people 4_ approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipients. Stales are now reforming welfare' rules by requiring work, time limits. making work pay. improvi.ng child 
support enforcement, and epcouraging parental responsibility. 

PRO~OTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to tho Adminislrntion's emphasis on welfare refonu and its polides 
to strengthen the econom'y. welfare easeloads are down while work and training activities umong recipients are up. And 
child support coHections have reached a record high. 

• 	 The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 milli(Jn ~. ulmost 10% ~. since President Clinton took office after 
they grew by 20% during the previous four years. 
In 42 states, welfare rolls hnve fallen, some by ns much as 30%. 

• 	 Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 1 million people since May 1994 which 
has belped save tnxpayers more than $1.8 billion. 

• 	 Work and training nctivitics among welfare recipients have jncreased by 28% since 1992. 
And the Presid~fs expanded Earned lncomc Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working 
families helping them move from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In J995, the federal-state partnership ooUected II record 
511 billion from non--custoditd parents. an increase of $3 bi11ion or nearty 40(10/. since 1992, Tn addition. paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

. 	 . 
MISSISS1PPl... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

42.893 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The lotul number of AFDC recipients in Mississippi has dccrcru:cd 2S"/ •• 
from 174,093 in January 1993 to an estimated 131,200 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS AI.MOST S20 MILLION MORE •• an increase of 
41% since FY 1992, In fy 1995, Mississippi distribulcd $68,205,294 in child s.upport collections, up froro $48,288,943 
in FY 1992. 

156,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentuge of persons living in poverty in Mississippi 
declined from 24.6% in FY 1992 10 19,9% in FY 1994. 

56.963 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOl) STAMPS. The uverage number of people who participated in the Food 
Stamp program pcr month decreased from 536,S91 people in FY 1993 to 419,934 people in FY 1995. 

MISSISSIPPI CHARTSlTS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVERS. Mississippi's "A New Direction" promotes health and education for children receiving welfare througb 
man-d.n1ory schoolatlendance. immunization and regular health check~ups" This statewide iniliative also denies additional 
AFDC benefits when children are conceived while the family is: receiving welfare. Implemented in six countics, the 
"WorkFirst" portion of this demonstnllion provides subsidi7.cd, prlvate~scctor employment for job~rcady participants. 
Families on welfare for less than three months arc eligible for transitional ~lcdieaid and child care. Each "Work First" 
participullt will also hnve an Individual Development ACcount for famity savings, to which employers will contribute one 
dollnr per hour of work. The "Work Encouragement" component allows recipieuts to keep more of their earnings nnd 
still receive AFDC in two of Mississippi':,> CQunties. 

http:subsidi7.cd
http:improvi.ng
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MISSOURI 

,./Jill 'linlon can Justifiably claim l/rat be has indeed ended welfare as we knoHl 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 announced on July 31, 
1996 thllt he will sign the welfare ref(lnn 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 arc 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people -~ approximately 75% of all AFDC 
recipients, States ore now refonning welfare rules. by requiring work. time limits, making work pay, improving child 
support enforcement, and encouraging parental respons.ibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY, Due in part to the AdrniniS1nUioD'S empbasis on welfare refonn 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 roUs 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, welfare rolls have fal1en~ some by as mueh as 30%. 
ParticipOlion in the Food Stamp program has dropped by neariy 2 miJlion people since May 1994 wbi.oh 
has helped s.ave taxpayers. more than $1.8 billion, 
Work and training aclivitics IUllong welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992, 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 mini!)n working 
families helping them ~ve from welfare to ~'ork 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995. the federal~state partnersl,ip collected 8 record 
$11 billion from non..custodia! parents. an increase of $3 billion or nearly 4()% since 1992. In addition. paternity 
establishl1lents increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

MISSOURI...MOVING FAMnIES FROM WEI,FARE TO WORK 

:24,639 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Missouri has decreased 10%. 
from 259,039 in January 1993 to an estimated 234,400 in March 1996" 

TOUGHER CIIILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER $72 MILLION MORE -- an ;ncrcasc or 
43% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Missouri distributed $238,700,287 in child support collections. up from $166,339,157 
in FY 1992. 

35,000 FEWER .·EOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Missouri declined 
from 16.1% in FY (993 to 15.8% in FY 1994. 

18,089 FEWER 'PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The avcrnge number or people who participated· in the Food 
Stamp prog:ram per month decreased from 593,971 people in FY 1994 to 575,8"82 people in FY 1995. 

MISSOURI CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER. 
"Missouri Families ~ Mutual Responsibility Plao" requires welfare recipients to estabHsh a plan for work and places a 
two-year limit on benefits, An, additional two years may be al1owcd, if necessary, to achieve self-sufficiency. 
Individuals who nfC not self·sufficient by the cnd of the lime limit must participnte in job search or work experience 
programs. Those who have received AFOe benefits for 36 months or more and have completed their agreement by 
leaving AFDC will not be eligible for further bClH::fits, Children's' benefits will not be arfected. Minor pnrcnts must live 
with Iheir pnrcnts or guardultls to rccclVC benefits. For two-panmt ri'lmilics with nt lenst one paronl under 21. the limit 
will be waived on the number of hours tl1(': principnl wngc cnmer C[ln work. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: MONTANA 

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim litat he has indeed ended welfare as we know it Of 

Douglas J. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week. May 20, 1996 

AMER1CA ... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UXPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBJLITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31. 
1996 that be will sign the welfare reform bill beforo Congress, America's welrnre system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Adminislralion has approved 69 welfare wahlers 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 morc than 10 million people ~~ approximately 75% of aU AFDG 
recipients. States ore now reforming w-elfarc: rules by requiring work. time limits. making work pay. improving child 
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility . 

. 	PROMOTl~G SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare refonu and lb policies 
to strengthen the economy. welfare cnseloads are down while work and training ttctivities among recipients are up. And 
child support collections have reached a record high. 

• Tbe welfare rolls have decreased by J.3 minion ~~ almost 10% -­ since President Clinton took office after 
they grew by 200.4 daring the previous four years. 
(n 42 states. welfare roUs have faUen, some by as mueh I1S 30%. 

'. ParticipDtion in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which 
bas helped SDve taxpuyers more thlln 51.8 billion. 

'" Work 8Ild training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 
'" And the President's expanded Earned Income Tllx Credit hils given lax telief to IS minion working 

fnmilics helping them:n~ve from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENF6RCEMENT [n 1995, the fedenll·stato partnership ooUeeted a record 
$11 bill.()n from l'\On~custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or neurly 40% since J992. tn addition. paternity 
establishments increased by IJver 40% from 1992 to 1995.

H 

MONTANA...MOVING FAM1UES FROM WEl.FARE TO WORK 

3,048 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC' recipients in Montarta has decreased 9%, frc;lnl 
34,&48 in January 1993 to an estimated 3t,800 ttl March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILI) SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $8 MILLION MORE •• nn increus. or 46% 
-- since FY 1992. In FY ]995, Montana distributed $25,531,895 in child support collections, up from $17,436,387 in FY 
1992: 

JO,OOO FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY, The percentage of persons living in poverty in Montana declined 
from 14.9% in FY 1993 to 11.5% in FY 1994. 

504 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people who partieipated tn the Food 
Slamp program per month decrc3sed from 71;377 people in FY !994 to 10,373 people in FY 1995. 

MONTANA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER. 
Monfana's "Families Achieving Independence" bas threc (:omponcnts. First, the Job Supplf;ment program providos at-risk 
famtlies a one-time payment of as much as throe times the monthly AFDe payment to help them avoid becoming welfare 
recipients, Second, the AFDC Pntbwnys progn)lil limits benefits for tld~!hs to' 24 months. Recipients must participate in 
JOBS, comply with child suppor! enforcement provisions, and obtain medica! screening and immuni"alions for their 
children, Third, adults who dO' nOI leave welfnrc by the specified tim;;!, muSI participate in the Community Services 
pr()~a.llll nnd perfOnll 20 hours of com III un ity work per \vcck . Children's AFDC benefits will not be timc~tillljtcd~ and 
they will contlnwJ 10 be, eligible for Mcdic,1id tlnd food stamps. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEBRASKA 

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

AMERICA... MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 that he will sign the welfare rerann bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since In~ing office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare w.nivers 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 rcfonning wclfare rulcs by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child 
support e~forcemcnt, and cncour~ging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare refom 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 decreascd by 1.3 million -- almost 10% -- since Prcsident Clinton 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 people since May 1994 which 
has hclped save taxpaycrs morc than $1.8 billion. . 

• 	 Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 
• 	 And the President's expanded Earned 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 
$11 hillion 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. 

NERRASKA ...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

9,155 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Nebraska has decreased 19%, from 
48,055 in Janual)' 1993 to an estimated 38,900 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CI!ILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $24 MILLION MORE -- an ;ncrcasc of 36% 
-- since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Ncbraska 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 to 8.8% in FY 1994. 

8,222 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people who participated in the Food 
Stomp program per month decreased rrom 113,355 peoplc in FY 1993 to 105,133 pcople 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 1,1e cashed out, and all adults must work or participatc'in job search, education, or training. Two 'years 
or transitional Medicaid and child carc will be avaibble for recipients who leave wclfare [or work. AFDC rccipients will 
IHlve thc choice or cnrolling in two pions, one which hos lowcr bencfits but allows recipicnts to retain a greater portion of 
them after carning income, or a second plan which offers slightly higher benefits but which decreases morc Quickly whcn 
recipients begin to cam. . 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEVADA 

.tRiIl Clinton can justifiably claim that he has imleed ended weI/are as we knmv it." 
Douglas]. B~sharov, 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 Ctinton Adminlslrntio(l. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states ~~ more tban all previous administrations combined. 10 an average month,. these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million pc&ple - approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipients. States nrc nnw manning welfare odes by requiring work. time limits. making work pay. improving child 
support enforcement. and encouraging parental responsibility. 

PRQMOTlNG 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 trnining activities among recipients are up. And 
child support collections have reached a record high. 

• 

• 

The welfare rolls have decreased by' 1.3 miUion - almost 10% ~~ since President Clinton took office after 
(hey grew by 20% during the previous four years. 
In 42 Slates, welfare foils have failen, some by as much IlS 30%. 
Participation in Ihe Food Stamp program has dropped by neatly 2 million people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion. 
Work and tfaining activities among welfare recipiems have increased by 23% since 1992, 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 minion working 
families helping. them ntOve from welfare to work. 

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

NEVAIJA ...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WE1.FARE TO WORK 

2,875 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The lolal number of AFDC recipients in Nevada has decreased 4.60/_, from 
41,975 in February 1995 to an estimated 39,100 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $IS MILLION MORE •• lin increa'e of 56% 
~~ since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Nevada distributed $50,065,946 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 ll.l% in FY 1994, 

11.112 MORE FAMILIES RECEIVED CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES ~. an increase of over lJO/o since FY 1992, 
In FY 1995,74,311 families received child support services compared to 63,199 in FY 1992. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEW HAMPSHIRE 

"Bill ('Iin/ou canju.slifiLlbly claim 'frat lie lUIs indeed ended welfare as we know it. 1# 

Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996 

AMER1CA."MQVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Cllolon announced On July 3J, 
1996 that he will sign the welfare refomt bin before Congress. Ameri-ca's welfare system has already changed profoundJy 
under the Clinton Administration, Since taking office, the Clinton Administration hilS approved 69 wclf.re waivers: in 
41 stMes ~- more thun nil previous administrations combined, In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life fof' more than 10 million peopJe M_ approximately 75% (If all AFDe 
recipients. Slates are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, tlme limits, making work pay~ improving child 
suppon enforfX;ment, and encour{lging parental responsibility. , 

PROMOTING S'ELF SUFFICIENCY: Due in part to the Adminislration's emphasis on welfare refonn and irs policies 
to strengthen the economy, welfare caselonds arc down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And 
child support collections have rCllChed a record high. 

• 	 The welfare rolls have decreased by 1,3 mini!)n almost 10% -~ since President Clinton took office after u 

they grew by 200h during t~c previous four years. 
In 42 stutes, welfare rolls have fallen, some by .as much as 30%" 

~ Participation in tbe Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2: million people since May 1994 which 
bas helped save taxpayers moroC tlum $1.8 billion. 

• 	 Work and tmining aotivities among. welfare recipients have increased by 28% sinoe 1992. 
• 	 And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working 

families helping them move from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal-state partnership collecled a record 
$1 J biltion front non~ustodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or ncarly 40% since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments i:ncreased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

NEW HAMPSlflRE... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

3,972 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC.recipients in New Hampshire has decttruled 14 
(\/41, from 23,972 in January 1993, to an esthilnfcd 25,000 in March 1996, 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS SI5 MILLION MORE - an incrCllse of over 550/. 
since FY 1992, In FY 1995, New Hampshire distributed $42,569,367 in child support collections, up from $21,,359,&22 
in FY 1992. 

25.000 FEWER PF.OPLE LIVING IN PQVf;RTY. The pcrcentllg.e of persons living in pOVet1y in Ne\¥ Hampsh.ire 
declined from 9.9% in FY 1993107.7% in FY 1994. 

3.2112 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people who particip.ated in the Food 
Slamp Program per month decreased from 61,565 people in FY 1994 to 58,363 people in FY 1995. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE CIIARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVERS. The slatcwide "New H::mlpshiro Employment Pl'ogram" reqUlres AFDC recipients to undertake job search 
efforts within six months of first receiving. benefits, foHowed by six months of participation in work seth-illes. Sanction$ 
arc increased for non-eoopcralion. For children conceived while the family is on AFDC. the lilother is exempt from any 
work unlil the child is 13 weeks old. Recipient independence is promoted by raising the resour<:e limit to 52,000 and 
disrcg:lcding the value of one vehicle. The program nlso encourages school aucndnncc by lIot counting financial aid or 
income of children when dClenuining clig;bH:~y for benefits. To further cmphasi:t.c New Hmnpsbire's shift from welfare 
to work, AFDC will bc joinlly administered by the state's Department of Health Qnd Human Services and the Departmenl 
of Employment Sccurity. 



WEU'ARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEW JERSEY 

"Bill Oiulon caN Jllstifiably claim tltat he has indeed ended welfare as we know iL" 
Douglas J. Besharov~ American i?nterprise Institute. Business Week, May 20. i996 

AMERICA.,.MQVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WQRK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31; 
1996 that he wiU sign tho welfare refonn 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 thun aU previous lidministratiQns combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations areu 

making work and responsibility a way of life for mare than to million people approximately 15% of aU AFDCAA 

recipients, States are now refonning welfare rules by requiring work, time limits. making work pay, improving child 
support enforcement, and encouraging parentnl responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. One in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare refonn 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 !l record high. 

• The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million -- nlmost )0% ~~ since President Clinton took office after 
they srew 20% during the previous four years. 

• In 42 states, welfare rolls have faUen, some by as much as 3~;". ' 
, . Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which 


has helped save taxpa)'crs more than 51.8 bHtion. 

Work and tmining IlClivities among welfare recipients bulle incrensed by 28% since 1992. 


• And the President's expanded Earned income Tax Credit has given lax relief to 15 mUU.:." working 
,families helping them otOve from welfare to work. ,, 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federaJ-.stete pannership collected ,9 record 
$11 billiun from non--custodial parents. an increase of $3 blUion or neariy 401'/0 since 1992. In addition, paternity 
cstnblishmenls increased by uver 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

NEW JERSEY... MQVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

57,602 FEWER PEOPLE ON WEl.FARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in New Jersey has decreased 16%, 
from 349,902 in january 1993 to 191,300 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT E:-1FORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY SI08 MILLION MORE - nn incrCll,e of 
29'/0 since FY 1992. In FY 1995, New Jersey dlstributed $480;327,249 in child support collections, up from 
$372,505,939 in FY 1992, " 

l36,Ooo FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. Tho percentage of persons living in poverty in New Jersey 
declincd from 10.9% in 1993 to 9,2% in 1994, 

4,964 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS, The average number or pcople who participated in the F()od 
StRmp program per month decreased from 545,315 people in FY 1994 to 540,351 people in FY 1995. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEW MEXICO 

"B/ll Clinton can justifiably claim Iltat lie lIas indeed ended welfare as we kltbW it." 
Douglas 1. Besharov, Ameri<:an 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 welfnre system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office. the CHutan Admi.nistration hes approved 69 we]rftre waivers in 
41 states ~~ more than an previous administrations combined. in an average month, ·thcsc welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility it way offife for more than 10 million people ~~ approximately 75% of all AFDC 
recipients, Stutes are now refonning welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child 
support enforcement. and eftoouritging parental :responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY, Due in part to the Administration's emphuis on welfare reform and its po1icies 
to strengthen the economy, welfare caselouds arc down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And 
child support collections have reached a record high. 

;; . 
Ii 

• 
• 

The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million -­ a1most l{)% •• since ·President Clinton took office after 
they grew 20% during the previous fOUT years. 
In 42 stlltes. \velfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%. 
Participation in Ihe Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more lhan $1.8 bilUon. 
Work and training activilies among. welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 
And Ihe President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit h8$ given tax relief to IS million working 
fnrnilies helping them mpve from weJfare to work" 

STRENGTHENING ,CHILD SUPPORT ENFORC£MENT. In 1995, the federaJ~state partnership collected tI record 
511 biUion from nonweustodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or ncurly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995, 

NEW MEXICO...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

2,466 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The total number of AFDe'recipients in New Mexico has decreased 2.3%, 
from 105.ll4 in January 1995 to 102,648 in January 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $8 MILLION MORE •• an increa.e of 
41"/... since FY 1992. In FY 1995, New Mc~ico distributed $26,931,516 in child support collections. up from 
$19.0&&,444 in FY 1992. 

4.812 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food 
Stamp progr3m per month decreased from 243,666 1'001'10 in FY 1993 to 238,1l54 people in FY 1995. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NEW YORK 

/lBilI Clinton can justifiably claim that lie has indeed ended welfare as we know fl." 
Douglas 1 Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week. May 20, 1996 

AMER1CA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before Presidc.nt Clinton announced on luly 31, 
1996 thnt he will sign the welfare refonn 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 Ihun all previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a wit)' of life fQr more than 10 million people ~~ approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
reeipienls', States ure nQw reronning welfure rules by requiring work, time limits, making W()~ pay, improving child 
support enforcement, and encoufllging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFrCIENCY, Duc in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare refoon and its policies 
(0 strengthen the economy. welfare caseloads are down while work and training ac:tivities among rooipients are up. And 
child support collections have reached a record high. 

The welfare rolls have decrelJ~cd by 1.3 mHliun - almost 100/. ~~ sin~c President Clinton took office after 
they grew 20% during the previous four yenrs .. 
In 42 statcs j welfnre rolls have faUen. some by as tunch as 30%, 
Parti.cipation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers 'more than S1.8 billion. 
Work and training Ilctivihes among welfare recipients have increased by 28.04 since 1992. 
And the President's e:(panded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief 10 15 million working 
families helping Ihem Il\fve from welfare to work, 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995, the fedcral~state partnership collected tt record 
$11 billion from non~custodial parents, an increase ofS) billion or nearly 40°/-0 sinee 1992. In additio!'. paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 199210 1995. 

NEW YORK. .. MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY SI32 MILLION MORE·· an increase of 
27% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, New York distributed $6[9,488.535 in ehild support collections, up from 
$487,738,166 in FY 1992. 

275,777 ~10RE FAMILIES RECEIVED CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES •• an increos. of over 27% since FY 1992. 
In FY 1995, 1.282.835 families received child support services compared to 1,007,058 in FY 1992. 

NEW YORK CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGll CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER. 
New York's"A Jobs First Strategy" gives npplicnn!s nlternatives to welfare, provides new incentives fOf recipients to find 
work llnd create businesses. and encourages the fonnation and preservation of two~parent families. Applicants otherwise 
eligible for AFDC have the option to receive child care or JOBS Training program services in place of welfare. This . 
program will aho provide one-lime assistllnce to remedy temporary emergencies that rcsult in job loss or 
impoverishment It extends 10 U full ye.1T transitional child care benefits for employed recipients who leave the rolls 
because of child support paymcnls. Redpients are encouraged to develop their own busin'ess enterprises by excluding 
certain business income and resources, including vchicles. 
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: NORTH CAROLINA 

U8m Clinton can justifiably cfa;m tlla/ he lias indeed ended welfare as we km"., it. II 

Douglas J, Besharov. American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996 


AMER1CA ... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 thnt he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress. America's welfare system has already chnng.oo profoundly 
under the Clinton Admi~istrDlion. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 stutes ~~ more than all previous administrations combined, In an average month. these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more lhan 10 miniun people -- approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipients. Stales are now rcfonning welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making wort pay, improving child 
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility, 

< 

PRO"'10TING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis ot) welfare reronn nnd its poIk:ies 
to Strcllglhen tbe economy. welfare CtlSe10MS are down while work and training activities among recipients Me up, And 
child support collections have reached n record high. 

* 

• 

The welfare roils hnve decreased by 1.3 million ~~ almost 10°/, •• since President Clinton took office after 
they grew 20% during the previous f'Our 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 minion people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more than 51.8 billion. 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992, 
And the President's expanded Eamed Incontc Tax Credit has given lax relief to 15 mUJion 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 
eSlnblishm'ents increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995, 

NORTH CAROUNA ...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

50,033 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARIi:. The total number of AFDC recipients in North Carolina has decreased 
15%. from 331,63J in January 1993 to 281,600 in March 1996, 

TOUGIIER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $65 MILLION MORE·· on ;ncr<asc of 
38,9';';0 since FY 1992. In FY 1995, North Carolina distributed $233,144,100 in child support collections, up from 
SI67,894,174 in FY 1992. 

1(}O,Of)O FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in North Curolina 
declined from 15.8% in 1991 10 14.2% in 1994. 

15,498 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participatoo in the Food 
Stamp program per month decreased from 629,000 people in FY 1994. to 613,502 people in FY 199$. 

NORTH CAROLINA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVJ<;RS. North Carolina'$ "Work first" project requires wclfnre recipients to work a minimum of 30 hours a week 
and arc limited to 24 months ofbcnefi!s. Minor paronts must live with their parents or guardians and tbere will be no 
additioli3l benefits for addition,,! children. Parents mllS! el\sure ellildren's' school attendance, immunization, and regular 
medical exams" To hclp those not on welfare to stay off welfare, Nortll Carolina can pay a one~til\le lump sum cq\lol to 
3 months of AFDC benefits. Implcmented In CabamlS County, the s.latc's second waiver program "Work Over Welfare" 
{WOW) is targeted to AFDC applicants and recipients with chadren between the .lIges of one and five. When Ihe 
youngest child reaches five, WOW recipients either work for up to 4(} hours a week. or p<lrticipatc in lraiRing and JOBS 
activities, job searches, or subsidized employment. Recipient wages will not be less than the amount tile), would have 
received in AFDC nnd food stamp benefits 
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WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON, NORTH DAKOTA 

ttBW Clinton can justifiably claim tllat he has indeed ended welfare (1S we khOJtI it. " 
Douglas 1. Besharov. American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEX1BIL1TY, Even before President Clinton nnoouneed on July :n. 
1996 that he win sign the welfare refonn bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profotmdly 
under the Clinton Administrntion. Since taking office. the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waiven in 
41 states •• more than all previ.ous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations an; 

making work and responsibility 11 way of life for Olore than 10 million people ~~ npproximately 75% of all AFDC 
recipients. States are now rofonning welfare roles by n:quiring work, tinte Iilnits, making work pay. improving child 
support enforcement, and oncouraging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFlCIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its po1i;:ies 
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads ttte down while work and training activiti.cs among rooipients are up . .Artd 
child support collcclions have reached a record high, 

~ 	 The welfare rolls bave decrcased by 1.3 million -- almost 10% -~ since President Clinton-took office after 
they grow 2Q'lA. 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 $1.8 billion, 
• 	 Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 18"'/", since J992. 
• 	 And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working 

families helping them mpve from welfare (0 work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILO SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the fedoral--state partnership collected a rectrd 
511 billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% sinoe 1992, In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% fnjOi 1992 to 1995. 

NORTH I>AKOTA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WEI_FARE TO WORK 

5,074 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELfo'ARE, The total number of AFDC'recipients in North Dakota has decreased 21%, 
from 18,774 in January 1993 to !J.,700 in March 1996, 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS :-mARLY $10 MILLION MORE - nn inma", of 
64·/" since FY 1992. In FY 1995, North Dakota distributed $25,52L947 in child support collections, up from 
$15.599)16 in FY 1992, 

9,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of perSons living in poverty in North Dakota 
declined from 12.1% in 1992 to 10.4% in 1994. 

6.928 FEWER PEOPLE WERE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of people who participated in the Fox! 
Siamp progrnm per monlh decreased from 48,329 people in FY 1993 to 41.401 people in FY 1995. 

NORTH DAKOTA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVERS. North Dakota's Early Intervention Program matches fcaeml funds for low·incomo women during the (tnt 
six months of their firs! pregnancy, AFDC recipients mu'st enroll in the North Dakota's wclfllrc~to·work program ant 
pursue education an-d training activities during both Iheir pregnancy and until Iheir child is three months oId. North 
Dakota's second progr:11l1 "Truinil1g, Education, Employment and Management" (fE-EM) operates in tcn counties. TEEM 
combines AFDC with food stumps and the Low Income Home Energy AssislMce Progra1u into one single cash beneit 
with the requircment of developing 11 personal responsibility contract which estahlishes a timeAimil for attaining set(· 
sufficiency. Failure to comply with the Contracc could result in a loss of benefits for the whole family. 

http:activiti.cs


WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: OHIO 

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim Ihal /Je 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 STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 that he will sign the welfare refonll 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 overage month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life' for more than to minion people •• approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipients, States are now refonnil1g welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child 
support enforcement, and encouraging parcntal responsibility., ' 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to Ihe Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies 
to strengthen (he economy. welfnro easeloads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And 
child support coUcctions ha'Vc resched a record high. 

. 

• 

.. 
• 

• 

The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 millhm - nhnost 10% -- since President Clinton took office after 
lhey grew 20% during the previous four years. 
In 4:2 states. welfare rolls have fnlleo, some by as much us 30°/0, 
Pnrticipatlol1 in the Food Stnmp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which 
has heJped save taxpayers mQre than $1.8 billion" 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients: have increased by 2&% since 1992, 
And lhe President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working 
families helping th~m move from welfare to work. 

'" 
STRENGTHENING CIlILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federel ..!"e partne"h;p collected a re.ord 
S11 billion from non-custodiai parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992. In addition. paternity 
establishments increased by o,'er 40% from 1992 to 1995, 

omOh.MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

173+276 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Ohio has decreased 24 %. from 
720,476 in January J993 to 547,200 in March 1996, 

TOUGHER CHILO SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $221 MILl.lON MORE -'D ;ncrcesc of 
33% sinee FY 1992. In FY 1995. Ohio distributed SSS6J!A2.:522 in child support collections. up from 5665.999,069 in 
FY 1992. 

113,768 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who pnrticipated in the Food Stamp 
progrom per month decreased frOIll 1,269,258 in FY 1993 to 1,155,490 in FY 1995. 

OHIO ClIARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS. 
In Ohio's first demonstration "A Stotc of Opportunity," the state works with Iccal busillCSS, industry, and community 
leaders in five sites to generate up to 2500 wage-supplemented jobs. These jobs arc expected 10 pay at lenst $8 per hour 
and provide the economic Slllbility for a fantily to leave welfare pCnlHmcntly. Wages are supplemented with AFDC 
grants and Food Stamps, In addition, participants in the program must ensure the schooilltlcndnnce of thcir children. 
Ohio's second initiative, Learning, Earning, and Parenting (LEAP) requires AFDC recipients. who are either pregnant or 
parents under the age of 20, to nUend school or II program leading to a high school diploma or equivalent. Ohio's third 
demonstration limits AFDC eligibility to 36 monlhs in any 60·monlh period. To encourage work, the first $250 of. 
earned income and onc-half of incomC: Over $250 will be disregarded whcn calculating bCllCil(S. Those without a high 
school diploma must enroll in Ull education program Pregnant womcn will be rcquired to get prenatal care and 
cooperate wilh substoncc abuse treatment, if necessary. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: OKLAHOMA 

"Bill CUnton can justifiably claim Hint lie has indeed ended welfare -as JPC kU01V it ff 
Douglas I Besh'arov. American Enterprise Institute. Bus!ness Week, May 20, 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announeed on July 31. 
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bin before Congress, America's welfare system has already chnnged profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since tnking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 stutes .... more than tin previQus ooministllliions combined, In nn average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 minion people - approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipients. States arc now refomting wet rare rules by requiring work, time Jintits, making work pay. improving child 
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility. , . 
PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare refonll and its policies 
to streogthen the economy. welfare caselQuds are down while work and training; activities among recipients are up. And 
child support collections have renched a record high. 

• 	 The welfare rolls have decreased by t.3 million -- almost 10% -- since President Clinton took office after 
they grew 20% during the previous four years. 
In 42 stutell, welfare rolls have fallen. some by as much as 30%. 
Participation in the food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 1 million ptXlple since May J994 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 Earned [ncome Tax Credit has given tax relief 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 
S11 billion from non..custodial parents, an increase of$3 billion or near1y 40% since 1992. In addition. paternity 
establishments increased by ovtr 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

OKldlHOMA... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

40.254 FEWER PEOPLE ON W'ELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Oklahoma has decreased 27%, 
from 146,454 jn January 1993, to 106,200 in Murch 1996_ 

TOUGHER CHILO SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER S15 MILLION MORE •• an inc'.... of 
ncarly 32% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Oklahoma distributed $63,907,189 in child support coLIeclions. up from 
$48,540,459 in FY 1992. 

122,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percenlnge of persons hYins. in poverty in Oklahoma 
declined from 19.9% in 1993 to 16.7% in 1994, 

1.109 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number ofpcrsons who participated in the Food St.llmp 
program pef" mond, decreased from 376,002 in FY 1994 to 374,893 in FY 1995. . 

OKLAIIOMA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON AOMINISTRATIO:'l 
WAIVERS. Oklahoma's Learnfllre program encourages welfare recipients to regularly auend school and ultimately 
grnduaie from high school or an equivalent educational program. The state requires AFDC recipients from kindergarten 
throngh the age of 18 to remain in scbool or fnce a reduction in benefits. Oklahoma's second demonstnltion, "Mntual 
Agreement A Plan for Success" (MAAPS} Increases work inccntivcs through allowing recipients to keep II portion of 
their earnings without losing AFDe benefits. It also waIves the requirement that the principal wage carner in n two­
parent fnmily worl.: fewer dtan 100 llours per month to qualify for AFDC, nnd it raises the allowance for an automobile, 
from $1500 (0 $5000. MAAPS also provides intensive case l!trm.agcment for three targeted groups: tcen parents, long­
leon recipicnls, mid those with rl conlimling cycle of dcpendence on welfare. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: OREGON 

"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim t!tat Ite has indeed ended welfare as we knoJV it. H 

Douglas), Besharov. American Enterprise Institute, Business Week. May 20, 1996 

AMER1CA ... MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31. 
1996 duit he will sign the welfare rcfonn bill before Congres.s, America's welfare system hns already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administrafion. Sinco taking' office, the Clinton Administration has ttpproved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states -- more than 311 previous administrations combined. In.an average montb. these welfare demonstrations are 
milking work and responsibility Ii way of life for more than 10 minion people - approximntely 75% of a11 AFDC 
recipients. States are now reforming welfare ru1es by requiring work, time limits. making work pay. improving child 
support enforcement, and epcourytging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY" Due in part to Ihe 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 wc.lfare rolls have deereased by 1.3 million ... almost 10% ~~ since President Clinton took office nfter 
they grew 20% during the previous four years, 
In 42 statts. welfare rolls have faUen. some by as much as 30%, 
Participation in the Pood Stamp program bas dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more than 51.8 billion. 
Work and training activities among \velfare rocipients have increased by 28 1Vo slnee 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given lax relief to 15 million working 
families helping them move from welfare 10 work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, 'he federal-state partnership colleeted. 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 (992 to 1995, 

OREGON... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

27.156 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Oregon has decreased 23':';0, from 
117,656 in January 1993, to an 90,500 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILO SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $49 MILLION MORE - an Increase of 46% ­
since FY 1992, 1n FY 1995, Oregon distributed $156,829,194 in child support coHe<:tions, up from $101,434,692 in FY 
1992, 

58,100 MORE FAMILIES RECEIVED C~ILO SUPPORT SERVICES -- an increase of 30% sinee FY 1992. In FY 
1995,253,447 families received child support services conipured to 195,347 in FY 1992. 

OREGON CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS. 
Oregon's JOBS Plus program provides individuals with short-Ienn subsidi:t.cd public or privntc employment at minimum 
wage or better. Pnrlicipnnts continue to receive Mcdicnid and support services, us well as any child support payments the 
slalc col1eets on tile: family's behalf. Ench JOBS Plus participant a[SQ has an lndh'idual Education Account, to which 
employers will contribute one dollar per hour of work" The funds are aV:lilable to"the participant or immediato family for 
continuing education and training at any communiiy college or state un~versity. Oregon's second program. the Oregon 
Option builds on the JOBS Plus progrnm with an innovative employment-focused approach. The state limits the benefits 
AFDC recipients receive to 24 months in a scvcn-yenr period. The funds saved from limiting welfare wilJ bo matched by 
fodcr;)! funds and used for addition child care and J03S .services" To ease the trnnsilion ~o independence, Oregon will 
extend child care eligibility an additional 12 months for recipients who get jobs but whose income remains below a level 
established by the state. In addition; minor parents <Ire required 10 Jive 'at home or at another sofe living environment. 
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.WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: PENNSYLVANIA 

flBiIJ Clinton c(m jllstiftably claim tir.at lie lias indeed ended welfare as we know it ft 
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 Clin"ton announced on Juty 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 laking office. the ClinlOtl Admi.ni.stration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states ~~ more than all previous administrations c,?mbined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a wily of life for more than 10 million people - approximately 75% of all AFDC 
recipients. States are now reforming. welfare rules by requiring work, time Hmits. making work pay. improving cbild 
support enforcement. and encouraging parental responsibility., . 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's- emphns!s on welfare refonn and its policies 
to strengthen the econemy, welfare caseloads are down, while work and training activities among recipients are up. And 
child support C(lilections have reached a record high. 

• 

• 
• 

• 

The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 minion v· ulmost 10% -­ since President Clinton took office after 
they grew 20% during the previous four years. 
In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 300/0. 
Participation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 million people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more tlum $J ,8 billion, 
Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992, 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief 10 15 million working 
familics hclping them move' from welfare to work. . . 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 199:5. the federat~Slate partnership (:oUected a record 
S11 billion from non-eustodiaJ parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% frc~l 1992 to 1995, 

PENNSYLVANIA... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

51iHH FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFD~ recipients in Pennsylvania has decreased 9.5%, 
from 604,701 in January 1993, to an estimated 547,300 in Mareh 1996. 

TOUGHER CIlILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS $120 MILLION MORE - an i."cnsc of 15.5% 
since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Pennsylvania distributed $895,720,494 in child support collections,up from $775,78:2,032 
Hi FY 1992. 

102,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY, The percentage of persons living in poverty in Pennsylvania 
declined ftom 13.2% in 199310 12.4% in 1994. 

34,894 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who parttcip3tcd in lhe Food 
Siamps program per month decreased from 1,208~314 in PY 1994 to 1,173,420 in FY 1995. 

P[NNSYLVA~IA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVeR. The Slate's "f'allnvays to Independence" project provides incentives and sUpp<lrt for single nnd two-parent 
families moving from welfare to sclf·sumcieney. It increases earned income disregards so th3t recipients C3R keep more 
of what they earn before they become eligible for public assistance. AFDC resource limits are raiscd, including the value 
of a family's car and the penod tbat a fllmily is eligihle for transitiollal child OIlTe and ~cdicajd aner tlte family leaves 
welfare duc to camillgs. To further ilid the transition to work, Pathways extends case counseling and referral services to 
up to one year nfler the family Icm'cs welfare. Fumihcs wi!! now be able to deposit money into retirement savings and 
cdw:.alii)l\ accounts witliom penalties. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: RHODE ISLAND 

tlBiJl CIlII/on can justifiahly claim thallte lUiS indeed ended welfare as we kno".. iL" 
Douglas 1. Besharov. American Enterprise Institute, Business Week. May 20. 1996 

AMERICA".MOV/NG FAMILlESFROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31~ 
1996 that he wiIl sign the welf~ refoml bill before Congress, America's welfare system bas already changed profoadly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 wel(are waiven ia 
41 states -- morc than all previ.ous administrations combined. In an llverage month. these welfare demonstrations an:: 
mnking work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 miUhm people ~~ approximately 75% of all AFOC 
recipients. Stptes are now rc(onning welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making. work plly, improving child 
support enforcement. and eilcouraging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due In part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its po6;::ies 
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads an: do,vn while work and training activities among. recipients are up. Aud 
eh.ild support collections have reached a record high, 

* 

• 
• 
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The welfure rolls have decreased by 1.3 minion -­ almost 10% -­ sinco President Clinton took office after 
they grew 20VA during the previous four y~rs. 
In 42 stutes, welfare rolls have faUen, some by as much as 30%. 
Purticipation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 minion people since May 1994 which 
has helped save taxpal'eJ"S more thun $1.8 billion. 
Work Bnd training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28·/0> since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned [noome Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 milli{Hl working 
families belping them ltlOve from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CH1LD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995. the federal-state partnership collected a rctW 
Sll billion from non-custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nenrly 40% s.ince 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by 6\'er 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

RHODE ISLAND ... MOVING FAM/LIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

2.916 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The lot.al number of AFDC' redpienls in Rhode Island has decreased $%~ 
from 6J,116 in January 1993, to 58,200 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CI!JLD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY S8 MILLION MORE - an incrc,"""C 
31% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Rhode Islnnd distributed $32,634,412 in child support collections, up from 
$24,879,996 in FY 1992. 

20,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING I~ POVERTY. The percentage of persons living. in p<!verty in Rhode Island 
dcclined from 12.4% in 1992 to 10.3% jn 1994, 

3SU FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The overage number of persons who parliciptlted in the Food Stamp 
program per month decreased from 93,784 in FY 1994 to 93,434 in FY 1995, 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: SOUTH CAROLINA 

"Bill Clinton canjusliftably cldim that lie !tas indeed eJtded welfare as we know it." 
Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute. Business Week> May 20. 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 thnt he wiJI sign the welfare rcfoon bill before Congress, America's welfare system has a1ready changed profoundly 
undor the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration h'as approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 stlltes more than all previous Ildministrations combined. In nn average month. these welfare demonstrations are u 

making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people·~ approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipienls. Stutes.are now refonning welfare rules by requiring work, ti~e limits. making work poy~ improving child 
support enforcement, and encournging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF StlJ.'FICIE!"iCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and iis policies 
to strengthen lhe econOmy, welfa.n:: cnseloads are down while work and training activities umong recipients: are up. And 
child support collections have renched II record high. 

• 

• 

• 
.. 

. '. . 
The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million •• alml)st 10% - since President Clinton took office after 
they grew 32% during the previous four years. 
(0 42 states, welfare rolls htlvc fallen. some by as much ns 30%. 
Participation in the Foed Stump program has dropped by nearly 2 minion people since Moy 1994 which 
has helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion. 
Work and training activities umong welfare recipients hnve increased by 23'¥' since 1992. 
And the President's cxpnnd-ed Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working 
famities helping thom move from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD Sm>PORT EN~·ORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal·'tate pannership collected. record 
51 I billion from non.custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40""/0 since 1992, In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from )992 to 1995. 

SOUTH CAROUNA ...MOVING FAMIUES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

31,126 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in South Carolinn has decreased 
llG/(I.from 151,026 in January 1993 to 119,900 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD St;PPORT ENFORCE:vIENT COLLECTS $34 MILLION MORE .. an incre.,e of nearly 
50% since FY 1992, In FY 1995, Soulh Carolina distributed $102,911,722 in child suppon collections. up from 
$6&,791,850 in FY 1992. 

196.000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING I~ POVERTY. The percentage Qf persons living in poverty in South Carolina 
declined 19% in 1992 to 13.8% in 1994. 

30,452 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOl) STAMPS, Tho average number of persons who pnrtieipnted in the Food Stamp 
prognull per month decreased from 394.274 in FY [993 10 363,822 in FY 1995. 

SOUTlI CAROLINA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVI':RS. South Carolina's two W.HVCf$ encQurage parents to work by seuing work requirements nnd providing 
transitional assist:mce to belp participants find jobs. Under the first waiver, AFDC recipients have up to 60 days to find 
a pnvate sector job, after which time they must participate in community work programs to continue to receive AFDC 
benel1ls, The second waiver requires that families , .... ith dependent children participafe in a job search as a condition of 
eligibility. Participants in this program will be limited to two years of AFDC participation. This waivor also allows 
participants to own one vellicle, save up to $10,000 in Individual Development Accounts (lnd keep earned income front 
children uttending school, and interest and dividends. of up to $400 per year. [t also expands AfDe eligibility Cor lwO­
pafCnt frtmiHcs by removing the IOfl·hour employment rule and incrc(lsing the resource timit 10 $2500. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: SOUTH DAKOTA 


"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim Il1at he has indeed ended welfare as we knoHl it" 
Douglas 1. Besharov. American Enterprise Institute. Business Week> May 20, 1996 

AMERICAn,MOVING FAMlL1ES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEX~BILlTY, Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
t996 that he will sign the: welfare reloM bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration, Since taking offie<:, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welrare waivers in 
4J stAtes ~~ more than all previous administrations combined. 1n an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
moking work and responsibility n way of tife for more than 10 million people •• npproximately 75°/. of aU AFDC 
recipients, States are no"\.v reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making, work pay. improving (;hild 
support enforcement, and oncQurnging parental responsibility. 

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

~ 	 The welfare rolls have decn::ased by 1.3 million ~w almost 10% u since President Clinton took office after 
they grew by 20% during tile previous four years. 
In 42 stn(cs. welfare rolls have fallen, SOll\e by as much as 30%, 

• 	 Participation in the Food. Stamp program has dropped by nearly Z million p~ple since May 1994 which 
hns helped save taxpayers more than $1.8 bmion, 

Ii • Work and training activities among welfare fC(;ipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 
• 	 And ihe President's expanded Earned Ineome Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 minion working 


families helping them ve 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°/11 from 1992 to 1995, 

SOUTH DAKOTA.,,}\fOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

3,754 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The iotal number of AFDC' recipients in South Dakota has decreased 19%. 
from 20,254 in Jnnuary 1993 to 16,500 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCE~ENT COU"ECTS NEARLY S9 MILUON MORE - •• i.crease.r 
5(}1I/f1 since FY 1992, Tn FY 1995. Soulb Dakota distributed $24,838,160 in child support collections. up from 
$15,&&1,269 in FY 1992. 

5,784 fEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number ofpefSons who participated in the Food Slamp 

prog.rnm pcr month dccrcDscd fro-m 55,942 in FY 1993 to 50,15g in FY 1995. 


SOUTH DAKOTA ClIARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVER. South Dakota's "Strengthening of South Dakota Families Initialive" is encouraging welfare recipients to 
undertake eithcr employmcnt or education aclivllics. Individunls in th,c cmployment track can receive up to 24 montbs ef 

, ArDe benefits~ those pnnicipating in the educaiion track can reeeive up to 60 months of AFDC benefits_ Upon 
completion of either trnck. participants must find employment. cr failing that. must be enrolled 11\ approved community 
service activities, Individuals who fail refuse to meet jhc progrnm's requirements will lose benefits until they comply. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: TENNESSEE 


"Bill Clinton coltjusti}iably claim Iltat he lUIs indeed ended welfare as we know it." 
Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute. Business Week, May 20. 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WQRK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President CHoloR announced on July 31, 
1996 that he will sign the welfare refonn bHl before Congress. America's '\,,'elfare system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 wel(are waivers in 
41 states -- more than aU previous administrations combined, In an average month. these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibi1ity 1I way of life for more than 10 million people -- approximately 75% of all AFDC 
reeipiellis. Slates are now reforming welfare rules. by requiring work. time limits, mDking work pay. improving <:hild 
support enforcement. and encouraging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policics 
10 strengthen the economy. welfare casclonds 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 minion u almost 10% -. since President Clinton took office after 
they grew by 20% during 'he previous four years. 
In 42 states. welfare rolls have fatlen, some by as much as 30%. 
Participati.on in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 miUion 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 Earned lnccme Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 minion working 
f/'lmHiC's helping them move from welfare to work. .. 


STRENGTUENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995. the federal-state partnership collected a record 
SI.1 biUiQn from non-cuslodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992. In nddition, paternity 
eSlnblishments increased by ovcr 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

TENNESSEE...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WEI.FARE TO WORK 

75.209 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The tolnl number of AfDC recipients in Tennessee has decreased 23 0/1', 
from 320,709 in January 1993 to 245,500 in March 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS OVER 572 MILLION MORE •• n. [o<re.,•• f 
85% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Tennessee dislributed $156,903,883 in child support collections. up from $&4,&18.1 77 
in FY 1992, 

219,000 FEWER PEOPLE LlVJNG IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons liviu/! in poverty in Tennessee 
declined from 19.6% in 1993 to 14.6% in 1994. 

111,713 FEWER I)EOPLE ON FOOD STA!\-1PS. Till; average number of persons who partieipntcd in lhe Food Stamp 
program per month decreased from 773,727 in FY 1993 to 662,Ol4 in 1995. 

TENNESSEE CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM Til ROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER. 
"families F.irst" limils welrnre benefits, requiring that all participants outline employmelu alld training requirem~nts. 
pledge cooperation with child support oltforcement p«wisions, ond attend school regularly, Benefits w:ill not increase: for 
children conceived while the family is on welfare and the program extends benefits when recipients many by allowing 
mothers Of luthers to work more than 100 hours a nt(j!l(h without losing elig.ibility. To encourage indcpendence, the stl"llo 
will Hlcrcasc the fumiiy's resource limit, disregard the first $4,(01) of equity value of a motor yo-hide, und disregard up to 
$5,O()() plnccd in a special account for' cntrcprcncuri:ll activities., Child care and Medicaid trnnsitionat beneots will be 
c'{tcndcd for up to 1S months. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: TEXAS 


"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 

A MERICA ...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton mmouneed on July :n, 
1996 that he will slg" the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office. lhe Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare 'Waivers in 
41 states -- more than an previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility 8 way of life lor more than 10 million pCfiple -- approximateJy 75% 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 to the Administration's emphasis on welfare refonn and its policies 
to strengthen the economy, welCare caseloads are down while work and train~ng activities among recipients are up_ And 
child support collections have reaehed a record high . 

• < The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 million ~. almost 10%, ~~ since President Clinton took office after 
they grew 20% during 111e previous four yevs, 

• ln 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 51.8 billion .. 
, .., Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 

.. 	 And the President's expanded Eamed Income TOK Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working 

families helping them move from welfare to work. 
.. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal·, ..t. partnership collected. record 
$11 hil1ion from non"'¢ustadial parents, an increase of $3 billion or ncarly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40%1 from J992 to 1995, 

TEXAS...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

91,971 	FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. TIle total number of AFDC recipients in Texas has decreased 12%, from 
785.271 	in January 199310693,300 in March 1996, 

TOUGHER CHILO SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY SI97 MILLION MORE·· an increase or 
neSirly 79% since FY 1992, In FY 1995'; Texas distributed $448,463,425 in child support collections, up from 
$251,157,304 in FY 1992, 

161.913 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. ihc average number of persons who participated in tlle Food Stamp 
program per monih decrel.lscd from 2,725,788 in FY 1994 to 2,563,875 in FY 1995. 

TEXAS CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIYERS, Tho 
"Promoting Child Health in Texas," requires tho parents or guardians of ch!!drcn receiving AFDe to show proof of 0&0­
appropriate immunizations. or face benefit reductions" The second Texas waiver program."Aehiovillg Change for 
Texalls" program reqUITes AFDC recipienis to attend school if they arc under 19. cooperate with child support rollcction 
nnd paternity establishment efforts, abstain from u'sing drugs and abusing alcohol, provide health checkups and 
immunizations for cheir children and ensure that their children aHead school, Recipients arc required (0 pal1icipatc in an 
nctivity that helps them become independent, sucb as an education, training, or.litcrney program, volunteer service, or 
community work. The program also selS variable time linlils for adult recipients' cash benefits based 011 education and 
work experience, In Lubbock. Gregg, Harrison nnd Upslwre counties, earned income disregards will be able to retain 
more of their bcnefils, fumllics will be allowed to set IIp fndividual Deve!opmcnt ACCounls of up to $10,000. They will 
be able to use thc funds only for education, lroining, homoowncrship, business start-up, or medical expcnse!!:' 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: UTAH 

llHiIl Clinton can justifiablY claim tlrat he llas indeed ended welfare as we know it" 
Douglas J. Bes~arov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20. 1996 

AMERICA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIB1LITl'. Even before President CHnton annou,nced on July 31, 
1996 that he will sign the welfare refonn bill before Congress, America's welfare system hal> already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Cljnton Administration has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states ~- more dum all previous tu:bninistrations combined. In an average month, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 miHion pHple·· approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipients. States are nQw reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, improving child 
support enforcement. and encouraging pa.renl!\~ responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY, Due in pm to the Administration's emphasis on welfare refonn and ils policies 
to strengthen the economy, welfare caseloads are down while work and training activities among recipients nrc up. And 
ohUd support collections have reached a tc<:ord high, 

• 	 The wetfare rolls have decreased by Ll mtllion ~- almost 10% ~- since President Clinton took office after 

·they grew by 20% during the previous four yeartl, 


.. 	 In 42 states. welfare rons have fallen, some by as much as 30Ck 

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

has helped snve,taxpayers more than $1.8 billion. 


• 	 Work and truining activities am{ms welfare recipients have increased by 28 % since 1992. 
• 	 And the President's expanded Earned income Tax Credit has given tux: relief to 15 million working 


(amities helping them move from welfare to work . 
.. 
STRENGTHENING CUILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 199.5, the fedcrn!~stute partnership collected a record 
$11 billion from non-custodial'parents, an increuse ofS3 billion or ncnrly 40% since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to 1995. 

UTAILMOVING FAMILIES FRO"! WELFARE TO WORK 

12.472 FEWER PEOPI~E ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Utah has- decrensed 23%, from 
53,172 in January 1993 to 40,100 in March 1996. . 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $11 MILLION MORE •• on inC'casc 01 
nearly 21% sinee FY 1992. rn FY 1995, Utah distrib\lted $63,426,l74 in child support cnUeclions, up from $52,610,075 
in FY 1992. 

49.1100 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The pcrccnlage of persons li\'ing in poverty in Utah declined from 
9.4% in 1993 to 8% in 1994, 

22.499 FEW~R PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who participated in the Food Stamp 
program per month decreased from 132,535 in FY £993 to 110,036 in FY 1995, 

UTAH CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS. 
Vlalt's "Single Purenl Employment Demonstration" (SPED) program mandates grcaler participation in work preparation 
programs. Recipients con. retain higher monthly earnings without affecting their welfare cash benefits, and are allowed n 
one~tilllc payment for basic or special needs.. Another provision of the program allows a family's welfare bonefits to be 
reduced or tenninnted if parents fail to comply with education, training or work prepnrtltion requirements. Under further 
amendments to SPED, children must attend schoot regularly, nnd prellchool childrcn must receive inUllUIl17.ations. Heads 
of households wllo havc been 'barred from welfare payments because of fraudulent activity will still be eligible to receive 
help i1t finding and keeping. employment if their children continue 10 receive AfDC payments, Finally, income rules will 
be simplified to reqtdre families to rcport ol1ly monthly income tluctuntions thai cx~cd SlOO. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: VERMONT 


UBiU Clinton ClIft justifiably claim tliat lu! has indeed ended welfare as we know it II 

Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20. 1996 


AMERICA...MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILI1:V. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31. 
1996 that he will sign the welfare reform bill before Congress, America's welfare system hns already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administrnlion. Since laking office, the Clinton Administralion has approved 69 welfare waivers in 
41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined. In tm average month, fueso weJfare demonstrations arc 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people - approximately 75% of aU AFDC 
recipients. States are now reforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay. improving cbild 
support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELP SUFFICIENCY. Due in part to the Administmtion's emphasis on welfare reform Md its policies 
to strengthen the economy. "",.elfare caseloads nrc down while WOrk and trllining activities among recipients are up, And 
child support colleclions have reached a record high. 

• 

• 
• 

• 
• 

The welfare rolls have decreased by 1.3 minion ~¥ almost 1(1% ~~ since President Clinton took office a.fter 
they grew by 20% during the previous fout years. 
In 42 states. welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 3~1c. 
Pa.rtieipation in the Food Stamp program has dropped by nearly 2 mini!)n people since May 1994 which 
has belped save taxpayers more than S]'8 billion. 
Work and (mining activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 milHon working 
ramilies helping them m,eYe from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the federal·state partrtetShip collected n te(ord 
$11 billion from non--custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or: nearly 409/ .. since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 199210 1995. 

VERMONT... /,.fOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

3.261 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC -recipients in Vennont has decreased 11%. from 
28,961 in JMuary 1993 to 25,700 in March 1996. 

TOUGllER CllILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY 58 MILLION MORE - an incren,e of 
511Vn sinee FY 1992, in FY 1995, Vermont distributed $21,234,330 in .:hild support ~ollections, up from $13,518,042 in 
FY 1992. 

16,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Venn on! declined 
from 10.5% in 1992 10 7.6% in 1994.. 

5.355 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The average number of persons who ptnticipnted in the Food Stamp 
program per month decreased from 64,577 in FY 1994 to :59,202 in FY 1995. 

VERMONT CHARTS ITS OWN WELFAI!E REFORM TIIROUGIl CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVER 
Vcnnont's "Welfare Restnlcturing Project" promotes work by enabling AFDC recipients to retain more income and 
nccilmulate mOre assets (ltan is normally allowed. The project also requires recipients to participate in communily or 
public service jobs after they have received welfare for 30 monlhs. Those participating in the unemployed parcnt 
componcnt of AFDC muSt work in community or public service jobs after tltey have received welfare for 15 months" In 
llddi(ion, curren! child support payments will go directly to fnmilies entitled to them. and unmarried minor parents will be 
reqUired to reside .,.,,1111 a parent Of guardian. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: VIRGINIA 


"Bill Clinton Ctln justifiably claim that he /UIS Indeed ended welfare as l/.'C know it If 
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, 
1996 tbat he will sign tbe welfare reforol hill before Congress, America's welfare system has already changed profoundly 
under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the CHnton Administn!t1on has approved 69 welfare 'Waivers in 
41 states -- more than all previous administrations combined, In an average ruMlh, these welfare demonstrations are 
making work and responsibility a way of life for more tban 10 milliDn people - approximately 75%, of all AFDC 
recipients. States are now roforming welfare rules by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, impro"'ing child 
support enforcement, and etlcournging parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY, Due in part to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and. its polivies 
to strengthen t,he economy, welfare vaseloads are down while work and tmining: acti .... ities among recipients are up. And 
child support collections have reached 8 record high. 

• 	 The welfare n>lIs have decreased by 1.3 minion - almnst 100/0 •• since President Clinton took offiee after 
(hey grew by 20% during Ihe previous four years. 

• 	 (n 42 stutCE, welfare rolls have fallen, some by as much as 30%, 
• 	 Participation in the Food Stamp pn>grnID has dropped by nearly 2: MiUioD people since May 1994 which 

has hefped slIve taxpayers more than $1.8 billion. 
• 	 Work and training activities amons welfare recipients have increased by 28'% since 1992. 
• 	 And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief to 15 million working 

fllniHies helping (helli m,?ve from welfnre to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT, In 1995. the federal~state partnership collected a n~l;l)rd 
$11 billion from non--custodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition, paternity 
eSlablishments increased by over 40% from 4992 to 1995. 

VIRGINIA ... MOVING FAMILIES FROM WELFARE BACK TO WORK 

28.212 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in Virginin hns decreased 15%, from 
194,212 in January t993 to 166,000 in Murch 1996. 

TOUGHER CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLEcrs NEARLY S82 !I1ILLION MORE.- an inc....,••r 
56% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Virginia distributed $226,281,596 in child support (;oifections, up from $145,113,913 
in FY 1992. 

VIRGINIA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFOR!I1 THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS. 
The sUIte's "Wclfure Refnrm Project" encourages. employment by identifying employers to hire AFDC recipients for jobs 
Ihat pay between $15,000 aud $18,000 a year and to provide additional m-ontiui of transitional child eure and health care 
benefits. This waiver enables families to save for education or home purchases, encourages family fonnation by 
chunging the way n stepparent's income is counted ilnd allows fun~til11e high sehool students to receive benefits «om age 
21, The state's secend waiver, "Virginia Independence Program," keeps families in crisis: Crom going on welfare. This 
program offers applicants up to 120 days worth of benefits in one payment with the shpulalion that they cannol receive 
any more benefits for at least 160 days. Unmnrried minor parents are required 10 live with a parent or responsible adult 
und additional benefits to children cnncclved while a famlJy is on welfare wHl be denied. Virginia will also impose 
financial S;)I1ctions on families who do not comp[y with school attendance stnodards or whose children do not receive 
preschool immunizations. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON, WASHINGTON 


"Bill Clinton can justifiably claim Ilml Ite has indeed ended welfare liS lilt! knoJP it U 

Dougl~ I. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business Week, May 20, 1996 

AMERlCA,•• MOVING FAM/HES FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

GRANTING UNPRECEDENTED STATE FLEXIBILITY. Even before President Clinton announced on July 31, 
1996 tbnt be will sign tbe welfare reform bill before Congress:, Ameri<i8'S welfare system has already changed 
profoundly under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the CHnton Administration has Approved 69 welfare 
waivers in 41 states -- more than an previous administrations combined. In an average month> these we1fare 
demonstrations are making work and responsibiHty a wo)' of life for more than JO million people •• approximately 15°/0 
of aU 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 to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reform and its policies 
to strengthen the economy, welfare cs.seloads 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 minion ~~ almost 10&/0 - sinee President Clinton took office after 
they grew by 20% during the previous four years. 
In 42 states, welfare rolls have fallen, some by us 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 nctivities among welfare recipients have increased by 28% since 1992. 
And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax reiief to 15 million working 
families helping them move from welfare ta work, 

STRENGTHE~ING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, the fcdernl~state partnership collected a record 
$ll billion from nort~custodiat parents, an increase of $3 billion or ncurly 400/ 0 since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 II) 1995, 

WASHINGTON... MOVING FAM/LIES FROM WEl.FARE TO WORK 

7,058 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, Thc totl'll numbcrQf AFDC :recipients in Washinglon has decreased 2%, 
from 2Bo,2S8 in January 1993 to 279,200 in March 1996. ' 

TOUGHER CHILli SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY SIllS MILLION MORE - nn increase or 
40% since FY 1992, )n FY 1995, Washington distributed $375,257,202 in child support collections, up from 
$261,455,125 in FY 1992. 

20,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY, The percentage cfpersons livingln poveny in Washingfon 
dcclhlcd from 12.l% in 1993 to 11.7% in 1994. 

WASIIINGTO:; CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVER. Washington's "Success Through Emp!oymcnfProgrllln" sets time limits on welfare benefits by progressively 
n:du"ing bene-fits ancr a family has received <1:';slston.oo for four years in 11 five year period. After four yenrs, the grant 
will be reduced by 10%, and by another 101>/<1 for each ndditional year thereafter. To encourage two-parent families to 
obtain employment, the program will waive the roquirement that tlie principnl wage earner in il two~parent family work 
fewer than 100 hours per month for the family to qualify for AFDC. 

http:1:';slston.oo


WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: WEST VIRGINIA 

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

AflfERICA...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 ohlUlged 
profoundly under the Clinton Administration. Since taking office, the Clinton Administration has approved 69 welfare 
waivers in 41 states ~~ more than aU previous administrations combined. In an average month, thes'c welfare 
demonstrations arc making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people -.. approximately 75% 

of all AFDC recipienls. Slates arc now refomling \velfafc rules by requiring wQrk. thne limils. making work pay, 
improving child support enforcement, and encouraging parental responsibility .. 

PROMOtING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in purt to the Administration's emphasis on welfare rofonn and its policies 
to strengthen the economy. welfare easeJoads are down while work and training activities among recipients are up. And 
child support coHections have reached a record high. 

The welfare tolls have decreased by 1.3 million ~W almost 10% - since President Clintoli 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 htis dropped by nearly 2 mUHon peopJe since May 1994 which 
has heJped save taxpayers more than $1.8 billion. 

~ Work and Iraining activities among welfare recipients have increased by 28%. since 1992. 
~ And the President's expanded Earned Income Tax Credit has given lax relief to 15 million working 

families helping. ihcm move from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995. the federal-state partnersbip collected a record 
51 J billion from non-cus-Iodial parents, an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992, In addition. paternity 
c$tablislunertts incrensed by over 40% from 1992 to (995. 

WEST VIRGINIA.,.MOVING FAMILIES FROM WEI.FARE TO WORK 

22.716 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE. The total number of AFDC recipients in West Virginia has decreased 19%. 
from lJ9,916 in January 1993 to 97,200 in March 1996, 

TOIiGIIER CHILD SUPPORT E~FORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY $37 MILUON MORE··.n increase of 
nearly 105% since FY 1992. In fy 1995, West Virg.inia distributed $12,796,255 in cbild support collections, up from 
$35,561.319 in FY 1992. 

65,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in West Virginia 
declined from 22.3% in 1992 to 18.6% in 1994. 

, 
13,975 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS. The <l\'crase number ofpcrsons whQ participated in the Food S(3mp 
progrom per month decreased from 322,480 in FY 1993 to 308,505 in FY 1995. 

WEST VIRGINIA CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVER. West Virginia's "loint Opportunities for Independence" (JOIN) program helps adults in two-parent families 
gain work experience with private employers and provides <l travel expense stipend nnd an income disregard. Employers 
who provide work experience positions to JOIN participants would pay individuals SLOo- per hour for ,,"ork and travel 
exponses. Tile state win provide child care when both parents participate ill JOIN. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: WISCONSIN 

"Bill Clintoll con Justifiahly claim Ilrnlhe has im/cad emled welfare as we know it. " 
Douglas 1. Besharov. Ameriean 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 wiH sign the welfare rerann bill before Congress, America's welfare syslem has already changed 
profoundly under the Clinton Administration, Since lnking office. the Clinton Adffilnistration has approved 69 welfare 
waivers in 41 states -- more than aU previous administrations combined. In an average month, these welfare 
demonstrations are making work and responsibility a way (If life for more than 10 million peopJe - approximately 75% 
of all AFDC recipients. Slates arc now refonning welfare rules by requiring work. time limits. makin,g work pay. 
improving child !>upport enfQfCemcnt, and encouraging. parental responsibility. 

PROMOTING SELF SUFFICIENCY. Due in pllrt to the Administration's emphasis on welfare reroon Rnd its policies 
10 slrcnglhen the econI;HUY. ~wclfn~ caseloads are down while work nnd training activities among reeipi<:nts nffl up. And 
ehild support oollections have reached a record high. 

The welfare roUs have decreased by 1.3 minion ~~ almost 10% ~~ since President Clinton took office after 

they grew by 20% during the previous four years, 

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

Pnnicipation in Ihe Food Stamp program hilS dropped by nearly 2 million people since Mny 1994 which 

hus helped S{lve tnxpnyers more than $1.8 billion. 

Work and training activities among welfare recipients have increased by 280/. since J991. 


• 	 And the President's expanded Earned Inoomc Tax Credit has given tax relief to IS minion working 
families helping thorn move from welfare to work. 

STRENGTHENING CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. In 1995, .he federol-s •• te partnership collected a record 
$:11 billion from non-custodial paI!pnts. an increase of $3 billion or nearly 40% since 1992. In addition, paternity 
establishments increased by over 40% from 1992 to !995. 

WISCONSIN. ..MOVING FAMILIES FROM WEl.FARE TO WORK 

6S,598 FEWER PEOPLE ON WELFARE, The totul number of AFDC recipients in Wisconsin hIlS decreased 27%, 
froln 241,098 m Januury 1993 to 178,800 in March 1996. 

TOUGIIER CHILI) SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT COLLECTS NEARLY SIJ4 MILLION MORE -- •• i.c....'e of 
nearly 46% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Wisconsin distributed $427,487,251 in child support collections, up from 
1293,459,750 i. FY 1992. 

183,000 FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. The percentage of persons living in poverty in Wisconsin 
declined froUl 12.6% in 1993 to 9% in 1994. 

I '.115 FEWER PEOPLE ON FOOD STAMPS, The average number of persons who participated in thc Fo()d Stamp 
program per month decreased from 337.317 in FY 1993 to 320,142 in FY 1995. 

WISCONSIN CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION 
WAIVERS. W.sconsin's "Work Not Wolfare," requires that welfare recipients either work or look for jobs facilitated by 
case management, employment activities and work experienec. Receipt of AFDe benefits is limited lo 24 monlhs in a 
four·ycar period. Wisconsin's second initiative, AFDC Bonefit Cap, specifically denies additionnI benefits to welfare 
recipicnts who have another child. The 'l:hild will still remain eligible for Medh~nid benefits and Food Stamps. All 
welfare recipients wiH·be offered family planning services and parenting edueatton. Wisconsin's third demonstration, 
"Pay for Pcnonnance," requires welrnre applicants 10 meet with a financial planning resource specialist to cxp1ore' 
alternatives to welfare" If individuals still wnnt to apply for welfare, they must first complete 60 houts Qf JOBS training 
prior to npprovlll. Recipients who do receive welfare will be required to pnrticipate in JOBS for tip to 40 hours per 
week. Failure to do so will result ill AFDC grant rcduclions or terminations. 



WELFARE REFORM UNDER PRESIDENT CLINTON: WYOMING 

I'Bill Clinton can justifiably claim ,hal he has indeed ended welfare as we know it." 

Douglas 1. Besharov, American Enterprise Institute, Business. Week. May 20, 19,96 


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 reramt 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 arc making work and responsibility a way of life for more than 10 million people -- approximately 75% 
of all AFDC recipients. States are now reforming welfare rulcs by requiring work, time limits, making work pay, 
improving child support enfprcemcnt, and encouraging parcntal responsibility. 

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

• 

• 

• 

The welfare rolls 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, 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 Earned Income Tax Credit has given tax relief 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 FROM WELFARE TO WORK 

5,071 FEWER PEOPLE 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 S6 MILLION MORE -:- an increase of 
neurly 55% since FY 1992. In FY 1995, Wyoming distributed S17,349,792 in child support collections, up from 
$11,220.032 ;n FY 1992. 

19,O()(J FEWER PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY. Thc percentage of persons living in poverty in Wyoming declined 
from 13.3% in 1993 to 9.3% in 1994. 

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

WYOMING CHARTS ITS OWN WELFARE REFORM THROUGH CLINTON ADMINISTRATION WAIVERS. 
WyOlll ing's first rcform plan "New Opportunities and New Responsibilities" requires welfare recipients to enroll in 
school, participate in a training program, or cnter the workforcc. Thc plan will allow AFDC families with an employcd . 
parent to accumulate $2500 in assets, rather than the current ceiling of $1000. Failure to comply with these requirements 
will result in AFDC grant rcduction. Wyoming will also dcny paymcnt to welfare recipients who have confessed to,or 
been convicted of program fraud until full restitution is made to thc statc. Wyoming's second waiver requires minor, 
unmarried parents to residc in nn adulHupervised houschold. 



IMPACT OF Tim HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON Tim STATE OF ALABAMA 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federaJ~state entitlement and discretionary 
programs .. including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), chHd 
care. child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them wi!h block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamp. and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for !he chlldhood 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 ror these programs, 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR ALABAMA: $905 MrLLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ALABAMA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFl'fS: 53,000 


TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy fumilies, resulting in $82 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding fur 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 hanefits to many currently eligible group •• 
including most legal immigrants oed unmarried minor mothers oed their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in S42 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Alabama over tlle next five years. 
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation oed Support and several other specific prngrams 
to prevent child abuse oed neglecL Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no 
adjustments are provided for population growlh or economic cycles. 

TITLE ill would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant thaI 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 SIO.3 MILLION- meaning that 11,620 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that 
year. Alabama would be subject to federal time limits and work requitements for its Arne recipients without 
gWl.!ll1lteed support for the child care services Which are essential to making participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growlh and economic cycles. 

TITLES III AND V also repeal existing nutrilion assistance programs .. including School Lunch and Wle -. for 
needy families and replace them wi!h a lump 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 .=s to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and heal!h. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $11 !'.IlLLION 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 selVices funded 
under Title XX (Social SelVices Block Grant) and many other programs. 

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

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (S51) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicants .. particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligihility 
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $359 MILLION LESS in federal 
fuuding for Alabama for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 25% of disabled 
children iasi~g eligibility for federal 5S! benefits. 



IMPAct OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF ALASKA 


The Hoose 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 childreo eligible for the childhood SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. Tbls could result In Alaska and Its residents receiving 
significantly less federal funding for these programs, 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSFS FOR ALASKA: $147 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ALASKA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 12,000 


TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $48 MILLION LFSS 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 benefits to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $S MlLLION LF8S in federal funding for Alaska over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminates federnl funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs 
to preveIIt 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 m would consolidate federnl child care programs into • block grant that would CUT $S MILLION from 
the federal funds that would be provided to Alaska over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would b. $1.3 
MIUJON - meaning that 860 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federnl child care assistance that Year. 
Alaska would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without guaranteed 
sopport 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. 

'ITI'LES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and W1C - for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $40 
MlLLION LFSS in federal funding to Alaska. These reductions would limit children', access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE [V would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, ...,..,lting in $1.5 MILLION LFSS in federal funding for 
Alaska'. 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 progrnms. 

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, 
Alaska would receive $37 MILLION LFSS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security (ncome (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 MlLLION LESS in federal 
funding for Alaska for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 23% of disabled 
('hiMTP!) l(!~;ncr r:liJ')ihllltv fnr ff'neT1'll SST henefits, 
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JMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF ARIZONA 


TIle House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
program. -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Slllmps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for tbe cilildhood SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a block: grant. Tbis could result in Arizona and its residents receiving 
significantly less rederal funding for Ihese prog....ms. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR ARIZONA: $937 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ARI7AlNA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 67,000 


'" '" ... ... 

TlTLE I would block grnnt cash assistance for ocedy families, resulting in $176 MILLION 
LESS in federnl funding for Arizona over lI1e ne.t five yean; II1an 111. state would have received under current 
law. Stales would be prohlbited from using federnl block grnnt funds'" provide benefits to many currently 
eligible groups, including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE II would block grnnl federnl funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $53 MlLlJON LESS in federnl funding for Arizona over the nexl five yean;. 
The proposal eliminates federnl funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs 
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grnnt would grow modestly over the five years, no 
adjustments one provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TlTLE m would consolidare federnl child care programs into a block grant II1at would CUT $31 MlLLION 
from the federnl funds that would be provided to Arizona over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would 
be $9.3 MILlJON - meaning II1at 6,010 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federnl child care assislllnce that 
year. Arizona would be subject to federnl time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients withoul 
guaranteed sopper! for the child care services which one essential 10 making participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for 
needy families and replace them will1 a lump sum capped alless II1an the rate of inflation, resulting in $133 
MILLION LESS in federnl funding to Arizona. These reductions would limit children's aeeess to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TlTLE IV would restrict welfone for legal immigrants, resulting in $129 MlLLION LESS in federal funding for 
Arizona's residents. MOSIlegal immigrnnts would be ineligible for old·age or disability payments under the S8! 
program, would not be .ble to receive lemperary family assislllnce, and would not be eligible for services funded 
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other prngrams. 

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. result, 
Arizona would """,ive $387 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TlTLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicants -- panicularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility 
restrictions placed on Ihem by the proposal. These reductions would result in $91 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Ari7.0!lll for childhood disability programs over the five yean; and would result in 18% of disabled 
....1,:1 ... ,..,...,., lrw;..,,, ,,); ... 1/o,aihr fr.r fP<l'lp.-:>l <:1':;1 hl'fll"fii« ' 
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IMPACf OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF ARKANSAS 


The House Republican's Persona) Responsibility Act ends numerous federal.-.state entitlement and discretionary 
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency AssiSlallce (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block gllUlts to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI progrnm 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This eould result in ArkallSllS and its residents reeeiving 
signlficanily less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR ARKANSAS: $694 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ARKANSAS CHILDREN DENIED AFUC BENEFITS: 29,000 


* '" '" • 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $29 MILLION LESS in federal. 
funding for Arkan ... over the next five years than the state would have receivnd under current law. States 
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds 10 provide benefits 10 many currently eligible group" 
inclnding most legal immigmnts and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $3S MILLION LESS in federal funding for Arkan ... over the next five years. 
The proposal e1imi,",tes federal funding for Family Preservation and SUppOrt and several other specific programs 
10 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 cyeles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care programs inlo a block grant that would CUT $14 MILLION 
from the federal funds that would be provided 10 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. Arkan... would be subjcct 10 federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 
guaranteed SUppOrt for the child care services which are essential 10 making parTicipation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repea1 existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and W1C -- for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum cappOd at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $74 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Arkansas. These reductions would limit children's access 10 these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $6 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Arkan...·' residents. Most legal immigmnts would be ineligible for old-1lge 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 withoot providing funds 10 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 (SS!) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility 
restrictions plaeed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $481 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Arkan ... for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 42% of disabled 
.... hl1.11"('n In'l'ina p.';olhiHtv for fMP,-,l SSl henefits. 
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAl, 

ON THE SI'ATE OF CALIFORNIA 


The House Republ;='s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistmce - and replaces them with block grants 10 states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and signifi=tly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 551 program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This eould result In California and its residents 
re<ei.ing signifkantly less fede ....1 funding ror tbese programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR CALIFORNIA: $14.077 BlLLlON 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF CALIFORNIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFlTS:I,IS8,OOO 


TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for ncedy families, resulting in $3.477 BILLION LESS in federal 
funding fur 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 II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive plaeements, resulting in $705 MILlJON LESS in federal funding for California over the nexl five 
years. The proposal eliminates federnl funding for Fantily 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 eeonontic cycles. 

TITLE m would eonsolidate federnl child...., programs into a block grant that would CUT ~166 MILLION 
from the federnl funds thai 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 federal child care 
assistance that year. California would be subject to federnl time lintits 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 m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy families and repla.. them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $1.099 
BlLLlON LESS in federal 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 $6.124 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. 
I! would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As. result, 
California would receive $2.650 BILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (S51) 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 $901 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 5S1 benefits. 



JMPACf OF TIlE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON TIlE STATE OF COLORADO 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-Slate entitlement and discretionary 
prognuns -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency AssistlU\ee (BA), child 
care, chlld welfare, and nutrition assi.lance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Slamps and significantly rOOucos the number of disabled children eligible for the chlldhood SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Colomdo and its residents receiving 
slgolflCOotly less federal funding for these progmms. 

TOTAL FlVE YEAR WSSES FOR COWRAOO: $562 MILLION 

AFPROXIMATE NUMBER OF COWRADO CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 41,000 


TITLE I would block grant cash assiSlance for needy families, resulting in $141 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Colorado 0_ the next five years than the state would have received under current Jaw. States 
would be prohibited from using federal block grant fuods to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmamed minor mothers and their Children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abuse<! and neglected cbildren and cbiIdren in foster care or 
adoptive plaeements, resulting in $39 MIWON 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 m .would consolidate federal child care prognuns into a block grant that would CUT $19 MIWON 
from the federal funds that would be provided to Colorado over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would 
be $5.7 M1ll.ION - meaning that 3.700 FEWER CHILDREN would receive fOOeral cbild care assistance that 
~. Colorado would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 
guaranteed support for the chlld care services which are essential to maldng participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provide<! for popol.tion growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repea1 existing nutrition assistance progrnms - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
oeedy 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 rOOuetions would limit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, reSUlting in $611 MIWON LESS in federal funding for 
Colorado's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-nge or disability payments under the 5S1 
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded 
·under Tille 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 mandale work for certain recipients without providing funds 10 states for job creation. As a result, 
Colorado would receive $217 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (551) to many currenOy eligible persons and future 
applicants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all beoefits 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 
rh1trl~n ln~;nn f'ljnihilitv fAr ff'ot",r;;'Il SSt henefitl'. 
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IMPACf OF 'IHE UOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON 'IHE SfATE OF CONNECfICUf 


The House Republican's Pers.onal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal~state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and rep!"""" them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food SllImps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SS! program 
and oonverlS most of the program into. block grant. This could ...suit In Connecticut and its residents 
receiving significantly less federal funding for tbese programs. 

TOTAL FlVE YEAR LOSSES FOR CONNECTICUT: $523 MILLION 
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF CONNECTICUT CIDLDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFfTS: 59,000 . ... ., 

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

TITLE n would block grant feder.U funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $44 MILLION LESS in fede,," funding for Connecticut over the next five 
years. Tbe proposal eliminates feder.U 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 popolation growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE ill would oonsolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $21 MILUON 
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 - meaning that 4,080 FEWER CHllDREN would receive federal child care 
assistance that year. Connecticut would be subject to feder.U time Iintits and work requirements for its AFDC 
recipients without guaranleed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in 
work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and eoonomic cycles. 

TITLES ill AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including S<:hool 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 Connecticut. These reductions would limit children', a=ss to these 
important programs. jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict weifare for legal immigrants, resulting in $86 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Connecticut's residents. Most legal immigrant' 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 silltes for job creation. As a result, 
Connecticut would receive 5180 MILLION LESS in feder.U 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 plaeed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $55 MILLION LESS in fedo,," 
funding for Connecticut for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 22% of 
disabled children losing eligibility for fede,," SS! 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 numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Slamps 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 Delaware and its residents receiving 
signlllcantly less federal funding ror these programs. ' 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR DELAWARE: $109 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF DELAWARE CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 12,000 


TITI.E r would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $20 MILlJON LESS in federal 
funding fur Delaware over the next five years than the state would have r=ived Under current law. States 
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds 10 provide benefits 10 many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITI.E n would block grant federal funding for .bused and neglecred children and children in foster care or 
adoplive pl.cements, n:sulting in $8 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Delaware over the next five years, 
Tbe proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs 
10 prevent child abuse and neglect. Though !he block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no 
adjustments are provided for populatian growth or economic cycles, 

TITI.E m would consolidate federal child care programs inlO a block grant that would CUT $6 MILLION from 
the federal funds that would be provided to Delaware over five y..... In the year 2000 alone the cut would be 
$1.1 MILUON - meaning that 1,120 FEWER CHlLDREN would r=ive federal child care assistance that 
year. Delaware would be subject 10 federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to malring participation in work possible. Na 
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles, 

TITLES ill AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and W1C - for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $22 
MILLION LESS in federal funding 10 Delaware. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health, 

TITI.E IV would restrict welfare far 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 
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistlnee, 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, 
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 Del.ware for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 14% af disabled 
children losin~ eii2ihililV for federal SSt benefits. 



IMPACT OF TIlE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON TIlE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


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 repl .... 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 eould re<uJt in District of Columbia and its 
residents receiving signifIcantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSFS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: $161 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC: 30,000 


>I' >I' .. It; 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for nandy f.milies, resulting in $3 MILLION LFSS in federal 
funding for District of Columbia over the next five years than it W<)uld have received under current law. The 
Distrit:t would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible 
groups, inctnding most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITI.£ n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $20 MILLION LFSS 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 modestly over the five 
years, no adjustments are provided for population growth or ea>nomic cycles. 

TITI.£ m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $S MILLION from 
the federal funds that wouid be provided to District of Columbia over five years. In the year 2000 alone·the cut 
W<lUid 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 guarantoed support for the child care services which are essential to making . 
participstion in work possible. No adjustments W<lUld be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TlTLFS m 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 rale of inflation, resulting in $26 
MILUON LFSS in federal funding to District of Columbia. These reductions W<)uld 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 LFSS in federal funding for 
District of Columbia'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 W<lUld mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As. result, 
District of Columbia would receive $79 MILUON LFSS 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 plaand on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $20 MILLION LFSS in federal 
funding for District of Columbi. 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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IJ\.<lPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF FLORIDA 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act end. numerous federal-state entitlement and discretiornuy 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (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 \he childhood SSI program 
and oonverts most of the progmm into a block gmnt. This could result In Florida and its residents receiving 
significantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL F1VE YEAR LOSSES FOR FLORIDA: $3.6(13 BILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF FLORIDA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 233,000 


TITLE I would block grant cash assisll!nce for needy families, resulting in $416 MILUON in federal funding 
for Florida over the ne.t 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 unmamed minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block gmnt federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
ndoptive placements, resulting in $143 MILUON 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 \he five years. no 
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic eyeles. 

TITLE m would oonsolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $79 MILUON 
from the federal funds lItat would be provided 10 Florida over five years. In the year 2000 alone \he cut would 
be $23.3 MILLION - meaning that 15,040 FEWER CHllDREN would receive federal child care assistance 
thaI year. Florida 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. 

TlTLES ill AND V also repeal «isting 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 $388 
MILUON 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 immigmnlS would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 
SSI program, would not be able to receive lemporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for serviees 
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 coonomic 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 (S51) 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 losing elieibilitv for federal SSI benefits. 



IMPACT OF TIlE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON TIlE SfATE 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 (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 SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Georgia and its residents receiving 
signifICantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR GEORGIA: $1.058 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUM1lER OF GEORGIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 166,000 


TITLE I would block grant csab assistance for needy families, resulting in $l!I8 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Georgia over the next five years than the slate would bave received under current law. Slates would 
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmarriod minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $26 MILLION LESS in foderal funding for Georgia over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Pnoservation 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. . 

Tfl1..E ill would consolidate federal child care programs into 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 MlUlON - meaning that 12,420 FEWER CHll.DREN would receive federal child care assistance 

that year. Georgia would be subject to federal time limilS and work requirements fur ilS AFDC recipients 
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work 
possible. No adjustments would be providod for popolation growth and economic eycles. 

TITLES ill AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistanoe programs - inclnding School Lunch and WIe - 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', access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $64 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Georgia's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old_nge or disability payments under the SSI 
program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would nO! be eligible for services fundod 
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, 
Georgi. would recelve $532 MU,LlON 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 disablod children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility 
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These roductions would result in $115 MILLION LESS in foderal 
funding for Georgia for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 14% of disablod 
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits, 
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IMPACf OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 


ON THE STATE OF HAWAll 


The House Republican's Personal Respnnsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with bloel< grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduoes the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a bloel< grant. Thls could result in Hawaii and its residenls "",eiving 
signlIkantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FlVE YEAR LOSSES FOR HAWAII: $325 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OFHAWAn CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEF1TS: 21,000 


-*.­
TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $69 MlLLION LESS in federal 
funding for Hawaii over the next five years than tbe state would have received under current law. Sllltes 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 
. udoptive placements, resulting in $20 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Hawaii over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several otber specific programs 
to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though tbe block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no 
adjustments are provided for population growtb or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care programs into a bloel< grant that would CUT $Ii MILLION from 
the federal funds tbat would be provided to Hawaii over five years. In the year 2000 alone tbe cut would be 
$1.8 MlLUON - meaning that 1,140 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that 
year. Hawaii would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 
guazanteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growtb and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition ussistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy families and replace tbem witb a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, =ulting in $41 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Hawaii. These reductions would limit cbildren's access to these 
imporlsnt programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and healtb. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $90 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Hawaii's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under tbe S51 
program, would not be able to receive temporary familyassislllnee, and would not be eligible for services funded 
under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many otber programs. 

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Slllmp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients witbout providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, 
Hawaii would receive $113 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (S51) 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 MlLLION LESS in federal 
funding for Hawaii for childhood disability programs over tbe five years and would result in 7% of disabled 
children losing eligibilitv for federal SSI benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF IDAHO 


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 """It In Idaho and its residents """';ving 
slgnJIocantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR IDAHO: $168 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF IDAHO CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 6,000 
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $16 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Idaho over the next five years than the slate 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 n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and cbildren in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $5 MlLLION 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 to 
pnevent cbild abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no 
adjustments are provided for population growth or eoonomic cycles. 

TITLE·m would consolidate federal cbild care programs into. block gIant den would CUT $1 MILLION from 
the federal funds that would be provided to Idaho over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be $2.1 
Mll..UON - meaning that 1,390 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that year. 
ldabo 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 eoonomic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $17 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Idaho. These reductions would limit children' s access to these important 
programs, jeopardizing tIleir nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $6 MlLLION LESS in federal funding for 
Idaho's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old·age or disability payments under the SSI 
program, would oot 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 cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, 
Idaho would receive $5S 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 - psrticularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility 
restrictions placed on Ihem 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 eligibility for federal SS! benefits. 
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IMPACf OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-slate entitlement and diseretiQnary 
progllUlls - including Aid to Fantilies with Dependent Children (AFDCl, Emergcncy Assistance (BAl, child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and repJaees 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 Wlndis and its residents receiving 
slgn1llcantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR ILLINOJS: $3.165 BILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF ILLINOJS CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 295,000 


... " '* * 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy fantilies, resulting in $470 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Illinois over the nexl five years than the state would have received under current law. Slates 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 .mldr.n. . 

TITLE n would block granl federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoplive placements, resulting in $204 MILLION LESS in federal funding for nIinois over the nexl five years. 
The proposal e1iminstes federal funding for Family Preservation and Suppon and several other specific progllUlls 
to prevent cmld abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no 
adjustments are provided for population growth or e.;(momiccycies. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care ptOgllUllS into a block grant that would CUT $68 MILLION 
from the federal funds that would be provided to Illinois over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would 
be 520.0 MILLION - meaning thal 12,930 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance 
that year. Illinois would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 
gusranteed support for the child care services wIDch are essential to making participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for populalion growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance prGgllUlls - 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 Illinois. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
irnponant programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $368 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
nIinois's residents. Most legal immigranlS would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the S5! 
progllUll, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not he eligible for services funded 
under TiUe XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs. 

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for eccnomic cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, 
Illinois would receive $l.Il2 BILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSf) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicants - panicularly disabled children, many of wbom would he denied all benefits due to eligibility 
restrictions plaeed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $1.093 BILLION LESS in federal 
funding for minois for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 30% of disabled 
children losin~ eligibilitv for federal SSI benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF INDIANA 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-stale entitlement and discrctiolllU)' 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child 
care, <hUd welfare, and nutrition as,islance -- and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Sfllmps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program 
and oonverts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Indiana and its residents receiving 
signlfkantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR INDIANA: $918 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF INDIANA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFlTS: 81,000 


* * .... 

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 g!1!11t funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible group., 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

'ITl1.E n would block g!1!11t federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $61 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Indiana over the next five years. 
The proposal eUminates 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. 

'ITl1.E ill woold COJlS()Ii~ federal child care Programs into a blOCk grant that would cur $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 CH1LDREN 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 ,upport for the child care services whicl1 are essential to maldng participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES ill AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy families and replace them with. lump sum capped at less than the "'te of inflation, resulting in $75 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Indian.. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfllre 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 under the SS! 
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 exponditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to stales for job creation. As a result, 
Indiana would receive $349 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currenUy eligible persons and future 
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility 
restriction, placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would ""ult in $315 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Indiana for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 30% of disabled 
children losine: elielbHltv for federal SSt benefits, 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF IOWA 


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 (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 SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in 10..... and Its residents receiving 
significantly less Cederal funding ror tbese programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSIlS FOR IOWA: $390 MILlJON 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF IOWA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 36,000 


... .. ... '" 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $126 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Iowa over the next five yean than Ibe 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 Ibeir children. 

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

TITLE m would consolidate fedeml c1uld care programs into a block grant Ihal would CUT $15 MILLION 
from the federal funds that would be provided III Iowa over five yean. In the year 2000 alone Ibe cut would be 
$4.4 MILLION - meaning that 2,810 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that 
year. Iowa would be subject III federal time lintits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 
guaranteed support for the child care services wbieh are essential to making participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition ....sistance programs - including School Lunch and W1C - for 
needy families and replace them wilb a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $34 
MILLION LIlSS in federal funding to Iowa. These reductions would limit children's access to Ibose important 

. programs, jeopardizing Ibeir nutrition and heallb. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $16 MILLION LllSS in federal funding for 
Iowa's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments. under the S51 
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, Iowa 
would receive $132 MILLION LIlSS in federal funding over the five yearn. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS!) 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 $89 MILLION LllSS in federal 
funding for Iowa for childhood disability programs over Ibe five years and would result in 25% of disabled 
children losi'ng eligibility for fedeml SSI benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF KANSAS 


The House Republican's Peroonal 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 nutrioO!! 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 wuld result In Kansas and its residents receiving 
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 


."" "" . 
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 to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adnptive placements, resulting in $l8 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Kansas over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminares 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 pnpulation growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m 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 requinements 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 popolation growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC -- for 
needy fiunilies and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $100 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Kansas. These reductions would limit cbildren'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 SS( 
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. 
I! would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, 
Kansas would receive $1~0 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS!) In 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 $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 SSl benefits. 



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 
progmms - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BAl, 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 S81 program 
and oonverts most of the program into • block grant. This could result in Kentucl;y and its residents 
receiving significantly less federal fundiug for these programs .. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR KENTUCKY: $984 MILUON 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF KENTUCKY CHILDREN DENIED AFnC BENEFITS: 82,000 


... It< .. 

TITLE I would block grant cash "",isll!nCe for needy families, resulting in $98 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 II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive pla<:ements, resulting in $64 MILUON LESS in federal funding for Kentucky over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family P"""""ation 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 m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $32 I'\IlLLION 
from the federal funds that would be provided to Kentucky over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would 
be $9.6 MILUON meaning that 6,210 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that 
year. Kentucky would be subject to federal time limits and work re<Juirements 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 m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC .. for 
needy families and replace them with • lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulliug in $81 
M\LUON LESS in federal funding to KentuckY. 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 $9 MILLION LESS in fedemi 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 resUltl 
KentuckY would receive $356 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemenlal Security Income (S8!) 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 $466 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Kentucky for childbood 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 SfATE 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 (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 SSl program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Louisiana and its ....idents 
receiving significantly less federal funding ror tbese programs. 

TOTAL FlVE YEAR LOSSES FOR LOUISIANA: SI.68 BILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF LOUISIANA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFlTS: 114,000 


...... '* 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $77 MILLION LESS in federnl 
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 II would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive plaeements, resulting in $91 MILLION LI1.SS in federal funding for Louisiana 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 neglecl. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no 
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE ill would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $3S MILLION 
from the federal funds thaI would be provided to Louisiana over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cuI 
would be $10.3 MIWON meaning thal6,6W FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance 
that year. Louisiana would be subjecl to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients 
withoul 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 ill AND V also repeal exlsting nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIe - for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inllation, resulting in $207 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Louisiana. 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 nol he able to receive temporary family assistance, and would nol 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 StllIllp 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. 
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 eligibility 
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $938 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Louisiana for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 39% of disabled 
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits. 



""" 

IMPACT OF TIlE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 


ON TIlE STATE OF MAINE 


The House RepubJican '5 Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
program. - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BAl, child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition lISSistance - 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 oould result in Maine and its residents receiving 
Significantly less federal fUDding ror these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR MAINE: $227 MlLLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MAINE CHILDREN DENIED AIDe BENEFITS: 27,000 


........ 

TITLE I would block gmnt 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 unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE D 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 Maine over the next five years. 
The proposal e1iotinares 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 cyeles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $Ii 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 
MILIlON meaning that 1,160 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that year. 
Maine would be subject to federal time Iiotits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without guaranteed 
support for !he child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No adjustments 
would be provided for population growth lind economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch lind WIC - for 
needy families and replace them with • lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $37 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Maine. 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 $10 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Maine's residents. Most legal imotigrants 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 econootic cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain 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 (SS!) 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 $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 eligibility for federal SSl 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 (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 SS! program 
and _verts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Maryland and its residents 
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MARYLAND: $988 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MARYLAND ClillJ>REN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 84,000 


... '* '* '" 

TITLE I would block granl cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $201 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Maryland over the next five years than the state would bave received under current law. Slates 
would he prohibited from usiog federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $66 MILUON LESS in federal fuoding for Maryland over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminales 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 popolation growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $34 MILUON 
from the federal funds that would he provided to Maryland over five years. In the year 2000 alone tfte cut 
would he $10.0 MILLION meaning that 6,480 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance 
that year. Maryland would he 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 =nomic cycles. . 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and W1C -- for 
needy families and replace them with a lump 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 
importanl programs, jeopandizing 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 he ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 
S5! program, would not he 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 cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to 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 (S51) to many currently eligible parsons and future 
applicants -- particularly disabled children, many of whom would he denied all benefits due to eligibility 
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $136 l\llLLION LESS in federal 
funding for Maryland for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 22% of disabled 
children losing eligibility for federal SS! benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE BOUSE REPUBUCAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE SfATE OF MASSACBUSEITS 


The House Republican' s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous f<detal-siate entitlement and discretionary 
proglllffis - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (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 significanUy reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 551 program 
""d converts most of me program mID a block grant. This could result in Massachusetts and its residents 
.....,iving 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 


.... ., '" 

TITLE I would block grant cash assis1ance for needy families, resulting in $308 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Massachusetts over the next five years than the Slate 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 tIleir children. 

TITLE n would block grant f<detal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive plaoements, resulting in $99 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Massachusetts over me next five 
yean. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific 
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Thougb the bloek grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care proglllffis into • block grant that would CUT $50 MILLION 
from the f<detal funds that would be provided to Massachusetts over five years. In me 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 AFDe recipients 
without guaranteed support for me child care services which are essential to making participation in. work 
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs -- including School Lunch and WIe -- for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $108 
MILLION LESS in f<detal funding to Massachusetts. These reductions would limit children's access to tIlese 
important programs, jeopardizing tIleir nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV 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 SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary fareily 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, 
Massachusetts would receive $379 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (S51) 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 $196 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding ror Massachusetts for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 22% of 
disabled children losing eligibility ror federal 5S1 benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE lfOUSE 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 Depeodent 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 significandy 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 WSSFS FOR MICHIGAN: $2.321 BILLION 

APPROXfMATE NUMBER OF MIClIIGAN CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFlTS: 302,000 


.- '" '" '" 
TITLE I would block grant <:ash assistance for ncedy families, resulting in $365 MILLION LFSS in federnl 
funding for Michigan (lver the next five years than the state would have received under current law. Slates 
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible group., 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE II would block grant federnl funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $174 MILLION LFSS in federal funding for Michigan over the next five 
years. The proposal eliminates federnl funding for Family Preservation and Support and severa1 other specific 
programs to prevent child abuse and oegIect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE ill would !'Onsolidate federnl child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $46 MILLION 
from the federnl 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 federnl cbild care assistance that 
year. Michigan woUld be subject to federnl time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 
gnaranteed support for the cbild care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for popUlation growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES ill 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 LFSS in federnl funding to Michigan. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and bealth. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $164 MILLION LFSS in federnl 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 
uader Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other programs. 

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adj ustmcnts for economic cycles. 
It woold mandate work for certain recipients witheut providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, 
Michigan would receive $833 MILUON LFSS in federnl funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (S8!) 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 LFSS in federnl 
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. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBliCAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF M1NNESOTA 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
progmms -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them witlt block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and signifiCMtly reduces tlte number of disabled children eligible for tlte childhood SSI progmm 
and converts most of the ptOgllll11 into • block grant. This could result in Minnesota and its .-.sideDIs 
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MJNNESOTA: $908 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MJNNESOTA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 73,000 


'" '" .. .. 
TITLE I would block gmnt cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $226 MILLION LESS in federnl 
funding for Minnesota over tlte next five years than tlte state would have received under current law. States 
would he prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, 
inclnding most legal immigrants and unmatried minor motlters and their children. 

TITLE II would block gmnt federnl funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $52 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Minnesota over Ihe next five 
yean. The proposal eliminate. federnl funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific 
progtam!l to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though tlte block grant would grow modestly over tlte five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care progmms into • block grant thai would CUT $34 MILLION 
from the feder.aI funds lhat would he provided 10 Minnesota over live years. In tlte year 2000 alone tlte cut 
would he $10.0 MlLUON meaning thai 6,470 FEWER CHIlDREN would receive federnl child care assistance 
lhat year. Minnesota would he subject to federnl time limits and work ""Iuirements for its AFDC recipients 
witbout guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential 10 making participation in work 
possible. No adjustments would he provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition ..sistanne program. -- including School Lunch and WlC -- for 
needy families and replace them witb a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inllation, resulting in $153 
MILLION LESS in federnl funding to Minnesota. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
important progmms, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigmnts, resulting in $9S MILLION LESS in federnl funding for 
Minnesota's residents. Most legal immigmnts would he ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 
S5! program, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not he eligible for services 
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block GIllOt) and many other progmms. 

TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients wilhout providing funds to states for jab creation. As. result, 
Minnesota would receive $253 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSn 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 Ihem by the proposal. These reductions would result 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 SS! benefits. 

http:feder.aI
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBUCAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
progrnms - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EAl, child 
caJe, 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 Mississippi and its residents 
.....elving significantly It'SS federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MISSISSIPPI: $909 MlLLlON 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MISSISSIPPI CHlIJ)REN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 75,000 


...... '* 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $47 MlLLION LESS in federal 
fundillg 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 unmarried millor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n 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 Mississippi 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. Thoegh the block grant would grow modsstly over the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $2() 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 CHlIJ)REN would receive federal child care assistance 
that year. Mississippi would be subject to federal time limits and work tequiremenlS for its AFDC recipients 
without guaranteed support for lite child care services which are essential to making participation in work 
possible. No adjustments would be provided fur population growth and econontic cycles. 

TITLES m 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 $123 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Mississippi. These reductions would Umit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $7 MlLLlON LESS in federal funding for 
Mississippi's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for Old-age or disability payments under the 
SSl 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 cycles, 
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, 
Mississippi would receive $316 MILLiON LF,SS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (551) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility 
restrictioos placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $468 MlLLION 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. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF MISSOURI 


The House Republican'. Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal'state entitlement and discretionary 
progmns .• including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutriti"" 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. Tbls could result in Missouri and its residents receiving 
significantly less federal funding for tbose programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR MISSOURI: $1.013 BILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF MISSOURI CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 105,000 


* .... ,.. 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $191 MIlLION LESS in federal 
funding fur 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 n 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 or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal chud care progtamS into a block grant that would CUT $37.MILL10N 
from !be federal funds that would be provided to Missouri over five years. In the year 2000 alone !be cut would 
be $10.9 MILLION meaning that 7,010 FEWER CHD DREN wnuld 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 possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for popUlation growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for 
needy families and replace !bern 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 IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $25 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Missouri'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, 
Missouri would receive $444 MILLION LESS in federnl funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS!) 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 reduetlons 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 
c:hilrlr{'XI lo~inl! elieihilitv for federal SSI benefits. 
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBUCAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 


ON THE STATE OF MONTANA 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and diseretionary 
programs -- inclnding Aid to Families with Dependent Children (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 SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result In Montana and its residents. receiving 
significantly less federal funding for Ihese programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR MONTANA: $131 MfLLlON 

APPROXIMATE NUMlIER OF MONTANA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 10,000 


TITLE I would block grant cash MSistance 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. Slates would 
be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benelits to many currently eligible groups. 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected cbildren and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $7 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Montana over the next five years_ 
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and' Support and several other specific programs 
10 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 m would consoHdate 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 assis1llllce that year. 
Montana would be subject 10 federal time Hmits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 
guanmteed 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 m AND V also repeal existiog 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 $30 
MILLION LESS in federal funding 10 Montana. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
important programs. Jeopardizing their nutrition and heald •. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $3 MfLLION LESS in federal funding for 
Montana's residents. Most Iegal immigrants would be Ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SS! 
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, 
Montana would receive $47 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicant, - 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 MfLLlON LESS in federal 
funding for Montana for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 17% of disabled 
...haflr-p.n Irv,ino f'lifOihilifV for ffficrnl ~Sl benefits, 



IMPAcr OF TIm HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON TIm STATE OF NEBRASKA 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - inCluding Aid 10 Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emetgency A ..istance (EA), child 
care, child welfare, and nulrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants 10 states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSt program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Nebraska and Us residents 
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR NEBRASKA: $213 MlLLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEBRASKA CHllDREN DENIED Arnc BENEFITS: 19,000 


'" *' .... 
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TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $21 MlLLION LESS in federal 
funding for Nebraska over the next five years than the state wonid 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 unmalried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $15 MlLLION LESS in federal funding for Nebraska over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Suppon and several other specifIC programs. 
to pnovent 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 m would consolidate federal cbild care programs into a block grant that wonid cur $15 MlLLION 
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 meaning that 2,950 FEWER CHllDREN would receive federal child care assistance that 
year. Nebraska would be subject to federal lime limits and work ""luirements for its ArnC recipients without . 
guaranteed suppon for the child care services whieb are essential to making participmion in work poosible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nulrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC .. for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $6C) 
MlLLION LESS in federal funding ID Nebraska. These reductions would limit children's access to these . 
important programs, jeopardizing their nulrition and health. 

TITI..E IV would reslriCI welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $8 MlLLION LESS in federal funding for 
Nebraska's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old·age or disability payments under the SSl 
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 progrnms. 

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 10 staleS for job creation. As a result, 
Nebraska would receive $64 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 au benefits due to eligibility 
restrictions plaeed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $38 MlLLlON LESS in feder,u 
funding for Nebraska for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 20% of disabled 
children losin. elieibilitv for federal SSI benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBUCAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF NEVADA 


The House Republican~s Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families wi!h Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition .... i'tmce - and replaces !hem with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces !he number of disabled children eligible for !he childhood SS! program 
and converts mOst of the program into a block grnnt This could ..suli iu Nevada and its .-.sidents receiving 
signllicantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NEVADA: $182 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEVADA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 13,000 


'" * .. '" 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $7 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Nevnda over the nexl 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 unmanied minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n 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 elimiruue. 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 popol.tion growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $6 MILLION from 
the federal funds thot would be provided to Nevada over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be 
$1.7 MILI10N meaning thnt 1.090 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance thot year. 
Nevada would be subject to federal time lintits and work requirements for its AFDe recipients without 
guaranteed support for !he child care services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistmce programs - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy liunmes and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $27 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Nev.da. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and heaJ!h. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal imntigrants, resulting in $37 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Nevada's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SS! 
program, would not be able to receive temporary liunily assistmee, 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, 
Nevada would receive $89 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemenlal 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 plaeed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $13 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Nevada for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 11 % of disabled 
r:hil.1rpn In,,inl'l' t"Jil7ihilirv for ft"Ac:rnl SST rn:oetii!'. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federnl-state entiUemen! and discretionary 
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependen! Children (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 SSI program 
and convens most of the program into a block gran!. This could result in New Hampsbire and its residents 
receiving significantly less federal funding ror these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR l\'EW HAMPSHIRE: $105 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEW HAMPSHIRE CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 10,000 


'" * '" * 
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 using federal block grant foods to provide benefits to many currently eligible 
groups, including most legal immigrnnts and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grnnt federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resultiog in $8 MILLION LESS in federal funding for New Hampshire over the nexl five 
years. The proposal eliminates federnl funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific 
programs 10 prevent child abuse and neglect. Thougb the block granl would grow modestly over the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles • 

.TITLE m would consolidate federal child care program. into a block grnnt that would CUT $6 MILLION from 
the federal funds that would be provided 10 New Hampshire over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut 
wouId be $1.9 MlLl..ION meaning that 1,230 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance 
that year. New Hampshire would be subje<:! 10 federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC . 
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to maltiog participation in 
work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. . 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existiog nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for 
needy flunUies and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $10 
MILLION LESS in federal funding 10 New Hampshire. 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 $6 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
New Hampshire's residents. Most legal immigrnnts 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 
Hampshire would receive $51 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (S8!) 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. Although these changes result in $1 MILLION MORE in federnl 
funding for New Hampshire for childhood disability programs over Ihe five years, they would result in 7% of 
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE SfATE OF NEW JERSEY 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-.tate entitlement and discretionary 
programs -- including Aid to Familles with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and repL;oes them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSt program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in New Jersey and its residents 
~e1ving significantly less federal funding for llIese programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR NEW JERSEV, $1.538 BILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NEW JERSEV CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 142,000 


*' *' *' * 
TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $262 MILLION 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 to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $73 MILLION LESS in federal 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 neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five yew;, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth ot economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $3S MILLION 
from !be federal funds that would be provided to New Jersey over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut 
would be S10.3 MILLION meaning that 6,640 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance 
that year. New Jersey 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 miling participation in work 
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and Wle - 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 funding to New Jersey. These teductions would limit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $469 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
New 1ersey's residents. Most legal 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 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 
Jersey would receive $511 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS!) 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 disal>mty programs over the five years and would result in 23% of 
disabled children losing eligibility for federal S51 benefits. 

http:would.be


IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON 'I'HE STATE OF NEW MEXICO 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous feder.a1-state entitlement and discretionary 
prognuns - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC). Emergency Assistance (EA), child 
care. child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and .replaces them with block granlS to stales. It culS 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 aud its residents 
receiving significantly Jess 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 


'" ... If< " 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $120 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 granl funds to provide benefilS to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigranlS and unmarried minor mothers and their children. ' 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placernenlS, 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 
program, to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
no adjustmenlS are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE ill 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 M1WON meaning that 3,110 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal,child care assistance 
that year. New Mexico would be subject to federal time limits and work requiremenlS for its AFDC recipienlS 
without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making partidpatinn in work 
possible. No adj_SlmenlS would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES ill 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 $112 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to New Mexico. These reductions would limit children', access to these 
important programs. jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants. resulting in $57 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
New Mexico's residents. Most legal immigranlS would be ineligible for old-age or disability payroenlS 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 adjustmenlS 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 (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 $55 MILLION 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'SSI benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


The House Republicant 
:; 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 bloek grnnts to .tates. 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 bloek grant. This could result In New York and its ...,;idenls 
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 


.... * 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy familles" resulting in n.l7l BILLION LESS in federal , 
funding for New York over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. Slates 
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal irnntigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grnnl federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adeptive placements, 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 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 m would consolidate ,federal child care programs into • 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 S33.S million meaning that 21,600 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal ehild care assistance 
that year. New York would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients 
without guaranll!ed support for the ehild care services which are essential to making participation in work 
pos5I'ble. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m 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 would limit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE rv would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $1.243 BILLION LESS in federal funding 
for New York', 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 
York would receive $2.723 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 $1.389 BILLION Ll?SS in federal 
funding for New York for childhood disability programs over Ihe five years and would result in 32% of disabled 
children losing eligibility for federal 551 benefits. 



""" 

IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 


ON THE STATE OF NORm CAROLINA 


The House Republican's Persona! Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
progmns - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and repiru:es 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 rt'SUh in North Carolina and its residents 
receiving significantly less federal funding for tb... prognuns. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NORTII CAROLINA: $1.309 BILLION 
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NORTII CAROLINA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: U6,OOO 

.. '" ... 

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 moth ... and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $46 MIILlON LESS in federal funding for North Carolina over the next five 
years. Tbe proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific 
programs to prevent cbild abuse and negleet. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
no ndjustments are provided for population growth or ecollOmiC cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care progmns into a block grant that would CUT $84 MIILlON 
from the federal funds that would be provided to North c.irolina over five years. "In tha year 2000 alone the Cut 
would be $25 MILLION - meaning that 16,170 FEWER ClDLDREN would receive federal child care 
assistance that year. North Carolina would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC 
recipients without guaranteed support for the child care services whicb are essential to making participation in 
work possible. No ndjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC .. 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 MIILlON 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 econom~c 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 porsons 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 $553 MIlLION LESS in federal 
funding for North Carolina for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 36% of 
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SS[ benefits. 



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 
progmms - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block granl' to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significanOy 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 Iu North Dakota and its residents 
recelvlug significantly less federal funding for th"'" programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR NORTH DAKOTA: $90 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF NORTH DAKOTA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 7,000 


***. 
TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in S15 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for North Dakota over the next five years !ban 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 n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $8 MIlLION LESS Iu 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 chUd 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 m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $4 MILLION from 
the federal funds that would be provided to North Dakota over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would 
be $1.3 MlLUON :- meaning that 860 FEWER CH1LDREN would receive federal child care assistance that 
year. North Dakota would be subject to federal tirne limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients 
without guaranteed suppan for Ill. child care services which are essential to'making participation,in work 
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance progmms - including School Lunch and Wle - for 
needy families and replaoe them with a lump sum eappod at less !ban the rate of inflation, resulting in $31 
MIlLION LESS in federal funding to Nonh Dakota. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
impoltant programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting 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 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, 
North Dakota would receive $29 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 $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. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF omo 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-sillte entitlement and discretionary 
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block granu to states. It cou funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSl program 
and conYer;,; most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Ohio and its residents .-.eeiving 
signlrlCOntly Jess federal funding for these prognuns. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR OHIO: $2.465 BILLION· 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF OHIO CHfLDREN DENIED ArnC BENEFITS: 253,000 


........ 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $563 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Ohio over the next five years than the state would bave received under current law. States would be 
prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefiu to many currently eligible groups, including 
rnosIlegaI immigranu and unmarried ntinar mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and negleetod cl1iIdren and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements. resulting in $192 MILLION LESS in federnl funding far Ohia over the next five years. 
Tbe proposal eIimlnlltes 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 
adjustmenu are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE ill would consolidate federnl child care programs into· a block grant that would CUT $88 MILLION 
from the federnl funds that would be provided to Ohio over five years .. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be 
$26.1 MILLION - meaning that 16,860 FEWER ClIfLDREN would receive federnl child care assiSlllnce that 
year. Ohio would be subject to federal time limiu and work requiremenu for its AFDC recipienu without 
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making psrticipstion in work possible. No 
adjuSlmenu would be provided for pupulation growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES ill AND V also repcaI existing nutrition assiSIl\nce programs - inclnding School Lunch and WIC - for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped alless than the rate of inflation, resultiog in $171 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Ohio. These reductions would limit children's access to these important 
programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigranu, resulting in $73 MILLION LESS in federnl funding for 
Ohio's resideou. Most legal imntigranu 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 StirnI' expenditures, allowing no adjuSlmonu for economic cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to Silltes 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 (SS!) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicanu - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefiu 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 losini! elit!ibilitv for federal SSI 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 (BAl, child 
cafe, 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 Oklahoma and its residents 
....,.,Iving 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 


TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting 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 to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE D would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive p1aoements, resulting in $27 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Oklahoma 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 f()r Population growth or economic cycles. 

,TITLE m W()uld oonsolidate federal child care programs into a bl<lCk grant that would CUT $35 MILLlQN 
from the federal funds that would be provided to Oklahoma over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut 
would be $10.2 M1WON - meaning that 6,610 FEWER CIIDllREN would receive federal child care 
••,;_ that year. OkJahQma would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC 
n:dpients without guazanteed 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. 

'l'lTLES ill AND V alsO repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy rammes and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $105 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Oklahoma. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
impotbmt programs, joopsrdizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $19 MILUON LESS in federal funding for 
Oklahoma'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 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, 
Oklahoma would receive $254 MILUON LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TI11..E Vl would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSJ) 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 $48 MILLION LESS in fedemi 
funding for Oklahoma for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 14% of disabled 
children losing eligibility for federal S51 benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF OREGON 


The House Republican', Personal Responsibility Aot ends numemus federal-stale entitlement and discretionary 
programs -- including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (EAl, child 
care, ohild 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 progrnm into a block grant. This eoold result in Oregon and its residents receiving 
significantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL F1VE YEAR LOSSFS FOR OREGON: $673 MlLUON 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF OREGON CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 44,000 


TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resuiling in $121 MlLUON LFSS in federal 
funding for Oregon over the next five years than the stole 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 3nd unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster ""'" or 
ndoptive placements, resulting in $31 MILLION LFSS in federal funding for Oregon over the next five year•. 
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs 
to fl"'V"I!t child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no 
ndjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE ill would consolidate federal child care progrnms into a block grant that would CUT $27· MlLUON 
from the federal funds that would be provided 10 Oregon over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would 
be sa MILLION - meaning that 5,140 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistance that 
year. Oregon would be subject to federal time lintits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 

. 	guaranteed support for the child""", services which are essential to making participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES ill AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIe - for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less th3n the rate of inflation, resulting in $88 
MILLION LF,SS in federal funding to Oregon. These reductions would limit children', access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $60 MILLION LFSS in federal funding for 
Oregon's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the SSI 
program, would not be able to receive lemporary 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, 
Oregon would receive $341 MILLION LFSS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemenral 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 plaeed on Ulem by Ule proposal. These.reductions would result in $42 MILLION LFSS in federal 
funding for Oregon for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 13% of disabled 
".hilfll"f"O l,,<:irH::t f>li1l'ihiliIV for 1S '0 $ 
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IMPACI' OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE SfATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-slate entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (APDC), Emergency Assisiance (EA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assislance - 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 S51 program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result In Pennsyl••uIn and its residents 
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR PENNSYLVANIA: $2.288 BILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF PENNSYLVANIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 269,000 


* .. * • 

TITLE I would block grant cash assislanCe for needy families, resulting in $2U MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Pennsylvania over the next five years than the state would have received ender 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 n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive plaooments, 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 end neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly OVer the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m 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 au:e 
assistance that year. Pennsylvania would be subject to federal time limits and work requiremel1ts for its APDC 
n:clpiel1ts without guaranteed support for the child care services which an: .....tiaI to making participation in 
work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch.and W1C - 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 
S8! program, would not be able to receive temporary family assislance, 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 .lates for job creation, As a result, 
Pennsylvania would receive $1.050 BILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (S51) 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 $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. 



IMPACf 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 
prognuns - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (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 SSI program 
and converts most of the progrnm into a block grant. This could result in Puerto Rico and its residents 
....,.,iving signilicantly less rederal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR PUERTO RICO, $106 MILUON 

..... 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $28 MILUON LESS in federal 
funding forPucrto 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, 
inclnding most legal imralgrants and unmarried minor mothers and their cltildren. 

TITLE n wOuld block grant federnl funding for abused and neglected child"", and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $17 MILUON LESS in federal funding for Puerto Rico over the next five 
years. The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Suppon and several other specific 
prognuns to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though tlui block grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federnl child care prognuns into a 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 tII.t 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 adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC -- for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than tile rnte of inflation, resulting in $129 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Puerto Rico. These reductions would limit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 



. 416/'YS 

IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF RHODE ISLAND 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
progrnms •• including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assista.nee (EA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block gmnts to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhoed SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a block gmnt. This could result in Rhode Island and its residents 
receiving signlrlcantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR RHODE ISLAND: $285 MILLION 

AFPROXIMATE NUMBER OF RHODE ISLAND CHII.DREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 25,000 


• '* ... 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy fumilies, resulting in $54 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Rhode Island over the next five years than the state would bave received under current Jaw. Slates 
would be prohibited from using federn] block gmnt funds 10 provide benefits 10 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 pJaeements, resulting in $15 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Rhode Island over the next five 
yean. The proposal etiminates federal funding for Flunily Preservation and Support and several other specific 
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Thoegh the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

11TLE ill would consolidate federnl child care programs into a block grant !bet would CUT $8 MILLION from 
the federnl. funds that would be provided 10 Rhode lsJand over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut WPUld 
be $2.4 MIlliON - meaning !bet 1,570 FEWER CHllJ)REN would receive federal child care assistance !bet 
year. Rhode Wand would be subject<1o federnl time limits and work requirements for its AFOC 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. 

'I'l1LES ill AND V alsorepeaI existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIe - for 
needy families and replane them with a lump sum cappOO at less than the rlIte of inflation, resulting in $15 
MILLION LESS in federal funding 10 Rhode IsJaad. These reductions WPUld limit children's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and beaIth. , 
TITLE lV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $72 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Rhode lsJand's residents. Most legal immigrants would be inetigible 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, 
Rhode Island would receive $112 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSI) to many currenUy eligible persons and future 
applicants - particularly disabled children, many ofwhom would be denied all benefits due 10 eligibility 
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions WPUld result in $27 MILLION LESS in fedorn] 
funding for Rhode Island for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 21 % of 
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SS! benefits. 



Il\:lPACT OF TIlE HOUSE REPUBUCAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON TIlE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federnl-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent ChiIdn:n (AFDe), Emergency Assistance (BAl, child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces !hem with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for !lie childhood SSI program 
and converts most of !he program into a block grant. This .ould """It In South Carolina and its residents 
receiving significantly less federal funding for tbese programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR. LOSSES FOR SOUTH CAROlJNA: $550 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF SOUTH CAROLINA CHllJ)REN DENIED AIDC BENEFITS: 55,000 


•• ** 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy fumilies, 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 unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federnl funding for abused and neglootud children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $23 MILLION LESS in federnl funding for South Carolina over the next five 
years. The propnsaI eliminates federnl funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific 
programs to prevent cbild abuse and neglect. Though !lie block grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. . 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $24 MILLION 
from !lie federal funds that would be provided to South Carolina over five years. In the year 2000 alone !lie cuI 
would be $7.2 MIWON - meaning that 4,630'FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care 
assistanoe that year. South Carolina would be subject to federal time ,limits and work requirements for its AFDC 
n:cipients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in 
work possible. No adjustments would' be provided for populationgrowtb and economic cycles. ' 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WIC - for 
needy families and replace them with a lump ,um capped alless than the rate of inflation, resulting in $9(i 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to South 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 $12 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Sooth 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 XK(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 fund, to states for job creation. 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 !lie propesal. These reductions would result in $148 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for South Carolina for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 20% of 
disabled children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits. 



'IM' 

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 Children (AFDC), Emergeney Assistance (EA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food SllImps ned significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood 551 program 
ned converts most of the program into a block grant. This could result in Soutb Dakota and its residents 
.-iving significantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR SOUTH DAKOTA: $99 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF SOUTH DAKOTA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 8,000 


'* '* '* '* 
TITLE I would block grant cash assisll\nce 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 mosllegal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers ned their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive plaeements, resulting in $S 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 cbild abuse ned neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic eyeles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child careprognuns into • block granl that would CUT $S 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 M1WON - meaning that 900 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal cbildcare assistance that 
~. South Dakota would be subject to federal time limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients 
without guaranteed support for the cbild care services which are essential to making participation in work 
possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth ned economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy families and replace them with a lump.sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $20 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to South Dakota. These reduction. would limit child"",'s access to 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 
SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary family as.istance, and would nol be eligible for services 
funded under TIUe XX (Social Service. 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, 
South Dakota would receive $33 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SSl) to many currently eligible person. 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 $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 5S! benefits. 



IMPACT OF TIlE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON TIlE STATE OF TENNESSEE 


The House Republican'. Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal,state entitlement and discretionary 
program. - including Aid to Families with Dependnnt Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BAl, child 
.;rue, 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 grnnt. This tould result in Tennessee and its ....idents 
receiving significantly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FlVE YEAR LOSSES FOR TENNESSEE: $989 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF TENNESSEE CHUDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 106,000 


..... 

TITLE I 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. Stales 
would be prohibited from u,ing federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, 
inc1udin& most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children . 

. 
TITLE n would block &rant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive placements, n::suIting in $1~ M1LLION LESS in federal funding fur Tennessee over the next five 
years. Tho proposal.eIiminaIes federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and severnl otber specific 
programs to prevent child abuse and neglect. Thou&b Ibe block grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
no adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal child care programs into a block grant that would CUT $51 MILLION 
from.the federal funds that would be provided to TeruteSsee over five years.- In the year 2000 alone the cut . 
would be $15.2 MlLUON - meaning that 9,790 FEWER CHllDREN would receive federal child care 
assiS!al1Ce that year. Tennessee would be subject III federal time limits and work requirements for ilS AFDC 
noeipients without guaranteed support for the cltiId care services which are essential III making participation in 
work possible. No adjustments would be providad for popolation growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs" including School Lunch and WIe " for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, n::suIting in $116 
M1LLION LESS in federal fuoding to Tennessee. These reductions would limit children's = to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV 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 Tille 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, 
Tennessee would receive $568 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (SS!) 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 $212 MILLION LFSS in federal 
funding for Tennessee for childhood disability programs (lver the five years and would result in 17% of disabled 
children losing eligibility for federal 5S1 benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE STATE OF TEXAS 


The House RepubliC3ll'. Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-sial>! entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency AssiSlance (BA), child 
"""" child we!1i!re, and nulrilion assistance - and replaces them with block: grn.nts to stal>!S. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamp. and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program 
and converts mo.t of the progmm into a block grant This could result iD Texas and its residents receiving 
signlf"....ntly less fedenil funding for Ibese programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSES FOR TEXAS: $5.158 BILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF TEXAS CHILDREN DENffiD AFDC BENEFITS: 273,000 


TlTI.E I would block grn.nt cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $330 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Texas over the next live years than the sial>! would h;we received under current law. States would be 
prohlbil>!d from using federal block grn.nt fund. to provide benefits to many currently eligible groups, including 
most legal itiunigrn.nts and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TlTI.E n would block grn.nt federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive pla<:ements, mulling in $217 MILLION LESS in federal funding for Texas over the next live years, 
'!be ptoposal eliminates federnI funding for Family l'Iesavation and Support and several other specific progmms 
to pnMeIlt child abuse and negb:t. Though the block grn.nt would grow modestly over the five years, no 
adjustments are provided for population growth or ec:onomin cycles. 

TlTI.E m would consolidate federn! child care programs into a block grant thot would CUT $136 MILLION 
from the federnI funds that would be provided ID Texas over five years. 10 the year 2000 alone the cut would be 
$40.2 MILUON - meaning that 25,940 FEWER CHlLDREN would receive federal child care assistance that 
year. Texas wOuld be subjecllD federal time limits and Wotlc requirements for its AFDC n:clpients 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 ill AND V also repcaI existing nutrition assi.tance program. - including School Lunch and Me -- for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at 1= than the rate of inflation, resulting in $690 . 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Texas. These reduction. would limit children's access k) these important 
progmms, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TlTI.E IV would restrict we!1i!re for legal immigrn.nts, 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 not be able to receive temporary fumily 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 econoniic cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to stal>!S 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 (5S!) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due ID eligibility 
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $583 MILLION LESS in federn! 
funding for Texas for childhood disability program. over the five years and would result in 22% of disabled 
children losing eligibility for federn! SSl benefits. 



IMPACf OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 
ON THE Sl'ATE OF urAD 

The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFIX:), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care. child welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block gl'llllis to SIllies. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled Chililren eligible for the childhood SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a block gl'llllt. 'lbls """ld I'<SIIIt in Utah aDd its residents ....,.;.mg 
signlficantly less federal fuoding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSFS FOR UTAH: $281 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF UTAH CHIlDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 18,000 


'" .. '" .. 
Tln.E I would block gI'llllt cash assistance for nandy f.unilies, resulting in $lS MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Utah over the..,.1 five years !han the state would have received under current law. States would be 
prohibited from using federal block grnnt funds to provide henefils 10 many currently eligible groups, iooIuding 
most legal immigrants and unmatrled minor mothers and !heir Chililren. 

Tln.E n would block gI'llllt federal funding for abused and neglected Chililren and Chililren in fostee care or 
adoptive placements, resulting in $11 MlLLION LESS in federnl funding for Utah over Ihe next five years. 
The ploposal e1itninates fedcnif funding for Family ~on and Support and sevemI other specific programs 
to pn:mll ehUd abuse and neglect. Though the block gI'llllt would grow modestly over Ihe five years, no 
adjUSlments are provided for popuJaIion growth or economic cycles. 

Tln.E m would ~ federnl ehUd care programs into a block grnnt that would CUT $21 MILLION 
from Ihe federal fuads that would be provided to Utah over five years. In the :rear 2000 alone !he wt would be 
$6.t MIILtON - meaning that 3,1l6O FEWER CHJIJ)REN would receive federal child care assistance that 
:rear. Utah would be subject to federnl time limits and work requiremenllJ for its AFDC recipients without 
guaranteed support for !he ehUd care services wbieh are essential to making participslion in work possible. No 
adjUSlments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

'JTI'LES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including Sebeol Luneh and WIC - for 
needy families and replace them with a lump sum capped at less !han !he rate of inflation, resulting in $80 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Utah. These reductions would Until children's acces:I to these importanl 
programs, jeopardjzing their nutrition and health. 

Tln.E IV would restrict welfare for Iegal immigrants, resUlting in $18 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
Utah's residents. Most legal immigranls would be ineligible for old-age or. disability paymenlli under !he SSt 
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. 

Tln.E V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjuslments 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 Supplemenlal Security Income (SS!) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicants - particularly disabled ehUdren, many of whom would be denied all henefils due to eligibility 
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $47 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Utah for childllood disability programs over the five years and would result in 23% of disabled 
",..",1........ t ..... <'; .........l;<o-;hilihr fAT' tpni"'f'?l ~:'\i hf'.m~fit.;:: 




IMPACI' OF TIIE HOUSE REPUBUCAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON TIIE STATE OF VERMONT 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends num"",us federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emerxency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistmce - and replaces them with block grants to SIllies. II cuts funding for 
Food SIlImps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a bloek grant. This wuld remit In Vermont and lis residents recaving 
signirlCantly less federal funding ror these programs, 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR LOSSFS FOR VERMONT: $94 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF VERMONT CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 10,000 


., .. It .. 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $30 MILLION LESS in federnl 
funding for Vermont over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. States would 
be prohibited from using federnl bloek grant funds to provide benefits 10 many currently eligible groups, 
inclnding most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their dllIdren. 

TITLE n would block grant federnl funding for abused and neglected dllIdren and dllIdren in foster care or 
adoptive pJaeements, resulting in $10 MILLION LESS in federnl funding for vermont over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminales fede;rnl funding for Family Pn=vation and Support and several ofber specifie prognuns 
10 pmvent child abuse and negl<ct. Though the block grant would grow mndestly over the five years, no 
ndjUSlments an: provided for popuJaIion growth or economic cyeles. 

TITLE m would c:onsoIidatc fede;rnl dllId can: programs into a block grant that would CUT $5 MILLION from 
the fede;rnl funds that would be provided 10 vermont over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cut would be 
$1.6 MII.llON - meaning that 1,030 FEWER CHILDREN would receive fedmd child care ass:islana: that 
year. Vermont would be subject 10 federnl time limits and work mquirements for lis AFDC recipients without 
guamnteed support for the child care services which are essential 10 making participation in work possible. No 
ndjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition ass:islana: programs - inelnding School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy families and replace them with • lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $13 
MILLION LFSS in fede;rnl funding 10 Vermont. These reduetions would limit dllId='s access I<> these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $5 MILLION LESS in federnl funding for· 
Vermont's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability psyments under the SSI 
program, would not be able 10 receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded 
under Title XX (Social SeIvices 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 10 states for job creation. As a result, 
Vermont would receive $38 MILLION LFSS in federnl funding over the five years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (5S!) I<> 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 reduetions 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· 
...h:aA...,..., 1",.,;"", ..I'<t;hi1it'\, f"r fM...~i ~~1 h~nf';fit 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON TIm Sl'ATE OF VIRGINIA 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous fedetltl·:stIle entitlement and discretionary 
prognuns - including Aid io Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency AssistrulCe (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistrulCe - and replaces tltem witlt block gr.mts to states. II cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and signiflcantly reduces the number of disabled children eligible for lite childhood SSI program 
and converts most of lite program into a block grant. This could ...... It In Virginia and ils ....Idenls receiving 
signlfic:antly less federal runding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR WSSES FOR VIRGINIA, $1.002 BILLION 

APPROXlMATE NUMBER OF VIRGINIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 71,000 


* ......... 


TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for nandy families, resulting in $95 MllJ.JON LESS in federal 
funding for Vtrginia over lite nexl five years than lite :stIle would have received under currenl law. States would 
be prohibited from using fedetltl block gl1!l11 funds to provide benefilll to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigr.mts and unmarried minor motlters and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adoptive plaeements, resulting in SlS MILLION LESS in federaJ funding for Vitginia over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Presetvation and Support and severaJ other specific progmms 
to ~I child abuse and neglect. Though the block gr.mt would grow modestly over lite five years, no 
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consoJidsle federaJ child care programs into a block gr.mt that would cur $34 MILLION 
from tIte federal funds that would be provided to Vtrginia over five years. In lite year 2000 alone the cut would 
be $10.2 MIUJON - meaning that 6,580 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federaJ child care assistance that 
year. Vtrginia would be subject to federal lime limits and work requirements for its AFDC recipients without 
guaranteed support for lite child care services which are essentia11D making participation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growtlt and economic cycles. 

nn..ES m AND V also Iq)<>lI existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and Wle - for 
needy families and repJaee litem witlt a lump sum capped at Jess than !be rate of infialion, resulting in $9 
MllJ.JON LESS in fedetltl funding to Virginia. These reductions would limit children's access to Ibese 
important programs, jeopardizing Ibeir nutrilion and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $113 MllJ.JON LESS in federal funding for 
Virginia'. residents. MOSIlegal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 5S1 
prognun, would not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services funded 
under Title XX (Social SeIVices Block Grant) and many otlter program •. 

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, 
Virginia would receive $426 MILLION LESS in federal funding over the flve years. 

TITLE VI would deny Supplemental Security Income (881) to many currenUy eligible persons and future 
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility 
restrictions placed on them by Ibe 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 
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IMPACf OF THE HOUSE REPUBUCAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 


ON THE SfATE OF WASHINGTON 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federa1-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (APDC), Emergency Assistance (BAl, child 
care, child welfare, and n.mllon assistance - and replaces 1Ilem with block grants to SllIleS. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces 1Ile number of disabled children eligible for 1Ile cl1ildhood SSt program 
and converts most of 1Ile program into a block grant. This could result In Washington aud its residents 
....-..IvIng siguifi<llDtly ""'" federal fundiug ror these programs. 

TOTAL F1VE YEAR LOSSES FOR WASHINGTON: $1.301 Bll.LION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF WASHINGTON CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 107,000 


* • ., ., 

TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $273 MlLLION LESS in federal 
funding for Wasbingtoo 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 beoefits to many currently eligible groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmanied minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grant fedetal funding for abused and neglected cl1ildren and children in foster care or 
adoptive pIaeements, resulting in $31 MlLLION LFSS in federal funding for Washington over the next five 
years. The proposal eliminates federn! fueding for Family Presetvation and Support and severn! other specific 
p!ogmIIIS to prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow mudestly over the five years, 
no adjWllnlents are provided fOr population growth or """nontic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federn! cl1i1d care programs into a block grant Ihat would CUT $SO MlLLION 
from IIIe fedetal funds Ihat would be provided to WasItingtOn over five years. 10 the year 2000 alone the cut . 
would be $14.8 MIUJON - meaning that 9,590 FEWER CHILDREN would m:eive·federn! cItiId care 
assiSIMCC Ihat year. Washington would be SIIbject to federn! time limits and work n:quirements for its APDC 
m:lpients without guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making participation in 
.wot!c possible. No adjWlln\ents would be provided for population growth and eoonomk cycles. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing numuon assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy families and replaoe them with • lump sum capped at less than the late of inflation, IWllting in $142 
MlLLION LF$S in fedetal funding to Washington. These reduction. would !intit children's access to these 
important program', jeopaMizing their .umuon and health. 

TITLE IV would reslrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $173 MILLION LESS in fedetal funding for 
Washington's residents. Most legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-oge or disability payments under the 
SSI program, would not be able to =ive temporary familyassiSIMCC, and would not be eligible for services 
funded under Title XX (Social Services Block Grant) and many other program,. 

. 
TITLE V would impose a rigid cap on Food Stamp expenditures, allowing no adjustments for economic cycles. 
It would mandate work for eertlin recipients witbout providing funds to ,la1l:S 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 (5SI) to many currently eligible persons and future 
applicants - particularly disabled children, many of whom would be denied all benefits due to eligibility 
reslrictlons pl.oed on them by the proposal. These reductions would result in $188 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Washington for childhood disability program. over the five years and would result in 25% of 
disabled children losing eligibility for federn! SSI benefits. 



IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON TIlE SfATE OF WEST VIRGINIA 


The House Republican's Pmonat Responsibility Act ends numerous federal-Slate entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Cbildren (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BAl, child 
care, cbild welfare, and nutrition assistance - and replaces them with block grants 10 slates. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled cbildren eligible for the cbildhood SSI program 
and converts most of the program into a block grant 'This .ould result In West Vir:inla and its residents 
""";v!ng significantly less rederal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FlVE YEAR LOSSES FOR WEST VIRGINIA: $428 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF WEST VIRGINIA CHILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFfl'S: 459,000 


TITLE I would block grant cash 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 10 many eum:nUy eligible groups, 
including most legal imntigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their cbildren. 

TITLE n would block grant federal funding for abused and neglected children and children in foster care or 
adopti"" placements, resulting in $21 MILLION LESS in federal funding fur West Virginia over the next five 
~ 'The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation lIJId Support and several other specific 
progrants to prevent cbild abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, 
nO adjustments are provided fur popolation growth or eoonontie cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federal cbild care programs inlo a block grant that would CUT $14 MILLION 
from the federal funds that would be provided 10 West Vuginia over fi"" years. In the year 2000 a10ne the cut 
would be $4.1 MILLION ~ meaning thai 2,640 FEWER ClllLDRENwouid """""" federal cbild care 
assistance that year. West Virginia would be subject to federal time lintilS and work requirements fur its AFDC 
recipients without guarnnteed support for the cbild care services which are essen!ial 10 making participation in 
work possible. No adjustments would be provided for population growth and ceonontic eydes. 

TITLES m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance program. - including School Lunch and Wle - for 
needy families and replaoe them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inllation, resulting in $48 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to West Virginia. 'These reductions would lintit children's access 10 these 
important programs, jeopsrdi.l:iog their nutrition and health. 

TITLE [V would restrict welfare for legal immigrants, resulting in $3 MILLION LESS in federal funding for 
West Vuginia's residents. Most legal imntigrants would be ineligible for old·age or disability payments under 
the SSI program, would not be able to receive temporary familyasslsiancc, 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 expenditure., allowing no adjustment, for economic cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, 
West Virginia would receive $175 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 $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 551 benefits. 
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBUCAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE SI'ATE OF WISCONSIN 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act ends numerous federnl-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFOC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistance ~ and replaces them with block grunts 10 states. II cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduoes the number of disabled children eligible for the childhood SSI program 
and ronverts most of the program into a block grant. This coold result in Wisconsin and its ....Idents 
...,.,a.lng significantly less federal funding for these. programs. 

TOTAL F1VE YEAR LOSSES FOR WISCONSIN: $923 MILLION 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF WISCONSIN CHILDREN DENIED AIDC BENEFITS: 89,000 


....... 

TITLE I would block granl cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $Z2S MILUON LESS in federnl 
funding for Wisconsin over the next live years than the state would bave received under current law. Stales 
wooId be prohibited from using federnl block grunt funds III provide benefits III many rurrently eligible groups, 
including mosllega1 immigrunts and unlllarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n would block grunl federal fuuding for abused and neglected children and chUdren in foster care or 
adopll"" p!a<:emenlS, resulting in $61 MILUON LESS in federal funding for Wisconsin over the next five 
years. Tbe proposal eliminates federal funding for FamlIy Pn=rwtion and Support and ~ other specific 
pmgI3JIls III prevent child abuse and neglect. Though the block grunt would grow modestly over the five years, 
110 adjustments an:. provided for population growth or economic cycles. 

TITLE m would consolidate federnl child care programs into a block grunt thai would cur ~l MILUON 
from the federal funds that would be provided to Wisconsin over five years. In the year 2000 alone the cui 
would be $9.2 MILLION - meaning that 5,910 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal clilld care . 
assiSlanCe that year. Wtsronsin would be subject In CedernI time limits and warle requirements for its MDC 
RclpienlS without guaranteed support far the child care servioes which are essential to ntaking participation in 
work possible. No adjusllllents would be provided for popu1aIion growth and economic cycles. 

TITLI!S m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assiSlanCe pmgI3JIl' - including School Lunch and WiC - for 
needy Camilles and replace them with a lump sum capped at less than the rate of inflation, resulting in $27 
MILUON LESS in federnl funding to Wisconsin. These reductions would limit clilldren's access to these 
important programs, jeopardizing their nutrition and health. 

TITLE IV would restrict welfllre for legal immigrunlS, resulting in $78 M1LUON LESS in federal funding for 
Wisconsin's residents. Mas/legal immigrants would be ineligible for old-age or disability payments under the 
55! program, would nol 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 cycles. 
It would mandate work for certain recipients without providing funds to states for job creation. As a result, 
Wisconsin would receive $215 MILLION LE.,)S 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 eligibilily 
restrictions placed on them by the proposal. These reductions would resull in $433 MILLION LESS in federal 
funding for Wisconsin for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 32% of disabled 
children losing eligibility for federal 5S! benefits. 
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IMPACT OF THE HOUSE REPUBLICAN WELFARE PROPOSAL 

ON THE SfATE OF WYOMING 


The House Republican's Personal Responsibility Act end. numerous federal-state entitlement and discretionary 
programs - including Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Emergency Assistance (BA), child 
care, child welfare, and nutrition assistanee - and replaces them with block grants to states. It cuts funding for 
Food Stamps and significantly reduces the number of disabled children etigible for the childhood SSI program 
and converts most of the progmn into a block grant. This could result in Wyoming and its residents 
"",dying siguilkanlly less federal funding for these programs. 

TOTAL FIVE YEAR I..oSSIlS FOR WYOMING: $7S MU.uON 

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF WYOMING CllILDREN DENIED AFDC BENEFITS: 6,000 


TITLE I would block grant cash assistance for needy families, resulting in $10 MU.uON LIlSS in federal 
funding for Wyoming over the next five years than the state would have received under current law. Slates 
would be prohibited from using federal block grant funds to provide benefits to many currently e1igihle groups, 
including most legal immigrants and unmarried minor mothers and their children. 

TITLE n 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 Wyoming over the next five years. 
The proposal eliminates federal funding for Family Preservation and Support and several other specific programs 
to p""""'t child abuse and neglect. Though the block grant would grow modestly over the five years, no 
adjustments are provided for population growth or economic eyc1es. 

TITLE m would consolidate federaI child care programs into a blQCk grant !bat would CUT $4 MU.uON from 
the federal funds that would be provided to Wyoming over five years. In the year 2000 alone the out would be 
$1.2 MIlJ.lON - meaning that 800 FEWER CHILDREN would receive federal child care assistanee that year. 
Wyoming would be subject to federal lime limits and work noquitements for its APDC recipients without 
guaranteed support for the child care services which are essential to making psrticipation in work possible. No 
adjustments would be provided for population growth and economic cycles. 

'ITI1.J!:S m AND V also repeal existing nutrition assistance programs - including School Lunch and WlC - for 
needy families and replaee them with a lump sum capped at less than the tate of inflation, resulting in $16 . 
MILLION LESS in federal funding to Wyoming. 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 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 not be able to receive temporary family assistance, and would not be eligible for services 
funded under TWe XX (Social Serviees Block Grant) and many other progr.un •. 

lTfLE 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, 
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 - psrticularly 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 LIlSS in federal 
funding for Wyoming for childhood disability programs over the five years and would result in 36% of disabled 
children losing eligibility for federal SSI benefits. 
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