'i;ﬂ materials.to intended users. .-This

'3j*sa d1vers1ty of. points. of view. -In add t1on,,ﬁs HiTlt; -economic-a
. - agricultural ecbnomics at the University of Georg1a was the pr1nc

"igpractit;oners in the region. k_:»a_

Th1s b1b11ography represents a sqgn1f1cant amount of reseaf

E and resources by Nancy Vrechek H111 and the Southern:'Rural Deve

Center Functional Network on.the Impact.of Governmental Transfer: &
~_on_Human Resource Development:’ \Center Associate Dr."E. Evan Brown o 7bhe '
: UnlverS1ty of Georg1a ‘has headed this netwqpk‘sﬁnce Apr]] 1976 Th1s \,
-bibliography has_prOVIded a means for review “of .available academ1c research

- extension -and action agenéy ]1terature with thefgblectJYefof,prov1d1ng
e comprehensiye: overview of -the topic. - The ultimate-objectivelis. to. -
provide materials useful to educators, ‘researchers, ‘action agenc1es and lay .

-”-:t1t1zens groups.bear1ng on the variety of questions and 1ssue%\wh1ch they

confront re]at1ng to government transfer payments T nbiz

L spec1f1c task It ut111zes the experience. and,1ns1ghts of a. broad array
S oof profess1ona1 talent in ref1n1ng\§nd maximizs

etwork focuses 1ts attention’ on’ one .of

"~the areas of rural development identified by the.U:S:. Departmentgof Aqn1-'r

"cu1ture, People Building;. however;: the. others==Economic Improvement,’

”';Commun1ty Facilities and Serv1ces, anH Environmenta] Improvement—iare a11
'”ire1ated to Human Resohrce Deve]opmentxh '-;; - . .

jhe stites; f1ve d1sc1p11ne{;;séﬁenfu3

L The network 3 members represent ;
‘1862 institutions, two. 189§\1nst1tut1ons throughout the South an ljheffz_-

Ecoromic Research Service: These ‘professionals.and’ eduoators confrlbute%
] n-
k‘

"_ 1nvest1gator and coord1nator of thesgrohect’ : %1 ~_

N1ne other funct1ona1 networks hav been formed 1n th1s effer mto?em%' fwfi4

o j1nventory‘the current state of- know]edge in high- pr1o1rty areas of. ura1
. geveTopment . Qrganized by SRDE-and funded by CSRS; -the network bib jo-

raphies«-are-being published by SRDE -as the first of a series of pub "ﬂ

?¥%‘f7‘“éﬂcat1ons-—1nformat1on sheets; research’ repOrts, and profess1ona1 1nfo;mat1on

gt

.documents. In addition, network members: 111 participate’in’ Worksho's

to disseminate and 1nterpret their 1nforma 1on to rura] deve1opment

: Thg\sduthern RuraLEBevelepment Center, ne of four such centers 4
'”the nation; focuses on specific rural development prob1ems of the reg1,n

- It ‘serves .13 Southern: states and Puento, Ricolby- deve]opmg kn?}edge

essential to. rura1 deveiopment and by prov1d1ng techn1ca1 cons

;Where needed N . _ : . g

- SRDC is aoint1y spGnsored by . M1s51ss1pp1 State: Un1vers1ty _and. A]co_j

~ State, Un1vers1ty _Its_clientele-is-the researsh and extension staffs of-!-

.~ ~the:2/ 1and-grant_ 1nst1tut1ons with rdral devé]opment or commun1ty resou
-deveTopment respons1b11ites , /w. ﬁ> . \\ R
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- '"Th1s b1b11ography resu]ts from cooperati'n by professiona]s in. severa]
. southern states and the Southern Rural D
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R A; \Boyd (deceased)
Wl]]aam Hosk1ng :

R Warren McCor&
George . F._Smith.
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Econom1§§77$tat1st1cs &
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c ‘W;TqC1emson Un1vers1ty
"\, -, Auburn_University S .
... “North Carolina: State—Un1vers1ty s
" " Aubufn Yhjversity - L
C., 7.\ i University.of Terinessee -t ..
o rbﬁFort Va]]ey State Co]]ege T

Ve T

T’,
(

relopment Center, Support of

this project was provided.by the SRDC through~the. Cooperat1ve State

'.'-;Research Service of the:U.S. Department . of . Angeu]ture.-

The ‘SRDC Eenter =

’f?fAssoe1ate at the Un1Vers1ty of Georg1a serves as: the coord1nator o? th1s —
;proaect Coh , S

: for the Southern Rura1 Deve]opment Center
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i ‘the ava11ab1e 11terature re]at1ng to transfer payment progra,“% , N
4?~+] decided that mater1a] to be 1nc1uded here wou]dlxoncern those programs f”'

ff?{ V 1nd1v1dua1 or. group, or- those payments made to ]oca] governmentsf," _
;d as a resu]t of an app11cat1on for spec1f1c funds What th1s amounts to"

_,*_nat1ona1 T
DRER ”Aﬁ_'ihe:second step Wis to. review the severa] hundred d1fferent types: of
:;}fﬁ; programs to concentrate on those wh1ch are more om1nant in’ the 11terat1re

év" Eomputer searches of the f11es of the Congress1ona1 Research 5erv1ce,.;; B

hﬂ_SociologJcaJ.Apstracts Government Reports, CAINLB1bllography'of Agr1cu1tuie;,}

‘"'f'Serv1ce) were made Severa] programs and areas became obv1ous SE1ect1onsf‘ "
4 for the b1b11ography These programs are 1nc1uded 1n Sect1on I and theplf cL
'SUbJECt areas compr1se Sect1on II. ) R ‘ "f' 1 . |
: _ Gther b1b11ograph1es were surveyed as we]] as m@ferenee Journa1s such :
, '4as the Journa] of Econom1c L1terature These resources provided the maJor -:M}
'“*‘“ichoilect1on of 11terature in th1s area and sﬁbsequent]y found here.’ The '
'di_itotal 11terature search prov1ded over 5 666 c1tat1ons These citat1ons

B f,fwere co]]ected where poss1b1e, and s1fted to. those that are 1nc1uded

S P i e A

here In some- cases, 1ncomp1ete tnformat1on made 1t 1mposs1b1e.. : '; SRR

. e - —— - - s ® ,.ff,,;,m,, oA .
SS;* ;f' Naney Vreehék H111 is .an. Econom1c Analyst 1n the. Department of )
o “4Agr1cu]tura1 Econom1c5tat the Un1vers1ty of Georg1a Athens,'éeorg1a under =

= = e ————— — ¢

d}fi-r';T1t1e V of ‘the Rural DevelopmentAct.. R e AR




and F.inanlce c _,'f",‘*."' ita
aH types o? d1i~ect transfer systems

. An a]phabet1ca1 11st1ng of authoFs 1?‘ prov1ded fo assﬁst users wﬁo
be trymg to 1ocat*fi' -
umber that matches the ‘authbr s,,c1tat1on is g1ven next to his riame A -
',‘gle c1 tatwn may be . founa 1n ."1" egﬂtﬁan one section hence tﬁe c?tafibn '

does Jnot necessarﬂy 1nd1eate »a separate artic]e

ork }by oie or mere"’speclﬂe authors The c1tat1 on



11brary
AH other referenees are 11sted a’lphabeh-
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"ﬁﬂ'1;,Améﬁﬂigé;iﬁfiéiﬂllleofethe Socia] Securﬁty Act Report to! Accompany i
L . House Resolution.10284....U.S., Condress *Sénate Cormrittee on Fina

- .'_f - 94th Congress, 1st. Se5510n Senate Report:No..94-5495" Washington; "
;7/F o -',f;' DC: U.S. “Government - Pr1nt1ng Office; 1975: 16 pp: (94/1/5R-549),

R Food . stamps may. be ‘purchased by a deduction on.the AFDC check,
thereby insuring adequacy of food and availability of funds: Other -'?,

2 parts of thié report 1nc1ude amendments to the Med1care program.

2 Appel Gany L Effects of a F1nanc1a] Incént1ve Gn- AFDC Em’lo"”ent

, : ;Michigan s Experience’ Between July; - 1259, an ‘duly ']979 Vo ]5

L ',, ﬂfa‘-tyg*T1? pp. M1nnéapo]1s, N Inst1tute for JInterdisciplinary: Studies
3 '. '_;- L ;;‘;I.?MarCh ]972 ' )

LA L Tha author uses excelient dia

L ~uses- e gramSQand eXp11c1t text to
L1y 1’?'?11]g§tr§tgftheteffects of work /incentives -on’ AFDC§reC1p1ents and
©. 7.z nonrecipients. < In add1t1on to,a ‘summary “of: the opinions of.

: - seyeral-well-known econom1stSIon welfare schemés , :Appel . 1nc]udes

?‘"ﬁfglff_:'an interesting pro]ogue wh1ch/traces the- histery of welfare. erEee
- the . fourteenth century...0On" page 67, he discusses” att1tudes toward

Zﬂff,zﬁ“work, welfare, and AFBGAemp]oymentf 7§Annotat1on/?rom C. Cameron
RN L3 71 e1tat1on number 754 th1s*‘ G _~n

I
IR T i

1b11ography).4 ;1? i_--‘

;- 3 Benton77w1111am By ar. "MaryT hd Management Uses’ of QC F1nd1ngs Uk Soe1a1
R andfkehab]11tat1on Record;qu]y-Au ust:'1974; . Vo] s PP, 9-13.. Qi
E S T; ; - "Outlipes the: procedures that have been 1nst1tuted 1n Maryland~>
' to prov1de TOr qua11ty eon/ro] of the AFBE program o

Coorl

4 B1shop, EdW1n Sher

Some759c1o]oglca]r re PhD D1ssertat1on 1n Soglology, ,,i;
* Florida State Mn1ve§s1ty, 1972 187 pp (Ca]] No 2505570 6]33/:¢5
06 A, p3034) ' L

A Thls d1sSertat1on 1s a: study of th’hself-eoieept of welf e %“f {{;7~
it recipients-with respect to the1r reférerice’ grggg{rf;fmostANegfff;:t.- S

~'women. " > The stirvey-used: was“designed to determinehow. recipiénts.

' 7wAwh1ch eﬁclpﬂed,sh1ft1essness, poor fam11y relat ons, and a .

T e . —

Lt eva]uate themselves ‘in-terms: o?'stereotypeskof'@el re- rec1p1entsi_t* B

¢ "
S

nvest1gat10 ’of'the Part1c1pat1onAoF*AFD€

"Stamp’ Program:€ast within the Framework of4t ;

.‘ L .'75 BOEttchér, R1chard E
e ,_.Réc1p1ents in’ the
= -Etzioni's Gomp11ancefT;§q§§§u-iPhDﬂD1sser€g§;o N;n 3?5;815 y552];,_

4 e University of Minnesofa 397, : e
o .. The author Finds. £ ;Ilf,npart, vants hiad sTightly lower:. A
. incomes.with high expensgsizThe part\c1p,nts‘1n the. food stamp" '
program had~a ‘greater kn“_ﬁdbé out; thet z””ram,.had greater

L A mumber of caseworker: visitey wéné accuptablelto their peer groups: : =
_and spent -a~smaller. proport1dnao? t %gqncome on the'stamps than R

g d the cost of" stamps was the
51ggest reason not to part1c1pate S ST S DU AL R S e

', v, .

the nonrecipients. . Nonparticipants %a




,,7.77777741

6 Bo]and qubara ) "Part1c1pat1on in the
3 Cha]dren Program (AFDC). " In Stydies:in

4 1973, Wash1ngton ‘D; C 3 Government'Pr1nt1ng Off1cea 1973
(Y4 Ec7/H457Paper 12/pt 1)

‘ ... The paper ‘shows that for 1970, it js estinated that ‘some. 72 L

. -million: e11g1b1e fam111es /did not enroIJ ~in AFDE programSwah1ch,
‘% -jtends to-indicate the -jnadequacy. of ‘poverty statisties as- easUre
' .of AFDC e11g1b111ty X ajor i AFDC:,.
++ caseload” 1n§rease e%@een 3967 and 1920frasuTved from a w1den1ng

of 1nceme requ1 . ;p

"The ‘author feels.that the. majority o

PR "R ._ “\

.‘_\'

T 2 _ U
St

. R ,with Dependent'Ch11dren " Jounna] of Héman Resources, Fal] 1973
DU '_F_f_ Vol. .10(4), pp. 867-8].". - 3 L

ﬁ1d A  ?’JTU”“ , 1th Dependent ;hfﬂi.lﬂ:
1fare, Paper No. - T
.12 Part: T pp. 139-179. do1nt Economic’ Comm1ttee Print November,fglh

77:' Bosk1n M. J and F.C No]d "A Markov Mode] of Turﬂover in Andﬂto Fam111es -'f{”f'

In order,. to:gain eme 1ns1ght 1nto turnover 1n the wleare~ ;a?,;.f?;.f

. " population; a two- State’ 7
"~ probability matr1x 1srest1mated w1th/1ong1tud1nal data on welfare
”-[rec1p1ents coming on welfaré in 1965 ; Results. indicate. .that: an ;"

, L enoromous :amount of turnover: occuvs 1n the we]fare popu]at1on and

‘that -the’average. duration of £

. jrelat1ve1y -modest for most‘gro - belo
. minimim wage ‘and/or: high- unemp]oyment ‘are’less 1ikely. to:.Teave -

welfare’ ‘and more likely to return 1ikély “to  stay off. for shorter

;‘-aper1ods and ‘on for Tonger: per1ods .and. mare .1ikely- to ‘be .on’ welfaré

W, <

»7;7 m1numum (AUthon Abstract 1n Journal)

A
P

: Car]in Thomas A, Gary Hendr1eks and” Faye F* Chr1st1an - Re"'”” ial

' Jg Reg1ona1 Distribution of Benefits. bnder’ the. Al “Basic -

- %_~ -Living_ Expenses (ABLE) -WeTfare Reformeerqgosal, Wash1ngton ‘D. C
<. U.S.D.A.. AgricuTtural: Economic Report No. 374.

‘ K brgadeaSed welfare reform program, proposed if. 1974 by the
J01nt Economic ‘Committee of the U.S. tongress; is compared to:-the -

- programs. - The proposal-is.terméd 'ABLE- (A1lewanee for Basic Liying -
Expenses) The study finds that the primary .impact’ of ABLE would’ be-

'Without ehangang the . d1str1but1on'ofﬁel1g1b1e families aniong. ‘regions

.urban’and’ rural-areas.. Hewever; th
i .;dgg§30n71n7benef1ts to’ e11g1b1e families 1n the.- Northeast anditoa;
s lesser extentin i the North ‘Central .region’ and ‘the Westy~ Eligible

lose. benef1ts undrr“ABLE but rural areas, exeept 1n\the,Northeast,

jWould 9a1n ¥ l{-wﬁﬁ._,: - ST

man . ."Welfare Att1tude ‘~

,ss1dy, Susan dud1th terman an “J111 Youngbauer
fi U Sdrvey. " Master. of. Sc1enee Thes1s‘1n Social Work, Un1ver51ty of

W1$c0n51n,,1970 63 leaves B1b11ography, four~ ppend1ces;

'fﬂ{j”quest1onna1res gnd tables.
oo L. 0 -This is.a very well done research prece =
wWith stat1stpca1 ‘tables ‘on the. att1tuﬂes of. a §roup-of AFDC people.in

R

on and -off welfare) Markov-chain- trans1t1on S

?T Persons fac1ng a wage be]ow the;,'j‘ff

'.2 than” are those..with:1ow.- expected unemp]oyment or- wages above the ";ﬁff“;‘

" cyrrent. A1d ‘to Families with Dependent Children (AFBC) and Food Stamp _

:SOUtheF" families.would gain substantially. ' Metropolitam areas. weu]d'*f"ﬂ

nc]ud1ng

horowgh]y documented-i”'

f-io?iJQMad15ﬁn, Wisconsin;-interviewed’ in"Taté 1969. "There were essentially i .’

R

~.to increase. substantially the numbér of welfare- -eligible families - 7. s

there would ‘be- a substantial re~ij,*.“- B



)

. SR -

Bk ST - . ral e . R . - e :

*o

i'ﬁul'two pukposes fdr the study (1) to ascertain reC1p1ent$¢ attitudes S

- ;fAto@ard'tﬁe program ‘and prob]ems they -had :because they were AFOC
" recipients, and (2) to determine whether they saw a need for an” )
vl .o - organization' to deal with' these problems, and’ if. soy'what type of 5
...~ . organization_ it should be,". (p.-1).. ™By.intérviewing.a random -

'J;f.:sampie of /AFDE. rec1p1ents in. Mad1son -the authors hoped to obta1n L
a profile ‘of rec1p1ents ‘attitudes about welfare;’ organizations;, ‘i_f"

. - .

* change-mechanisms, ‘and‘welfare rights organizations;" (p::2): & A

b Mol loTs UUIM 21 _12 2= ML o2k

'Z;irfewfof tnefgttitudes to which interviewees were ‘asked’ to. ‘respond .
on -the topic of the poss1b111ty of col]ectively seeking more’ o
.. comprehensive- welfare rights in Dane’County, Wisconsin, -showed - . ..
eluctance “to work in.a group and ant1c1pated discrimination -as a f""i
group of welfaresrecipients.” . (Annotation from C Cameron p.18. ‘

'ﬂC-*;;*T“ﬁ."i* Gitation number754 th1s b1bliography) , . ,J:;,a o

i . _"ESpemally pps 125- 38. <, In
s © " Pt," 1, Subcommittee on FTSCH] -Policy: of the Joint. Economic Committee,_'
'“JNovember 4, 1973 Washington, D. C.: U S, Goyernment Printing e

UL Coffice, 1973, (YA EC7/WA5 Paper: 12]Pt 1),

!TM; a6 Cutrigbt,!?ﬁiilips ""Illegitimacyfangflncome Supplements L ,ppf_90 21385
i ' j , Paper No. 12

om0 .‘7fﬁ"111egit1macy about 30 percent of AFBC bahefits are aceounted for by '35
T G Compar1sons of various: 111egit1macy rates state benefit ievels,;

- .

SRR = ffﬁéﬁ@f&ﬁéngeg in’ AFDCfbenef1ts do .not, appedr to be an .effective -
' ... deterrent: 0" 111eg1t1macy “Several ‘time periods are:=studies..for. the:,,,
" relationship .of. changes in rates and benefit levels. The author-. =" .

g C3ﬁCconc1udes tha't AFDC s - not effective in controlling 1]]egit1macy

X . -

S CHERED ,iI
n _11 Cutrightb Phi]lips and dohn Scanzoni, "Income Supplements and the Amer1—-
R -can Family:" ~pp. 54=89.

125 "Pt: %, Sybcommittee - on’ Fiscal.PoIch of the: Joint ECODQ@IQ?,,; :
: Committee, November: 4, .1973 Washingten, D. C.::" U S Government
J=.Pr1nt1ng foice 1973_'¢(Y4 Ec7lW45/Paper IZJPt ) ' :

d1vorce of Americans and their family ]1v1ng arrangements.,p
. tors which are. believed to contribute to-the increase in fér o
- headed.families are discussed ‘and the impact of thoge factors is .

_ meaggred Thefgirectfimpggt offtbeiievel of -AFBC benefits on
S F several measures of marriage and:family is estimated: A compar1son

il

~'of -family disruption for white and nonwhite fami]ies is made.. The" - ..

s ::;g commitment to marriage is reflected against the level of AFDC S
>3' oo benefits and past experience _' R .,_, 3 v 1,_,-, :
oo b o ' I

oy 7 ren.;;;dournal of Human Resourees, Su”pTement 1973
o *”% »~Vo] ‘85" pp ~193=25. | . : il ,

Concentrating on,Aid to Families w1th Dependent Children

/ e — _— = = — — _— —_ —_

(AFDC), the paperfirst explores the theoretical. impiicationsfof . -
..+ ‘the.complex- economic relationships between ami]y stability, the,  * - -
_ . demand_for welfare, and:the labor supply of men and women. Then,
ERIC I - using 1960 Cénsus data for New York City, regression equations are
e " developed to test empirically: (1).the relationship bétween the

proportion of fema]e—headed houSeholds and AFDC ineidenee* )

13
%

e




Ll S g - o S SRR
Ce (2) the effect of AFDC 1nc1dence on fale’ and fema]e 1abor force '
" partigipation ratés: .. F1na1]y, the resu]ts are.discussed and-

garding ' ‘the - 1mportant po]1cy d11emmas and al-.f.:m"f"

conclusions drawn-f: g.‘the -
-_ternatives wh1chﬁ e1fare programs pose e (Author Abstract 1n Jo rna])

13 Feaéin Joe R’ “Amer1cﬁn' ~”are Stereotypes th-: Soc1a1 Sc1ence Quarter?y;
) March 1972, Vol. 52(4) pp. 921-33. FRLIE #
T . The paper explains the.results of a survey wh1ch was des1gned

to ref]ect the stereotype att1tudes which’Americans have ‘of.-welfare'® .

f’.rbc1p1ents The national survey had over 1000 respondents:. . The:

i»results largely show that people think that welfare, recipients are

; -::V;1azy opportun1§ts who ‘refuse to- work and. will even.lie to get we]fare )
- " The respondents a]soafe1t that the U. S- seends enough or more than -
. enough money . on welfare programs . _The _composition of actual - -
“:o . recipient” s1tuat1ons is_reflected: aga1nst these stereotypes to: po1nt
" out that the pub11c 1s large]y m1s1nformed about the maJormty o? '

'Trec1p1ents

e Fe1dman Haro]d, ahd Margaret Fe]dman _,ff’" d?d” th ects on the &
e : elfare Mother Volume I “Find=_ .
. ¢+~ ings-and Imp]1cat1ons ' Corne]] Un1vers1ty, Co]]ege of Human Eco]ogy,r o

" ,January 1972 Report No. DLMA1-51-34-69-07-1, 331 pps DI
o 'The study focuses oni how employment :influences the home and . -
=.1persona1 ‘Jife of themother. Findings of a comparison of 1,325 women x

aSEE GBS B

dre reported on problems.and coﬁcerns about care of the: home and, .

'[re1at1onsh1ps with- the children: Forty ~two recommendat1ons are made,

- including -a: tra1n1ng program to increase women's:skill 1n caring for™
f»the ‘home . and manag1ng prob]ems created by the1r work1ng ' .

O [ ' ' ' A Study of the. Effects on the .

e .Fam1lx,Due to Emplovment of the Welfare Mother. - Volume "111. Gbrnell .
- University, College. of Human Ecology; danuary 1972 Report No TN
DLMA1-51-34-64-07-3. ' 626 pp. -

& . =

R Ih1s report is concerned with mu]t1generationaT rura] povertyihf
"7 that is seemingly unbreakab]e ~'Data were obtained from several years

" of close observation of 30 families in a small ‘rural commun1ty in
..northern Appa]ach1a Part1cu1ar prob]ems faced by Tow:- 1ncome women d

fEQand home - respon51b111t1es, health; 1nterpersona] re]at1ons, fam11y '
‘ [11fe styles, se]f 1mage , .

.16 Fourn1er M11dred Samue] Greenberg and Dona]d Maypole _ Aid to Families -
- withABependent—Cthdren;Re§4pient Attltudes Ioward the—Dane—Geuntr
D n 8~ and eworke Madison, WI:.. . ., -
:‘Un1vers1ty of W1sconsin Department of Soc1a] Work , 1961, 111 pp. D
The authors chose about 15 percent of the AFBE popu]ation in’

questnonnatres The purpose was to survey rec1p1ents attitudesW7

_ about the efficiency and quality of services rece1ved and how more
. research could best be des1gned and utilized. :

_ S e B N ' »
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R Garf1nke1 Irw1n and‘Larry L. Orr '"We]fare Po11cy and the Emp1oyment N
' ‘- Rate of. AFDC Mothers " Nat1ona1 Tax Journa],'dune 1974 Vo]‘ 27, o

pp 275 8¢ - Ll Sl R R T

this paper ‘tosestimate: the«effeet“?ofpthe“econom;
- (marginal tax‘rates) on ‘the: abor market part1C1pat1on79f AEQQ -
-ohouseho1d heads:- All states' bemefit levels were grouped.into one of

;*Tﬂwftffﬁﬁhl} 1" three: strictures.: fﬁdaustments wére also made for other policy -
dec1s1ons and :yariations.. The author’'fiade minor policy. adaustment
to the. mode]s and cone]uded that the regress1on results showed that

‘51 | effect1ve 1nducement to work

L * .

:-'” 18: Gary, Lawrence E ‘"Pol1cy Decws1ons 1n the Aid. to Fam111es w1th Bependent
‘ Children Program:® A Comparative ‘State Ana]ys1s.ﬁ.j' ol ;

" November 1973, Vol. -pp. 886-923. . - --
' - Focuses- on the. e11g1b111ty po]1c1es ‘among the states Informa-‘

“tion. for this art1c1e was obta1ned from the state pub11cat1ons L
: regard1ng e11g1b111ty ' : . . .

SO 190 GOOdW1" Leonard. "We]?are Mothers and the work Eth1c n Monthlyskahor,
S Revlew, “Rugust 1972, Vol. 94(8); pp. 35-37. . =
‘ P "j" ' eThe communication reports Work of a study that shows we]fare
' -mothers and- their sons do have a strong work. ethic and do not need _
“to_be taught the 1mportance of work by such methods as requ1r1ng all-

| AFBC mothers to Work . The asp1rat1ons of we]fare rec1p1ents are as fl

intinéncé on"the1r sons- than ‘do- wh1te parents in. more a?f1uent :

“.circumstances,” [p.36]. The purpose of this article is to reassert--

that transfer payments do not themse]ves remove the 1ncent1ve to work

S ;'.20 ‘Handler, Joel F. "Just1ce for the We1fare Rec1p1ent " Fair Hear1ngs 1n S
L. . AFDE - The W1scons1n Experience " The Socia] Sc1ence RewJew, March

. ) 1969; Vol. 43(1), . pp: 12-34. - = -
7;W77Thefart1c]eAdescr1bes the: adversary processes ‘available to AFBE

-participants.or applicants. The characteristics. .and various motiva-

~ . tions of these persons are discussed. Ihefprgcedyre of ‘a hearing-is .
- “outlined” and precaut1onary measures. to protect the clients' rights- -
* -are presented. - AFDC appeal cases were ‘analyzed statistically. The- -
- number _of pet1t1ons won, 1ost.or witndrawn . is-given. The fajor :
eligibility issues used in the hearings are listed. The d1rect1qn

ﬁfl" .f . -.v~'wh1ch the fair hearing processes w111 take 1s-discussed.

[}

A ,_Soc1a1 Services ‘and the Structure of Depéndency: :The Views of AFDC
v 'Recipients.” Soe4al—5erv4ce4Rey{eﬂ, December 1969 Vol. 43(4), '
pp- 306-20. o o
- The paper ‘reviewed surVeys of - W1sconsin AFDC recipients for - ]
 their ideas about the adequacy of social services which are provided f
through the AFDC program. - The atthors. feel that the level of . social ‘
service activity is Tow and that which does exist?tends to re1nforce

'éi Hand]er Joel F. and E]]en Jane Ho]11ngsworth "The Adm1nistrat1on of

. the-"status quo rather ‘than improving or altering the lives of the
-:c11ents.". Emphasis 1s placed on the frequency of visits. ' o

Y
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A t1vat1on and recept1on of the caseworkers by the c11ents Severa1 R
_ ;Federa] incentives to aSS1St certain fanilies have: ‘resulted-in® .
. ‘adminjstrative. behavior that maximizes the states' benef1ts, however, o

. .that_behavior. does not do. the. same -for: ‘the e11ents Assistance in- e
T obta1n1ng heaith services. was cited.as. the mosti 1gn1f1cant aét1v1ty of . &

. “the: casewopkerﬂ'ﬂs the:degree of personal or-specific. gu}dance‘f '

-

1ncreased the?frequency of' ass1stance dec11ned substant1a11y

.32>;>L.wa ”3* LR ‘ L =~.,,. "The Adm1nlstrat1on of =

PR ﬁ_',We1fare Budgets The V1ews of AEDC Rec1p1ents " Journa] of Human -"”";h.

Pl “-“=;Resources, Spr1ng 1970, Vol.~5(2); -pp. 208-21. 2 ’ “7€',
R The maJor role of AFBG is: 1ncome maintenance The paper 1ooks e

et g gt — = — e B e e T D Z T

v prov1s1ons and other program features.. The reSlﬂtS Of a survey of B

- Wisconsin-AFDC recipients show that budgets" varied very little and
: that there.- Was Tittle caseworker intervention in.client spend1ng L
’iTh1s was- part1y due to.the fact that Tittle- d1scuss1on about. bud- Cen T
get1ng or  special needs programs is ever had and c11ents tend to get

"by on. stat1c and unrespons1ve budgets

o ’ . R i T .
. - BT . oL . PR, . . S

w23, “" . St .- o The Deserving Poor, .
e _Ch1cago Markham Press, 1971 Papers include: (1) "The Character1st1cs {
. of AFDC Recipients: . A Comparat1ve View." :(2) "How .Obnoxious.is. the -

.. 'Obmoxious Memns Test'7 The Views of AFDC Rec1p1ents "o (3) "The .

- '_.Adm1plstrat1on of. WeFfare Budgets -The Views. of AFDC. Rec1p1ents"»
.Q3;(4) "Work and the A1d to Fam111es w1th Bependent Ch11dren Program "

] .'.:-..l : Q ' i,-';
L 24 Hausman, Leonard Jr "Potent1a1 ?or F1nanc1ng Se]F-Support Among AFBG

and 'AFDC-UP Rec1p1ents "

Vel. .36(1),.pp.. 60-6. N '
" The well-knoin m1sconcept1on that we]fare rec1p1ents cou]d get

. off of the roll by just going to work is the main focus of the paper
. In: faft for 60 percent of AFDC and. AFDC Up (Unemp]oyed Parents)
“recipients _the-opposite is true; They cotld.not eann more than- ;
their welfare receipts. by going’ to work given their education and
- skill level. . The- AFDC-UP- group ‘estimates were substantially be]ow
- " the other. However, the AFDC s f1fteen7t1mes7as Targe -as the Up
‘1{group,hence of more concern.. Even if ‘substantial 1nducements7tof -
* work are made a large. port1on of the AFDC popu]at1on would cont1nue A

:;to rece1ve some benef1ts - , U _ e

Ju]y 1969

S e

\L

5 -és;' Heckman d d ”"Effects of €h11d Eare Programs on . Worien 's - work EffOr,;,e, ,
s ) ’ ] : .y, Part II March -April 1974, Vo] 82(2),.,_

. .pp. 5136- 63. o , )
The wage- suBs1dy programs are more ‘than: s1mp1e ]ncgmefsgpp]ezf
‘.f'ments for those who work. There are. work leisure. a]ternat1ves because
- of the nature of the subs1dy. ‘The author estimates the consumer ,
~ indifference surfaces between-income and" 1éisure in order to deter- .
mine if an opt1ma1 span’aof transfers and time exists.  The decision
- to work is jointly dependent on ‘the number of work hours and the. -
ﬂhcorresponding cost and'qua]ity of forma] and 1nforma1 care



_26 Hobb1e, R.A and k 0. Banduran ' g
~'ha_ _Recipients?". Dhio State Hn1vers1ty'BuiletjneofeBuSJness Research
August 1974 Vel 49(8), pp.\] -8.. = . N

‘;?75 Hon1g, MarJorqe ""AFDC Income Rec1

35_effort Tﬁ1s effect was noted for both wh1te and nonwh1te fam111es eﬁ'fr

-.:,28:f;;‘*"““ L "The Impact of We1fare Payment Leve]s on Fam11y Stab111t oM
R LU Studies -in- PubYic Welfare; Paper: No. 12, Pt. 1. pp.. 37253+ Joi”t-'ﬂ*

- . Economic ‘Committee Pr1nt :November 4, 1973 Wash1ngton, Do C U §fj o
Z'Government Pr1nt1ng fo1ce, 1973; ,(Y" c?/w457Paper~12]pt ). .

A'waork d1s1ncent1yes and whefher the “program design.:stimulates: the :

L Tg,geaaiaf*an of families. The findings presented- here support both .
ﬁ»ascontent1ons ~Forty-four- metropo1ftan aréas-for 1960 ‘and 1970 are "
B " used, In 1960 the 1ncr§a§erof_ﬂ0 percent of. benef1t 1éve]s Was
"fffil”?eﬁﬁ;'hﬂrnumber of famiilies headed by females. This vas found. for both- White © -
v. -7 - -and nonwhite families. Po11cy reCommendat1ons are made to assist .

lﬂ ﬂlf"f,f‘-=‘work1ng and” honworking. two. parent: fam111es as’a’ means to effect1ve1y

P r X TV A8 2T '

RN decrease welfare dependency s jw;' R
29 Husby, R. D "Day Care for . Fam111es on Pub11c Ass1stance WQrkfare,versus_»’l
o ';,3‘ . We]fare " Industr1a1 Labor Re]at1ons Rev1ew, July 1974 V‘foq 7{4),. &
ceowl o ppe 603=10.7 S
o R Near]y a quarter of" pub11c assgstance rec1p1ents are, aged b11nd-ﬁa~
E v,7é?“5pg::or dasab]ed ‘Only 15 percent of the households had an emp]dyab1e _
© . " male head; hence we]fare must Took to. the mothers.to go to-work. T

“* -, mothers with-children:.: The paper estimates the cost of providing .- .y
© - _.» .day-care -for recipient: fam111es, -the expected earnings of-the mothers,
-w.% - and the benefit Tevels of an.income- ma1ntenance program. .The -
L conc1us1ons drawn were the ma1ntenance was cheaper than the program
' - -to, entourage self- suff1c1ency - Recognized as'béing- ignored is the

o H_,f;'?~_1ong run benef1t to the fam11y and soc1ety of be1ng emp]oyed
'73§a' Hutchens; Rohert M. '

« -

ns; Robert M _in Bﬁ,Iax,Rates 1967 1971. ' Madison;. wI
~ Institute for:Research on Poverty, Un1vers1ty of W1scons1n, Pub11cat1on
- Number. 352, 1976.. 24 pp.. R
_ - The study est1mates the 1mp11c1t AFDC marg1na1 tax rates on
" L :earn1ngs to-correct -biases .in previous estimates. .These" est1mates
o+ . .77 used:to evaluate the changes in the AFDC tax sates ‘between 1967 and
o = .70 1971 show that the federal initiatives .prompted.rates to fall i L
-+ 19 t6 20 states: ' ‘The analysis emphas1zes the d1Spar1ty among states
- in implicit margiﬁa1 tax rates which ranged from 16% in €alifornia

~to 58% in Michigan. The significance of this finding. is that persons. -

" of equa] economic situatiens are:subject to a wide range of tax rates. .

__depending on their state of residence. Suggest1ons are made: to. R

" correct the. dispar1ty by-standardizing the ratable reduct1on, the ﬁi;-.@
deduction$ -- earhﬁngs part1a1, and the range -of earn1ngs over Which

'-tax rates equa] zero ,' '1' ot

ek e
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Johnson, Betty, "The Unwed AFDC Mother and the Ch]]d Welflre 5erv1ces "Jf;g*ﬁ
In The Double Jeopardy; The. Triple.Crisis = I]]eg1timéey Todays -by S
the -National Council on- ITlegitimacy. New York Nat1Pna1 Counc11 S

BuslnesseﬁgﬁovernmeﬁtARéview, May-June 1969 pp ZA4 56

““;'i“The Fam115, Poverty, and Nelfare Programs An R

72 -on.I118gitimacy; 1969, pp. 83-90. = = . A .

- .. - The articles review services avaﬂable,tgdyoung pregnant women = .-

- ;{“glgn@fmothersf7fIhese7§ervlcesfdea1 with problems-of adoption; funda- L

) %;_jtmenta1{educatron health.care tra1n1ng, persona1‘counse11ng, DI T

E © " fipancial ‘assistance, emb1oyment -and-more. " The: prob]ems faced-by - - .0

" S -*thé’young women are out11ned and the programs to dea1 with them arei-‘%igf

S e eva1uated S T ) T RS AL IV K
-f).‘32: Johnson Grace E "Beygmd the we1fare State." Hnlver51tf*" Missouri ~ ..

'-5ff33r’ Lerman Robert ,,,,,,
- =Introductory ‘Essay..on_Problems of .Analysis and: Po11cy " pp. 1= 36.

* . In Studie§“in-Public Welfare, Paper No. 12, Pt.- Subcomm]ttee on e

_+- Fiscal Po11cy of ‘the Joint Economig - Eomm1ttee, Nevember 4, 1973 s
. . Washington;.DC:- U:S.. Government Pr1nt1ng 6ff1ce, 1973 : o i.;y‘;_
(va. Ec77w45]Paper 12/Pt; 1)% PRETINES T

1ntroduct1on to th1s ser1es dlscusses some of

- _The paper as‘a

7 ~the_ §r051ems in metfodo]ogy when attemﬁt1ng to trans]ate soc1o]og1ca1

_;;?34; Lur1e, Irene "Est1mates”of Tax Rates in. the AFDC Program " Na
Tn .,Iaxedournalr ‘March-1974, Vol. 2741, pp. 93-111.. - .
o ... The ‘paper is” concerned with. est1mat1ng the: margina] tax rate
7+ impTlicit in_the AFDC program. The gstimates, are ‘based on a 1971
S survey of\AFDC rec1pients 1n 23 states. The marg1na1 tax rate 1s
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f;;ﬂfearged incoiie it was. found that ' the' tax. rates are Tow;’ wh11e those _
‘ a.:rates Kor unearned 1ncome were substant1a11y h1gher R = x ;w

35 - "Leg1st1at1ve, Admnn1strat1ve and Jud1c1a1 Changes in
N the AFDC ‘Program, 1967-71." -In:Studiesin PubdicaWe1fare, a Joint .
%< - " Economic Committee. Print, 93rd Congress, 15t Session. Wash1ngton,;»
-+ DC: U.S.. Government Printing Office, March: 1973 PP « 69 108. R
" .__. The akticle reviews changes tn size and- adm1n1strat10n of the’ L
'AFBG progra” over. the years 1967= 197]L ‘The' review 1ne]udes ehanges o
in other pr'grams that. m1ght affeet AFBG rec1p1ents - L

36 Maoau]ey, JaE§0611ne lsgwelfaregBé&ef6£4ChJldren? Madison;fwr !;7:7:7;

" Institute for Research on Poverty, Un1vers1ty of Wisconsin, D1scuss1on

- paper Number 302, 1975. SN ﬁ
" The:author d1scusses her study. of’the 11terat re on poverty

"to summarize what is known. ‘about«recipients. Problems that arise:
frequently in poverty research are noted and methodo]ogies used hy

'-*.various authors’ to hand]e them are t'omI?a"eﬁl
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' u37(‘ Matza, DaV1d "PovertyLand Q}s?epute 24 In R Merton and R Nesb1t, eds P

B Conte@pgrary Social Probileis; 1966, S
‘*i.f:*“a<-;, ‘Discussion-of - the attitude-of. AFDC rec1p1ents and common . -

"ﬁfffﬁr charaeter1st1cs which are. present w1th tﬁese attltudes;v>

" of South-Carolina Co]umbaa SCy 1973 42 pp i e .
i, 1f"The pr1mary aim.of. th]s report is ‘to examine the A1d to Fam111eswm
LA . wWith Dependent: Children (AFBG) program -in -South Carolina: “The Sl
# T .0 report will-show that because of the presumption-that P'PEy'ﬁﬁE

.. P . o e e e

i<+ 2% :can be successful in our country, .the public welfare sy’dem contiriues .-

L " to’be considered a -temporary.thing, designed to hand’ out: the ‘least

' <~ amount .possible. until poor. people have fought the1r Way out: of -

. poverty. “It'will demonstrate that in Séuth Carol1naLthe we1fare e

- system’ fa1ls to-provide- the weans of .incentive for AfDC families = = =
- to ach1eye se]fsuff1c1ency, and the effect_is to maanta1n peop]e 1n ‘

hff'poverty rather than remov1ng them from 1t - _-g_ ;i ST ¢‘}3

;}f39 Meyers Samue] M and denn1e McIntyre ‘U S Soc1a1 and- Rehab111tat1on

e SérViéeffDly?s16n of Intramural Research ‘Welfare: Policy.and Its
R ;- G R . tudy of the AFDC
ggggfgm; Wash1ngton DC U S Government Pr1nt1ng Office, 1969

, S, 7 217 pp B }. : - : : L ,. X _f; '}3’2‘:’} C _. i R ’
140 Ph111]ps, M1chae1 Ha1der "T"The Impact of: the Bec]arat1on Procedure Upon RS
-“the. Percept1ons and Attitudes of Mothers Receiving Aid to’ Fam111es

”,. with Dependent Children." - PhD d1ssertat1on, Columb1a Un1vers1ty, ST
1972 - 277 -pp, +(Z5055D. 6/-33/05-A; p2505) R R
“The. purpose df ‘the study was:to determine. whether those who - ,.”
ﬁce1ved aid by. dec]arat1on (aff1dav1t) had different: bercept1ons of
e -AFDC -program -than.those eligible by more. trad1t1ona1 methods. .- *
g_ - -Initially,  those e11gdb1e by declaration. had a more pos1t1ve appralsa1
‘ fﬂ- of the.intake process; however; this, tendency was not significant for
~most. gronps - The; declaration proces§ was designed to. free caseworkers

- time’ in-qrder. to prov1de ‘more services to- ‘recipients. ‘However;. those:

[ i . i b SERPE e S T2 - -2

e11g1b]e by declaration. resorted to higher: leve1 of serv1ces than
those reported by other e11g1b1es, fﬂ;h-. PR L

[ (e

8T P111av1n, Irv1ng and A]an E Gross The Effects of Separat1on of Serv1ces;;

g ef?';;,u.,< and Incoie Mainténance- on ‘AFDC: Rec1p1ents Madison; WI: Institute

< fg‘f;;jjgfor Research-on~ Poverty, Hn1vers1ty of W1scon51n, B1scuss1on Paper o

AR . Nutiber 4015 19775 EER
) The paper™is a’ study o? we]?are rec1p1ents responses to tﬁe .

'.4*separat1on Qf ithe de11very of 'social services and intome maJntenance

G The results show that welfare recipients’ had a. greatermdemand for - o
.. . ‘and greater. sat1sfact1on with ‘the social services when ‘the pre-= - -
RO 7separat1on procedure was effectvve' The resu]ts have po%q\y 1mp11caj_

Qua11ty Eontro] 1n AFBE Nat1ona1 F1nd1ngs, danuary-dune 1974 Report1ng
- Period. Hash1ngton DE: U.S. Social and-Rehabilitation Serv1ce,‘ N
1975 54 pp S | .

N .
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;43-“ Randall, Renaldh_ffSoc1al Serv1ces 1anFDC Steps ToWard Evaluat1on'" |
- .Social Service Review, June 1975, ‘Vo]. 49; pp.191-207: - AR
’_:::71:.;takes certain steps toward evaluat1on of the socialiservices = -

)‘

‘of welfare: workers that ‘are .associated with the- ‘provision. of - .

~-provided AFDC: #gEipients’ in 1967 by {1) determfnlng,characert1st1cs ;”Ffff'f

< services; _and:.(2)-‘measuring the ‘degree -to which. provision ‘of serV1ce'7f-fﬂ.&

"";"BTSa’ssoCJated w1th ‘certain:welfare-= relevant soclal objectives.. Size

.. "of ‘case”load, has Some effect on social.services, but salar1es,-”a
:;turnover, and level of employee educataon do not R SR R

‘w_ 44 ReJda George E "The Fam1ly Ass1St ce Plan as a Solut1on to the
; -».,' Welfare Cr1s1s t Journal of Risk: nce; June l97l Vol
-‘*g 38(2), pp. 169-79.7 ! - DL
L, Cr1t1c1zes thershortéom‘ngs of the Fa 1ly Assistance Plan. ,;".' :
.z“uiAuthor states that under t new pla *ma'"<poOr people W1ll actually
" -ibe. worsefoff,fnh1le the program will sfit hot olve.-many of the -+

'+ welfare problems.  Present welfare programs' problens are briefly

’ - documented: as: ‘catggorical ineligibility, working .poor exclusfon,

. state restrictions;. inadequate :benefits; Aarrdésment of welfare

”T”;rec1p1ents -administrative 1neff1c1enc1es° work,d1S1ncent1ves etc.

The FAP.plan “has.much: wider- coVerage, but remains a categorical -

,,,,,,,,,,

... program because of ‘exclusions: ‘Also work incentives may d961l"es

| :'although th1s was not the result of thethree-year NIT New dersey 3
ﬁExper1ment L A;;'1':_ 4 c Loy S

e

"'W,.

Roseh‘ ‘5. "Effectsrof Ch1ldaCare Programs on. WOmen S- Work Effort.
o Comment " Journal of,Eol1t1cal Economy, Part II March Apr1l l974
. 'i', Vol. 82(2) ' BPp.. 5l64 69.. -
.. See. referred art1ele 1n~th1s b1bl1ography, Heckman - AFDC

. ”46 Sch1ller, Bradley R "Emp1r1cal Stidies of Welfare Dependency Bf
N ,Survey " dournalgoffHuman Resources, Supplement l973 Vol

' 19- 32 o '
“”ﬂlfi?ln the foll0W1ng art1cle 52 emplrical stud1es of welfare

':;rec1p1ents are. surveyed _The ObJEGt of the survey is—to compare

- empirical evidence. with the assumpt1ons ‘of current' welfare reform -

»'iv‘_proposals Discovering a. ‘large ‘gap between policy . assumptions -
'[:ff”and.research f1nd1ngs the survey concludes W1th suggest1ons for

:‘47 Se1dman37§ert 77?Welfare Reform Should Mean the Welfare of €h1ldren " f'
* . . Monthly Labor Review, April 1973, Vol.. 96(4), pp. 57-9. -

"~.The article focuses on welfare reform for. the sake of'_.

o dependent children. Such reform should be primarily concerned with

. better1ng ‘the social situation of- d1sadvantaged -and Underpr1— .

-.v1leged ‘children. . The author .criticizes- those whose main 1ntere§t

;‘. - “4" in_reform rests w1th establishing.a work requirement. for ‘its own

sake: Several manpower" programs are noted showing ‘the poor o

‘completion rates of enrollees. Requ1ring work: assumies it is f:x.

~aVa1lable Wh1ch for many Welfaré rec1p1ents.1t is not

48 Shea John R. "Welfare Mothers Barr1ers to tabor Force Entry " .
o Journal of Human Resources, Supplement 19735 Vol. 8; pp. 90-102.
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Interv1ew data From a natlona1 samp]e of 30 to 44 year - o]d

womenﬁwho were out of the.labor force-in 1967 are used to analyze .
S :a.i - reactions. /o.a‘hypothetlcaI job offer.. While bidck women: are more
[T '11ke1y than*whi te women' tg have: responded aff}rmat1ve1y, there is’ no .
ERRE d1fference by - potent1a1 e11g1b111ty for a family assistance ‘payment.’
Bt i,_“f Mu4t1p1e regression -(OLS) ana]y51s.shows that,; afong the:. potent1a11y

I e A

gible;. either(or both) (1) wi]1rngness ‘to-take a hypothetical -

"Job or'(2) required rate-of pay:is. systemat?ba11y reiated 10 marita]
statuszfrece1pt of<AFDT; poor health,.family income. “Tess- respondent s

';'*; earnlngs and, attitude: toward the propr1ety of mothers working.
Po]1cy 1mp11cat1ons are d1scussed (Author @bstract in. Journa])

‘.' Social Serv1ces Do They Be]p We1fare Rec1pJents Ach1eve Se]f—Support
or Reduced Bependency? “Washington; DC: .U.S: General Accourmting-

'7.,F;f Office, Social and Rehabi-Fitation. Service, Department of Hea]th,-;.ﬂ_ 3

. Education and Welfare; 1973,.123 ppi=: . e

. - Reaches ‘the: concTusiofi that the-soc1a] serv1ces had on1y i
o Timited: divect: ‘impact. on helpqng AFDC.qec- 1ents reduce dependency
x'.fand ach1eve se]f support -. ‘%7; S ,

o Incentives-and f enef1t.Payment Reduct1on in the .AFDC . Program e
.Ql;i;*Tj . Quarterly-Revi#w of _ _Lffff Summer 1974 Vo] 14(2),'_'

e -.'DD_:_BS-J go— R N s 3 .
s ne.m oo The article comparesy e effects of both an 1ncrease in- the
. .;'j g market wage rate and-déefeases: in—the AFDC implici tax- rate on

‘participgtion.in the labor fofce by AFDt'rec1p1ent é The ‘AFDC i(]“h

So]berg, Er1c J. and Freder1ck tang111e. ."The Wageiﬁate, Potent1a1 work7ttif

1nd%me d1sregard provision determines the recipient 's, d1sposab1e“‘”'..fff
income,_ hence a change wdu]d also affect labor forre participation.” . ..

incentive to-

oL WorK - is. positive when wage ; mp11c1t tax rate
e e decreases As.Tbng as recipients work for very 1ow wages, the '

LA 1,,- f sav1ngs in AFDC benef1ts w1P1 be sma]]

‘work“is. pos1t1ve when wage rates iricrease or

CIf the. Tabor .supply curve is pos1t1véTy sloped; ‘th

,(

., 51 SpaH, H. and McGoughran E. "BFDC in M1ch1gan Durmg the%enheth

Century " Review of Soc1a1 Economy, Apr11 1974 Vo]. 32(1), pp: 76- L .

85. )
The purpose of the paper 1'-to-test whether the percentages oF

'~ the population applying and recetving welfare: is 1ECreas1ng,

. .. .. whetheér.relative lifestyles. of recipients are improving, and .
T - :'whether these increases:place-a burdefi on the taxpayers. The. study
R + . area is Michigan. A secondary ‘hypothiesis is ‘whether. changes in
' * the level of f1nanc1a1 ‘agsistance have.had.an. 1nf1uence on. the

proportﬁon of thé popu1at1on—app1y1ng for we]fare ' D

:'mpson, Davi ) L. and. Grey H;.M11es Se]F-Acuated,Hork,BehaVJor among
=Income People. - M1nneapo11s MN:. North Star Research and

gDev'fopmeng‘Inst1t§te, 1971, -+ = —
- ane of the results shown by 1nterv1ews with 6, 000 welfare
: rec1p1ents was_ ehat 90 -percent ofi the working mothers felt that:
~ their children's day care arrangements were acceptable. On the
- other -hand; 40 percent of those who were not working thought that if .

they were work1ng, the1r_ch11dren would not be satisfactorily
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N >,;]1ooked after Approx1mate1y 60 percent of the wh1te welfare mothers _

o i and 50 péreent of .the black welfare mothers would rather stay at- Yo
.. . 7 home since.they perceived: their childrén as wanting that.  As for.
-.reasons -for leaving.the last job, :over 25 percent of-the wh1te mothers J

-g}fj*fm,fﬁﬁt-ﬁand 20 percent of the. b]ack mothers ‘said that th1s h1nged on their.-
7 .. :children's:need :for superv151on (Annotatjon from C.. Cameron‘ p. ,}5 s
,jSee b1b11ography 11st1ng) ‘ e S ';,, 'f““'f S

e

";'53; w1negarden E R ‘ "The Fert111ty of AFBE WGmen An Econometrlc Ana1y51s "

Lo AdnurnalAofeEconomlcsgande3u51ness,7Sgr]ﬁé71924_7V9]Wﬁ?ﬁlg)77 77153;66
..o . . Focuses on whether transfer payment systems have effectsfgn ‘the .

L < birth*rate among . rec1p1ents ¢WO stage least .squares estimation -
~ . . procedure-is_applied to cross-sectional -data of 50 statESfand the .
©xl. o District of Columbia. The mode]”resukts suggest that ‘thé hypothesis . .
.. -istrue although caution must be taken. For example; (1 The total .-
*r"T;-th'grant does net positively affeqt birth; (2}, f‘rtJ Tty 43 e
..+ 7 'to the increment: in benef1ts (3) the hypoth

-?’:'*agtua1 eFFect sma11* * :

‘°13354; W1seman Michae] and Gera]d S11verman '“Eva1uat1 ;Soc1a1 Serv1ces " Did-
Lo ;the Genéral Accounting Office Help?": Social:Se oL

u,;September 1974, 'Vol. 48, pp.-315-26. —

T Summar1zes the GAO study,, %Soc1a1 Sery} e

rcrt,”and then cr1tjc1ze§7the methodo]ogy of the GAD" re;earch ar ]
. ' f"conc1us1ons drawn from it. ' 3
y [ 7 /-‘v’ ’;; :
® : r







55. . Adams, 0 L "Nutr1t1ona1 Status‘_
. Tennessee Counties." . -Rpsear:
ment of Eitens1on Edut*

f ﬁttitudes 11kes and d1slg$e’*
methods of feodﬁprocuremeﬁf;Ghome grown, Food~5tamp$;;¢ommddu
. and supp]ementary foods ) *buying'.practices; .and cost of foodstuffs; -

w00 'and -the extent 'to which each .commodity ‘or supp]ementar foodfpr

‘_wf_? food purchased with Food Stamps;.is: 1nc9rporated 4nto: the’ famJIyl. SRS
A e ngtr1t1on program 1nt1ud1ng mea] p]annfng ‘Pe ermines the poss1b1e .

. ?:i';ﬁ . :food intake 5nd¥hutr1t1yé value:of: diet ¢ uried” for: tWo .58asons::
RN dur1ng the year fs ring. ‘and’ fh]ﬂ) afrd the putr]t1ona] statas of .
'-%fi.g'i - se]ected fam11y me ers By b1ochem1cal methodsb i . .

- ' bl o ~ . .
. ) . A - N .‘.. ,

,--L,' ,',,,,4-,:“, LI A '

RN

I : ;f Se JtyeAst, Report to. Accompﬁny :
S House Reso]ut1on 1028450 S~ “gongress, - senate : Cojm itt eﬁ’on L T
R ¥ Finance, 94th Congress, 1st ‘Session® Senate. Repor': 0:+ 942549, - -
R f;.,, " Washington, D. C. pal S Government Prlnélgg Office; 1975 ;," .
o (-]} (94/]LSR~549)'” ﬂ, , v U e
o Fﬂod Stamp

i _"k and MaUY‘ICe MQDOHa]d ’4 -'.l-'ll'lﬂl .”L l_'l.'l===. .
RS Pnogram < Estimatedl.Levels; by State. Pubecat1on Noy: 253=
='”gf,f .Madhson Wl rnsﬁ1tutexfor Research om Poverty. Univers1tx, ?

: %1scon51n, JBZS r\;, A S R

s P

58 Boehm F f éThe Food Stamp Program and Un1t Cﬁnsumer Househo]dsf:fA
-”' i Sug@ekted Refision."’ Amer1can Journal. of«Agr1cu1t alrE;onmmu;s, .

'i"j;i S Nay 1978 ¢ V0. /56(2) 5 pp. 44123, 5 % .

3_.Lﬁv::ﬁ *w* ThE: pre{,nt Food Stamp,program“ although designed to re=

R *d;strlbyte inéome has. bu11;-1n inequities.: Whep an age-sex.

o ',',Ax»x cr]terien, as. weﬁ] as househodd: size,; i§" use the eff1c1ency of .

"o . 4. ... aTlocatiom is: 1ncreased despite slgﬁ1f1can¢ Variat1ons in models’

. 4 7 . tested:. Thé age-sex criterion rates family need with a unit- -consiier

,:'ff?““5“¥ﬁ'"éélé01at1on that: places a/-weight on each household member based on

s sex, agefarfd. cdrrespohdidg nutr1t1ohaT requirements. The author
oot feels %hat thi's method: wojiit ‘be.a more equitablé means of distri-’
P bqt1on .while it the sai ‘ t1me cauding-11tt1e d1srupt1on in the

e ‘n» program adm1n1stnat1on Fic :

Y

,i36§ Boettcher,fflchard E’ "An Invest1gakﬁon of the. Part1c1pat1on of AFDC ~
.f;ﬁ~z “Recipients in tﬁecFood Stamp Pro am Cast Within the Framework of

Etz1on1,SsQomp11anCQ Theory*ﬂ P -D. Dissertation in Sociology; -

o Un1vers1ty of Minnesota, 19700 313 gp (call No. 31/10-A, p5521). .
Eiie” ‘The" quthor- ffndsAthat nonpart1c pants have slightly lower -
TR 1ncomes with h1ghér exbenses. The-participants. in -the food stamp .
N .”:; 3, Jprogram had a greagar knowledge about the program, had greater . - ¢
«.'éfﬁ_ umbé? of - casework r‘yisits, were - acceptab]e to their peer groups :
SR and spent a smaNer proportion of their ingome on the stamps than - 6
e oY the: nonrécipigntl S

'.'\ o

yould have to. Nonparticipants said the cost of

i#,j“f?s:ﬁ;,.stamps Was ‘the. b1ggest réééon not to part1c1pate , : i
R A LG g , e e y o

g : (2 - e . o -~
VE W ey T N L.
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GQ Bryant ;W;K; f nto
.+ dournal-of Agricultural Economics May 1972 Vol 54(2) pp. 305-14..
T The -paper_sets the food stamp program in-a- theoretical frame=- ;;.#
[work in"a. suhply and demand model ‘for food stamps, “Very’ Tittle: wprk
has’ been ‘done to:this ‘date on these types of models which- might f
eventual]y Be used as guides for future poiicy making S L

Carlin, Thomas A, Gary Hendricks and Faye F Christian " ‘Residential
_ ' Al lowance v”—eBasier =
.~ - Living Expensés (ABLE)Welfare Reform Proposal. | Washington D C.:
. U.S.B.A. Agricultiral Economic Report:No: 374. - ‘
R _1 Afhrqadfbased welfare reform prograi; Zpropesedrin 1974 by the Sy
‘doint Economic" Committee of" the U. .S? Congress, is' compared to the: :

© .0, . current Aid to Families with Dependent -Children  (AFDC):'and. Food: Stamp
.1":programs The. proposal ‘is -termed -ABLE (A]]owance for Basic Livihg
; ;l‘w?-Expenses) ‘The study finds that the primary impact:of ABLE would’ be
S o to increase: substantially the " number of we]fare -eligible families:
S - without changing the: distribution of eligible.families among regions s
-7 or urban and rural areas. . However; there would be a substantial
" " reduction in benefits to eligible families in-the ‘Northeast and’ tora

.. Tesser extent in the North Central rFegion. and. the West: 7E]19]b1e '

" ‘southern families would gain - -supstantially, Metropolitan areas ..

' would lose benefits under ABLE, but rural areas, except in the e

i 620 Ehild Nutrition Programs | Hearings Subcomm;ttee on Agricu]tura] Research |
CE . and General ‘kegislationy 94th Eongress, 1st-Session.:” Washington; D:C.:
B L :_ Governrient Printing Office, April71975. . (V4: A98/2/643/975)477777”,

.-+ . .. Throughout these hearings; testimony fromfteachersf dietitions,j:f;
SawFoc administrators and -private bu51nessmen is :given ‘in .support‘and e
; »}-T - expansion of- ChT]d ood programs. ' Many: valuable tables are-included
' which show. part1c1p tion,and funding levels throughout: the"programs.
Eriticisp-of the programs seems, iargely restricted to: the factixhat

t:i"éﬁ7? ﬁ::;ﬁgJ5 they are not large enough AU S ."‘7.;;

R

- 53;~:C13rkson Kenneth w Fbod Stamps and»Nutrit:on EvaiuatiVéASEHHY'Nés 18 ';
CdEn < April 19755  Washington;:D. C Amechan Enterprise Institute for i
Public- Research 1976, © ol

k. Surveys of. participants measure- thé program S benefits to AR
famiiies of different income- ‘Tevels, . Study -states: ‘that ithe Food . P
Stamp - program has done. ]itt]e to improve the nutrition of the L
recipients and is 1argeiy an income subsidy o S

N

WeTfare Benefits of the Food. Stamp Program " Sdﬁtﬁérn”
Jou €0ﬂ9m1351 “July ‘1976, Vol. 43(1), pp: 864-78; T -
,,/// The paper estimates the recipient: benefits the -nature’ and egtent
v ite . - of external joint consumption benefits and administrative costs of . o
“" the'Food Stamp program.under the regulations -and procedures during - /
“ - - 1972°73. The jevel ‘of benefits..is estimated by & Hickslan consumer 7/
~ surplus model: using price equivaIence 1t is.basédon the assumption =
that the recipients' vdluation of the transfer will be: -1ess than the

market ‘value of the subsidy, so the’ decisign to partieipate 4s based -

fon the size and sign of net bene?its gjven his uti]ity function and :,:f




'~f‘56.”}Cromwe11 cynﬁh1a ‘and Bérnice McGeary ""Eeonom1ca1

.fé?:f'Derr, Janet Morton. ., Rura1 Soc1a1 Prob]ems,;HumaneServices, and Soc1a1 'yf_ﬁ ;gp

68 ﬁ "Dd Food Stamps Rea]]y.Make a Difference?" Agr1qutura1 Marketihg, 1966, | ;~?L'

:2-,the Va'iab1e purchase opt1ons.offthe program Th; averagefwaste '”defifff;
" Was-estimated at 17.3 -percent of reeetved transfers. Caltutated.’ Ce

" benefite tend- to be;max1mazed -at: hfghen/1ncomes or’1anger households

“:}"fPar jcipation ‘is more, h1gh1y correlated with’ thelhet benef1ts

ived rather. than-the size of the bonus. va]uej

SR / :The .effect of “the prograsi on:food and non=fe od’consumpt1on apaE
~:~;d pends. on the household: preferences and- the effectiveness of the™ i~ . .

'}J“T:” ~food constrainti. The: prggram provides: more ava1]ab1e income; but <

The "average adm1n1straflve cost of the’ program is::about. 10%

/the nutrition of.ree1p1ents ‘has nat been shown to: have : 1mproved'-;f?'f.?'"{

the increase fin fdod *777'mpfion fa11

.of. the totdl transfer
/ decrease, the 1ncrease 1n food c

¥As administrative costs’ of_cash transferslggf;'

'.'r‘,.._"

i the Ch11d Nutr1tlon Brograms - Ju]x}1974 S
€:U:S.D.A. to. Congress, Subcomﬁittee on, Agr1cu1tural :
R h ,era13keg1s1at1on, Sept 105°1977. wash1ngton DiC: s
Governmént Printing{0ffice,.1974. gr4A98727c437976) R

: ‘The' study po1n§s out that the- amount-of- research~1n~th1s“ ,
S s small especially-in view.of public: controversy over: such program _
" The ‘delivery of: m§a1s and milk to meedy children ‘at: “free:or reduced’l”
- costs, the nutrition benefits which accrue ‘to recipients;-the’ “"‘*';?*"

- economic: advanta@es to the- ch11dren and-:the. adm1n15trat1on and .
“.adequacy of" support: are: rev1ewed 9.4 miTlion-children’ are fed. at

“least. one; mea]‘dax]y at-school. “ Federal . support has 1ncreased

1 Ao Pt evfint i g

" while. states' rshare has remained stable-and the children's. costs

5ay§‘aeaﬁea§ea ~The program is. ‘based, upon- nutr1ent studies and

efforts- t0 qécrease'p]ate ‘waste ‘are ongoing. ' The-Summer:: Food ,1¢ﬁf
programrmamtbe estabﬂished as a permanent sepﬁ ;ehprograv__ _,,”-w‘z e

Fami]erdbnomic Regpew, ]975,7pp.<]1¥31; vy 2
' The article- contains ‘menu., p}annnngrjnstructionm_for food stamp

rec1p1ehts lﬂy'“- =

Politigs.. Working ‘Paper 1I.Social and Rehabilitation Service and
DenVér~Un1vers1ty, ‘Colorado-Center. for. Soc1a1 .Research-and - Beve]opment
wa%h1ngtqn Do €.z U.S. Government Pr1nt1ng Office, September 1923

29 pp. = ---“r;},
: B1scu551on of nutr1t1on proB1ems 1n rura] areas 0f f1ve SRR

f1den;jf]ed high-risk ‘population subgroups with regard to’ ma]—'=
f’ nutrition, four are rural. Eyidence: 1nd1cates that food:- programs:
.'serve rural” residents 1ess uniform1y and. 1ess adequate]y than urban

c, 'J} l" Y‘és‘ldents- .; o ', '- ] KR : o - ; r i - : - 7 .~ ‘ . ..._ \»:.v:;f:

-F

f- : Vo] 11(1) 4 pp (AY;95: 396)

N N A

e o e e

' Payﬁénfs from Agriculture to Poor People:.  Impacts on Food Consump-
- tion and Farm Income." 59r1cu1tura1 Economic Research Ju]y 1969,

© Vel 21(3). PP, 6129 T

. '69 Egbert Aivin‘k “and Stepﬁen J: H1emstra. "Sh1ft1ng Direct: Governmen; :




T ﬁfGovernment Printing Office;- 1972

Exten51on of Ehiid Nutr’fj”* Proar:

o Food Stamb Aot Amenf

B T

' rams Hearings before the’ Senate
. Subcommittee on Agricultural Research ‘and General Legisiationi
~92nd Congress, .2nd Session, July 28; 1972.. Washington, Dc
(va.Ag B72/Ca3/1072). .
- The.purpose of -these: hearings ‘was to hear testimony: ‘on ;,; :

sohooﬂ Tufich’ prograin; -the sufifier. progran- and,severa] other -

, changes in, éxisting.nitrition programs. - Many of ‘those tes=. . °

tifyihg feél that permission-to have: vénding machines would. be jfjij

“H.R, T48%6which would: €tablish a mirimun funding level for., ;néﬁ.{if ;L

fdetrimenta] to.the nutritional-guality of the-program-as we]1
-as_ provide undue- competition. - Other: factors such-as reduced -
price eligibility standards; non- -food assistance; the breakfast

program and other programs such as infant feeding are discussed.
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o i the Committee.on’ Agricu]tUre, 94th’ tongress ]st Session, June. ]7 '
- 1975;.. Hashington,. Dc~r . S Government Printing Office, 1975
Y4;A9811/F73[34) L“

. Statement by Richard L Fe]tner (pp 2-5); Assistant Secretary, ,
fDepartment of- Agriculture ‘warns_members of abuses that would result;-}

- from widespread . immediate distribution of stamps by applicants':

".seif-declaration.ﬂ Several.éxamples. of abuse are cited and.it:is:

o painted out that there are presently efriergéncy: proV151ons that can

be utilized before proper certification is. obtained

a0

Food Stamp P]an < DispOSaJ of SUrp1US Commodities earings, Eommittee~~i**

- on: Agricu]ture, House .of Representatives, ‘ch Congress; 15t SeSSion, »
- June 17,.1955. “Washington;" BE HUR S Government Printing Office, ” S

1955 (74 AgB/]]F73]]3)

S House'Feso]otions to- distribute excess commodities through a
Food Stamp program. - These : ‘programs would provide relief to: needy
persons in amounts based on ‘calculated -formuias of hutritiona] need

It ds 1nterest1ng to examine the methodo]ogy and quaiity of programs hi
discussed s A , L A

Fa

J"The Food Stamp Program - Ruies and Reguiations i Washington, DC U S D A

‘Register, JU]Y 295 ]971 Vol.. 36(]46)

~Eisting’ of rev1sed ruies governing -the Food Stamp program

pursﬁant to the,Apri] ]6, ]976, notice in the‘Federai Register of,,fflfr
“such, intent. &' _ ERECERT

Foodetam Program, Staff Studyl, By the Committéo7on Kgricu]tUre, 56; pp',

~House of Representatives 94th Congress; 2nd Session; September 1976.
washington, bE: . U.Ss. Government Printingd0ffice; 1976. (V4. AgS/iiF73736)

e Iheistudyggoyers basic information about the cﬁaracteristics of .
foodfstamp recipients and the: program operation.. It includés: - (1) . ;-Ef
- Tength.of application: period (2) .survey of ]oca] Wwelfare. administra-n_:f
. torss (3) gquality control, (4) ‘'student participation; -(5) local S
. community .groups; (6): rationaie for eriteria. to receive. stamps, (7)



fGalatin M " "A Comparlson of the Benefwts of thehfgod Stamp Program, ~

co T UFree ‘Food. Stamps ; -anid-an ‘Equivalent’ Gash"P ent " Puﬁliéupolqgak,'?““
ayé,-“_;.;gaﬁjsspring 1973, Vol:%21(2), pp. 291-303: i .+ T

major disaavantage to. the ‘Food Stamp program 19 that money - -

5y .jsiheegeaftofppr hase ‘stamps. :Alternatives to- this. method are. . -
- compared here. { The assumptions are made that a: cash. payment is .. R
stamps and free stanips are better than purchased .~ -

PRI SO Ed ik N

" -better than fige
. stamgs to:the" household' s.welfare. - A uttlwty model-is constructed:

", for gach.alternative: The results show that as the:household 1ncome;*¥~

A ]?;-ﬁp};1ncreases, the- aTternatiVes become’ less- 1ikely to have a pos1t1ve

o v - benefit. over:the regular-program:. UtiTity between -alternatives-is. " -

RIS great]gfaffected by the state Whéré ‘the rec1p1ent participates as RO

. “"--§t_programs -among ‘states, vary greatly. .In 1970, .35.1 percent.of .. . . ..
"Trec1p1ents Would have benef1ted from-a ehange in the program.i ,--¢;=5

.. Federal .Food-Aid Programs." -Research Program. " Greénsboro, N.' C.: .7 .
‘ :,aﬂepartment gf;Hgme Ecgnomics North Carolina A & T State Un1versity o
oo o The first phéﬁe pfthe’ pr036ct is:concerned with- he part1c1pa--¥ §

.. - tion. rates of eligible: families in F“derﬂi food: aid pre rams Bata

'“’jfng.'_were based on ‘those e1191b1e dur1ng the 1970 Eensus survey

‘ijf;;is. Ganapathy,,G,N ‘and. K. Hafner.t,"Factors In?1uenc1n “the: U1t1zat1on of f3545

77 Genera] “Fari’ Program arid” Food S'””%“ agr Hearings, Comm1tteefon

Agriculture;-House of Representatives;. let Congress; - lst Sessaon, _;,-“

‘VAQfE‘;J'.. ‘Serial Q, Part 2, October 21, 27, 30, 1969 Washington

T UeS: Government PBrinfing. Qffice, 1968. - (V4.Ag8/1: Fzzisgpt 2)..
"”fjij." t gevera1 testimon1és that- the Food Stamp program should rema1n, ‘:fug
intact. - - e e ST S

u ac
: . .. - Qt .‘ - N S '1.» : oo . . :'7“
T c . - - . N B ~

Gillim, Marion Hamilton ‘ "An Economic Analys1s of Federa] Food Subs1dies"

ﬁ?*e- = doint Econom1c Committee; 93rd Congress, 2nd Session. . In"
SRR 1065-112. “Washington; D.C.: u.ss

R ¢ o
R ;ﬁ,Government Printing Office, July. 29,.1974. (Y4 Ec7/$u1/4pt 8)

S The eight .basic subsmdy programs.are reviewed four programs to
..~;househ01ds and foyr: programs: to school. aged eh1]dreh “The oié&f&ﬁg aré
'3;;;found to ‘vary. tremendously by state due. to the- wide -amount of )
.- administrative latitude. - Hence; benefits to .the recipiénts are in- ,:;@jﬂ
consistent-and may provide abuse “of the prbgrams .The direct meal; )

-programs; are best designed to’ _{ncrease food. consumption to those who

. .are most- needy and benefit" 1mmed1ate1y from the. subsidy Several B ';

Lf suggest1ons are g1ven for further research

EETE D

780 ‘Hansen, D.E. - "Econom1c Impact of the. Feod’ Stamp Program on M]grant Farm N
L Laborers.” Bav1s, EA: Unﬂver51ty of Ca11forn1a, May 1972. Research o

S Proaect;‘ w

SN Measures 1é9é1 o?~benef1ts rece1ved by m1grant farm 1aborer

- N
N . )

It g —__ =

: 3§art1éipaﬁts in the :Food Stamp program; determines.extent to which

. . migrant. Taborers: are. 1ne1191b1e for, program benéf1ts dué to QUrrent
‘inrnms and- vachirrs a1iaiki 14+ Ariforis and. ather '18A51 hrAGS EIARE .




B A I A | '{”?L —24- . . TR A ;
;0 "80. - Health, Food and Nutrition Research at. Tennessee State Universjty 14th.*¥
ST ‘E;ﬁnnua1 ?arm ahd‘Home Inst1tute Bulletin, Nov...10,% 1972 Nasﬁvi]]e,. L

| Report oh research 1ne1ud1ng werk by 0. t Adams and:M.G:. Towns‘f“;f
i on the extent ‘to which each commodity or supp]ementary food{and food " -

“vpurchased with'?ood stamps 1s incorporated 1nto fami]y nutr t1on and .
"~mea1 planning o e LT 'i o _'L-~

'”ff.f 8 Hines Fred f;Factors %edatedito-Part151””tion in. thefFooquta AProqranr
T washington ~:Ecorfomic: DeveTopmeént Divisish,: Economjc Research. Serv1ce,aﬁ
B :S;B;A;fWAgrieu1tura1 ‘Economic Report No.. 298,  duly: 1975. 26, pp.: :

Corre1at1ons between Food’ Stamp part1c1pation rates and bigher S

.d7”5 -unémployment, welfare program. parficipafion; greater number of low-“.:57

i .income househdlds, higher proportion of population under 17:and’. ;,;;;

e olonger. participation\of the county in the Food Starip program’ were R
%o found ‘to be p051t1ve. NegatiVe corre]ations bétween:. part?cipation SR
S vand greater labor force. participatwon ‘ahd a higher percentage of =
“fﬂﬁopuhat1on ‘over 65 were found: Rural codnties and tounties with . ,

“higher.mihority rdtios Were riot as high-as those couht1es With sma]]erl;

3-”tpercentages of m1norit1es or in'iore urban counties:

'f:;;;z?82 Hines, Fred and Max Jordan We1fare Reform‘ Benefitseaide' nti "ﬂ,:ﬁg_gu
R ““"in-Rural:Areas.. Washington, D.C.: Economic‘Researcw Service; U‘S’

' r-f{Department of Agr1cuTture. ERS-470, June1971. o
e The paper presents. an averview of . public: éssistahce in-the U. S‘
. ..Secondly; ‘it .1ooks at. the effécts. the Family Assistance Plan vould

. .+ -have on-different-regions and places ofﬁresfdenees “TwWice. as many:.

& % persons: would receive-assistance:as those:now receiving AFDE: State

"deifferences would be decreased.. The:work [incentives’ of the ‘poor- wou]d'f

-~ probably have effect.in the, southern region. where benefits wou]d
4,1ncrease substant1a11y T TUPELE PN T

e

- Of d.Stamp - ' W: luxMELfamjljes, Hash1ngton, BN
D C Nationa1 P]anhing Assoc1ation P ann1ng Pamph1et No 126*' L
February 1969 TR . ,,~au;rﬂﬁ

.7 5 Kotz, NJck Let Them Eat Prom1ses The Po]1t1cs of Hunger 1n America
RN Eng]ewood CTiffs, Nd: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1969, - S
':' , . The book is about hunger as a-national po]1t1ca1 1ssue and the 'il-_

ensu1ng proﬁraﬁs and promisks made.to eradicate it in the U.S.: '

“Has a.chapter on the ofigins of Fedéral food programs-ahd sub5equent

chapters dea]ing w1th the deve]opment and 1mpact of Federa1 food
po1icy., ) o _ , v s :

Lee, 0.§. Effect of Food 5tamp_Program on- Nutr1tiona1 Adequacy of Dlets .

~in.Central. Kentucky:  Frankfort,. KY: KentUCky State Un1vers1ty, o

S FeBruary 1974 Businessf416-15 39, ‘ o
: Identifies.economic and noneconomic factors affecting food consump-:

B0 RIAR masdsann Al RhaiCAad Chanil dumAwsk manekdadnante and walato Fhoes |

.
s

R
-
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"Income and Expend1ture Patterns for a Group of Se]ect

o '{'feount1es in: Kentucky " Reséarch’ Program. Frankfort KY Department

-,-~Lof Bus1ness, Kentucky State University. - o ;j;
.o 7 - Identifigs economic and noneconom1c factors affect1ng fQod- : f? o
~,f{'consumption patterns and relates them to: nutr1t1ona] status, of e
- - selected counties.in the state of :Kentucky. ' Eorrelation betweéh
'the factors identified: is;:tested- in Tow. and middle=income groups

.“jlw1th“ethn1c diversity: Use ‘of ‘Food .Stamps_will- ‘probably be a var1ab1e

Estimatesthe amount of food subsidy required. to improvethe :quality "

*“g-and .quantity of- d1et of the poor peop]e and eva]d?te;the adequacy of
g;]ﬁcurrent programs R . D LR :

“

us‘D S and Sokp}gff ':JMon1tor1ng Subc11n1ca1AMa1nutr1t1on
';SOC1oeCono 1cﬁVar1§E]es o Research Program F“‘nkFort KY

,<;u,_,"f~7790f added . food purchasing: powerqof:fam111es part1c1pat1ng 1n the Foo i
”“_fwf Stamp program W11].he’stud1ed R SRR } . S

S.H : ,' The. Food Stamp Program.fQTli horte and’
~ Humbo1dt_€ountres, ‘California: m”;;uﬂmx Ca11?orn1a Agr1cu1tura1
:?»Exper1ment Stat1on,]Bul1etJn_8 _‘;}‘ .

.89, Love; H.G: “"The Reason_;art:
”::;qu;‘ _,A Case Study and Its Im

“The anr 'a] turnover g?”
approximated 100 percent. . The ‘bulk ‘of. households: recéiving- pu511cj:

f”fffﬁpsht1cjpated in the St tou1s~Food Stamb program.
:ﬁ*Jfasslstance -payments ‘dropped from the Food Stamp proéram Bécause of
Jnab111ty to purchase coupons't of pub’ S,'

7 : ‘ \ }zdh': . Ca
. and Haro]d F. Bre1meyer' "Food Donat1on Programs Moy
b r 1969 Vo1 Y51(4);'

d, Haro]d'

"°l-

sl

:ff ‘¢7jjAmer1Can JournaJ of Agr1cu1tura1 Econom1cs Nove
":'ﬁ"@jpp. 934-36.

#r has become a’ more 1mportant ‘

_}tﬁeﬂﬁeedyif,siné fat tine the”]a

i i isions. ~Since: donatedgfood*haslthe capacJty 0

. -'bélﬁq_znsgfpéfaiéa;1ntoztﬁe family expenditure patterns .

. food donations ‘become: equ a]entfto-cash-transfers

~Harrison County:Commodity" ~ibution Program in.

Cowith the 1argest' amilies: were qu1ckes “touse donated i
Cwanalr . - DF thAca nawtiAdaatindg ahaiid 1A naweant had hé%aawrdmntc ae .

oyl
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Lf:i; MacBgna]dﬁfMaurice Jhy Don't e "Elig ~Use Food Stamp: :
L2 - tiontiNo. 292+75. Madison WL Institute for Research on: Pov,'ty, Lo

'?f” _Univer51ty of Wiscon51n 1975. 5,r R

'~.5?5§2 Madden 3. .P.. "Is the Food Stamp Program One of the 'Paths Outf{tfﬁovert?@ﬁi
Ln »““m farm Etonomics ‘November 1970." < ' N
‘ ';'f,i§§:' - 'vﬁ'"f Eﬁennsyivania €ount1es Bropping Food Stamps."'.farm'écénomiesl

SeptemEer 1973

'fgw94:' Madden, J P and M D. Yoder ProgramfEvaluation14ﬁ$kuniihxumue4uui
o Commodity Distribution in Rural Areas of.Central Pennsylvania.':
_University Park, PA: Pennsy)vania Agricultural Experiment Station
Buiietin 780 Pennsyivania State Univer51ty, June: 1972 T :

o Food,stampﬂParticipation Nare

~'§' o
<

ﬁiifﬁ;teéé‘

.'v._

'University ‘of- Georgia, Research: Buiietin 184 August 1976

» .

"This. study is-an: analysis ‘of ‘the: characteristics of. the house-:'~{;

hotds in Ware County, Georgiay: certified eligible.for the Food. Stamp
- program’in. _May" 1975. . The results show.the ‘househiolds:-have:. (1) a:
IR W . substantial income deficit; (2). members who are: most]y working poor, -
*“s?f*a*'~and (3)-heads-of- househoids whose~age“exeeeds 55- yearss; The-: prospect;,ji
(' " of movement of “these ‘households out of the FBod: Stamp"program-or other

- government transfer programs. is not, good;_eeause 6? their reiative '
1mpoverishment, :age. and ‘lack.of: Sk1£ﬂ$ ,
o Five facte SLanaLyzed ‘had ‘the fest effect on whether or not

1 the houseHbid bought Food;Stam ... Thege were race; “adjusted- net E
- of 'the- eper,capita purchase price,'vf
Ft;purchased ;

. "statement" _in Child Ni: '5* Hearings
bcommittee on. Agripf]tgre and_forestry 92ndéggngress,,
,-1971, GPO Publication pp- 32 9. Washington,
rinting Office; 1971.  (¥4,Ag 8/27643)."
e i} ting the-American- Dietetic Association,
"t yecommends permanent ablishment -and. increased funding in the”
... breakfast program. for children. - She reports: evidence that. this .
’:fjprogram ‘has_contributed ‘to’ ‘the: chiid's abiiity:to Tearn and the
choo t:eaten since- ]unch

:7:“Statement"'

40,

"' desire’to attend school ‘as many students :had;

; :ﬁf?atfschool onthe prev1ous day This " program wouid incredse: the
1;p0551bi11ty of human,resource deveiopment The-free ‘or .reduced-

breakfast and Tunch progranms. have provided aobs and more time to ﬂ;ﬁ';;ff
parents and. better nutrition for their chiidren [ P L

utritiona] Status of Rura1 Peop]e 1n Hampton COUnty and

Researeh Program rang*burg, c

z%.

Mathur, K.
Infiuence o? Nutrition . Education

S C. South_Carolina State.

" Uses. nutritional ‘survey '?1ne thgfnutritlonai

o nigis B
needs of Tow=income. rural: people-in- Hampton,County and ‘evaluatesithe; . .~
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‘ = U S D A
_— Econom1c Research Serv1ce Pub]1cat1on No 503 1972 32 pp . ‘iif
';f9§ Nathan,'R'R ~:"Food Stamps ‘and Welfare Reform W Pq]icy Ana]ys1s W1nter

-.-1976,. _Vol. 2(1),. pp: 61-70. SR
The author-. compares . three a1ternat1ves for Food Stamp po]1cy j;“f{gz

";*ireform {1) establishment of &-new .compréhensive program; - §2)7;1ﬁ71;~A

"fm'ma1ntenance of .existing ones; .and (3) increasing the_scope of Ppresent

| 5-*1’}61 '_

N

;:ci’kStamps pregran.

ﬂ“"commod1ty“contr1butions to, the "schools:": Economi,

i .3 the schoo1$’ For this reason; the resu]ts obta1ned represent NET

R R \ R R D "'.
..l' O N _. . . l~'. .t N

e, S A e e — gt S g .

LI°.9rggramslfIhe approacﬁﬁtaken is:a nonstatistical positive and negat1ve1 S
contrast one. - The author -feels that Food Stamps are closely- v1ewed

' . as.a-negative income program and:if the.purchase requirement were

"removed 1t would enhance this vigw. The' program would then become
"fOOd" subs1dy program and a we]fare system to reduee

- K :
",. _:;dr-.,

.-~'¥.

% iﬂﬂ“M1chIgan Food Stamp Program A Partja] Ana]ys1s

*fAmerlcaanourna1 of Agricu]tura] Economics, Februaryﬁfﬁfff

‘% .pp. 51-9: ¥ R

oo : "eve1oped and app1ied to exp]ain the sources of f1ow:'_, p

*:‘of part1c1 ntsijnto the Mfchjgan Food Stamp program and to determine =
if thé program- 'f1uenced partic1pants 1in -their choice of store for. -

“.purchasing food with their. stamps. "Subsidiary questions considered ff”“ga“

tion of the contribution to total .sales tax: receiptS'.kﬁ

. were the determindtion of X.Te L
“of participating-counties which'might be attributed to.purchases where . = -
* payments -were:made with- Food Stamps and the extent tb. which thg=food
ight ;have determined where. part1cipants purcha diq S

f;the1r grocer1§s\ (Autﬁor Abstract in Journal) R R

N ison, Paul” E. and dohn-Perrin. . Ecaﬁomi';
‘tions-to. the . 5. School h-Program:
‘erar 1974.. -~ Washington; D: .C.*: 77Nat1ona1 ‘Economic-Analysis Divisions

Ga1ehdar,Year 192_:and F1sca1;ia7'“‘

LU:SsDAL, Economﬁc Research Service, Agr1cu1tura1 Econom1c Report No.. -

o - 350; September 1976. 21-pp. (A1.107/350). v S

S - The U.S. Department of Commerce: 1967 1nput output model was g
"fadausted -and, used to.,determine the econom1c‘impact of ‘the schools”
- expenditure of;the Federal ‘cash contribution,:and of the Federal. :
impact- was . measured

- in temms of changes in business.receipts; -gross -national prodict; and

\ . jobs; . for: calendar. yedr 1972-and for fiscal year.1974. -:In each example;: ;fﬂ}

" the amount required"to fund -the cash contribution,. for the.purchase -

" of.the’ commod1t1es contr1buted was obta1ned by. 1ncreasnng ‘the Federa]

'gvpersona1 income taxes ‘of. taxpayers and- reducwng -their expenditures: ._511;3¥
;. by ‘an: equivaIent -amount - prior ‘to -the -transfer of the contribution to L

“Q1mpae€._~(Aathor Abstract 1n dourna])

d"tffEPrqgram* Ca]endar Year 1972 and Fiscal Year 1974

“INafinnaliEonnnmir BhAalveic Nivician. .l € N K.~



_7:,_bonus stamps by Food Stamp households for ca]endar year 1972 and

: ‘i fiscal-year 1974, In addition; the impact: under :the bonus- stamp ;
k 3;{:,provis1on was compared with- the alternative of .giving part1e1pants S
‘ . :-'anvequal amount. of cash: Eeonomie impact was measured ih terms o?

*n4 - Ichanges” in_bus iness, receipts, gross national product; and. jobs.: -

?“eaehaexample, the amount ' requ1red to fund bonus stamps or the: caSh

7. grant; masfghtainedfgyk]ncreas1ng -the Federal personal income: taxes::
;-~9fftaxpayers and ‘reducing their expenditures by . an‘equiva]ent amount
.- prior. to:the transfer of bonus ‘stamps or cash to- part1c1pants, For ;“;
" this reason, the. result% obtalned repreSent net impact {Auther AR

,Abstract 1n Journal) LT e R _

{53?f$f103% Paar]bepg, -Don. Subs:dJ“J"i"":’*' limp

washington, BC American fo}ﬁ

Enterpr1se zgst1tute for Pub11c Pol1cy Reseanch, May 1963

‘-'?ﬁ104; Erocessingeandgblstribut1on of Donated F00d Commodtties.~»House Subcomm t'eu
e .27 Hearings .on Doméstic Mgrket1ng, 84th" .Congress,-|st Session,; March- 30';'}

.+ April: 28 and’ May 2, 1955.  Washington bC: H S Government Pr1nting
T Office, 1955 (Y4 A98117F73]12) g A o o
hay1ng surp]usénheatfand 3

other grains for. foreign- export whiIe many - areas-of “the United:States|, '

Mﬁ'h;could greatly. benefittfrom a -distribution program, Forerunne d1s-= .

ﬂ}Food Stamp program

E ,;;;cuss1ons to tw,

‘f;:meémand for Food«”;ﬂgshnngten, BE: -
'*-ka?;Mg§§§t1ng Researcﬁ'Report No:' 1634,
cooasd). -

- -

5fof stamps in ]973 accounted “for 1 pe ent of the tota]‘U
iexpend1tures. The:: . ‘ . :
ffec

hgiii Foqﬂ stamD, rog

B Wash1ngton oc u's DA,

o 1 7 Spitze, R.G. F.‘ "United States |
RS *itigns of Scarcity." ~The'Sixteent
jiPol1cy Forum; Mareh 18-%.19,°.197¢ 1y
... Department: of* Agrfcu]tura1 Economnc_;? e Exteé
Hnnvers1ty of 111inois. " JR ;
- - This essa¥71§ ‘directed atfa]ternat1ve od po]1c1es in: the U :
' :yagaggground of. food"scarcity. probJems and market.relationships are
2 w7 w7 discusseds. - Alternative: strategies: for the dlstn#bution of :food
w0 o through market control, farm,regu]at1 ;restricted or- 1ncreased 0
Lo imparts and food redistributiop
Gl e “Qprogram are presented““_ :




v 108: Smith Leslie Whitner “Factors

L : “Hired Farmworker Families.? .U i
Paper presented at the’ Annuaﬂ Me ting of Rura1 Socio]ogmtaI Soe1ety,_.v'1

Mad1son, W1seons1n Septem“r 1 -Zr, RS

'éér;igzegﬁns in_the progran mf 1975 @ﬂd ’a%"t"f‘

rt1cipation

'27109:f§So1iman, M Attitudes and’ Prob]ems of Food,Stamp Participaﬁ
‘ : TheS1s, Pra1r1e‘V1ew R&aM Co]]ege Texas 1974m Lt

;?_ilo Spec1a1 Summer. ProJeet AnAEva]uatf”gir ‘00od ' Service -
%+ 7 Program-Expanded Nutrition Fducation Progr [;Ji}ongress,
L hing- 8

§enate, Se]ect Gomm1 ttee' on Nutrition an ‘Human Needs: Washi

ton, D: C U S Government Print1ng 0ff1ce, 1969 214 pp:*

e Sul]ivan; D H "A N e;on Food Staip” Reform W ,Amer1can JoutﬂaT Of
R :Agr1cu1tura1 Economzcs,\August 1976, Vol 58(31, pp.i560-2; ~
e ‘Note and extensfon of paper by Giertz, and D:H: Su111van 2o
o "Bonor 6pt1m1zat1on and: the Food Stamp Frogram " - Public Choice, . Tif.,; #.

- in press Tﬁe articie ut111zes materiaT presented By Giertz. and

o

.ﬁigﬁgggéegﬁﬁa we]fare anaiys1s of:the- proposa1 and a discussion of<the ensuing
S :"»"Z Qincrease 1n part1c1pation pursuant to the enactment of 1t ';<y;-

Sl Su]lﬂyan, G.B._'”Food Stamps' A Boost to the Southeastern Eeonomy WL,
S Federal ‘Reserve Bank AtlantasRev1ew, duhe 1973 Va] 58(6) SRR
PR, HC—197 2. Ang),,,u_e SRS : ;v; dooon
..+ The_Food- Stamp -program gfew taof the surplus commod1t1es :
S 'distribution to the,needy by the Federal: government dur1ng the L -:.; R
"‘:.Jate 50's: and ;ear. 160'%." £In 1972, :ngarly $415 million of added SR
5 - fo “-power -in- the* Southeastern .states was. due to- the: LT
,Food Stamp program. - The program began in 196] at a $400,008 . -
-~ 'subsidy-and in 1972 that .figure was . $2 billion. and-increased from

50,000 to. 12 mitlion part1c1pants The 26 percent dhare of ‘the - f-fév;p"tf

'3*};Federa1 SUBSJﬂX’tO the Food. Stamp™ program which accrues to the

Dhustiun e e — fhuiiaghadndy ERNY MM SZbeahi S Agulle St Pt i< ot P

B ’VFngoutheast has a tremendous‘ﬁmpact .on, theeconomy of" the reg1on

— e — - L . e

‘° "Vf:AThere is “no- ind1cation, however, that the FODd Stamp prouram has

ﬂffﬁ; To Save the Ehi]dren, Nutritional Tnts niﬁén Th;gugh, uppjéméﬁiiiﬁﬁjﬂ?i”' ;o
N Eeed%gg """ 93rd Congress, 2nd Session;:Committee: Pf1nt“;'Washingtéﬁ;a;,'Lf_
“D.Ci: U S Government Pr1nting'0ffice, 1974 158 p S T

j114 U S Accounting 0ff1ce Effect1veness of ProJect FIND - He]ping the L
S " ETderly Obtain- Food, Ass1stance and 0tﬁer‘5erv1ces A report To =--‘”f'#
. the Special,-Committee on Aging, U.S. Senate. ~Washington,.D, C.;

e Comptroller General of the U Ses 1974 37 pp "B= 164931"(3)

PR




T L e
"-36-.;”i et SR
erChEK’ Nancy . and £, EV&" Brown..'"Fead Stamps For Rgrél Am?t‘:;”f
" icans." ;Rural ‘Déevelopment—Research.and. ;. Winter/Spring I

219775 Vol T(3}, Southern: RuralvDevelopment Center at MiSSi- Lo
‘fSSippi State University; :pp::6-7 o

A S N

The article summarizes a s udy“done by the Gecrgia Title v_’":f'."vﬁf
esearch staff on:the characteristi of=Fpod - Stamp recipients G
ortant characteristics .were -

n Ware County, Georgia. Several R
revealed.: Working poor families participated at a-higher ‘rate S
‘than did" We]fare ‘familiés.. . Females dominate the public. assist-". . - .

ange roles. A majority of the heads of households were 45 years: . = -

or-older and faced more. seVere ‘training barriers. for more high- E

A CLa S e

skilled jobs." The size.of the Food Stamp bonus’ did not R
necessarily decrease as. the family size—increased e ,¢.£ --"._;:jiigf
es \."and. D. W Price.; "The Effects of Inceme, Assets Food Pro«fiff°;s';,f
“grams, and Household: Size on" Foad,Eensumptlon "o ; '

L pal of. Agricu]turai Ecenemics Part:1, NovemBer 1976‘j 58(4),‘ _,,'f"
pp§'7?§’30 o e )

R ective of -the . rec]pien;s;real income -- i.e. has- the valie of
¢ food. consumption been-affected? A sample of hOU’*holds;w'_h
. '8-'t0 12 year o]d children from. 1972-73 was used. abl

‘ t varighle)

~“included  weres " value of “food consumed” {dependén. ah
"...*househald income, ‘assets; size and_value-of free’ lunchfs:and -
“f"bunus“ coupons.b -Income ;has_a small effect on the val

od: cqnsumed - Mexican’ ‘Americans showed some_atypicallir

"The pragrams however; are-shown: tq increase t;{ﬁ

:The- paper addresses wﬁetﬁer.food programs change the per--~ ,j*._gifa

nxf'r'wﬁf feed consumed by parficipiﬁis;.,Ev ”}rr _
i -land G,D Newbou]d "The Impact of Food Sub51d1ﬁff‘ Na~ . o
x stmnnister Bank‘gyarterly Rev1ew Augqst 197_;jij;g_;: e

é"Feod Stamp Ae% of 1964 and Amend the Ehi]d Nutrition Act af 2
o 1966, House Hearings of . tﬁe:ﬁommittee~onsﬁgriculture, 90th7C9ngress,; S
TSt Session, March 15 and 16,.1967. Washington DC “U.SS Goverument S
= Prinpting Office,_1967 (Y4 A98/1IF73/T3/1967) SR T

o
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_Re]at1ons, February:1973, .Vol. 12(1)," pp. 86- 94 : _
The-active. supp]y of nonWork1ng nurses 1s about 60 percenti;rﬁr,

ri'of those who_ are tra1ned ;-'éﬂﬁ

L :r?fﬂBVshop, c: E g”"Manpower Po]1cy and “the Supply of Nurses W Industr1a1 'ﬂ;:fuv*

';_w{:.?nurses t0 re-enter the Tabor; force: - Ihe gccupationa] part1c4pa- SRR
{7 tien of: married: nurses 1§,59m§ﬂh§t,§1§5§19,WJth respect to supp- ST
* .z '1y.: Hence-planners ‘of- training programs should ¢onsider the iwage: - ..

kA S it g gl

"iieffect 0) part1c1pat1on when setting goa]s for the1r programs andil"f;ﬁdi

i " success #ates.

o '(ijH&UhChar1es, E ’"Pol1c1es to Increase ‘the Supp]y'of Physicians: in. ﬁurai T
R Communrtles " American. Economist® Fall1:19727 Vol& 7612), PP 36 42;';- :
Anc111ary costs to-a doctor's. serv1ces ﬁave become SO ﬁhg :

that a doctor requ1res pr1Vate and’ pub11c investment in order. to-

pay ‘for machines and: necessary . operators. Spec1a11zatlon aTso_‘ f‘

" increases equipment costs. The art1c1e suggests. that wide . .

acceptance of physician ass1stant .progirams could. ‘be -of tremendous

“relief ‘to ‘the: medical: commun1ty “Manpower-: tra1n1ng programs .are.
ams.

suggested to coord1nate W1th ex1st1ng rura1 phys1cian

12T Eordes Sam M "Btstr1but1on ofﬁfhgs1c1an Manpowar. " Chapter‘gz in W
R S - QOrganization,. Delivery: and Use. Ames,_=; e
74 TATT The lowa State Uniyersity Press, 1976, pp. 56-80. i
i -ﬂf'”sPThe shortages and._ d1str1but1on.of%phys1c1an serv1ces in
o 1.areas areexp1ored A" strong negative relation:was -foun _
between the. ‘total number :of..physicians and the- degree of rural-"7 . ¢

ity This: ho]ds true for All. types. of phys1c1an ‘activity.: The-"

“author contends however, ‘that'a: sma]ler -number- of,phys1c1ans dn.

rural’. than “in- urban :areas . 1s notiprima faaﬁe evidence .thit a

1 . e

Lo shgrtage ex]sts . ProductJv1ty, guality, popu]at1on character

; : *;UHL~ istics, access1b111ty, phys1c1an and ‘population mob111ty, geo
" .raphic size; cont]guous areds, and: population density must also
be examined in determining whether. a %hortage ex1sts Further

.;i: research recommendat1ons are g1ven

.Siummary .report: prepared for the Task: Forcern1$outhern Rura1

“ "122- Ba(1s Karen and Ray Marsha]] Rural,Heaj hiiC

DeﬁeTopment and_presented at,the meet1ng of . the Task: Force:ln_-_f‘

Atlanta, GA.5 on October;:10-115.1975:" Avaf;ab]e Karen Davls, L

- ;Senior: Fe]]ow, The Brook1ngs Inst1tut1on
Avenue,.N W.; wash1ngton DaC. 20036 :

(obstac]es approacﬁestanH made:‘recommendations for,chang1ngf

South “The authors have ‘reviewed’ the'Unaquéness of ‘rural hea;th;»ﬂm SO

-several facets . of»rural hea]th carne de11very tra1n1ng, contentx

RN I o : v R S

'f m1nor1t1es and i

ij ﬂii . . N S : . R e o Lo T ]
23 FeJdman, R Sone More Prob eris “wi th Income-Cont1ngent Loans The o e
e o, case of Med1ca] Edueat1on.” dourna] of Po]1t1ca1 Economy, Becem-f**ifyi;;

’*:ﬂber 1976 Vol. Y, pp 1305_]l ‘ ce
' - The author rgveals that.an ‘fncome. cont1hgent 10an po11cy SRR

m~ad kaa Aih AR RILIArI4VK we 2oliil 1l Ll.,-‘...-‘-‘...n.
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o 'flhéf* Un1vers1ty of M1eh1gan 1964 , R ‘,_“-; ,» N - .9 A

ggfzs;;
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.ftjéésfi

.;,-;F*Qe cated: -techniques;in: applying..them has changed- their. complexion: Only
7”!54?"OHE -major: study:. has quantified "need".in a- systematic fashion. Most: .

SV iyt o associated with training investments.. When this bias i§;

i

e T e o elose Tt R
LT Lt P e . v D
. - .- . ‘ o " . .

F1aﬁau1t Dan1e1 ' “The Tra1n1ng of Rura] Hea]th Personne] i ﬂhg R
Chron1c1e, June 19725 Vol: 26 pp 243—9 SEIREISE S -;'*

nsen, W. L Shortages of Investments 1n Hea]thfﬂangower, Ann AfBor MI

._,'

0 "jedABlbllography Ava11ab1e Dr Bond B1b1e, _ﬁff::‘

Health Mangpw’”;i

'i{;jthe cnrve :

2mer1can Med1ca1 Assoc at10n, Ch1cag0¢ IL . rev. 1976 83 DU _ -

K1arman H. E,’ "Approaches to Hea]th Manpower Ana]ys1s w1th Spec1a1 '
.Réf*rence 6 Phys1e1ans " Amer1cane ,, Fall ]973 Vo1 17(2)

137-42. ~ i .
A critique of need popu]at1on ratros and occup&t1ona1 1ncome '

U as cr1téiia for health manpoWer requiremients: is fmade. These “criteria =

- havé ‘béen used for. a Tong time; however; the development_ of - 50ph1st1-¢_'"5”'*

'.merely ‘base need on’ profess1ena1 expertise. - The phys1c1an ~to-popu

nately, a-value.of adequaEy must -be made in itsiuse. ~Most est1mates'

"”‘itht1on ratio is most widely 'seen. and s1mp1est to 'understand. Unfortu- Xg : 3.£

in_ the: prqaectTOns "The. economic . approach uses-_income. as the main.

"}5¢fhave been :shown “to be Tow; partially due to inaccurate hand datd dsed \ | ,;j

“variable. * Physicians may be- d1scr1m1nat1ng monopo11sts as long as fhe Y
;,pr1ce elast1c1ty for -their serv1cg does' not remain Tow. throughout ‘, .
the *“#1ter1a are giVe" 'f,ﬂ“'”ﬂ «—---'i?"“‘

'Suggest1ons fervot e

‘ ,jcat1on,"' Journa] of Human

] (3F:7pp.. 331-431." '

.the prof1tab111ty of 1nvestment in med1ca1

. ard bias. These studies treat as‘the return

.'f,to such investment the full difference ’in trained and untrained earn-
- 1pgss and ‘thus they. fail to -account: for - -expected 1abor13e1sure Subst1— -

:}“e11m1nated, rents’ on medical training repgrted71n these studies d1s— A L
_ appear. . These F1nd1ngs fail to_support the popular. belief that the.: .

“medical. profess1on restrains entry-by . 11m1t1ng medical.school ca= ~?c;v_:f

pacjij . The-paper suggests: other ways in which the: profess1on may

“be: exp1o1t1ng its_monopoly power. -which go undetected in such prof1t-
ab111ty tests (Author abstract 1n aourna1) g

MacLoed 6K "Hea]th Ma1ntenance7§rggn1zat1ons, in the Un1ted States." f‘ﬁ
fInternat1ona1’tabor‘Rev1ew, October 1974, Vol. 110(4), pp. 335-50.

L .The acceptance of . the premise: that good-health is a right and
:j'*not a-privilege - has had a profound'effect on the: .delivery. and po11cy
concerning: health:care. By -the absence: -0f nat1ona1 health. 1nsur&nce,

- health care_in the U.S. is.still a three:tier- system of solo, ‘group -
.and’ hosp1ta1 based care. “ATthotigh fost Americans.pay- feesffgrfser-;',_

- Pvice,’ an 1ncreas1ng number of commun1ty pu511c health:centers with a-.

" salaried medical staff can be found.: HY0's combine delivery and:pay-.

'I‘l.‘ i e 2L M b A et
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f?v',efficient use. of physjeian t1me and providefserngg a;fafreasonable

cost.to its: yarying e11ente1e Furfﬁer descript1on and development ?
fof HMO S fal] """" B RN - , 2

: ‘ .,July-August 1975, Vo] 90(4), ppm 291mzes, T _:5*':5
s f"Tﬁe article réviews the programs designed to provide be;ger S
‘. .health.care. Some'of, _the .programs” and-the "impact they have ‘had . * )
-"include:: The Public. Hea]tnf§erviéé, the Indian Health Service, the e
... "-.National: Health Sergjgefﬁ@rps.and the Emdrgency Medical: Seryices.-
v?3{“g;,§¥stems 3;% Tﬁe 1mpact of a: Nat1onal Hea]th Insurance prOgram is
N scusse rOEE , e . e T

_ , v Donald E Stehr and Rey E Hf]].w. valuat
L Program Designed 'to Produce Rural Phys1cians.”',_ al
: Educat1on, April 11973, Vo] A8, pps 323-31; . T L
N ~This paper: describes a-program designed to increase‘the n”“bEr

e °f szsi§1§n§ in.rural areas of :T11inois. A" genera]\descript on of -

! the- .operation: of. the program i ‘included. ; - The-results of a-study = = -

" made: to evaluate the effectiveness of the:program have-shown {t:to .
. be effective in general and p rticularly ‘effective for those indi+

. vidua]s who have jeined the gram after matriculating at the

o? ﬁédiéiﬁé'*'(Author abStract 1n"'rw~t4f

rps Amendments of 1975’ Report"'e Aeeempanx
on_41.145.-94th Congress;; 1st: se551en,LHaS “House: of " *" . .
atives; Report No.. 94- 137. Hash1 n3-DC - U S. Govérnment S
ice; 1975, 30 pp.- - L

'}3ﬁ9,.;"“ 1'->~'fi'u' The hearings were‘held to extend ‘the Nationa] Hea]th Serv1ce ?;fi{f

€erps\ProgramSAgbrgggﬁf192§7W7;ng]uded‘?n these. hearlngs are. Summar1esit

phgslgjqn geographic: d1str1bdt1ons that show an: increasing. - P

S @a]dis§r1but1on of physicians. " The three most important reasens fe _r'*

"”va: 7[ - this are: the h1gh financial. renumﬂrat1bn for medical services; the
R 1ife-sty1e of midd]e and upper_1neeme graups and the means and

location of mediea] tra1n1ng e _';_-jiM o .

. Parrish, M o --na%i‘anai ‘Hea'ith"j.__-
-Training."  Joury S $ b RUTIPa
. .June 10, 1974, Vol. 228(11), pp. 1405-7.:

e § f71”Ih1s communicat ion pO1nts“out;that after three years since . o
" the National Health'Service Corps . became ‘funded; ‘only a small: frac---gﬁ,h

(

218 Po]]ner, PhilTip, M.D. and Jerrold <

. Service Corps and: Pr1many Ca

:.tion of underserved areas.received any benef1ts “From the: program
n -The. note. offers: several\fagtgrs ggn§r3b9t1ng to this poor :goal =
e Jaehieyement “The- estabTishment of ‘a. primary. care: training program

. for:médical: students. istdiséussed as:a means- of st1mu1at1ng students S
o tee pract1ce 1n rura] areas ST T . ’




S Pubhc Hea]th Serv1ee, Establishirig A Health.Ca |
e munitys Washington, BC:- Pub11c Hea1th<Serv1ce U-S'
.;Q;NHea th, Education and We]lfare; 1975.: :

6u1de1jnes and procedures

“ 'ne1 shortage to- fo]]ow in team1ng
;; CDrps are. g1venj L

| d'_ an Sapp]y and Nat1ona1 Hea] h. Care Goa?s
rial Relatii + May: 197 ,ﬁVo] 10(2), pp;*119 44
R study madepof’a heaith’ pTan-1n an: Orega”:ar’-

e ;pper ations on" 0 the nat1on under the assumpt1
3 charac ‘ ;

Stew : n M. Siddayao.
; ~uMed4ca14Personne1 Wash1ngton, DC: Amer1c
for.Public Policy Research 1973 81 pp:: P G
;. The' book addresses: the problemsof ﬁea];ﬁ;magpower shortages,n]”'f
- especially=ghe physician shortage:.Each chapter-deals .with a:difs- Lo
’ ;y“et of the proB]éﬁs,cguseﬂ _by: these. shortages A history _—
kation '7igned to alleviatehea]th-manpower: shor ges:’
-T.:.The remaining. sect1ons address. supp]y and:
5.t egneed for and-role of Federal-subsidies, the.ge
d1distribution of personnel,”and the ro1e that_manpa :
T upgrad1ng theﬁnat1ona1 hea]th' .

ct; National Commission on Commun1tymﬂea1th S'

u511c AF;a1rs 1967ff,16

T-”HeaIth manggyer!re§ource§ andfa
2)3?e}1v9ry of ‘seryices. by:
e use. ' :~(3). Fattors ‘which ‘coi
;bute to the efru1tment dnd deve]opment a%;manp WE

“and Eraﬁﬁné iréérém and, (5 Sumary and °°"°1'~.7l
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'ﬁAaron, Henry J ""Federa] Hous1ng Subs1d1es " The Econemlcs of Eederal s
Subs1dy PrOQrams ~ A Compendium of-Papers; Part 5- -Housing Subs1d1es,

":Joint_Economic. Eommittee. - 92nd Congress, 2nd Session, October 9, 1972,
- pp:- 571-96. Wash1ngton D C: UL S"Government Pr1nt1ng Offlce, 1972

(Y4 Ec7i$u1/4/Pt 5).

% - The paper is a: rev1ew of maaor'hou51ng programs and the 1mpact
they have .on- families in severa1 different income groups. - Of“the :'"
-.seven, maaor houS1ng subs1dy programs 1isted; those which appTy to
homeoWners .and- renters "assistance: wﬁ1ch serves -the Towslr mldd]efff

4L e n T

income -groups. predominately’ are -gaining:in populaity:’ Inegg@’geg‘"bene—-"
' ’ " fits~accruing: to 'higher. income groups;’ cosE ex1st1ng subsidy and -

~ housing- egpendltgre§7are greater-than BLS estimates; and rigidity,
. -those rec@iving benefits are often penalized if they'move reducing. -
“-gonsumer choice and mob111ty, are cited as‘the- ‘most . important faults
~of -housing. programs.- The paper-also- descr1bes the prQQosed Hous1ng ;

Ass1stance P1an and 1ts 1mpact -on fam111es

_ 139.,j RN SheTter dnd: Subs1d1esF.J"""W*""’i s-from-Federal Ho e

' : Po11cles? Washington; D. C.: The Brookings Institution, 1972 23&-pp,;v o

v *Wfitjﬁibgakflnc1udes - comprehensive descriptions of Federal- hous1ng i
" programs’in -the U.S. Many:: programs-are ;evaluated. in_terms: of ‘the.
.- goals and-actual’ rec1p1ents of subs1d1es . The“impact of .subsidies. -on,

- the d1str1but1on of income -and: the 1mpact as a. rat1on1ng device for.
ava11ab1e seryices are d1scussed . There -are many. tables conta1n1ng

' quantltatJVe 1nf0rmat1on ‘on. programs cost;: rec1p1ent character1st1cs,

RN

hlstgr1ca1 deve]opment s1ze and dlstr1but10n of benef1ts

1 7'/

140.: Aaron]*Henry J. and George M; von Furstenberg X "The_lneff1c1ency of Transfer
% in-Kinds The Case of Hous1ng Ass1stance " Western Econom1c Journa1 2
Ju 97],app 184 91.. . T P

tey: of Sub51d1zed Hous1ng Bus1ness Heek, May 27 1972 Bb- 42 5 »
‘he 'article 45 a survey. of typ1ca1 problems in.the goa]s and . 4';4

Ations; :0f Federal housing subs1dy ‘programs. . Subsidized. hous1ng

i fefabgg; 20 percent higher’ than: conventional costs. Several -

2 _caseS+of abuses -are-cited and- how*t‘e:programs are “sometimes unable to o
.. 'police’ themselves. ' The: program 0 may stimulate otherwise - un-.

qua11f1ed buyers to purchase a. ho The people. often do not have the

]drmeans to. ma1nta1n the home and va]ue then d1m1nlshes

’]412 ~Be111n Seymour S., and toh1s Kr1esberg "Re]atlonshlp Amdng Att]tude§,77
' N €1reumstances, and Behav1or The Case -pf Applying-for Publi¢ Housing:"
SDCJan S July 1967, Vol. 51, pp. 453-69.
S 71n7;h1s paper, those househo]ds e11g1b1e for - subs1d1zed hous1ng
-.are studied.- It was found that. 1nterest in. hous1ng was correlated
with app11cat10n for - hous1ng. 'Those who': da\app1y for -housing appear
to change.their att1tu§es toward it as the pub11c housang beg1ns to

conform to the1r “goals.

142.. Benefit-Cost Ana]ysesgi




Submitted to:the Subcommittee on Priorities-and Econory in Govern- < -

"fiﬁ_tf“' o ment of .the "Joint Economic Committee. - ‘92nd Congress,.2nd. Session:.

© 5 Washington, D.C.: U. S. Government Printing Office, 1973. 278 pp -
oo (HO7B39.B4B) - o o o L Do
0 .. .. Partial -contents.. report on & survey of ‘Federal program eval- .

" uation practices; profiles of analytical studies, an economic per- -

. ,sBective on ‘the Small watersheds program, efficiency-and equity .

”iéﬁéfféﬁfi“innfhé;bEDefitS,frbmytﬁe;FédéPa1TH°U§iﬁg-Ptbgrémfiﬁi1955§fiﬂa*

E ‘and €conometric. andlysis of the Medicare program. Alse included - = -
i -are the in-sghool -and analysis .of. the, summer Neighborhood Youth -

a5 Corps, a nationwide evalyation ‘of aii’ investment in disadvantaged .

'“,;highﬁ§chco],yéu;h;:aﬁqjthévbéﬁéfits'aﬁa costs of. manpower: training..,
Lo Lf w0 «programss a ‘synthesis of
: R e . r‘éconine'ndauéns-f ’

Pprevious studies with reservations and. .

. 'Poor: - A-Case Study,""Land Economics; February 1972, Vol: 48(1); .
pp. 53=67.° . T ow o T T

=+ 143, - Cicarelli, Janes and Clifford Landers, "The Cost.of Housing for the -~

‘The paper tests whether the’ poor pay Wore for. vental housing, " -

©_ -than the nonpoor. ' The test area is Portland, Oregori, where dis=. ..
< tinction:in thé housing districts is such that meaningful ‘compar-: " -

_ .. isons of. poor. and. .nonpoor areas. can.be: made, The 'study found .* . *
... oP" thatthe. rent per 'square foot paid by the poor :4's consistently .
. .. - 7.higherieven-at-the: one percent level, than: that paid. hy.the nénpoor.

., - Factors:affecting this include supply, mobility of the nonpoor; -
BRI ,1§catfbﬁ§£éﬁd-diserimiﬁatibﬁ; A ST SR

1o

s - 144. - Campbell; B:Jiand T:M: Durrani. MQuality Housing Environment for Low= = -
.07 07 'Income Familjes:" -Athens, GAi Department of Home Ecommics, . . -
S0 o707 University of Gegrgia: :(ReSddrch Project).. - . . -

S0 .. The objectives of ‘this project are to:{1) identify housing -
- - related aspiratjons, expectations, needs; and satisfactions of . -/ =
 Tow=income . families .and examinelimitations to the attainment of - ..

-quality housing; @) formulate and évaluate innovative deljvery =~ =
- systems jn production; marketing; and financing in order.to im=: . -

prove housing conditions; (3) formulate ‘and evaluateinnovative ~. . .

- techniques: and delivery systems’ for the transferral of housing . . .- =

- jﬁ?f:mggiﬁn;g§0414)}déve]op;andﬂdétéﬁmiﬁé'éCCéptabiTityvéﬁd:écd:_.g';;;

Sl .~ nomic feasibility of-innovative designs, materials and building . .. .
~ 4. technigiesi ... .- S T S SR :
+ . 145.. "Deaton3. Brady J. andCharles E. Hanpahan. ““Rural Housing Needs and - . .

| .- Barriérs: - The Case of Central Appalachia:" Southern iournal of -
zonc- o Agriéultural Economics; July 1973, Vol. 5(1),-pp. 59-67. -

IR

-.The 1970 census showed that some-13 million people lived in_ -

:7jﬁiijﬁﬁﬁ;-substandérdfhomes.,_Thé.authbrs-point out that: Tigtle '
et “"research has' been. completed on the problems of reducing the amount & .-
.+ of - substandard housing. * This paper looks at the housing situa-. .

i tion:over 1960-70in a severely depressed region of the country. -

‘Particular attention is.given to housing programs in that area

" * for:1967-1970: : 1t was found that FHA"and FMHA programs were still

- inadequaté in affecting the general quality and quantity of hous ing -
. LT el oo Coe s : : o ?”
42 -




Vo A -

.java11ab1e, Suggest1on 1s made to re1nstate the d1rect grant :pro- -

RS -’ﬁ;gram for ‘home repairs.: _Research_ is needed to ‘explore .the types of

" ‘community action.necessary to meet its housing ' needs. More ana1y-- TR

- sis of ‘theflexibility of "the housing construction industry is.: R
[ . .. .needed to assess the. requ1rements for prov1d1ng adequate hous1ng to SR
;i?iffnt;yj;j"a11 income groups i S , R oL

f{‘1§6 5'5 1vo, JV' g Methodo10gy for Eva]uat1ng Hous1ng Programs " 'Jauiaai-vf--”
‘ - .."of RegionalScience; August 19715 pp. 173-85.: ' .

A methodo]ogy 1s -developed- for eva]uat1ng hous1ng renta]

suﬁs1d1es both in terms of economic efficiency of benefits exceed-,“

ST iné cost'and target rec1p1ent we]fare 4nd d1str1but1ona1 adequacy
f11i47 Effects of Federa1 Programs on Riral Amernca»3 Hear1ngs, 96threongress, o
o Tst.Session, .U.S. -Congress, House’ “Commi ttee on: Agr1cu1ture Sub- .

: :,j;'comm1ttee -on Rural Beve]opment Wasthgton D.C.: U S Government
. Printing Office; 1967.: 876 pp.. (Y4:Ag 8/1:R88/9), : :
CLU e i Statements and correspondence of over 100 persons are presented

S .;,;';perta1n1ng to many . genera] and spec1f1c rura] prob]ems 1n 11§ht of

e ,Fédera]'programs in operat1on. W i

U: S Bepartmen S
“of tabor Orleans County:€ouncil;-SocidlA ency, 1973 1974‘ Wash igton,
D B‘ S Government Pr1nt1ng 0ff1ce,1 4*: ' _'; .s-f-‘””““

'w148: Gr1ff1n M HouSJng]Manpower Subs1dynBemonstrat1on

189.° Hackettfg g_, H T Hurst, and J. E. Montgqmery ' "Qua11ty Housing Env1ron-a»v;.
-~~~ ment for Low-Income Families.” BTacksburg, VA: Env1ronmenta1 and .
"; Urban .Systems, VPI & State Un1vers1ty (Research Project). R
‘ The. obaect1ves ,of this project are to: (1) identify- housing 5

e fre]ated _aspirations, expeetat1ons needs: and satisfactions. of 1ow--- PR
-~ "incoime families, and examine limitations to the attainment of quality =~

“housing; (2)- formu]ate and evaTuate innovative de11very systems 1n'_5;¥"

production, marketing, and financing in order to improve: housing - .T;EA‘?ﬁ

e iﬁ‘?l,’ =conditions; {3) develop.and deternine. the acceEtabl11ty,and7ecgnom1c LR

-ifeas15111ty of -innovative .decisions 1nc1ud1ngkfou§1ng components. new ..

combinations’ of materials; and building: techn1ques, such as per1-.f :

’7jpherna1 heatlng systems and modu]ar pane]s

'f159. HadW1ger, D. F. "Subs1d1zed Hous1ng Reach1ng We11 toADo but Not the Poor " ;;i?ﬂ*i
' ' Des Mo1nes Reg1ster, November 8; 1971 , : ce

T e
-~

715i€‘ Ho}mes N. H. and R A K1ng "Qua11ty Housqng Env1ronment for Low—Income ;

ty

Féﬁi]ies " “Greensboro, NC.: - -Department of Home Econom1cs Un1-' ;g

- ,vg,ver1ty‘bf North Carolina. (Research Proaect)
.- ., The obaect1ves of this project:are to: (1) 1dent1fy housing. '
n‘;re1ated asp1rat1ons expectat1ons, needs and sat1sfact1on of 1ow- :
-11ty hous1ng, (2) formulate and eva1uate 1nnovat1ve de11very systems
in product1on,.market1ng, and f1nanc1ng in order to improve hous1ng

.




SN B

'.4;=ffC0nd1t10nS and 3) formu]ate and eva1uate 1nnovat1ve techniques
':fand deiivery systems for the transferrai ef hou51ng inﬁbrmatil

' '152 KTHQ. R:A, "Deve]opment of'Improved Hou91ng For. Rura] North Qaroiina ol

”__Q~Eam111es.". Ra]eigh _NE: " Department of Economics, North Carolina
" State University: (Research Project)..” -

o os The program. obqective is to improve_ the quantity and qua]ity
_'of -housing availablé"td rural’ ‘North Carolina.ré§idents through the .

,,,,,,

?'v,' deve]opment -0f new. . sing]e and". mu]tifamiiy housing ‘designs,—new. *Jé"
-..".construction- methods and production systems; the formationfoffnew

. ,3;;:ﬁ'ﬂ;;;~533lse1f-he1p organizations; and the. - development of 1mprgyedfcred1te

E 3 _r'

i;systems that will. prov1de adequate financing for estab lishing
3construetion fac111t1es R 5 P

't J and E ,Q]sen : "The Distribution of.Behefits from'Puﬁiic

Ineome and weaith' New York National Bureau of Economic Research

. ;j‘¢i54 Kristof Frank S "Fédera] Hous1ng Po]h
. F11tration and Objectives Part 1

" Vol. 48(4),: pp.. 309-320. L
: - The *paper addtﬁsses the costs and beneﬁts rof housmg programs

“in 1ight of .the gerieralgoals to: provide decent and suitable 1iving" "

’“:j;fw;k{:ff; -7 for-all American families: Three#questions ‘are . anaiyzed (1) What - =

Nuff;pregressigas made_between 1950 and. 15702 (2) To what is.the. pro
-gress attributabie? and‘(3)* HoW'effective~are the programsﬂin“%

'Taﬁq-qmprov1ng the’ quaiity of . hou51ng?

;_‘155 Mande]ker, Danie] R Hou51ng Sub51d1es in_the’ United States and Enm;
o fIndianapo]is The Bobbs~-Merri1] ‘Company.Inc. ]9737—?45,99, B

. The'-book eoncentrates on the futuré of hou51ng subsidies, espe- '

a ﬁciaiiy stibsidized.housing: that is_both pub]iciy owned -and rented .
_ -TthatAseryesfloy—lncome~groups ’/Attention is a]so;giVen to the’
Lo 7w o, impact. of these*policies on delivery, rehabilitation and. the tota]
- o ouy o effect of housing subsidies. Conc]us1ons are given with“respect . f
CL ‘. to ‘the qua]itg and ‘rent prob]em of adequate ‘hbusing:and the "free-':.-
-*dom of choice 1ssue that surrounds sub51dized hou51ng e _;_a;:

”jfithB;f' Marcuse. Beter -"Comparative Ana1y51s of Federa1 :-Aided ngfana Modér-~"i
R ate Income Hou51ng Programs " 'dournaleofeuousang, October 1969

' pp.. 536-539. : B
The article is a charted out]ine narrative of the basic Fed- ;1 SO

L éiai housing programs of 1969. Descriptions of sponsors type; . -

- income admission, cost’ Timits,: maximunm . sub51dy, cost to occupant
ffand iocai government action required are given Lo T

~ - 187+ [Orr,_Larry Li Income, Employment, and UrbaneResidentJ*
~ i gow U7 York:  Academic Press; 1975. 156 pp. . o s SRR
4. 7 The book stgdies ‘the -impact of- pubiic finance and’ urban 1oca—'§g§-

© v . tion variablés on the:quality of. life 1n—particu]ar types of. hous--" "
" ing‘and employment. ‘Detailed attention is given to ‘these as they .
*~;re1ate to government poiicies on housing construction and subs1d1es,, v

o e ) S 45 ';\ ’
T . - ) S

e




<'ff7ﬁ 1ncome and the Jabor' rket.;;;;v:_ib f*f"‘ RO
158 Pau‘[us’ V.”'g'ln'la. .'37_———,_,'.;7”_7-,

_339 PP o

, ThlS b1b11ography 19 a comprehens1ve co]]ectlon ofﬁ]jtgratgre
S T prub1ished between 1960-1972 ‘on--housing. -1t covers all facets of -
Juwf*,{-f:'“;issues ‘concerned with" hous1ng There ‘is.a sect1on on. 1ow41ncome
St ';heus1ng and Federal ass1stance. g=¢f; BEECEAN i

\: .

o 159 Reﬁt;uﬁ 5. "Low-Income Hous1ng 1n South Earo]lna‘;fFaetors Re]ated to ;L‘fi'?

B A ‘Residential ‘Satisfaction." ., in, MIﬁS1SS1PP1” :

sy ;_.._,Agr1cu1turaJ :Experiment. Stat1bn, Arkansas _Agricultural. Exper1ment t
oo Station, Loufsiana Agricultural Experiment: Stat1on, U;S. So11 and
B ﬂijonservat1o Serv1ce, L975 No. 197 39,pp: L -

o &

oaJs and,Ga's - A Rev1ew of Federa]]y Subs1d1zed

. Rural Areas, 1969-1975. wash1ngt§n, Be
‘g'f.ous1ng Ass1stance Counc11, March 1976, $5; 00 S _

'.Q .

160, T Housings.

i QTG Schecter, Henr T-'"FederaI Hous1ng Subs1dy Programs.?. IhefEconomlcs [ -
LR oft Federal Subsidy Programs, Part 5 - Housing ‘Subsidies; Joint: - -‘; i
?,Eeenomlc .Committed&, 92nd Congress, 2nd Session; Octoberkg, 1972, : Ft§;'

- ;;;ff-i ~ pp: 597-630: - washlngton, BE: U.S: Government Pr1nt1ng 0ff1ce, 1972a e
S ‘,J(Yﬁ Ec?iSq]ZQiPt B)ec LT SR
ST a ¥ ooia

Prggrams,,exgept,tﬁgse,wmch,haye,spemﬂ tax beneﬁts are. | i
I R -descr1bed and ‘their operational costs. estimated. The" home. ownersh]p1

o TTmiem <o programs. have significant cost-m1n1m1z1ng advantages to’ the Federa] _
' 5*'-r3' *T';;government over the subs1d1zed hou31ng program #* uv;‘_ : ‘ ﬂ.._

] ’ 162 Searst D Model for the Eva]uat1on of. Governinent. Hous1ng Act1ons for o E
. . the Rural Population. Amherst, MA: University of Massachusetts BRI e
ﬁgr1c&1tara1 Exper1ment Stat1on Report, 1974 R T S

153 AServ1cesANeedsquccess ‘Study Data Book::. .

o -"Access: 7 Chemung, Schuy1ér, Steuben, T1 -:Schoharie Copuntiess; = .. .

:';;._ i New York::State.. Tthaca, NY: ‘Cornell Un1vers1ty@for7tbe Def@iments of - -,
R L;w;,Hous1ng a dQUrban Devé1opment and Manpower Aﬂm1n1strat1on (EmpJoyment" i
N SR ;-pVand Tra1n]ng) 1973, :169: pp. i Vi :
ettt o Results of ‘& study of the aboye count1es serv1ce needs and ;
T jaccess ‘to. services: Study methodo]ogy, variables, .and codes are . '@
R =;-f',-‘a150 given.. Some of the: rservices areas. 1ne1uded heus1ng, socja] o

~ insurance; ediication, finance and. 9@11§W9§!§: fffffffffff L
* included “frequency -of ‘use;:access - to serv1ces and perce1ved,need P

S ‘L,, ofor particular service in the community., Samp]e was drawn from o
ﬁjldﬁ&f& both rura1 arid nohrura1 ‘areas. L e SR :e*:v[%;
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‘u’164 Skinnér, c. R Hous1ng Manpower Subs1dy Demonstrat1on ﬁeéatﬁr; 0H:“'
: ' Adams and Brown Gompany, 1973 and 1974. . .-~ L

,155 Smo]ensky, Eugenefang d. DougIas Gomery Eff1c1ency ang Equ1ty Effects ,

e in the Benefits: from the : . Madison,
WI: Inst1tute for ‘Research on . Poverty, Un1vers1ty'of W1scons1n,
Reprint Ser1es No..88 1973. ' e et

n- .

e e L D
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v hes H.: - Bome Mortgage Cred1t Terms . A Comparison pf Two o
- Selactec Areas 1 ‘Metro-and -Rural KentucRy, 1975., wash1ngﬁon B.E;rf_
.L?Econom1c Research:Service, U.S.D:A.; - AER - 362%..22 pp CoT
' The paper-shows - that location has'a s1gn1f1c1ant,1mpact ‘on. the - .

:ﬂﬁ)f':ffif: ﬁ";n%aB111ty to. obtain- credit. and gasier cred1t terms Rural- residents. =

Z--rely more;-on _local -banks whiTe. urban’ counterparts borrow more heav- -
. ily from- savings and Toan 1nst1tut1ons More rural residents are. - -
I_,refused .credit. than-urban -dwellers: and are genera]]y given sh6rter~="
~~,;'jmortgages with Targer downpayments <A br1ef view. of .the. Farmers « .

~ .Home_ Adm1n1stration ‘program showéd that .its serv1ces are 1arge1y ”;;*ﬁ

',1comp1ementary rather thaﬁ compet1t1%e‘i,:, N .,;_:n}.

'l"*Stubbs, A "Qualqty Hou51ng Env1ronment for- L0w—Income Fam111es "'5-~"

so e consumer Research Center, Texas A & M Un1verS1ty, Co]]ege Stat1on
e (Research Program) L Rt

- “’Identifies . hous1ng re]ated asp1rat1']
sat1sfact1ons of low-income. families ang

attainment of quality housing; formu.;te

' . -—- e ;QN
~.fv‘- , gtechn1ques and delivery systemg~for. the: t,ansferra] of hous1ngfiA 7::.‘

]nfgrmat1on, develops and determ1nes the acceptab111ty and economic” -
o St feas1b111ty of innovative designs- iicllding-housing components, new.
';:i5f‘a?- ; - combinations of materials, and Bu11d§n9vtechn1ques such anper1pheraTi

heat1ng systems and modu]ar paneTs r‘.,--

‘”16§iia3Tabak M.k "Federa1 Eompensat1on for V1ct1ms of the 'Homeownersh1 0f. - .
L ‘the Poor" Program " Yale .u“ournaJ Becember 1974 Vol 84(2),[' s
pp 294 323 o R S fh -

gﬁ Furstenberg, George M ~ "The D1str1but1on of Federal]y Ass1sted Renta]l

- "*Housing Services. by Reg1ons and States." :.The Ecoriomi¢s of Federal”

w000 . Subsidy ‘Programs;; Pt. 5 - Housing Subsidjes;-Joint Economic Committee,

L r g T ,92nd Congress 2nd Session; October:- 95:41972; PP, 631- 64]“‘Washington,
T T ¢ _'Y.5.-Government: Printing. foice,'1972 (Y4 Ec773u1}4Pt .5)%

: S -~~"' Federa]]y—a551sted rental housing seems to grow in.-those areas.

e s e 2 U s bt

o

QO

:'nghlch already have .a: h1gher proportion of units to many- ‘other areas.

“'*ffThe author po1nts th1s odt 1n v1ew-pf the fact that as the proportjon_f

Tf;TiQ}f, 1 "Federa1 Income Taxnincentaves 1nytow and Moderate o
RN IheeEconomlcseofeFederaJ‘Subs1dy Programs,&:éﬁ

‘ ,;_1972, pp 1676705 Wash1ngton, D: th;?
T“Government Pr1nt1ng Office; 1972. (Y. Ec7/Sul/4/Pt.5): ‘
o In .an_effort to. generate development . funds - for housing,. the. .
- acce]erated deprec1at1 n'allowances: and favorab]e cap1ta1 gains. ﬁ'V'
- tax: she]ters have: pro¥ d. effective,: The paper:, is ‘concerned with -
*  the §izé of: advantage created by these ‘tax policies; The ‘size. of -
“]-advantages 45 estfmated and we1ghedkaga1nst the costs of" severa1
. a1ternat1ves des1gned to have the same 1mpact R ol
_ p -

us‘"'

,
% e .
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'rfifﬂa'ﬂﬁ? . -43k;:

'?ff171 We1debaum, Murray tf,,fﬁubsid1es in’ Federal Cred1t Programs noThe. C d
S Economics. of - Federa];ggggigg:ggggggmg Joint Economic Committes, . =~

"t o2nd Congress; lst.Session, May 8;. 1972, pp. 106-119. Washmgton, o
R RN | C e Un~'gd]Stat§s Government Pr1nt1ng Bffice, 197 LT
' ‘ F4/Pts1). o '
L “The study is euncerneg Wl?h,tbe var1ety of. forms in Wh1ch théYV
fgevernment extends credit SUbSidJes “The purposeeﬁf’the paper is

"% to'assess the’costs and benefits of these subsidies and their- ﬁéié;'#

w0 impact. on :the distribution of resources and on economic _ gruwth
T ‘f“}]hg7§tudy reflects the increase in variety and amount of credit :
- - subsidies made. Huus1ng programs obtain the bulk of all credltff;f
" ‘subsidies fb]luWéd by farm -price supports;: student loan ass1stande, Y

" .and .export -promotion.. -One impact. of concern:is that credit L

- Subs1d1es may st1mu1ate greater use of pub11c f1nanc1ng 1n p1ace of -
}‘pr1vate f1nanc1ng g S e

. :4". AR S . . !'J

o w1seman, Patgjgjgfqngfgames T. L1ﬁd ."Character1st1c5'of Farmers.}gfh'577*5

N, | ¢ y. ,
‘Home_ Administration Mortgages ‘and Their-Effects. on- Localities:"

‘724nR1chmohd :VA: “Office of ngs1ng, Cormonwealth of.Virdiniay 6 N
- Sixth Street, Su1te 202.. Rresented at -the Southern Reg1ona1

“.,,:_ﬁfSc1énce Assoc1at1on Meet1ngs in Blrm1ngham, ATabéma Apr11 14 15,"
977, - - B

'J-:trat1on moftgagés 1n a rura] V1rg1n1a county. " The. ma1nipurpose of‘f;

"f;Vthe stt dy was~to determ1ne the effécts qf-Subs1d1zed hous1ng en a

'.<ﬁvf10Ca'
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173~ Amend1ng T1t1e VIII of:th'~ cial Security - Report to Accompany
‘House Resolution. 10284 U.S. Congressi Senate, Committee,on,,gﬁ,,; e

‘Finance;, 94th Congress; 1Ist Session. Senate Report No..94-549.

,',,;*Wash1ngton, D.C. c, u. S Government Prlntlng Bffxce, 1975 16,pp
- :(94/1/SR-549).
W ..o Food. Stamps may ‘be purchased byfafdeduct]onfon the ﬂFDC check
o0 ..o .- thereby .insuring-adequacy.of food and availability.of. funds: Other

v . avalialy

'-:_parts ‘of - ‘this report 1nc1ude amendments to the Med1care program

‘Tj$4 174.. Benefit-Cos Jii’yslseof Eederal. ProgramS; A to_ped1um of Papers’
s ... 7. Submitted to the Subcommittee on Priorities and Ecoromy in- Govern~

‘”3?.;'_ ment- of the: Jo1nt Econom1c Comiittee, 92nd: Gongress, 2nd Sess1on
:;T-~Washington, D. C U S Government Pr1ntnng Gftice, 1973 274 pp
' y(HJ .7539.B45):"

- Partial contents - Repoft on a survey of Federa] program lilg,éaiji
i - eva]uat1gnfpract3ces 7WProfJ1es of ana]yt1ca] studies. Ah eco- - <.
-;ﬂfi*""nom1c persgect1ve on.the small watersheds program. Eff1c1ency and

“equity.effects .in the benefits from the Federal: Hou51ng program . . .-
1965-Ecefiometric analysis of the Medicare program: ~The 1n-schoo1‘ S
~and summer Ne1ghborhood Youth. Corps: a. nat1onWJde eva]uation of an ...

investment -in. d1sadvantaged high ‘s¢hoo]l youth..>:Benefits and costs

'f.kof manpowerstra1n1ng programs" ‘a, Synthes1s of prev1ous stud1es

-“w1th reservat1ons and recommendat1ons.

R - : g . -
B a2

_Come?™ Ann:als -of the: American Academy of. Po]1t1c§1 nd Soc1a] S
Sc1ences January: T972 Vo1 399 pp 125+ 4 R ;

”ljjgfﬁ;Berk1, Sylvester.E. “"National, Health Insurance: An- Idéa' Whose Time Has

s

't’iif755' BowT1ng, George St. Claik. ?"The E??ects of Instruct1ona1 Programs on .

"7 %7 Knowledge about:Medicare. and Attitudes Towards Proposed Social’

oy

:Programs " Ph: D d1ssertat1on Tn Educat1on, Boston Un1ver51ty,‘._f,a
1970 182 pp SRS _E;J; ' TR

o

i
'f*.'1?7;i;3reslow, Lester "Statement " In Costs aﬂdJDe]1Ve*y of. Hea1th77”*fF*‘-‘ _
. %17 to Older Amemcansgapt 3, Senate Committee Hearing; 1969; Pp: G345
« - . Washington, D. C.: -U. S: Government Pr1nt1ng 0f?1ce, 1969.- - S

(Y4,Ag4 H34]9/pt3)
T ‘The statement presented ]nfthese hear1ngs is: concerned witn
S *the: ifpact of Medicaid. --Medicaid" s seen as‘a contributorto .
DA ¢degayﬁngfmed1c'] care largely because the bas1c Jegislation did not _
;oongern,jts‘ji with the: quality of care as was done with Medicare - B
legislation.'" The Médicaid~ program adm1nlstrators have tended to. "
,purchase the same care that was purchased by ‘the poor before the

program B , "

o o
R a1

178 Bromberg, R. S "F1nanc1ng Hea]tﬂfCarEjﬁnd the Effect of the Tax Law 3
: Law,a' Eontem - lems Autumn 1975, Vo] 39(4), pp. 299 313
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L ,179 Davis Karen and Roger Reyno]ds '"Med1care and the Ut111zation of A
b T Hea]th Care Services -by the £Jder]y e Journa] of Human Resources,;;-"'
'*vaLSummer 1975, Vol. 10{3}, ‘pp.. 36127 E
T PaymentsAper enro]]ed Med1care;benef1c3ary aré’ much7h1gher IR
”;:",‘for7h1gh-1ﬁ§ome .elderly persons than ‘for 1gw-income elderly per-: . = =
- 'sons. - Payments are also:much higher-for: e1der1y whites than-for

.:re1der1y blacks, -particularly:.in the:South.  To determine Whether,*jJ
" these: d1fferences reflect dtfferences in hea]th status, educa- '

s R e tional levels, phys1ca1 ‘access . to-health care. services, the fi- ...
R 'ﬂ,nanc1a1,deterrent of Medicare_ eost—shar1ng,requ1rements or L Ly

CUoos o other factorsy this: study analyzes physician and hospital ut1-.£»a s

Safnn D0 UTization patterns of-the elderly;using:1969 data from.the Hea1th o

' T e Interview Survey ‘conducted-by:‘the-National: Center for Hea]tﬁ T

:3;'EQ-?Z‘ff?fims_Stat1st1cs - {Author abstract 1n Journa])

130 Dougharty, LA Hea1th De11veAy System for the Poor in the State of T
-“Arkansas. Arkansas Planning Commission,<Little-Rock. Santa Mon1ca,~'
- CAY ~Rand CorporatIon August ]976 RM-6352-APE 48 ppi- Ce
he "health de11very ‘system -

ed: from: three different per- ";f}fll

; For.. health p]ann1ng purpos
'For the poor in-Arkansas is deséri

spectives: ' (1) organizations that deliver the service, (2)

‘how different -parts of 'the system are financed, and (3) char- f
acter1st1cs of 'the. recipients of the hea]thxserv1ces Loca1

AL -

-'fiaré the pr1nc1pa1 prov1ders ‘of hea]th services to the poor.;,lf'
" Types .of service vary widely from; eounty toreounty* Financing .

- -comes from local, state:and ‘Federal government . sources. and from:

(‘d:the pat1ent Most of the money goes to: de11very d? hea1th ser-'f“”“: .:

E R '-?f vices to the aged' . L R

,». .;.

'T?f’iéi “Falk; .S, “Nat1ona1 Heal th Pnsurance A Review of PoTicies and '7‘4§f7f:;
: ‘ Proposals.“ Law and Contemporary Prob]ems‘ A’tumn 1970 Vo] -
pp 669 96 - : o N ST

2. : jes’ 1] -Ar Appendjx to H, rtngs, 93rd

N Congress, Znd Sess1on, October e 3 1974 Washingtons DC: - -7~ . ¥

-'U.S. Governmert Printing Office,: 1974, 174 pp, . (Y4.Ag 8/1: R88]pt2). T
.. This.report was. prepared b esearch: Service * ‘

S S the Congress1ona] Research Service
DE ,*for the subcommittee for hearings . “to review health needs and

' prob]ems, to determine how these;needs are being met;. what;serV1ees

- are available; how the governmenf programs. are being’ 1mp1emented,

e and what actions need..to.be taken to, improve health sérvites to - .
. .. the ﬁﬁn-metropo11tan areas:” [p.-CRS1] The greatest.need in - .gf oo
. . rurgl areas is the acquisit1on of. physic1ans and dentists and using . °
. new personnel in’ eff1c1ent health programs. . The. Tow income status
of many rural people is an 1mportant 1mped1ment to-attracting and
retaining rural’ pract1tionens, since their ability to pay.for

services is Iow‘NEfforts to improve this situation are out11ned

iy
Sy

p
®
»
§

' and supported by ava11ab1e data.
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;,5183 Fe]dst$1n, Martln Shf An Econometr1c Mode] af"* :
el ‘Quarterly. Journal of . Economlcs,r?ebruary 971‘5: 1. 85(1), pp
: .a“” The paper presents a series of equ s.that exp1a1n the
' j‘a110cat1on of.health resources’ to the: 20"
~ The model -explains:the ‘variati
“terms of demographic and. economic acteristics of
state policy and local. health, € e“system qharaéterwst1cs. The -

Tcharacter1st1cs oFJ;he popu]at1on, _fgigé

K] Pt oo uihahlbidiod ARy aRA g Eub et eyt pudiadd i

-7y program-tends to. m1sa110cate ava11ab1e services .since in. scarce '

w.ﬁvir..‘-;i_ar~eas ‘Medicare: pat1ents rece1vera d1sproport10nate amotint of §
SRR mg“‘i”hospnta1 care. This may be 1nf1uenced-by the.absence of.the price
-+ - rationing méchanisms ‘which face non-Med1eare rec1p1ents._,A.h- :

i compenent eF’a 1arge mede1 ef hea]th care de11very 1s presented j;

184, G v T ANewAppﬁSac o' o
' o .K.Publicelnterest, " Spring 1971, No- 23 pp. - 93- 105. e ";":131
.+~ ..The author:presents an a1ternat1ve approach to- natﬂona] hea]th EAE

vn;1nsurance whose princdpal obaectnves include:. (1) providing 311

. persons with:adequate care; 2) providing care without financial.

o4y - hardship;(3). ]ower1ng costs in operation; (3} avo1d1ng large tax
Cts 7L increases; - (5) ease.in: adm1antrat1en, .and. éﬁ) meeting the needs:
e o0 of its part1c1pants in a generé11y acceptab]e manner.. -Feldstein's .

”Tf; S alternative iscalled'major risk insurance and’ government-guaranteed‘ o

. * post-payment- loans. Ihe program basically prov1des all health care .- !
.. free after the fami]y unit pays the first. ca1cua1ted percentagé rate - .. s

. “of care- regard]ess of total” health: bills. . Thisi:¥ate would vary with . s~

~ the. size‘of- income:  The _léan program weu]d a]]ow expenses to be ST
”-”spread ever a 1onger per1od eF t1me SR L I S

:r;,A,_ff'fi reduetlen would: be Tore. than ffset by a s&v1ngs eosts and o
e % reduced unnecéssary medical. purchases. - This. pheriomenon is shown by N

" - 'the,estimation .of structural equations of .the demand for health.

. then’put against-the interaction between inSurance purehases~and the"”‘

mi ~3£¢'éstpp1y'and demand for medical purchases. Although the paper deals -
ol principally with' pr1vate insurance, . the ‘interaction- of pub11c :
- . recipients and a1so the poss1b1}1ty of natﬁona] health 1nsurance areh
Ny entioned :gﬁp : . : , i

£Aspect§ of Nat]ona] Hea]ghi;nsurance Benefits -and Finance."
B T » Decgmbe? 1972, Vol 25(4), pp. 497-510
“iee oo o The study: exprres %ﬁe distributional effect of-'several al- -
.7 r. .7 ternative plans of natjonial.tealth 1nsurance “through. a“framework .
‘vde§cr1bed here The framewqu accounts for the -agtivity of- hea1th

“13§ff{fe1dstein Mart1n 5.5 Bernard Fr1edman and Haro]d Luft: ,,"Blstrlbutjena1 i 7




Expendtture samp]es and S1mu1at1on of ca]cu]at1ng benef1ts pro-f

- duced . distribiutions. representat1ons for: vary1ng fam11y charac— e

'_;1 terrst1cs and a1ternat1ve f1nanc1ng pTans

aYér, DP¥1d "The Effeets of Med1ca]d o0 State and: Loc§1 Govern--;' e
booment. Flnanees e Nat1ona1 Tax dourna] ’Beeember 1972 Vol . 25(4), e
The,study d1scussed the effect Med1ca1d has. had on states

W1th respect to: (1) sttmuJat1ng state expendjtures; (2) equal-

_d:“,.;;i,m.wz1ng quality of care and; (3) equalizing the burden ‘on- statesu
s for the' programs support A]though éxpendttures on. med1ca1 -

obJect1ves have net been ach1eved

138 Gorn1ck; M "Med1care Pat1ents Reg1ona1 B1f?epences 1h Length of E';f
S ‘ 5{?a¢‘f”~

S '.:;=;gé“7';Vo1 38(7) pp 16 33 (HE 3‘*) éf-”' ; ' e
L ~ The- art1c1e compared ‘the -four U S census regaons 1n an .

§ kX b;;effort to'explain the reasohs for significant. var1at1ons Jin the
' length of" hosp1ta1 stay by Med1care patients.:’ The patients were T
., compared by reg1on, age- group,qsurgery performed and multiple = o
" diagnoses’ . The ‘results’ showed; that patients in. .the Northeast -
.section’ had the Tongest “hospital;:stays and-West: "had -the shortest

5. The: character1stacs surveyed. howéﬁer‘d1d not exp1a1n this vari-..

+-ationm in $tay. The aothor suggesty hat further research would 0 [
be. benef1c1a1 : _ R IR

-ﬁT‘n Yé?ks of Med1care . pact on the COVered Popu B
n.":-Secial: Security Bu]]et1n; .July 19765 Vol 39{7)5 pp: 3- 21
2 T e’art1c1e is.a" review of the - Med1eare program since its:
'u._beg1nn1ngs‘some 10 years: ago. The program ,covers: oyer -25. m11-3
. -lion peysons -and. bgs,sagni?1cant 1mpact°1n+pr9y1gtng‘ ealth . -

- services. Although Medicarehas paid the. major1ty\o?xcosts, ]t~

o still is 1nadequate for some’ persons . whose  out-of-pocket.costs -

. are prohibitive. ‘This article. focuses' onthe deve]opment, pro—ﬁﬂf:fvi;‘
f gress and prob]ems of the’ Med1care program L S 5” SRR

. p-190 Hea]th InSUrance and the Unemployed " Hearing. before the Commrtt

. - .. on_Finance; U.S. Senates 94th. Cbngress, 1st Session; March 7,
; ”'1975 Washington,; D.C.:  U:5.; Government Printing Office, 1975; B
o The hearings were held £0’ ‘discuss a bill dewigned to.pro--. . .g.
"*vide heaTth insurance .under Medicare ‘to the unemployed and their 7' °

. families. The areas discussed 1ncluded inemployed workers re-= -

" -ceiving unempToyment compensat1on bénefits, those who are'em- °

.~ ployed but -have no-.health .insurance hose emp]oyed at very '
- Tow wages with. 1nadequate benef1ts'n : N

;f*191 Healshaiﬁsunancea::4uhat,Sheuld ‘be_ the'Fadera1 Refe? Wash1n9ton;J

'D.C.x American Institute for Public- Pof¥'¥Jﬁﬁsearch T

1§§ H1bbard Thomas H,ffflnsurancefand the Opt1ma]7@j§tribut1on of Med1 - ,_,f
. ca1 Care. ; Western Econonncsedournal September 1971, Vo1 9(3) L

- pp 2314 _ | o
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Serent, . i

. 193, Ho]ahan,;John.,="Phys1cian Ava11ab1]1ty, Med1ca1 §arg;Re1m : A
j@-;;:-_ .. .and Delivery of Phys1c1an Serviges: SomefEV1dence from the Med-"""--
Lo e . dcaid Program.™ Journa] of HumangResources, Summer 1975 Vol. 10(3)
. %.pp.378-402z . R
N Th ;aaper prov1aes an- ana]ys1s of\jactors aff*ct1ng ut111— '

ati 36? physician services in ‘the Medicaid program: . Two util- f .

-'%f?iation
«-ization measures, the, percentage f1e11g1b1es seeing a phys1c1an e

“--and -the 1eve1 of expend1tures .pér .
- phasis is. p1aced on the.impagt of. a ternat

SR native physician: re1m':s
. w72 bursement methods:and“on the effect of .the: distribution. of phy=- .

- sicians, both geographicakly and among ‘specialties;, on the use of it

E g;f'4;fserv1ces by -Medicaid e11§i51es.“‘The Ppaper. demonstratés "that fee

-~ schedules have quite" 1arge icost-r X _
otion ratesAarg responsive:-to the‘aya11ab111ty ef phy§1§1ans and T
-that.nonwhites use fewer Med1ca1d-f1naneed serv1éf'7than wh1tes..

'})ﬁV fw'j]f(Author abstract in Journa])

;f194 Karpoff, P, "Cutt1ng the Cost. oF. Med1ca1a A
A W1nter 1976 Vol:~ "2(1)5 pp. 161-63..

"57te ‘the poor.in order to st1mu]ate alt

rder ‘ative consumption activi= .. % .-

ties to medical services’ :It is: expected ‘that Medicaid cos

: - would be reduced. if: 1ncént1ves existed: " The basic preposa]

:ffto 1mpose a $10 month]yufee on certa1n autpat1ent serv1ces
ﬁf195 Leveson, Irv1ng '1"The Econem1es ef Health §erv1ces forfthe Poonwhqf
n Annals of “the American- Academy of i ~r '

January 1972, Vo1 399, pp 22 29

fed'Ra1se Doctor

19. "Why fledicar "”, s Fees."
85 Pp. ]4~19w “Also” ava11ab1”

e _;actlon,Magaz1ne ‘September - 19¢
i < the. Ins Institute for Research on| Povertyf Un1vers1ty oF w1scon

-;Mad1son, ‘WI: . Reprint. Ser1es,ko .
‘ During: the first_year: dt the Med1care programfbegan,'phy

L‘51c1ans fees. Jumped 7.8: pércent from:a’stable: preyvious*dverage

. . hilahag i —— 2

-increasé of 2:8 percent:- The: specuTated cause -of .this: increase

. was that doctors had relative: freedom in assigningifees, for’the

rvices. ¢ There: were nat. str1ct 11m1ts for reimbursement as un

" dBF many private and governfient-controlled- health insurance pro.

This article' discussés the shortcomings of these: program‘

‘and the 1mpact they have had on the eest structure o? med1ca1
fees T < SR S

, ‘ar : & ssues and ‘Al Y Report
... of the Staff to the eommwttee on F1nance 9Ist Congress, 1st .
- “l:;.-Session, February 9, 1970; U:S: Senate. Washington, D.C.: U. S
. : vGeyernment Printing Office, 1970 '323. pp... {YQ/F49/M46/6)LV, )

The study fotuses-on the pr1nc1pal fiscal problem: ﬁpf ‘the' -

two programs. :The prob1ems include an adverse effect on health

- care:.costs and financing for. thé general poph]atian, WIheLcauses
i of these effects aregtraced threugh ‘and: the ]mpagts arefgeta11ed
T . Proposals are made t correct or at 1east 1nh1bit some of these :
E adverse conditionsa7vs~»4+~ Cae LT LR, v ¢

A







hg puB]ic,assjgtgng

of the mb\1at0 L

"1ona He&]th Spending’ Pe11ey Who ngs and Who

’*e];glb]efto;receive; lﬁ.t
persons :with chronic. rena1 a1sease répr

i Pt ¢ = .

9h~ : 1) .
sent a sma]l percentage ofithose:- e11g1b1e, ltfwas a $ignif anf

of, the t?eméndous med1ca1 expenSes for ‘nécessary -
e’ pa ‘of‘Med1care =

o : "Pra1r1e V1ew A&M Co11ege

:(Researc Program ) Pk

: ate curren -health fa
Wrsing.

ine}.he eaﬂt .prob]ems e*1st1ng 1n rura1%f;"f_ e






n hea]th»and'hesp]ta1s and te 355655 the 1mpaet ef Med1ea1d 1n tf-ff?” B
{satrsfy1ng the health needs ‘of: blacks. . The model shows.that a YV,f”r""

PR Sl b BT —

arge. percentage of ‘the 'variation can be: exp1a1ned and that -

;b}acks tend to demand and evidently receive a: thher proport1on
ar

onlthe bas1s ‘of - the1r4, ome’ than one. -

ﬁd1care are more T

di;d1fferences betweénﬂb]atks and wﬁ1tes in’ pr1vate and.Med1-;{;;.'“ e

_(Author bstract dn- Jouﬁna])

: ts,oberat1ons and adm1n1strat1on ea:*'

rfthe 'sécial scientist as it does present-health “insurance scﬁemes”

but Tn a. tastefu] and\understandab]e

',?N§§10na1xﬂ : P
Hletin;- February 1975 Vo1

K Nat1ona1‘hea1th ‘expenditures- for 19747exceeded"i¥ : .
M$485 “per: caP‘taf__The artic]e presents the present system ]

.'.'.







. 52(3); pp._ @?-41 _
“.At ‘the: ‘time -of: the wr1tnng“'

:n;;rexpeﬁ1ments had - been conducted
. P . $ c d"

he auraI sector must E
- '[descr1bed

1ve’Income Tax anqgthe Supp1y of'Work e
: s -Se VO1 22(3),

T’x‘and ‘the ‘Supply:of , . '
:This study"*enc]udes that 1ncome'ma1ntenanoe'w111 no
pecessarily. 1 sive -in the wor feffort of th
= 'poor or prov1de 1na&eqyateftransfers, ?ether ‘the'a
”.fthat such.programs wou1d.ﬁave an,opp051te e?feét_

5 “Brown1ng, E. K. }ternat1v Prog distributi
R .,¢NIT and the NWT*"? Amerncan conom1c Rev1ew, March 1973’”VOT 63(1),,

e | A]thouéh sign
: ~,¢11tt1e attention has een pa1d to a1ternat1ves The paper d1sch.v%




,?When NIILangﬁNHTfresu1t

antvty of :supplied;labor. under ‘”'j
1-1ncome WnuPd be greater;“
il _ NI

:;structu etin a‘fa

' E 50 ne_ N
_the United States "1, S: iCommissi
‘Amer1can Futuie ;ERe§éarch Report :
owth Pa]1cy,? edsm Robe t .Parke;

b ??1ce, 1973 " 27 L
féct thedincbme trans ér:L}*f .

C ising: i3 and: (3) Work d¥s 7 ntives of the: .-
“'transfers may. reduce the 'upply of Tabor h1ch otherw1s wou]d

'and:HardT W Watts,,ed1tors.n Incom,ﬂMa1n,énance and Labor _.ﬁj
B ~Ec0nometr1c Stud1es ' New York ;" Academi B :

1ography 1s a co]]ect1oﬁ
h

;cérriﬁ;.fhéﬁaéaA mpaet of Earned ]

e Year 1976 v;wash1ngton, DC:: Econom1c Research Serv1ce, U S Dept of
‘i”jﬁgricuit ure, AER-336% June 1976; " 12:p

. This paper.i5:a simulation study of 197§yfor earned 1ncome tax” o
;';cred1t as part of ‘the Tax: Reduct1on Act of 1975 It is. shown that R
~_fai ] NG :

"Lef;t e. ene%; s wou]d be rece1ved By ?am111es W1th 1nco

w185
“of léss than $4 009,. 54 percent for “incomes of Iees than-$4; 000 td

;1$8 666 and tﬁe remalnder_to fam111es W1th 1ncomes over $8 000




] ogram; roposéd n,1974 by thé RN
e" 'the U,:S, Congﬂé?s, s compared . to the **
i penc 1ildren: {AFDC) -and Foed
(A1Towance for.

Welfare- e11g151e h

7;m111es w1thou£\Changang'the d1str1but10n ofte11g1b1é families -
‘ i a, However,'there would: be-a

etropo ftah AFeds Woule e
xcept:in the. Northeasf wou]d

t1on " The study contéﬁns po]1cy eva]uat1on of the Senaié F1nance 7

pl
0 to::th ty. Prob]em L The study ana]yzes the
ternat ﬁgrggram aﬁavﬁsf present  income: subsidies w1th part1cu1ar
emphas1s on"” 'effects toward the

Jng poor~--‘

?33?11 Evans, Léw1s T -Some Imp11cat1ons of Uncerta1nty for F1rm~and Ind1v1dua1
' *57', Behavior. Under.a Negative Income.lax. Plan. - Madison, WI: Institute -
fbr Besearehﬁ”anoverty, U”Ivers11

2 ofﬁW1scons1n D1scuss1on Papers,

fgrm'and 1nd1v1dua]

‘353' behad1or Underwuncerta1ntg in. the presencé ofa “negative :income: p]an

gt S A g

dMost research*has been conéerned w1th behav1ora] conc1u§i6ﬁs déFiVea




ign_on H R.'16311,. Part T and. 2 E
. .-'1970 (th F49’7F21/

= ,.w:“Iﬁstitute'for Regearquon Poverty, s
.Y:Uf Wisconsin 'Publ;catlon.Ne. 101, 1371 ,

The AmerTcan Ecoh0m1c Rev1ewa

PP 62941
t-]&terature an 1 comé ma1nte; nce schemes, 1as

dwggatlve Taxesgand Monetary Incent1ves to w rk S
JOU?"31 of. ﬂuman RESOUFCES—ﬂSummer 1968, V01' SR

It 45" shown'. that workld151ncent1ves are strohg~1n the

of negat1ve 1ncme @E

.{presenee of income ma1ntenance ‘programs_ because income and leisure :




PRt TR E e A U
H.- Work~CQnd1t1on d Subsad1es as an Inceme- in -
" Issues “0f :Program. Structure and. Inteqrat1oh, Mad1son'

WI - Inst1tute for: Research on’ Poverfy, Un1'ers1ty of NTchnsin
Re'”‘“ : : 4 e : a

m A "The,_ jarantee

“So J;Economy, March 19 95 N =
TH1s pap V1ews some- weT *known 1ncome ma1ntenance propesa1 SRR

m1]ar1t1es and<d1fferenees and eva]uates these fer SR

| ' | Temen bp. 56
b “W1th the wel fare reform,measures recent1y'cons1dered by* the
;Congress, & gréat”de: mar

variance-in average and hence;
1 :

from a survey of" Vermnnt,WeIfar cases‘to”“lﬂustrate theHIarﬁe

.~ Madison, Wi

{ . n 7;77771nst1tute for Research on Poverty, Un1vers1ty7f- L
W1scons1n, Pub11cat1oﬁ No.53- 69 1969 MR '

shin; RoEH iThe Re]1ef of Pof" ‘y

verty: - Ne néome Taxes. and Bther :
asures (Rev1ew Art1c1e) . Econom1c Rec d iﬂarch' 71 Ve] 47(1]7)
~10 o

Poverty 1n

Lo E . '”airev1ew of A gfrﬂtkjnso
' j{jBr1ta1n §nd‘tha Reform o? Soc1 ;w

{;of Wash1ngton Business Rev1ew, SUmmer 1970 VoIﬂ 29(4)Ypp

i 248, H1I1; C. R '"TWO Tricoiie Ma1ntenance P1ans, Werkflnceﬁtjves”and the Clesure

_,3;-;;~-7F7 of: the Péverity. Gap:"s - £ndustr1a] tabpthe y B du]y 1972‘N” , N
B Vol.. 25(4), pp: 545-55. - EREATR BON
e J'g S i o 7Ihe N1xon7Fam]1y Ass1s;ance PWan focused on guaranteed 1n¢ome

. 'for the working poor. .The most’talkéd about ‘aspect.of any. of
Lo \these .programs is ‘the effect on work incentives. There: 'SEem- -t0
-} exist ‘wage’subsidy programs that. do at- 1east as. we]] . negative . .:
~income: tax *programs: in e]es1ng the . peverty ‘gap: gihappens while : .
he werk advantagesrema1ns 1ntact, an 1mpertant see1a1 goa1 .

LR ET e m ey ST e R .;\h L N ST




. "TWo-Ineeme‘MaJntenan;e Plans‘f&ﬁrk‘lncen%gves~and the
sure.of the. Poverty .Gap: . Reply.": _Indus -1‘1' _b” Relat
i; April: 1973, Vol: 26(3);.pp. 1005 =8.. " 3" T

e g?A1§o see: Garf1nke] and: Masters _26(3) ‘pr
"'Pmm -y'paper by Hm 25(4) pp 545 55 Qfg i :_—

Impact of a. Negat1ve IncomefTax on Aggregate Demand and
Western,Economjc dournal,‘Marc 19?3‘&Vo] 11(1), o

. _ y appen is. ahﬁincrqasj i
:andia decrease,1n;aggregete supp]y, respectively::--
‘that. the. poténtial macra-economic ‘effect f NIT .in. 19

maller than in 1966;. because of growth jn-the:e
umber,ef~poor fam111e The ‘eff

_Op oNns,- Surveys ;- ar
:Inst1tut” fo:'Research on:.Po

“irienit- (New. dersey . ngome: Ma1ntenanq_
Inc1uded are (1) Historic 1] perspective
t'IODS O_f t 3 A
: na1y§1§ of:

53: - K1111ngsWorth-,M. y '“”2' N ] e
';._,e;”“A.ﬁtudy of the.F§m1Jy s A1]ocat1en of Time." * Joi

“11(3) 5..pp+-354-65. .
lodels o aber supb]y behaV1or of .

‘negdt me “ tax -(NIT) will alway: educe the Iabor supp]y‘
.cand. earn1ngs of- such:persons. . :I ‘consider three “models of’fam11y

. laborsupply and:find-that,:inall three, an: NIT might raise a g1ven

famllyfmember 5 Tabor supply’and: m1ghtgalso raise total ‘family

Jabor:: supply: In.one ‘model, :an NIT cou]d even rdise total fam1]y
earn1ngs “These mode]s and: recent -empiri estimates (shew1ng
positive. NIT. effects. on. some - ifamily - membe 3 laber suppiy ‘and on”
some ‘families" earn1ngs) suggest that i

;=?nd the- casttof_an NIT may be ess. tﬁah h_ P




“and adm1n1sterab1

estab]lshed*before benef1t 1evels'fo

, &m0t 9 : S0/ IR
0 1c.un1t;w1th1n a: negat1Ve 1nggm§ taxmsystem,~.Emphas1s~153p1aced

e family.unit, whether it cons1sts ofia two parent one—parant
f ;s1ng1e or: ch11d a]one 1n the fam11y - : KRNI

"AddanMGUéFanteed¢Incoﬁédto he': Ame: can _Systein.

i Ends and Means of Reduc1ng Income Poverty_ o
. . Madisans-WI; . Insti v Re

hrough transfer paynénts during ’ntEfrﬁPt1ﬂn of embloyMentito the””
presence ‘of .proverty; and alternative: ‘sounces_of income. - Tables."

lhaed sﬁow the rapidiincrease ma1ntenance programs’over the

N1xon s“Fam11y Ass1stance-P1an Mad1son, te.
esearqh on Poverty, Un1vers1ty;of_W1sconSj(, Pub]1catiﬁh No.




amount JSgactually reach1ng the poor,. D1Scuss1on 9”
and reform fe]iows -Social: 1n$uranee programs are: beq
“ingly’ inadequate in.having an: impact onthe -poor: - At~

";i'lQSecur1ty and - Supplement 1:Secur1ty income will cont1nue" ) dr0p :

as @ good,buy “for workers;and do:Tittle; to@help,poverty.- The' authors‘

be11eye PefOrm=requ1res a 11m1ted number of programs“with. dec11n1ng\ :

benef: s,iequal1z1ng of. b'nef1ts for male. and ema]e headed hou‘f? :

3(3), pp 34 . - L
The study f1nds that Work response te { la; .

1' depends upon the workerig;response to" changes
The 1ewer the rate of :the

fhere 15 s1m11ar to the work 1e1su?e ‘choie

ng develo’éaﬁby Ger55997Cooper deSTgnea 'to Show worker:
o_lede . R TN

lan WOuld haye:.on.. inco

LoF a con?erence o? academ1c and goVernmen"experts

g1§ of: the-Lnst;tute*fﬁr Research on Povent_g: h

AmeiiﬁaﬁﬁfolltlcaJAStJence Rev1ew, March 1971

. :schemesffbr purposes of c1ar1f1cat1on and ‘not . p011cy recemmenda- ~.”: L
;‘t1ons Equity goa]s, cr1ter1a fOf se]ect1on ambng compet1ng schemesnﬂj S

Faie o? the Fami]y A531stance P]an, 1969?

':m Pﬂmymd%hﬂa1nMamLe$L&m§QM%

'BOSton; ‘MA




c -
) S tance P1an had ‘on"“the approach fo ielfare. |
It Wa a Aad1cally ew‘approach for Amer1ca rsurrounded
< '. g F g - . “r ~~ 33

e m_of anaﬂys1s of temporary
’ts_for purposes of—ereat g“a permanent sT
ict.as ) <he

nstitute f‘orga

D cus ‘on"Papers

e ,fam11
ussed*

Mu § .Petér Hel]er and: eorgeiE Pete) on.;f;;p; -
',&'t1veness of. A]ternat1vefincome ’ chéi : i
n;Journal dune 1976 Vol
s The pa s

. -An: eff1c1ehcy-"'
'budget constrannts Wi

j '~Ass1stance‘PJan asi-a:Solution to. the Welfare
al-of Risk' and insuranc 'S¢ 72

50N, W1 Inst1tute For Research on Poverty,
iseonsin; Publica 1on‘No.. - - T




;ujansférr1ng Income’tb thefBoor, The

id/Universal Incomefsgpplementsff pp:’ 348-'

'~ in "Bou “'K “and, Mf}PfafF eds:” Distribution to the,Rich. and,
_ the: ?eor* JBe ment, CA;” Hadsworth Pub1ishing Company;,: Inc 1972. <

i E; autho ,examnnls the - N1xon Fami-ly Assistance Plan. and ‘the ,,_3
jersal. ;ngdmeﬁsfpplement prograiis; as. a1ternat1ye51to the present ;~;$
,%ﬁﬁhsfer of income /t he .poor through categor1ca1'programs The :

' #persons. -and. allows for & 50. percent. greater

: ”hllfxbas1c a]]owanCéﬁthan the Nixon FAP proposal: The net cost ‘of: gach.

+- .program, est1mated is. $4 bilTion for.FAP and- $7 billion for UIS; -

"’"1h;;Under present program: there-are stvli 9. 9.m1111on fam111es Who remaln B
B af g . i " . . ..) "

s : Rob;'sonNG H0111ster and Myron Vi . "
, "t’a551stance_of Karen Hester Income Maintenance:- £nterdnsc11p11nary,
. New York: Aeadem1c Press

"S1mu1at1on of CoSts :
the Poor "”fj;ﬁﬂﬁ

'.Scptt Turner

"A;Negat1ve Income Tax P]an for Ma1nta1n1ng werk
L ,The Journa] of Human Résources,71968 Vﬁ] 3(3),

fja graduatem1ncome ma1ntenance«~

, receivpdigreater ;than the.amouft

"”;earnjﬁ§§;alpne: -The:paper presents_a plan that t1es

he tax hene its to the: propbrt1on offull-schedule ‘worked. “:The .- o
'shortcomings -of " this and other p]ans‘are d1scussed 1n v1ew¥of'the P

.uncerta1n 1mpact upon ]abor supp]y

R Tradé-off Ana1y51s ef dob Ereat1on vs welfare;y

E Journalﬂgf.Econem1cs and Bus1ness Spr1ng-Summer 1973 Vo]

hT1m1nate peverty The A
I : ase show that Jjob creation almost’ a]ways
. For income ma1ntenance programs, the va]ue of Job ereat1en [
ts is’ read11y apparent e SRETIR

N i

'e”at1ve Income Tax’“ Yale Law
pp. 380431, v

] . . ..’

4W1111am D.. "Adm1n1strat1en :
’ﬁrna] danuary 1969 Vol.. 78(3;

' ,",r'
&

S A R Jr, "Incent1ve Effectsvot A]ternat1ve Negatlve anome Tax‘

= P]ansg" Journaleefupubl1c Econom1cs August 1974 -Nol. 3(3),

.?

¢and ‘Insurance; March 1970, Volf 37(1)5-pps 17- 39*

.hfédjaégéi'E< “Soe1ai SeEdr1ty and the Paradox of. the Nelfare.State ne

- -The. artncle shows:that’fbr 1965, OASDH,'prevented,an increase B

- in poverty about 73 percent by 1ts presence > The program-has-. o
: ~beén.g?fecﬁpve in.preventing poverty in_many dg 'hgusthTds Sinée" -
.. the. magorzt% of the poor are under age : 65 and the Oﬁsﬁﬁl program isvr-r

1.
:
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e
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,.1t 1s 1ne fect1ve in. red1str1but1ng,¢f5f

7 income’ Theareturns to ‘the. programs are small considering the;,,f,? S
© v large. out]a qu1red to decrease a sma11 fract1on of those. 1n1'
". poverty . ; S e

ritish Exper1ence w1th Negat1ve Incg 2 -Tax. " -
<Journa1 of Human Resoiirces ;. Supplement . 1973;.Vol;- 8, pp.69-89..  ° -

——_ - 22 ¥ ,t_

Unlike. American proposa]s for:wélfare reform nh1ch are: _E- L

oncerned pr1mar11y with. reduc1ng costs. by-al

aiong' present recipients .of-public-assistance

“to- dev1se an,tncome transfer system are: based
ha. { -shoulc :

upon - .
ome ‘Egncern abeut d151neent1ve effects,

,part1cu1ar] i hen peop]e draw benefits from morefthanfone progranm.’.

.~ This-article described: the: theory and operat1on.of recent “ihcome

ﬂﬁsupp]ement programs in: Br1ta1n, the: problems and’ ‘anomalies of each

’Tfo;__and the govegnment' s,attémpt -to dev1se so]ut1ons - The Br1t1sh

, of the Effect.of ;hcome Ma1ntenanceFProgr:
! 1n North Caro11na Lo Greensboro NC A

“North.Carolina: (Researc

éProgram) T

i (1) To 1dent1fy typo]ogles _

mpare" the traditional -welfare: -

L ~,sy§tgm7w1th in¢dme. maintenance. progfﬁ . and assess the:rélative. . -

.+ . economic well being of:rural people “North;, Caro]1na ‘and (3)To
\v}fsecure fhp11cat1ons for a1ternat1ves to 1nc e ma1n€ anceﬂpnograms;"

fhe;oBJect1ves of this. program

ﬁ?f-;{. fffg:of poverty:in North Larolina; (2)*

: : "Ereensborowfﬂp_f Humah Resour
:Aé&;T Un1vers1ty of North. Carolina. . (Research; gr
©.., . U, The objectives.of .this program- are: . (1) To- 1de% SUET

. ,',ﬁf,;obJect1ves of sthe family assistance: p1an, (2) To eva uate.ﬁhe tmpaet _g
- ¢ of the 1mp1emenxa;§on of the preé; ,-p]an on. the rura] popu]

c“ﬂ”jand (3) To, deV1se v1ab1e a]tern.

7;‘,sRoss1, P H and K, tya]l Eva]uat1 1 I ] . o
Ba]t}mere MB Russe11 Sage Foundat1on,.J6hns Hopk1ns Univers1ty, A

h1ngton, D.C.: R
Health Educat1on T

_285 : ; % ”'”f";*‘" i nce Exper1menf Summary Repo#
o Offlce of Economic Opportunity,. U.”'s. Departme

}%f
and Welfare, No. SR 105 NoVémber, 1976. 97 ppyiEeE”
¥4 This report is’a summary of. thé rural income ma1ntenance

R st

éxper1ments "Bacause of the unique charact7r1st1cs of rural” areas

iith respect. to emp]oymentropportgn]t1es dhdithe. Targe segment i~

of the poor population: in rural areas,.this exper1ment was conducted

Fto ana]yze the "rural" reaction to sucha rograms. and. adm1n1strat1ve

'grequ1rements that wou]d be necessary (Note Thig. report may also

" ..be.obtained- from.the Institute for“Research*on Poverty at the e o

Iniversity of W1scons1n om Mad1§on_ ampus )i




Instltute forfResearch on Poverty, U%1vers1ty'ef W1scens1n,'
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Pub]iﬁatibn No. 5187 73 1973

'Charggter1stacs _ ket oy
nave sbeen’ ﬁ]g1b1e7fo’;pub11ct ss1stance i . the mid and 1ate-f

:Fanly Assistance Plan- had bee

}for nat1ona1 po]1cy are » :g,

te'fover ‘the relevant ﬁange
ins .close t6 the. poverty: 1ine. the’ 1n

has~a strong negative: ef

lFer”those who rétewve higher wages: the Wor

s> The. author_recommends that

sl —e— —

Smit gﬁfe <o"0nTithe Lz ¥ Effects of Age Re]ated fnceme Maqntenance":%
-T,v;'.Prﬁﬁrgms u Journa] of Human Reseurces W1nter 1975 Vol 10(]), o PR
o T s In tﬁjs paper a mede] 1s developed wh1ch ]S des1gn mto capture PRy
" the channels ‘throdgh: wh1ch income: transfer.-programs are.]likely.tg ‘

;;affect wdrk1ng hours 0f faml]y members The mpdel- demonstratés that %

propriate’ framéwvrk is. ne1ther a pure one-period or- 11fe ~cycle .
t. rather.one, that: conta1ns e]ements ‘of both nodels. .Fhe f1na1

5511ustrates a. method of. e5t1mat1ng the labor- supp]yrreact1ons

L,o incore. ma1ntenance pregrams ~The :1abor-supply effects are: - -7 "

sfunctions of the durat1en of ‘a fam11y s participation and ‘the re1evant

1mpo;tance of, ma]e market 1nvestméﬁt (AUthor«abstract in Jburna1)

« ;I.
,,,,,,,,

Sm1th Robert F; and Joseph W.., Heffernaﬂ E "WJ.R,Incent1ves and Welfare* ”'«;

,;Reform The FAP. Exper1en

‘.wand Economics;, , 1971, pp. ]'f Yoo
hapiane FAPS Federa]. 3519ta’ce plan : descr1bed and the e?fgc§7

suchra plan would* have ‘on work ipcentives-is thefpgrpgseﬁof thi

p*fgff'-e effects. would depend-on. the,leyelwofwguaraateed 1ncome
€ rk wage rate
® ta 346,

Included ‘in the: paper are. severa] tab]es

—em = = —— e

g o —

7291, Sﬁétﬁ James Gy Jr

Y WI: Inst1tute
e ,,.j '»_Repr1nt_$er1es No, 52 1970;,. Bl e ,
f%@ s '7 ii%-.' &i;,i : A F?




2,

' "D1str1but1on Issues Trends,;nd Po]1c1es Disc
. Ametican Economiic'.Review, May"1970 Va¥“60(2), pp- 280_ o
._»=vf A favorable. reaction to"Lampman, AER, Vol. 60(2). is: ngBn 5
QUent to the art1c1e 1s a fecus on the 1nterfam1] gtrinsfers and o

'1929:
S Senate 9}st Cong 2nd Sess on, Washlngton D CL;:-U,“
”=s¢g- “"'Pr1 t1ng Office, 1970. " Part T-3. 406 pp: (Y4 F49:F21
;- - The' three, volumes: egh%a1n the heaw1ngs on- the- Famil

-%,Aét of 1970.~Fhieyinclide  several. studies by governmént: dh
_”agencxeS*

Pub11c tesfjmony by iﬁfefé%fféﬁéubs was als 1ﬁ€1 '

G ]—’455 pp.{
B yates, Sarora, -

ié]emr ports the ‘progress of th
-._Jersey and Pennsy an1a 1ncbme exper1men

competin

j ,Q1scussed Pre11m1nary ana]ysws of. dataﬂ_f _
at the maintenance.programs do- not’ 1nclude3'f“""'
~ th 31 from’ the Tabor - force:. . ' 3¢

o ef the prog am-inctudes a cr1taga1 examina

:;af?;eaz— " the 1abor supp]y functlon

.:296. Hattszfﬂaron w and Jon R Peck ' "On Compar1son of Incnme Red1str1bu- IR
SRS - tion: P]ansf"_ In Jamés.D. : Sm1thr ed.; The Persona] B1stn1but10n of '.;;ege
i _and-Wealth. New York B S
R 1977 “pp. 75- T8, 5

ifg;m .-Thé chapter s a- cr1t1ca]
L “of present tax, systems.and a mic everal :attern e
TR taxfgransferfsys;em§7gn1the 1 ﬂ*popu at1ﬁn d1str1but10n fff;aﬂ-ﬁ

nee
Amgngf§1gn]flgan;7f1nd1ngs 45" 0ne that. Eﬁﬁag malé headed working' -

poor-and. Tower middle c]ass fam1ﬁ1es haVe been unm1staken1y heav11yifh

.Watts, Hargld W and;A]bert Rees, eds., The New Jersey Frictis Ma1ntenaneeri:f;t:*
Exper1mentiVo1ume 2:  Labor- Supﬁ]y Responses:. -Madison, WI'"

“:Institute for Research on Poverty; Monograph- Series;’ 1977

tl ;‘;. g ;ﬁi aﬁ"Volume 2: Labo?-Supp]y Responses ana]yzes data fnom the ;'_,'
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299i7";3é11 R.M, ;rj“"*

ttain. +'The" Iil1dence of theé Tax: Rep]yt“l
‘iAmér iﬁt conomic: Review, . Sep mb,r'1972, Vol. 62(4) pp. 739-42.
- The art1c]' is. the author's: response to:a: comment by, Mart1n

hnft1ng coefficient.in. Br1tta1n s mode1 1s f'

e :ﬁt;equa1 to un:ty - See Brittain, iAER,gMarch 1971f

. Budget Is

ry»ﬁSEptember 1975

n_a, systemof - pay-as-ydu g0

-perhap cause they may not be aware of the emp]cyer S
h{contr1but1on and the.effect ‘on cap1ta1 accumulat1on., The?pa -
‘ Tgo systemfwou1d have a depress1ng effect on GNP ‘discouraging:. - .-
iva ; :ret1rementjredue1ng sav1ng by yOunger workers;

Co11n D

Campbe]]

iod ﬁeAsz g "
' {June 1974, Vo, 41(2), pp- 139 2osv~

- The authors present a model- and emp1r1caT evidence: to\show 5

he :cost/benefit ratios and :the: ratesymf'return to-contributors . .-
L SOC1a1 Secur1ty (OASI) For those.who have a Tax/Benef1t, a]so‘gg:
€ y.are,’ ga1ners from such:a program Current R
: 18 year old-entrants show a.TB.ratio ‘range.. fa.;@i
‘;05 to 1 86 1nc]u51ve - Thé rate of return, to these groups. ranges T

from-1.7 to 16,9 percent. Current ret1ree fare the best wh11e

the 18-Jear-o1d.group fares the worst 19 i?:

3

‘ternat1ona1 Labor Rev1ew, July - 1970 Vo1 102(1), pp~ 51=78.

115 35% “”omparat1ve study..of the- adequacy/‘r-m1n1mum R
P ¢ X - 'ons-in seventeen countries. The criteria of adequacy
e use here'fré?the poverty standardscof the aged t (p 5‘) For

e
3
S

CowS e
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ooall penS1on$ s only 77 percent a re1at1ve1y unlmportant sourcefg O

. “-of ‘pensions.  The minimum pensions cover only one: fifth of consumer = -

-é:‘expend1tures and about 26 percent of the BLS moderatefe f";“_"'f*?
' “an aged coup]e - e s Jon e s

tam Instftute, 1976\'- -

tr1but1ons of those—p] Tcovered by the -

Emp10yment Ret1reme . come Security Act of. 1974, It includes text_'m~-w

-T; of 1eg1slat1on, techn1ca1 1nformat1on re1eases and reports by .

Bureaucrat1c Encounters ‘A P1lot Stud1,1n the
Tuatio ( vernment ‘Services. - Ann Arbor, MI‘:' 3
Center, Univers1ty -0f- Michigan; 1- e

“Reports-results 6f a 1973 sirvey of - percept1on

toward and. persona1 encounters with .government agencie;

. and _services.” Areas investigated are emp1oyment,serv1ce$ job

. training;: Workimen's ‘anid<unemployment compefisation;-welfare, hosp
. and medica] benefits; retirement ﬁéhef1ts “tax collection
(1o1ations and po11ce :

and veh1cu1ar 1icensin§, traff1c

308, Kennedy, LoD, - uConcurrent Supplementa1,5ecur1ty Income Payments aid, e
e - w3 Cash Benefits." Soc1a1 Secur1ty Bultetin,’ Becember 19745 Vol 37(12),
PP -42;.:-'5;_;'49- . letin, b

e

$, and.dJ..Schmulowi _ p1ementa1 .
Secur1ty Income From State Assistance’ A Program Records Study "ﬂ..-'='

"Jet1n June 1975 Vo] 38(6), pp 17- 32

. 399 Kennedy, "L.D.; D Thbmas and . Schmu]ow1tz ' "Convers1ons t

. J"Soc1a1 Insurance and Econom1c Ineent1ves:_
Pub11c°F1nance 1969 Vo] 24(2) pp 238 55. . -

: 3T1? Lazar, T "Home Based Mode] for SSI (Adm1n1strat1ve Imp11cat1ons j

iﬁ,;"?w_ ' m1meographed Ithaca; ‘NY: NYS Co11ege of Human Eco1ogy, Corne]]

S Un1vers1ty, Spr1ng 1974 T )
372:; ;;ﬁ;gﬁegf:i "Home Based Modeﬂ foerSI (F1sca1 Imp11cat10ns)

4% 00T Tthaca, HY:

G § Summer, 1974

Co :} EE L : n';‘» “-1;'1.

313, Leal, de Arauao,‘Lt. "Extens1on of ioc1a1 Secur1ty toeRéna1 Workers qnt oo

- - Mexico.s Internat1ona1 taborARevlew, “Dctober 1973 Vo1 108(4) pp; C s
295-312: R

T - LT Lo T BRSNS
a§J4- Ma]]an, L;B} "Women Born in the Ear]y 1900 S: Emp]oyment Earn1ngs and

Benefit Levels." Soc1a1 Secur1ty Bu]]et1n March T974 Vo1 37(3);@5:3
PP.3=25. g . 2
. This paper reports- e'11fet1me work exper1ence of those women .
“who worked -outside” the home“dur1ng the Second World War. These

$ . PR

women -are considered the. pioneers for- large numbers.of working ..

.. viomen: Most ﬁmportant is the fact that even. when. adjustments are




Vs :'7 "Soc1a1 Secur1ty for the Rura1 Populat1on. A Study of -
ome ‘Social Services.;in Selected. Areas of India." fnternat1onal
4 abor Rev1ew1 Bctober 1973 Vo] 108(4) pp 313 28 NP

Competitive:-or Complementary? Homewood It R1chard D. IrW1n,
-Inc. 5 1977... (Published for ‘the -Pension Research Council; The .
:ﬁWharton Schoo1 Un1v Wsmty of Pennsy]van1a, Ra]ph H B]anchard Sl

“Various Proposé]s to'Change the F1nanc1ng of Soc1aif
. fb_]96957VoJ' 36;-pp: '

art1c1e also nev1ews the f1nanc1hg pr1nc1plesf

: The-Econom1c We1fare of theGAQed and Income Sécur1tz? -
2 Mad1son - WI: Inst1tute,for,Research on Poverty,_Un1Vers1ty

"The Impac o? Soc1a] Secur1ty oanersona] Sa

,Z\,

, , ngs:
1Nat1ona1 “Tax--Journal;- December:1974;. Vol—21(4), pp 553 67.

s;uu.g Ref]ects the: two pos1t1ons on the ‘impat

;;;on Soc1a1 Security.” This: study. incidated tha

e réduced private saving; however, it is offset,ﬁ

G T or s gxperience,.. The. usual ‘retirement- age 065 1§ ° : S
S o .7 design of- the Social Security" program.— Since w'”kers are sav_ g .

_ for a- ]onger-ret1rement aggregate sav1ngs actua]ﬁ' T ‘

Trwee .

35320 Perr1n,4§@j; "Re ections’ of . F1fty Years of Soc1a1 Sec
' S LaborﬁRevqew, March 1969, Vol.. 99(3), -pp. 249-92..,.

"”Thevf1fty -year ann1versary‘of the” Internat1onaT.Labor Organiza—. .'

L o ”~t1on prompted this article.. It covers—the ¢ growth and~ scope of social -
Soa D T security pold s w1th part1cu1ar attention to. the ILO's effect on
- . this growth :Th spect of income main-
L tenance programs as a red1str1butnona1 polic '1d¢have inter- S
* - .national effect ‘thu: d _pons1 ilities on. the H:S:‘,ﬁ;

in . 1nternat1ona1 cooperat1on

- 321 Redga G.E. "Soc1a1 Secur1ty and fhe Paradox—of the We]fare State " A s

.»"”Journal of Risk and Insurance, March 1970, Vol. 37(1), pp. 17-39: .. .

. The art1c1e éhows that fob 1965, ASDHT prevented increase ..
,presence The program has- _

jn many aged houszholds: Since -

ective-in. prevent1ng pov L
maj 65—and tHe OASDHI program is’

e'maoor1t dﬁ‘the poor are und




i';-15' :,;f‘"df3%¥ted teward “the aged, it 15 1ne?fect1ve.1n red1str1but1n'}

322 f Rvgby, D.C.  “State Supp

fag3?7§;5tevea Serg1Q "Pub11c Finance and Soc1a1 Secur1ty s

5;,323#.Swan Ne11 Mx; “Lbss from Inf1at1on by Soc1a1 Sécur1ty Benef1c1ar1es;,-_f,
e Amer : s—ahd- Soc_o1oqy, danuary 1972 Vol. 316?};
) - PP-, 51 4. =%. ;g,;;lf, IR g e T
: = ) ' f'v;.s';' 'Eaue

N . RO

- by

?“.u :ingbiie. ' ‘The returns to: the. programs are sma]
eutfay requ1rea to decrease a sma]l. 0

plementation Under Federal- SSI.Programs "
'";;Ndvemberh1974 Ve1 37(11), pp§_21 28

. Secur

. Rcemer, M, d; '"DeVe1epment ofMedical’Sery: ..
*latin’ Amer1ca " fnternatlonaleLaboreRev1ew, Ju1y¢:
.;,,1PP’ 1- 23 ‘.,', G '

Comparat1ve S1mu1at1on Ana]yS1s of Soe1a1 Secur1ty Syst ms:s"
: ]“Sf £ Econom1c and Soc1a1 Measurement Apr11 1972 Vol* 1(2);'u o
pp 09 27 £ R _ , N Y B

:‘3?5? Sko1n1k A M and S. R,JBa1es. {"Soc1a1 We1fare Expend1tures, 1972 73 " 7§j5%mr.f

Soc1a1 Seeur1§y Eu]let1n1 January 1974 Vo1 37(1) pp. 3 18

;fSoc1al,'"’ and. Welfare: Pr)posa]s.,, ea
o ,j'"on Ways and Means,. U.S. House-o esel ] ess, e
rqﬁ.JfJ-~lst Sess1on, Part 2 Wash1ngto . Cs "FU;'S Government Pr1nt1n T
L 0ff1ce, 1969 1,g, - _ w,;~_.n_;fl,ﬂ R L

-‘f-\:.

I .

p"u"'bj ic h'ﬁaﬁcé

1969 Vo] 24(2), ﬁb 101 ]3

:v-3293'ﬁ1tte, Edw1n E.. "0rgan1zed Labor and See1a1 Secur1ty’“ In Derber, M. and é{f s

‘E. Young, -eds.., -Labor and,tbeeuewsﬁealf Mad1son WI: Un1ver51ty~of
W1scenS1n Press, 1957 T E , .
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“Hjstor1ca1 Account w1th Spec1a
7 LKa1amazoo§,MI z .

P 7 Adamsf sgrvey 1nvo]ved f1ye,group§*3

S menty 1nsurance bureaucrats management workers, ‘union person-;:
~'nel -and the . pubTic.. The: author d150usi§s the cont1nQ1ng‘prob -
'+ ~Jem of abuses byﬁworkers, adsustors afd emp]oyers;:,Adam_'has
.. ineluded abundant footnotes ‘and:: quest e ed 1n
“ the. surv~y Abstrac from p.. 109:%

_if] i 1ng) B ¥

Lo U He ]t,j°“Impact of . Extension of: Unemployment. Insurant to Agr1ﬂ‘¢
.culture " -Newark, .DE: University-of Delaware,’ De tof ..
1tura1”andﬁfood“Eeonomicslé19]2;'§4S,pp

0 the 0,5: Department of Labor..~, .-

*-Hard Wa.3 Joach1m'G3~E1ter1ch;.R G=P. 7Farr1sh andeamesns

_;:’i<“Joseph M v
ﬂ-'jMarch 19725 VoT 30 T ¥s App,*ugfg 77777
e The papeg_rev1ews,the separate and ﬂi

lay. & more )mport

: .fectlng 1eg1s]at1on uI tends 'to move some -of -t
R {unemp]oyment :0ff. the 1nd1v1dua] and spregd 1t 0 ‘t ]
LA ]abor “force.. . The author fée]s‘UI jsone: of’few:fﬂ1, re ‘pr
o :o-grams wh?ch ‘has been’ effective ( oL €

. .t@ receive benefits: w1th,_

- 'd1spatth "« [p: 32];

Tlﬂff*';’;;.ment 1nsurance program is" f1nanc1a11y sound

ysr ;
that 'the unempioy-

‘The“author: dis=

:-cussesfthe pgss1b111ty of haying UI.incorporate otﬁer soc1a1
pnesent success

,/\—“.-u Lo E ‘5-" ‘;- Q,

ﬁwe]f§{e funct1ons whlch:m1ght undenn1ne its;

itz, M. and J F. Burton .Jr "The Income-Ma1ntenanee ObJECt1VE < 3}wf>{'ﬁ
: in. Workmen's Compensat1on " Industrﬁa] Labor Re]at1ons*Rev1ew, - _S_- v
--Qﬁtober 1970 Vol 24 (1), pp-. 14-31. ~ T R

The WOrkmen s Compepsat1on Program is cr1t1cized By many

o ;'ggfferent groups concerned with 'a particutar aspect of “the’ pro— : o
j ‘gram.  However, its adm1n1strators feel that it is sound and - C
( beneficial. . The author attempts to point: out the obsect1ves.pf S

the program.under“topics of ‘(1) income maintenance, .(2): incen- __’ R

S tives for safety ‘and prevention. expend1tures, (3) experience_

+ . --rating allocation, and (4) incentives for maximum working life - -
" for any d1sab1ed person. .. The article’ focuses on 1ncome main= -

“‘tenance; evaluating whether1t1s meeting it§ goals: The find-

~1ings- show that :disabled workers relying tota 1y on workmen's

compensation would be in poverty 1nd1cat1ng a-great.deal of
,‘d1screpancy between need and re11ef

e




pagt 9fﬁExtend1ﬁg Unemp]o

-i.f‘;f Lo Virginia, Part I." "Newark,
o ‘ng;aulge; 393 1972 _lﬁf;pfj”

; 334 B1eker R1ehardk?., Seach1m Elté‘ ; x| ,
: AT grlculture in We

Madison;. WI: . University

335 BUrdett, Kenneth ?"Unemploymen Ins
C sidy: - A Theoret1éal Analysis:!": Madison
_ﬁw1scons1n, Inst1tutevfor Researcﬁ .on Poverty, 1180 Ob
-'Br1ve,»@1§gg§s1on Paper #400,°3977.; =i - S Ex
xi . The paper:is”anextension:of. job search models wﬁ1ch,have:
-%jvbeen used to analyze 1nd“v1dual labor- supplytresponse to ‘changes -
©.- in-the .level. of- unemployment “jnsurance benefits. In: recent stu:
2o diesy. 1t was.. cla1med ‘that increased benefits extend the Jjob~

i search per1od This: paper ehanges someto»fthe'assump ions;used

U U ~3 % N ) B Ut WG -1

. there is.a’ lengthen1ng of :the' job searc

- vels 1ncrease byt that th1s effect tends to decreas__to'ze

fover a per1od of time.,

. ) 3f3§51;5Chap1n, de‘"Unemployment InSurance, Job Search,«and’the Demand f

Wi pe. - T02- 107 AT TR
"‘;_-;.,cmsmck BR "Th’é

. “sonal Industry*
aune 1976 Vo

Agriculture.” doyrnal4;£ Pol1t1cal Economy
34 (3), .pp. BA1=6027 . =

.-.,f 'hsghfenough to.inhibit labor :force pa(zﬁc1pat1on dur1ng the-off
o '-?season‘ <The Spec1al Unemployment Assistance .progran ﬁn 1974' '
- Wasithe: first to: ‘pay benefits. 3 some- agrlcultural worke
authog feels ‘that the d1s1ncent1ves to. work qu]dAbe great; and
that compensat1on has-a’ greate fmpact on-1ow wage earners  than
.on h1gh wage: earners: Compar1sons of: the unemployment'rates and

el the preédicted level of employment that would: have existed with=

“fff;?l-*,. out SUA-in. January, 1975, The.: unemployment ‘rate’ for. -Off-season ;-l

| JQ. 338 Edgel] David —and Stephen A, 'Wandner'

-Its Econdmic Performance . Monthly Eabor Rev1ew,' Apr1l 1974*
VOV 97 (8] pp. 3379, . L

,h‘fgram has provided income to thé Unemployed and: heTpgd ‘stabilize

.the. economy since: Wonld WarIT - The article"also desgribes the -

wage replacement ritio ‘which«is used in computipg benefits to

.fx" .», z agll

LT R effect on. the economy .- As .unemployment - 1ncreased employer
L ;j " taxes-yére’ less' than berefits received: causing a’ net bogst to
“the mohey supply. .This effect. has 6T’d helped dampen .aggre-

L/gaté demand- durin@ periods of low unemployment These effects

" in general however, are modest o : A
b ‘1 3 T e e e
. . . L i 2, .
R . I : é, p : o R
- B . . . ' B ,. X *
K- - S
: 7 - - L :
: o ~a 8

ifice Payments as A Search Shb- *

ers: Thef'

'.ﬁﬁ w1th SUA 1ncreased 20 percent employmént decreased 5 5 pereent;i'

- “The art1clevemphas1zes how the unemployment 1nsurance pro-”-

Agr1cultural ExperTment Sta ior _;*;‘5;f

o Le1sure W wEstern Econom1c Journal March l97F Vo1~ 9 (1)’ :¥;34.
'feet of UnEmployment Compensat1on on a'SEa_T;,;,_.

~TE s thought that- compensat1on dur1ng off season would beu -

N

A Jost wages. The-UI program has also had a'counterscyclical =+
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: 339 Ehrenburg, R and R Oaxaca -"Unempioym

' employment: and‘Subsequent Wage ‘Gain. 8 Agr1cu1tura1 Econem1es ‘,. ,
N Researeh 1976 Vol 66, pp 754 66.;4 : gl :i,_ﬂ
T _tﬁéf@urétién 6? uﬁénp16yﬁén£ e N
;5;'ﬁ_“'1j_spect to. the: expected post~unemp10ymént wage -gains by N e
RN :_and re]at1ve1y unpre55ured 3ob search The results P :

”ma1es who could expect 5 rece1ve a_substantdaT~pbst'u“emp]oy—'*'“"

",*ment wage.;gain. -z Thi s not. found .to' be s1gn1f1cant

.f;For yodﬁ§eﬁ ?ém es”and males sults ‘do’ not permlt

BRI E 4 L
&

| 'view,,,Apr11 1976, Vof '36, pp;t'
ey . The paper analyzes how: &
’fworkers would fare when app1y1ng ?or

" posgis to: rejeg]ftnéfd1fferent requ1rement5‘anp 1e€
-=nefkts and- their 1mpactan ‘the: app11c§n hé%resuTts shou

1ng Unemp1myment‘Insurance fo Agr1curture 1n De]aware Part.
:“NeWErk DE

it , Hear1nguj§_-
U Si Senate gfth -Congresgsist;
ihg :. B3

| fUnempioyment Compensatfon'Act'of:1974'" This is t

PR 1 hagfbeenfnecessary to extend: benefvts n ~th
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- labor- supp]y react1ons ‘to income fiaintenance _programs. e la
et N supply ‘effects. aré furctions ‘of the duration of & fami . par;
;,A‘%_;i,:}ja;c1pat1on’and ‘the re1at1ve 1mportance of ma]e market 1nve tmen
S l&.g'jfh(Author Abstract 1n dourna]) S S f, SRR

'71450- Sm1th R1chard A and others ;! "A Strategy for Hea]th Manpowe Refl
E ..tions on an Experience Ca11ed'Medex " Journa] of :the Amer1can

‘Medical Association.: September 6. 1971 Vol.: 217(10) .4-1362~ 7 : ?i" :

oL :1--.-u Medex-is a program- creating a new: c]ass of med1ca1 pro—- ,
P "::“-%‘feSS1onals who ‘work -with -physicians. in prov1d1ng medicali.care. 1.~*3
20Tt 7S oné . answer to-the rura] commun1ty W1th a shortage of hea]th o
; , ", manpower,. : {\'-;;,~ SISO P o S .;‘Q
. 451, ¢ Sm?th 7R7 E ﬂ"Manpower Programs and Unemp]oyment Stat1st1cs-,,‘Month1¥. S
EERC A Labor Rev1ew; Apr11 1973 Vo] 96(4),,pp.,6355. L ,gg .7'3 S ;#/“7:;

{;}4525 SMlth Robert F; and Jqseph w Heffernan “Wor ;Incent1v1es and Welfare
Sl L Reform The FAP Experlence.f_ M1ss1ss1pp1 Val]ey dournalgof




‘pase: of tfie. papec*__lhe_effects would depend on the level -of
:guaranteed tncome, the tax rate on earned “income, and. the- work
Wage ratefg»IncTuded 1n the paper are severa] tab]es shQW1ng thé

21 (2')

g}
5 danuary 1968 Vo1

_ 454v—-ﬂ—Thompson Dav1d L. and. M11es 'Grey\ Sex id avio

1?{]? ;4_ R Among Low=-1Inconme: Peop]e.. T MN neapo]ws,‘f 2/ North Star

R ag{m;.“,fﬁlo,Reseaqu_and Deve]quent Inst1tute, 19717 20 B
P, o the o One: of -the results . shown - by anterv1ewsif1th 6, GGB“We]fare

r dh?]dren 's. day caré'érréngeﬁent§ we e’acceptab1e .Gn'the'

C Cameron pn 16,.See B1b1iography 11st1ng)

'i-£~455:f Youth Development Pro vaii. Mode]s wesh1ngton, D C PrOJegt Map, |
e ~Inc., October 1971, Report No. OEO1-LN-1193;. “YDP=3- VOL=I. 107 .pp-.:

- - . Theé reportioﬁfers :some of. the ways that Tocal: sponsors of ]
Y v youth deve]opment proaects have chosen to deve]op programs S

~. .:., . ,. E ) g : .j‘; ‘_‘ . “

. o o o :

o i:;i Y S :
; e pftfi ;?_ ) -

LT The FAP “Federal- ass1st5nce Slan. 1s-descr1bed and the fg: ='°f;
._*effect that” such: a- plan would have..on work.- incentives is- the. pur— i

e ‘and‘20 percent'hf the B1ac'7mothers 'said;that- th1s;?¥593
: “'h1nged on" the1r ch11dren s néed. for superv1s1on (Annotat1on from-_,,.‘
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Afek Lge]]fﬁb ""A Hea]th Refer

Serv1ces Reports; January
-' Referra]s for heaﬂthf

System for M1grants " Hea]th
0l 88(1), pp: 31 -3,
frem -one_area and agency to

bss1b1e for m1grants

.Serv1ces Southwest New Mexico.-_ o
and: Accomp11shments, Volume 11, ;;,
rdlua University: Park, NM: . 1o
‘”al Se;ence tabaratory, May ﬁ970;.;$

B L7 A Andersan, dames & Re"uq"i'”

}g;vpf;;_.f Vo]umgfgiipésign, Develbpmen

Imp]ementatlon, Volume -IT14>
- New- Mex1ce State. Un1vers1t‘i

a]iareas. The pbject of the. .

anta]]ing a system of. hea]th

on hrough uses -of N:A.S. A
'hsportat1on systems..

ntially a bibliography

: escr1bes 1mp1ementat1on

resents’ &es1gn and -

preJect was to study feas1

services: deTivery for-rura

.d a, DOD'
techno]ogy and innovative- manp-
Voﬂume I = An assessment of . ne

‘h comment.  Dual Volume- 11 'an
. p1ann1ng of first phase;: measure ne resents -desi e
~ 5'_ f, déve]opment of neW'health care tein “urported to meet needs B

__,?Plann1ng'and Eva]uat1on,eu'_a ,,,,,
-'”V01 1,.180 pp..¥ol. 11, Part. 2, \3-
Comprehens1ve 1nventory of ru

K research ‘Problem-oriented res

SR f depth-and quality fo
““f{fdn dec1s1on mak1ng s 1dent1f1ed

3 e]ect1on 1s. eva]uated;y”“”“

Econom1cs of - Med1ca1, w
.53, op. 941-73.

l37;ﬁ439i@? Arrow, Kenneth J :"Uncerta1nty and the Walfa ;
S Eare.f. Amer1can Econom1cdRev1ew, 1963 :

-, 4860, ?ﬂBa1dw1n47Bruce [ Alternat1ve Serv1ces “Prof
S Community Mental: Health. Chapel- H111»y'
Univers1ty, Department. of Psychiatry;: i
T A]ternat1ves tq compreherisive . cor ) "hea]thfgare.Wh
S o onlya mindmunt budget few facilities and;no profe551ona1 sta#f

U %t ., are availablé are discussed.. Emphasis:]

s1ona] Praet}ee.and
‘North . Earp11na .

10 bps.

" .

"« wrather -than-on a very strudfhred program. ¢

psychotherapy = f;fi?’f
AAIternat]gefsystems frée ‘professionals to"devote -iore time to e

; ﬁf; activ1t}es commensurate W1th profess1ona? tra1n1ng°< - —;ﬁuh

"f;dﬁéi;'vs1b1e, Bond, L. - HealthxCare:
T Department of Vf.’;k eal

L Ewm e

- "g¢', An - oVefv1ew gf the prdB]em;o_ : ithvserV1ce de11very'to peop]e
" 1ivingin rural area$; _along with se]ected ‘plans and exper1menta1

modé]s for so]ut1ons, 1s 1nc1uded

. Bishpp, C E.. "MahpOWér Pol1cy and the Supp]y ‘N
- Relations; February 1973, ¥ol. 12(1), /pp: 86+
... The active supply oft nonworklngAng(s s isal SR

: “of those who-are, ‘trained. Most are: married nurses and 1t is J, BRI
8 i difficult to entice these" nurses to,re-ehter the labor. férce, - -

J- . g — — e g = g e g

The occupat1ona1 part1c1pat1on of marr1ed nurses 1s §bmewhat
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-57i e1ast1c Wlth respect to supp]y Henee p]anners of tra1n1ng
progranms- shou]d consider the wage eFFect on part1c1pat1on wheq

‘_ sett1ng gda1s for the1r programs and success rates
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463 “Borham, N: 0 and 3 Fa Kraus ' "Use 61’ Health Servlces in a Eura'i '\c'""

S Community Hea]th Services Reports, March 1973, Vol. 88(3) pp
LAE 275-88.
o The nature d1st1nct1on and var1at1on of hea]th care serv1ce5'

SRR jut111zatﬂon are descr1bed for a oounty in 61a1forn1a w1th app11ca-§
B E'jr;,..b111by to sim11ar commun1t1es ' D R .

864" Bres]ow, tester "Statement " In Costs and De]ivery of Hea]th Services- S
T » 1S, Pt. 3. Senate Committée Hearing, ~ - . - d
pp 638 35. Washlngton DC: U S Government Pr1nt1ng 0ff1ee,_-i ‘
1969 (Y4.Ag4: : H34/9/pt 3).. ' o
,;.h-;g;,_; R The statement presented in: these hear1ngs is- concerned w;th L
;,~¢::;}T;¢;'“._the impact of Medicaid: - The author . -is ‘professor of Health Services' i
el v ooi. o Administration, at UELA: ‘Medicaid is 'seen, here ds a-contributor to .

EES NPT g putr R e ol

35653431:4; * .decaying'medical care largely because the basic-Tegislation did not’

o ‘if_“',"aocgncernf]t§e1f with-the ‘quality of care:as.was:done with Medicare - .:
. . "'legislation. The’ Med1ca1d program adm1n1strators have tended to ujfibtrﬁ

"fj_,ﬁpurchase the same care that was purchased by the poer befere the
'ﬂ;program ooy _ o T SRR g

.j-

”5b465r' Bu]]ough Bonn1e,'and Vern L Bu]]ough overty;Ethnic. ] fﬂ' _
' . Health Care. tos Ange]esl CA Ca11forn1a Un1ver51ty, 1972 Sl L
'Report No. 18: 234 pp.- . ' "’ Lot

-Relates low-income and m1nor1ty groups to poorer hea1th due"_T,f e

;u;;':7;" o to. inaBiIity to-obtain adequate health care: services. Mental -
Ao ;hea]th care is d1scr1mJnatory in both: 1nst1tut]ons and by prac——_;'iﬂ;
Cot.i.o o tictioners.. Effective Pplans to deal ‘with; problems’ woti1d :have to;;;' R

‘ x1nc1ude elimination. of ‘paverty, enforcement of- d1scr1m1nat1on

1aws and reorgan1zat1 of hea]th Eare de11very

AN : ' Boston Mﬁ’ Harvard SchooT‘oF’Pub11c Hea1th
\_f— *November 1975 Report No. 18 ‘11 pp.: Presented at- the:-1975

ﬁ-_,Annua1 Meetlng of -the Amer1can Public Hea]th Assee1at1en e i

e Problems-in recru1t1ng and retra1n1ng qua11ty staff espec1a11y R

.phys1c1ans for rural’ health centers’ are»dwspussed "A 1aw to require -

i+ 'all new general practitioners to work for one .year-in .rural centers

L s causing more physictans. to. specialize -to avoid this duty or to-. - * '

."£§:5i " move’ to:the continent. «The paper suggests incentives to work in. ;
' Crural. centers rather than. requirements: are.needed Mostssover"msnst e
- ) emp]oyed phy51c1ans are foreign trained. _“é R ‘ﬂ;h;_ggil LRE

467, Cata]ane110 Ra]ph RS Kent A. Mlngo and ‘George E: Pinches: f7f§va1ua--

E “tive Researeh Design for a Hea1th ‘Manpower Innavation:™ Soc1a1 L R
e Se1ence and Medlc;ne, Apr11 1972;:Vol..: 6(2) pp -2?9? § . ,

468.;;C1ark J EdWTn and. chers—v eoqrdjnat~!'g
‘ State o?.M?ss1sslpp].. ‘MizsisE




S s . l,',li'%ggustna] Research Statwn M1ss1fs1pp1 Sta'-!érmty, 1970‘*
e T System operated by 1oca1 peop]e in ex1st1ng med1q§l
--;;;-.gency serv1ces App11cat1on of new. teehn1ques to ex1s ng

fe =techno]ogy R x;ﬁ_._ L ek o ,w‘

ild Nutri ‘*‘ilrograms - Ju]y 1974
4Congress pursuant- to PubTic.Law 93= 150

3ssion, -September 1974 Wash1ngton' b,
r1cu1tqre 1974 NS

? the Northeast Reg]gn X Orono,u,ivfa”

974 (ResearcﬁhProg¥am) .

Tnc1uae deve]op1ngig idelines for‘. R
di T E qod pfoducts,‘;?“

of Curre x 3 i o
y USDA “and Colleges. of AngcuLture,fwark]ﬁgﬁ

Dr; - Bond Bible," Amer1ean Med1ca1 Assoc1at1on,fv'”
‘nted at. 1975. Rural Hea : g

. %1but1bn 9fﬁghys1c1an ser. ‘
sy strgngfnega§1yevre1at16h Wa's' found between

: 5f;f*§ S lﬂ!*the tota] numbér of phys1c1an wand the degree of rurality.
Gy -~fho1ds true. for; alT. tyﬁes of “pk ys*c1an act1v1ty “The: authorrcontends

however; that a lesser:number, of ' physicians “in rura] -than in urban: =

,:aféé§ i§’ﬁé£ p¥ima facie. evidence that a Shortage exists. Pro-
du;t1v1ty; qual1ty, popu __1 cteristicsy access1b1]1§y \
o ‘hy51c1an and popu]at1en_ 114 "fi’;ﬁ ‘ogrggﬁ1c size; ‘contigudus:

o:be - examined. in: detErm1n1ng
ch ‘vec dations,

'fuasures for. Eva]uating théaRe]at1onsh1p‘

Between: t .

“m, Meals  Program and ‘the.Health of.the Elderly. - Univer 1ty

§y1yagjﬂjéfate Hn1ver§1ty, Bepartment of A§F56u1tufa
1. Sa6HR

- & R'S

: .-a_AutomatérMMu1t1pha51c Hea1th Tést1ng *}The IYA Expér1enee'"v,§

Anqgjves .of Env1ronmentai Health, October 1973, Mol 27(4) PP e

26# 6. - , o il

-_um_' System fbr 1ntroductrng rura] populat1ons t j
“.Céré,j;:; G B I EE




fCrawford Char]es 0 _
_Persona] Hea]th Bel. ry.:Sys

47 InsLend ey,‘ S M

5' - ity , s, Wash1ngton,ﬂ » - ”
Agr1cu1ture March 1977, A150 Educatnona] Research L1brary, ,,.‘,c,;-'
- National Institute of’ Educat1on - AT e

..~ Discussion- of h1gh-pr1or1ty ,_search prob]ems W1th1n four oo
: umaJor hea]th areas organ1zat1on mannower%-ut1T1zat1on f1nance._.:-

and,presehted at the Meet1ng of. the Task Eorce in: At]anta GA,

- October”10-11, 1975.. Aba11ab1e “Karen'Davis, Seni raFelﬂoW, The

. B ook1ng5 InSt1tutlon 1725 Massathusetts Avenue,’N.w., Wash1ngton,;
' ZQDBS; 4 o .

. This: report summar1zes the state of rura] hea]th car.}'M

h;{ The: apthors- have. reviewed the. Un1qUeness ‘of rural’ hea]tﬁ,~
cle

S, approaches and makKe- recommendatxons‘for changing severa]-:-ff

o face vof rura]rhealtE}care ge11very, tra1n1ng, content,,m1nor1t1es}udiﬁ
ff} and: financing : : S

YR AR

5 . (Y . "

.om1c and Hea]th Serv1ce Areas and the Eocat1on of
. :Health.Manpower Education Programs:. A Summary. . Bethesda, MB._
vifBureau‘ofﬂHealth ‘Resources: Beve]opment B1v1s1on'of Magpower Intel-
' 3Februany: 1974, 36-pp:~ ' SRRty A
R ‘hd]ngs-of ,#study to det e 1ne whether an econom1c system
,can be used as. te .in .health. planning for the’ hea]th care
fde11very system Rura] Tow popu?at1on dens1ty, intermountain’ .
Plea ,'_;geograph1c reg1on—was used It was: found;: (1) mean1ngfu1 mode1s o
iz . T of the economic! ‘and:health systems of ‘this region could be - .- *-'_,}
e ot ;formulated; (2) -etonomic data were easier to obtain“than.health . Q_T
"~,;data and: (3) economic . System .can be used-as" surrogate for hea]th '

'd;:§77 De11neat1o;,of”

-l

A

;.'*'system and can be used 1n health p1ann1ng

‘a“e478 Deve]op1ng EmeggﬁncymMed1ca1 Serv1ces Gu1de]1nes for Commun1ty Counc1ls '1€j
e _.Chicago, ‘IL: -Commission. on Emergency Med1ca1 Services,,Amer1can .

Rt " Medical-Association, 1974, "15 pp.

o 'ﬁlljiiﬁ ,"“ﬁ :How- to: deve]op cooperation. and 1nvo]vement ofﬂall appropr1ate

B commun1ty ‘agencies ‘and health - Fac111t1es in creat1ng and ma1nta1n1ng

5 e?fectwve emergency med1ca1 serv1ces..'j¢”_;“. i EE _,‘;@;Q_,

Doeksen, Gera]d A ; 'ack Frye, and Berna] L Green IheeEconomlcsfof
¢T) ‘Rural Ambulance:Service Bnder ‘Great Plains Cond1t1ons Working " 1
* paper+available.from the authors, St111water OK Oklahoma Staté *r-z

[

iUn1vers1ty, 1974. 42 p'-~~

Al ;"""‘"f:JysteanoL(the Poor in the Staf;e;é'f" .','
; ;Santa Mon1ca, Lalifornia: : Rand, ccrporat1on ransas

fferentcperspect1ves
) (2) - how different -parts: ‘s ..
2.0 v and (3) eharacter1stics of the recipients '
‘hg_of the hea]th servﬁces., “Logal- health clihics dnd the Univer51ty of g

- Arkansas Medical. Center are the. pr1nc1pa1 pnov1ders;bf'hea1th

;“f'ﬁfserv1ces to. the poor Types of. serv1ce vary w1de1“




: F1nanc1ng comes- from 1oca1? state;an@f?edera]7ggyern-{;-;°--

*;w,%f§7fﬁji3te county cing
st ek squrees: and' from the patient.. Most °f the money goes ‘for

'Qﬁ Qf_aeT1very of- ﬁea]th services to the aged o __.,,‘:__f ,;1__5 ‘¢]%“ 5

Eifﬁ;j481 Egan' Mary C. 1-"Nutr1t1on Serv1ces in Chtfd;ﬁea]th Progranms. " JQUrnal
LT e " of_the Amer1can‘D1etet1cs Assoc1at1on, BEcember 1979 Vol.] 59265
{_Sm pp 555 9,,, -%-_¢_ T RS

< L E11nson dack._ "Ef?egtlyenessfof Soc1a] Aet]ganrograms in Hea]th and

welfarej" “In. Assessing the Effectiveness of’ Ch11d Hea]th Serv1ces
Co]umbus OH RUSS‘Lajoratories 1967 pp 77 8 a_y" o

Pub11c Technology, fnc s T§73

Tmar 5 PP
"*; utllnes “how “a” tommun1ty can_obtain: technical ass1stance for

”de11very of emergency m§d1ca1 serv1ces

EstabilshlngcA Hea1th CaredPract?ce 1n Your Conmun1ty Wash1ngton, P
:D.C.: ¢ :Public-Health. Serv1ce, u. S Depar1ment of’ Health, Educat1on
and We]fare, -1975. 219 pp.- A s
'4 ‘Guidelines andaprocedures for A commun1ty w1th a hea]th per--~: PSR
h;sonne] shortage to -follow in. team1ng up w1th Nat1ona1 Hea]th

i ‘Service eqrps are exp1a1ned

*eiff485 Estes,» _
L .. Rural Areas U Journal of Medical Educat1on December 1973 Vo]

o :

.uHarvey ‘-uMed1ca1 Educat1on and Med1ca1 Care 1n Underserved

- 48(12), -pp. 118-20. ,‘c:f;%;
North Caro]1na Med1ca1 schoo] uses community hea]th workers S

4 to set up.a- system for teaeh1ng rural hea]th prob]ems -and the1r s
,y}- solut1o T A SENT

Wash?ngton, D C. Bureau of- HeaTth ‘Resources Deve1opment,
Department of Hea]th ‘Education, and Welfarey, 1974." 69 pp. ;
~Review of 11terature concerning ‘geographic. Tocation. of: hanth v ,”L
professiona]s for: use: in. planning; po11cy mak1ng, and adm1n1strat1on
S ;i.-'az of hea]th manpoWer programs. {ry;,.:.a, _ \*_ : :; o ,
S48 Federa] HeaJt'.*” icies in'R
© 7.7 Congress;.2nd Session..

October*Tl3r ]974 Washington DC % U S

‘ “?-Government Printing- Qﬁfice, 1974, 174 pp. (Y4Ag8/1: R88718lpt 2)

- =This. report was prépared by- the Congressional Research Service
ufor the subcomm1ttee ‘for hearings “'to review health needs. and_ - .
_problens; to.determine. how . these‘needs are- being met; what - serviees ,
“aré available; -how ‘the government programs are" being implemented; - - .
and’ what -actions need:to-be taken to improve health services to the < - : .

~{psCRS 1)..:.The'study -findings show *

.. "inon~metropolitan.areas.’
.~ . .that.the greatest-need in. ‘rural areas’ 1s the-acquisition of physic1ans
. -and dent1sts and ‘using new :personnel in eff1c1ent health programs.l'

- Since half of the poor- are- ir rural areas, their abi]ity to pay
- - - for services-is.very Tow. The:low=income status of many: rural _
.. people -is an 1mportant impediment to. attracting and retaining rural

'ff,préetitioners Efforts to 1mprove this situation are out]ined and
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. .488." ‘Federal Health Policies #n Rural Areas: Hearings Before the Sibcom-

mittee on Fami]y _Faims and Rural- Development of the Committee on

— == S .

griculture:: Washington, DC: .U.S.. Government Printing Office, i

T ;. 3 ot

975, ‘?art I,,287 pp ,Part_II, 174 pp
G el
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FTers are 1nc1uded

,“;‘4896 iFederson, D. A "HeaTth Manpower DeveTopment and Rural SerV1ces A "ﬁ"f' ] R

T ‘of the Amenican Medica] Association, $eptember 24 1973 Vol.. .'JC.J:;;;:j
225(T3), pp. 1627-31. . R

R éf" .. A'review of Federal programs hav1ng direct bear1ng on. rura1

:{h; o “health. care and" manpower .needs; with recommendations for the ;f~

ERTINITRS Vghture is the. Tocus of -the paper PR IR P
's;i4903:'vThe FToridaePTanning Study formlmuranuLDe""'"7f "Health Services to - '+
R ~ - the Medically Indigent. Tailahassee, FL:. - Bureau o?*Comprehen51ve .
/ HeaTth Planning,: Department of Hea]th and RehabiTitative Serv1ces,
 State of F]oridai 1972." 88 pp. - R
oL Recommendations for a regiona11zed heaTth serv1 s Tab]e, S
::ﬂjtﬁfn:‘ 1n ruraT and tnner c1ty shortage areas ' S . .”"_ ST

:*7T§9?5i'?Fu6hs, Victor.R. "The ContributionfoffHea]thfServ1cesfto tﬁe American
Y .'Economy:. ". In-Essays.in the EconomicsgofeHealtheandgMedlcaI*Care

New York NationaT Bureau- of Economic Research 1972

492 Green B L and H J Meenen , "Factors Affectjng the Use of Medica] R
L ;‘” v »SerVices in-Rural Areas;of Arkansas."" Fayettev111e, ‘AR;: Univer51ty o
\ y(;,.-v ' :offﬁrkansas, _Department of AgricuTturaT Economics and RuraT NN
A SRR SOC1oTogy . (Research "Program).. . - S
. The program. objectives 1nc1ude,7 j]) To determine the access SRS
: UL to medica] and health services; (2) To measure family. financial .
s ‘capabilities, attitudes and beliefs and ‘planning concerning. medicaT o
A T 'LServiees, and (3). To determine k]ﬂds and adequacy of- community oy
A, ,§serv1ces “.' L R f.., -

ol ~_*~

'Ti@ééﬁ?:-Guthrie H:A. B aﬁa othérs ' "E??ects o? HSBA Gommodity Bistribution Pro— : A
S . - _1etet1c Assoc1ar h'“ﬂf

" gram.on ‘Nutritive Intake "
tion; September 1972 VoT 6113) f;” “:"."""

494, }HaTon; John J. "Emergency Medica] Serv1ces New Programs for OTd -»':-152; :
,?f T . Problems.?‘ Health- Serv1ces Repprts March 1973, Vol. 88(3), e

: - " pp. 205-12.. . Co
. A discussion of five demonstration proJects throughout the ’
U.S.-to develop Various approaches to providing emergeney medicaT

- Services

i ;495:~';H inger, Edward w s and Robert J McNamara | "RuraT Healthfinfthe 47T'13- 3
’ : United States." - In The Quality 'of Rural Liv1ng,rsProceedingsgoi"
Washington, DC: Nationai Academy of Sciences, 1971
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Lo 496,4.'Hea1d Karen A and James K. Cooper "An Annetated;B1b11ography on ff R
“t o0 “<Rural Medical: Care." ~Santa:Monica, CA: The Rand Corporat1on,. cos

S ,11972 35 pp.;, 178 c1tat1ens, 1960-1971. - o S
T e Comp11ed as part of an analysis of rura1 hea]th care de11very,

i part1cu]ar1y the Shortage of: phys1c1ans in<rural .areas,_ sponsored
- By the Bivision-of Health Evaluation; Department?of-Hea]th S

ducation.and.Welfare

“““““ wash1ngton BE Gommun1ty Resource

es. ,rﬁod1ca1 oL: . Lommunit
‘Development=Extehs1Qn Serv1ee, UiSs: Bepartment of, Agrlcu1ture

Title 7s new-in. ‘1975 having evolved two: years, 11sts

-:1nformat1on contacts;' T1terature and research . suimmaries.

'*';-1ntended fer Extens1on commun1ty hea]th spec1a11sts.;ﬂ. “-'-i

‘5wgag'498 Hea]th Serv1ces+4~AngEssent1a1 Compdnent ‘of Rural Deve]p’"ent
S ;*15"a-' Aﬂmer1can ‘Medical Association, Council on-Rural Health, 1973, 4 pp.
S SRR ; - "The Council on: Rural. Health of the American Medical Associatil
s o dsa professional advisory group. to:the AMA's- Rural Health Departmernt

"';33{ .- This- bookTlet emphasizes: theflmpgrtancefof cooperat1on With rural:

.~ development programs for 1mprOV1ng effett1veness of rura1 hea]th o
- n_care services _“-; R o S

Per1od1ca1 Department of Hea]th Educat1c

mfjiﬂ.u-;f”=?, - .. Welfare, * Wash1ngton, DC:" .U.S, ‘Government Printing 6??1ce =
w0 . These bulletins 1nc1ude helpful artjg]esfg?fya]ué to tho
AR SR ‘associated with- pub11e health, medical care,.and community medicir

They cover‘the de11very of" hea]th services, technical and. researci

B reparts, new programs, 1deas and current happenings..t. A

- 500 . Heas]ey, B Ka- Qplnlgns Expressed by Cognty =Based" Professional- Extensmhn{i:‘
‘.irﬁ.;_ —and Lay Extension Personnel Upon Introduction. of .the : - 4. T

Expanded Yputh Nutrition. Prqgram. University Park, PA: - Pennsylvania: ‘"

“State Univers1ty, C‘11ege ef Agricﬁ1tﬁfé, Extens1on Stud1es T

NG. 46 1972

- 501; - Hbuse, Dona]d R and w Ph111ip Grammgi Governm_nts Product1on,of;Hea]th;
V}ﬁjt.: '+ Care-and i s Optimal Heal th‘Status. Ava11ab]e,fnbm
-~+ -authors; Auburn AL: Auburn Un1verswi 1y’ TX:
‘ '”-Texas A&M‘Univers1ty, respect1ve1y. L
-Develops a model of. the. hea]thaeare market to 1nc]gdg é
”1mpact of government health programs on .consumer. Behavlgrftg”

.+ health care. The study indicates that the ‘government deten7'

" “the individual's. .consymption of public health benefits because;

y T - . yEem e Y

. individual's: tax assessment is not-correlated with the VEceij;
- +..benefits,. The government has significant impact on ‘the hea; h =
i,wresogrcefinfthe health market. This impact helps'redistribi te,,,

R :,“heaTth services, but may lead.to a.deterioration in qua11ty‘a Th1s '

: ..-paper duestions the desirab111ty of cent1nued geVernment info1ve-s»r'3357
| , . .ment R the hea]th care 1ndustry : : , ,s.; -
S man e T T T e S ' i
' ;592_ Jacobs, Arthur R. and Ehris né L. Thurher: "Emergency Care Cr1sis, :
ST Avoi ed rn a Rural: Com%unity " HealthfServices Reports, December -
«.‘1972 87(10), - pp: B

977-82..

. 77777Ihis study of the use of emergency dEpartment ina rural - |
.- . hospital ‘and recommendations that forestalled c]esing ef departmentf-
R :ﬂ_'-ffor 1ack Uf physicians to. serve 1t are 1nc1uded

B . n

A
L
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JOnes,.James D., Morton Q Wagenfe]d and Stan1ey S. Rob1n A Profile

" of:the Rural. Commun1ty Mental Health Centér.: Work1ng paper_ ava11-g«.~'

'J3d; able. from- the au hors Kalamazoo, MI* Western M1ch1gan Un1versyty,.,,
*_1974 ,10 pp : “ e

or Tost: ef?ect)y@ serV1cef “Part of ,,,”U

‘mmun1ty Mentai Hea}th Worke

. eder1ck J Wedmann, and Eyerett Carter,g. 1aﬁnihg'ﬁ:¢f
Hel1copteerransportatJon System to-Augment Emerg eney and Regional . § E

. Medical Programs.in a Test Region of West Virginja Morgantown,.'-;:;%ﬂl
,1jxwv, West V1rg1n1a Un1versity, Bepartment o? C1v 1 Eng1neer3ng, 4:1_~.?:

1 p. - o |
s -hefresu]ts of th1s research program 1nc1ude (1) the 1dent1-.,
- f1cat,‘nfand'character1st1cs of’ the study regjon, and (2) the

.I'L;v -

Etfisbs * dordan V E.;: Grono, {.;'.i

_ﬂﬁ Un1Vers1ty of Ma1ne, du]y 1974 (Research ProJect)

- Developing gu1de11nes for . 1mporV1ng nutrition through coord1-"’J

nated research on “food . products; nutritional ‘needs; and nutr1t1ona1
de11very systems are the program obaect1ves ;{f;'--. E ;‘~fr . :;,,,f
an ,Howard, and Jack E11nson & "Strategy and Tact1cs of Eva]uat1ng '

a darge:Scale Medical Care: Program " Paper: presented at the ° R
f-Annua] Meet1ng of. the Ameraean Stat1stgca1 Assoe1at1on, 1968 .jﬁ' sl

“the Needs in-Rural Health Education.andin-Rural Institutional -

.Iﬂisﬁb' g Konyha, Marv1n E ':"Gooperat1ve Extens1on Serv1ce s Potent1a1 to Meet

Development " Pub11c Hea]th‘Gerv1ce Reports Ju]y-August 1975 o
Vo] 90 pp %go =3. . Siel o . L :: .
,73"hLee, D. S : Efféét of. Food Sta;p Program on Nutr1t1ona1 Adequacy of .: | '
SR - Diets..in Central Kentucky- Frankfort KY Kentucky State :

University; February 1974. L

Identify economic and noneconom1c ?actors aFFect1ng food

consumpt1ongﬁ¥ftérnfoffthe Food. Stamp Progfamfparticipantsvand.
“relate. these factors to: their nutritional status. . Determine

“whether.gr not the program improves: the dietary. intake Ef ‘the

% part1crﬁ%nts -and furthermore, ~determine. to what extent he:. program

enhanées the- d1etary 1ntake of part1c1pants

‘,50931 teveson .1rv1ng E'"The Econom1cs of Hea]th Serv1ces for the Poor." Anna]s

- : ) , January
- . TaT2,Vol. 339, pp. 22-9. IO B
»[5{5; Mackey, R. G AR Ana1y31s of Spat1a1_Factors 1nf1uenc1ng Access to R
S “Hospitals by Neyada Res1dents " Un1vers1ty of Nevada, Masters _ I
Thes1s, duly 1973 ° - o SRR o .

5~-511- Mactoed G K .'"Hea1th Ma1ntenanee Hrganlzat1ons in the. Un1ted States,?
B - October 1974; Vol. 110(4); pp: 335-50:

e —— g— — e —

The acceptance of:the'prem1se ‘that. good health is a. r1ght and

' not a pr1v11ege has had a profound effecf on the de11very of and

o r S 11

r(a\
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< -.-service at a reasonable cost. to its. varying
*]gdescription and’ deveiopment of HMG's fo]]ow

i “Paul; MN:. ‘Agrich tura] ‘and. App]ied Economics,aa

L ";;Mlnn650ta9 July - (Research: Program)..

”'?ﬂf;compiementary components of” a‘sociai serv1ce system =
',prOJect .5;;,a:;,,_ SR L

T TR
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v

' hpo11cy concerning hea]th care By the;absence of Nationa1 Hea]th

. --Insurance, health care “in"the B S5 st is-a three-; ier system -

of.'solo;: group'and hosp1ta1 based care.:\ A®though most. Americans,

li-pay: fees for- servicey an. -increasing - numbe of. community\pub11c ;

: “health centers with a salarjed med1ca1 ‘staff can be foundl: HMG" '“;v-

combiné: delivery and. payment_into: one sery ices’ program. - Th e’ attempt

is ‘to make’ ‘the most efficient use ‘of phy51cian time and. prov1d§
_11enté]e Further

_7_._4 A

W1“§:~'"Serv1ce Delivery” A1ternat1ves in. Rura1 feﬁeiopment i St

iver51ty of " o

rnative approaches

How to ‘develt p a capabiiity for. asse551ng a]t

'l‘fin financ]ng and prov1d1ng soc1a] serv1ces Three cural areas ;i:'n‘~
.. experiencing. Pap1d’50C1a1 change ‘are’; identified *De 11ver§ of hea1th
~.caré, welfdre. and education-services =-.as both -comp ting: and o

1s focus of

n,uEdward B "The Federa] Initiative in, Rura] Hea1th ";'Rublic ?f'fi#-“
Hea]ttheport51AJu]y—August 1975, Vol. 90(4), pp. 291- 7.\, SRR
.~ _The article reviews -the programs de51gned ‘to provide’ better . .“;i"

yJhealth care.'. Some of -the programs and the impact they. have had - o
1nc]ude The Public. Health Serv1ce, the Indian Health: Serv1ce, ST

S .the National.Health SerV1ce €orps; and- the'Emeérgency MedicaT:

Matthews Tresa H Hea]th Serv1ces 1n ‘Rural America. Bu1]et1n No 362

Madison Bona]d IheAPhy51c1an Distribution Problem in. Rura1 Areas

'fHousg of - _Representatives, May 1974 8,pp Available from the ,_fj
"+ author; Sch001 of Medicine, HniverSIty of North Caroiina Chapei.
HiT114:NC, - -

i;in rura1 areas and. suggestions for aI]eviatinh the prob]em..;n-t

Service, U. .S. Department of Agricuiture, 1974 40 pp.: .
those in urban areas. "Federal health legislation and fts effect

h,private exper1menta1 hea]th ngivery programs are given : “@.';

~Services. Systems Act: " The )mpact of a Nationai Hea]th Insurance; --°j¥5
program 1s d1SCﬂssed SR :

.Iegt of. statement to the Subcommittee -on Public. Health and Env1ron—
ment of the Committee on™ Interstate and Foreign Commerce; U. S: -

The : discu551on‘1hc1udes the reasons for scarcitv of phy51c1ans

Washingtdn, D. C.: Rural Development Service, Economit’Research

‘Health care needs and.services in ruralsareas are. compared w1 h .

rural.areas. are discussed Examples of successful public and

: Deve]opment Service, Ag*quitural Information Bu]]etin, Apr11 19
345 pp. o .

“insterms - of hea]th manpower, comprehensive health p]anning,

'"'viif;%/( - *,;f”‘ ';fl' - 1“1:3

S - Health SErv1ces in Rura] America.- washington D ?>
u. S Department of Agrtculture, Economic Research Serv1ce, Rurak:. -

Hea1th care needs and services in rura1 areas are compa

'those in urban- areas. Emphasis on_health personnel and Bpspita]s;;;

mortality and’ morbidity rates - Federal health: legislation. reV1ewed
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ction, f1nah£1ng, spec1a] group prog*dhs, and rura1 or urban-;_ L

:‘i'COnstru
It is concluded that ruraiﬁrés1dénts cont1nue to,

:-chanacter1st1cs

e

"i Un1vers1ty"of Iowa, 1971:

*“The thesis presents a- h1stor of ed{cal care 1n rura] Amer1ca oo
h . '

:,ffff_and some. of -the-barriers f
i idifferent hea]th care de]
a,summar1zed

"r;gMed1ca1 Care for. Smaii éommun1t1es igééVérﬁér"s'ébn%éréﬁCé 6n,ﬁamnan€i§'fei¥* =
PP Health Assistance. "Raleigh; NC:":North. Earoltna 6ff1ce of EOmpre-; L
soetoo Lo . hensive. Healtﬁ\P]ann1ng, 1972. 53 ppz - ° Conoe

Excellent brief on B¥

nnovat1ons 1n rura] hea1th care, PR

b and recru1t1ng the phys1c1an"

551526;! Med1ca1 Care Rev1eW Ann Arbor,_MI Un1ver5ﬂty'of'M1ch1gan Scbool of .
IR Pub11c Health} $15.00 a_ year, 11 issues. - T

: Menth]y rev1ew,of 11terature in a]ﬂ aspeets of‘hea]th eare o I
f'lE]d S IR ,: R TR S T '.'__ EIES '-:; ::)'JL,‘:,

1'521&,'Pearse, Warren H ' S to s ' 1. -
0.t 0 .Scheol Dean Lupks at Rura] - Health. Serv1ces Work1ng paper ava11-‘ S
* ' From Dr.; Bond-Bible, American:Medical Asspc1at1on Ch1cago, IL." '*;_ N
”;Presented at.the 1975 Rural Health Conference. . - S L
- _The Medical Coﬂ]ege ofﬂV1rg1n1a is] ‘working: with- commun1t1es to ***ag
_provide health services in- rural areas. Suggést1ons for med1ca1 .W,vﬁ;;m;
schoals and, for 1nd1v7dua1 commun1t1es are g1ven ; -Jf.i S T

‘5223_fPh1111ps, Dona]d Fi.- "Reach1ng Out to Rura]vgommun1t1es " 'Hpsp1fafs;7j, e
b June-14 1972, Vo] ‘ﬁO(]]) pp 53~ 7: and June 16, 1972 Yol. 40(12);’-“ -
pp. -33-88., - S
... . The art1c1e descr1besthe Amer1can Hosp1ta] Assoc1at1on outreach o
o programs wh1ch include .the hosp1ta1 S expand1ng role 1n héaith care J
rand the 1mpprtan%e o? us1ng commun1ty resourceS s s

523 ’ Pol]ner,. s and J 3. Parr1sh ’"Nat1ona1 Hea]th Service - Eorps and

Primary :Care Training: . A Mutually Beneficial:Plan Affecting.’

' Phys1c1an*Ma]d1str1but1on " Journal.of the American Medical '
“Associatioh, dJune 10, 1974, Vol..228(1]), pp. '1405-07. . o
.~ . Estab 1shment of & work1ng re]at1onsh1p between primary._care
. 'tra1n1ng programs. and:National Health Service" Corps has substant1ve,
:‘value in. so]v1ng prob]ems plaguing- both groups _ .

' ‘\'

T R i Cet
s : A 1 o
. Lo - ’ “ ‘,‘ . . .\_ 4 " .
EMC . N s // . .‘ ) /f".‘ . ;' T " ..“ N - ;)-' .. - _. . .:‘,. o G :




S 532" Satzman, BN "Are ie Prepared’" Journal of ‘the-)

":'52@: Portnoy, Steven and W1111am L. Gasaday Rura1 Hea]th,’L"" ) RS
e Eh1cago, IL Amer1can Medical ‘Association, Bepartment of Hea]th :

}1%25;

;”{%5255 Rash1, Fe1n New Nat1onaf

. 352§ Rejd RJchard A., and others.e Rural ”:"

fﬁhf_have far-reachjng, adverse effects on: research,and trafn1ng, and on
"fthe 1nd1v1dua1 'S heé]th care costs Q;r, o _ ‘

527 Raze M., ‘and S M Gordes Changnng the Poor'or Chanang the Systemieef

.. I

P]anmn§ and Delivery,-1975. - Report ® Bﬂjfpp
"American Hospital ASesciation assistance peograms to rura1

hosp1ta1s are_reviewed: AH has?
- Federal agenc1es and congress1on‘

1nformat1ona1 serv1ces for rur_

subcomm1ttees Educat1ona1 and-

"u\

HﬁmanAServ1cesi Whose Respons1b1[lgziigbover, DE:
of Hea]th and Soc1a1 Serv1ces, 1973_” 76 PP

S end1n' Po11cii

This. paper: d1scdsses tne Federa1 Hea]th Budget for f1sca1 1974

“:t;It maintains that: .the short=run ‘anti=inflationary - -budget cuts-will -

‘AHA -has \reported-rural health problems to'l

1th Who Pa"s and who ﬁets\
-n,,,t_m-Bostoﬂ MA: - Harvard Center: for Commun1ty Hea]th and Med1ca Care,-‘r;
v :jﬁ?November 1973 ~16.pp..

_Basic Issue i the Poor's Use of -Medical Services.

Un1vers]tg7Par »-PA:.

. ~Agricultural Econom1cs and: Réiral Sociology; A:E: & R:S: No. 113

and PathS\Out of. Poverty WOrk1ng Paper No 10 November 1974

' are:, An Exper1menta1
.- Deldvéry System. work1ng paper ava11ab1e from Rabert Oseasoﬁn,

Office’.of -the. Dean; - Schoo] of Publ1c Hea]th Un1vers1ty of Texas ;1;; {[;

at Houston, 19725 22 ppi: .. ¥
BeScr1pt1ons of-an: exper1menta1 hea1th care de11very system

us1ng a, family nurse: practitivner Tocated in.a small rural clinic j-t"

under tﬁe sdpérv1s1on of phys1c1ans at the med1ca1 center are g1vengfrall

N '4 o

.vraaéasi,ﬁragramsfta;nr1éviatég tiral ©

Pesi

S
. ¢

.

.The Rand Corperat1on, Prepared for the Edna McConne]] C1ark

; ?1 Foundat1on, 1974 *75 pp:

- 530, Ross Eeggy 3. ResearcheEvaluataon and Soc1a1 Demonstrat1on.Pro rams: ..
ol - The.- GaseeofetheAEoodiand Nutrition Program for. the Aged. - Paper -

SR RS L :' _'-— _. . ‘ . T ot Ne

areas are ava11ab]e from the AHR ;;fﬂ"

'State_'lDepartment

R

'Pennsy vama -State - Hn1vers1ty§ Department'of'aﬂ -

Santa Mon1ca,ﬁf735f

presented at the -Annual Meeting of_ the Southern Assoc1at1on of o -

Agr1cu1tura1 Sc1ent1sts Memph1s TN: 1974 f ;.,,

’f531 RuraJ Emergency Medical SerV1ces An,everylew, Ph11ade1ph1a PA: Nationai

-

.5emérgenc1es and makes necommendat1ons

.. Emergency Medica] Services: qjear1nghouse 1974 125 pp. :
. -" @rganizing to 1mpFGVe BMS 'in ‘rural areas, training of paramedics,
transportat1on271nfnosp1ta1 care, dealing with physician ShQrPQS?g.;,
costs Inc]udes b1b11ography and. repr1nts of f1ve pert1nent art1c1es

October 1970, Vol. 67(5); pp. 162-5, . ' . =+ =

< The author ‘questions the readiness of response to rural med1ca1 .

Ll
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Saward Ernest w., and Merwyn R Green11ck ' "Hea]th Po]1cy and the HMG “f-? N
Lo ; . : Apr11 1972 Vol 56(2) Part 1 o
L ’jpp 142 = ~ e
o Study reports that hea]th ma1ntenance organ1zat1ons Wh1ch S e
L p,sought more-adgquaxe 1nformat1on wou]d probably result 1n more ,;”@az_}g

534.. ::_S-a'ji, pr An Aﬁﬁaﬁfaa mﬁﬁ}ig;f-'aphy

. New" York
~g1973 23 pp 5 150" citations from 1972 1973, o
ol The b1b11ography 11sts stugies: and- art1c1es perta1n1ng to o

.-y scardity areas, health manpowe supply and distribution, factors - ;'::

"{  5'3TT5_-‘:_Schm1d A]]an A

:11;3593"

'j,535;

B ,foeus1ng on a11eV1at1ng ma1d1str1but10n w1th1n the hea]th f1e1d

'f*i1nf1uenc1ng ]ocat1on .of health practitioners;. and incentives

Werner K1ene and Ga1] Updegraff

260, 1976, 40°pR. :“,,,-fﬂ,:"

'pffi$§§;fiserv1ces Needs Access Study Bata Book‘r The Study ef Serviee Needs/

. “Access in- EhemuAg, Schuyler; Steuben; Tioga:and Schoharie. Eount1es, fu
- 'New York State.' Washington, D. C.: Department of ‘Housing and. .. - =~ |
- Urban Development and Manpower ﬁdm1n1strat1on (Emp]oyment and-

;;*:1.Tra1n1ng), 1973: 163 pp.;

... Results-of a study of the above count1es serv1ce needs and
<. access- to. sery1ces Study methodo]ogy, ‘variables. and codes are -
.. also given: ::Some " of. the service areas- 1nc1uded housing, social .

insurance; educat1on, finance .and child eare.~ Information" retr1eved G

-incTuded frequency of. use, access, to services and perceived. need

' ﬂ:;for‘part1cu1ar serv1ces in ‘the commun1ty Samp]e was - drawn ?rom - o

both rura] and nonrural areas

Sewe]] S R. D1ck1nson Wise Med1ca1 Group S Southwest V1rg1n1a Com-"V":5:=:'

mun1ty Hea]th Sérvices, Int. -r Health Care System. Working L
- paper. ayailable from Dr. -Bond. Bil¥le; American Medica). Assoc1ation, .“;

Ch1cago, IL: Presented at 1975 Rural- Health Conferencé. - =~

A nonprof1t health organ1zatlon working with a medical- group
1s successfully providing health. car@ to the peop]e in rural =
'southwestern*V1rg1n1a and southeastern Kentucky .~“-¢

:Snngh Surendra P. "An Econom1c Analys1s of Hea]th Status, Needs ‘and

Fééi]itiés in Rural Counties of West Tennéssee:" Nashville; TN:

Tennésseé State Un1vers1ty, Department of Rural Bevelopment (Research’
Program) o .

- The- maaor purpose of this two-phase study is to contr1bute to -
- the® research for solutions to_inadequate medicdl care in rural
areas The 'study, w111 determ1ne the hea]th status and health
of care rece1ved The relat1onsh1p ‘of these factors to races
sex, éducation fam11y size: and Fam11y 1ncome will be stud1ed

-

T .
. . . - , “ PR '

';»t?tl~lf3 ;

e

Nat1ona1 Health Counc11 Manpower D1str1but1on Proaects, ;:”:;,
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-grams:and will ‘determine how differences in-the economic and .

¢

~-social: situations are re]ated to their health needs and heaPth if;

$ o 'c;care. (TN-516/1586). . |
-;'fﬁf_iédé s«aan, Frank A, and ‘f’"l ;idrh fa”gi Fon, of Ph sician's-
IR TR _Services: “‘Evidenceon. Length= s Y '
I £conom1cs ‘and ‘Business;:Autumn - 1976 Vo]i{ ' p’ . ~
“Increased insurance coverage: proBab]y encourages p“t1ents to

' iifThe study w1]] a]so assess fam11y part1c1pafTon 1n4med1ca1 pro-ff'?;'ff7

"have morefthoroggh7y1s1ts _which increése: physician' sgitme pér; ..
~" patient;-and also make more frequént trips-to the doctor, Stud1es o

hayeffor the most part. concentrated on. quant1tat1ve responses to
* health insurance rafher‘than qua]1tat1ve onest -The present. study
-of one aspect’ of. qua11ty, the length’ of visit; was pos1t1ve1y

assoc1ated w1th the phys1c1an popu]at1on rat1o.~-r

L 5401”=Sm1th, RJchard A ;. and others A Strategy for lealth- Manpower --::i.}i' n
R Reflect1onsfonfan Experience Called Medex."-=Journal of: :
?gg£1ggn Med1ca1 Assoc1at1on September 6 1971 Vol 217(10) pp
. 7.?‘7]?NH~ {mdex is/ a program creat1ng a new class of med1ca1 profes— L '
: s1onals who work’ wWith. physicians in prov1d1ng_med1ca1 care. It
=18 one. answer to the rura1 commun1ty w1th a;shortage of health
manpower R AP T e T , .,,m-

B D R
- Y - i . N

;V1ewr»TX Prairie View A & M Co]lege%—(Research .Program). ,
. Theoobaectives of the program are: <"{1) To evaluate. hea]th L
”‘l'fac1l1t1es personnel and. services;. KﬂQ\To determ1ne the health .-

~problems ex1st1ng in rural areas’; 1nc1ud1ng age. compos1t1on and- -

;'5§I:7'Sol1man M. “HeaJth Care De11very Serv1ces in Rural Texas W Pra1r1ea BT

- past-health care received; (3) To determine-rural medical ‘costs; R

_.(9)7Iofassess family part1c1pat1on in medical-programs; and (4) = =
. To determine ‘the factors ‘that: 1nf1uence the attent1on of med1ca1_.;rﬁ~ '

? 2 Y i

= If.;personnel to rural areas. - L

{ i ;,Program _
. Budget1ng fOr Urban Health and Welfare Serv1ces with Speeial . ,;4u;*
~{,';'s,;- _Reference to-Los Angeles. -Los Angeles, CA: . California- Un1vers1ty
. » i " Institute of-Gevernment.and Public Affairs; New York:: ‘Ford . .

- 'Foundation; San Diego; CA: California State UﬁiyErslty!71924f 243 ppih“-f
Key components of program budget1ng are -explored in.theoretical = .

o id ;aﬁa specific problem settings. ~ A1l aspects of the Los Angeles -
' ‘County Health Care. Delivery. System are exam1ned 1nc1ud1ng f1nanc1ng,
program budgets, benef1t-cost stud1es :

o

iiﬁfs T Hanson P1scataway, N d Rutgers,Medﬁcal School, Rockv11]e, MB

:~'Nat1ona1 Institute: of Mental Health Ba1t1more, MD Johns Hopk1ns

University, 1975.. 10 pp.

‘The- pract1ca1 aspects of a prepa1d or prebudgeted f1nanc1ng of -
R - "mental health care for a defined population. .Full services were
4. 7T provided including prevention, education; consu]tat1on and educat1on
' "~ .~ - Program offers advantages of,a commun1ty hea]th eenter and pr1vate

-pract1ce _ N
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;fask Force on. Hea]th Manpower, Hea]th Manpower Nat1ona1 Task Forces ,
-Project, “National: Commission on Commun]ty Hea1th Serv1ces, Wash1ngton,':j

--113-

State of F]or1da Department of Hea]th and Rehab111tat1ve SerV1ces, Bureaulf.ul

- of Comprehens1Ve Health-Planning... The Florida Planning Study:for -
" Improved De11very of Health- Serv1ces to the Medically Indigent.

.~ Tallahasseg, fL:  Florida. Department of Health and Rehab111tatiVé=" ¥
- Serv1ges, 1972. 88 pp. " .- . o
_ Recomiie ndat1ons for a reg1ona11zed hea]th serv1ces ava1lab1e in _”]f?

rura] and i ner c1ty shoytage areas.

Stewart Char]es T . and Corazon M S1ddayao Increas1ng thejSuppTy of
.Mednca] Personnel. Wash1ngton, -D. C.: mer1can Enterpr1se R

.'75.‘ Institute for.Public Policy Research; 1473. sy
"~ The_bopk addresses the problems of” health manpower shortages,. N

Tespec1a11y the phys1c1an shortage: - Each chapter deals with a:

" different. aspect of- the problems caused by. these” shortages ‘A?ng

~is §1vén in Chapter 1. The rema1n1ng sect1ons address supply and

e ma]d1str1but1on of: personnel, and- the ro]e that manpower supp]y p]ays ‘ﬂ

iudn upgrad1ng the . nat1ona1 hea]th B

Summar1es of Hea?th Programs Presented at the Governor s Gonference on’

~ Raleigh, NC: COmprehens1ve

' Hea]th Ptanning, State of North- Caro]1na 1972. 21 pp.. :
The report 1s an 1n depth descr1pt1on of e1ght commun1ty hea]th

I P6511c Affairs; 1967.

’_conmun1ty hea]th by the National Comm1§£ n-on Commun1ty Health.

- This report: dea]s with health- manpower. .The: topics covered 1nc1ude
(1) health manpower resources and trends across all medical occu- - :
pations;. (2) d@ffivery of services by efficient use of health man-. -
power. services;: (3) . factors. which contribute to the recruitment and

’ development of manpower; (4): educatidnal and training program, and

~(5): summary.and conclusions’ which incTude recommendat1ons for better h

p]ann1ng of hea]th manpower use.

Task Force Report on the.Health Manpower D1str1but1on Proaect New‘York-
- National. Hea]th Counc11, 1973. _35-pp.

manpower were prdposed by a task force of the Nat1ona1 Health Eounc1l;

Recommendat1ons were made to encourage students still in tra1n1ng to:

practice in geographic areas.of need; and for one orfmorewdemonstra—.:
" tion proaects to a]]ev1ate hea]th manpower ma1d1str1butqon 1n rura] '
~ and inner c1ty areas. ' _ o "_ , .
Tuckerg,Murray”A Hea]th Care P]anningﬁ An Appra1sa1 of Ut111zat1on and
: Delivery. Models, "Madison, Wl: Institute for Research on Poverty,

Unibersity of Wisconsin; Pub No- 16- 68 1968

';,?l¢;£3fg;:~:e h

I - ‘history of 1eg1s]at1on designed to alléviate ‘Health manpower shortages [”ﬁﬁ

o ~ Six Task: Forces were ass1gned to st dy a maJor area re1at1ng to-;;fﬁ.’



"ifiﬁij 'j~:; programs and 1deas _and current happen1ngs -g, _7..;

p“)%i;; . basis’ and 1ower on a 5ér e"r°Q1ee

-“A]ternat1ve Med1ca1 Serv1ce De11uery Syst S. for Rural
Areas in M1s,1551pp1 " M1ss1s51pp1 State,-MS: *M1ss1ss1pp1 State s
D partment of Agr1cu1tura] Eeonomics (Research. Program). :
(1): To determine’the::number -and "

Un1vers1ty, p
The godls:. of the program are: To de
locat1on of specified. medical serV1ces in rural’ “dreas: OFTMJSSJSS1ppt,-;)f

[
£

N
| .3

(2} -To determine the requlrements for and use of peC1f dkmea1ca1~
\sery1ces by Tow. income rural.'Fesidénts;: and (3)- ci and

-evaluate: econom1c eff1c1ency of a]ternat1ve medtc s
o systems ; o DR e SO

”HEU S Department of. Hea]th Educat1on, and He]fare.}t'.“ : ,
sm L oReports. wash1ngton B G U: S Government Pr1nt1ng 0ff1ce‘.

(Per1odtca1) o
Helpful: art1c1es of va]ue to those asSoc1ated W1t vpub?1c

"°hea1th ~health and med1ca1 care, “and commun1ty med1c1ne Covers
de11very of hea]th serv1ces technjca] and research reports new

- L?‘(\

and R D.. B1a1r
Soc1a1 Securn"

R,
o Costs."
S O 23 3

vt ,«_4

"An,AnaIyS1s of Med1care Adm1n1strat1
etin; August 1974’;Vol 37(8), pp.;v.
s - \"" s

T The paper focuses on the adm1n1strat1ve ¢qsts of the Medicare
program and- compares\these costs to“those ‘of ‘other medical. programa
. It discusses “the prob]ems in us1ng ‘the. cdmmbn]y accepted adm1n]stra-n~
t1vg costs to prem1ums rat1os.1n compar1ng.adm1n1strative effﬁc1ency* L
' Medicare’ adm1n1strat1ve costs appear'to ‘be_higher: on a-per, g1aqm A

‘15 than the SMI program -g'}ipﬁguf

7;;'Voge1

. Ha]lerlng]1an A "Urban-0r1ented Methods
.. Emergency.. Care Prob]ems = g of the Ame
*.:QDecember 19471973, “Vol.’ 226(12) pp 1441 6.+ : S
- senot Inadequate ava11ab1e skills;and dollars often resu]t 1n 1hadéhuate
T med1ca1 emergency serV1ces for rura] aréas. Personne] may not: ga1n

~ needed:experience.: A proposed plan to: a]]eV1ate these problems is

Fa11ure to So]ve RUra177.

- 'ﬁ_éyfpresented W1th reference so reSource mater a1s -_3'< T R =
. . - L . v L
. a554 N11son, Vernon w - "Rura] Héa]th Care Systems " Journa1 of the Amerqean T

LN cal i “June .7, 1971, Vol 216(10) . 1623=6. ;,W“ -
[fﬂ',_‘i“ j;-'fAj ' Discussion of F?ederal propQSa]s for* 1mprOV1ng rura] hea]th R
EPERTRA SR through health‘ma1ntenance organizationg, family health centers, L
o -extension”of .medical facilities construction, promot1ng health. - . AR

i manpower produet1on, and expand1ng data col]eEt1oh B g;f‘i;f.
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'?.Bates T1mothy -F1nanc1ng M1nor1ty Enterprﬁseevla theEé;aniE" 777777
’ Qpportun1ty Loan Program: ‘ “Madison WI: 77Ln§t1tute'
. -for'Research an Poverty, Un1vers1ty of W1sc0ns1n Pub11cat1on No
. A";: 217 74 5 1974 *j S _._“”h R : ¥
s +B56s B]air, L M, "Comments on. the Net Worth Tax Appreach to Reduc1ng the'ff,;“ ‘
R Emp]oyment Problems of “0lder Workers." Intermounta1n Econom1c;;-i,_a
Rev1ew, Fall 197213 Vo] 2(2), PP 66—4 LT L .”~,a5?iu

| vfGSS7}f:Bowr1ng, J.R. ;zand L: NeTson IheANeWAHampshnxeeLnderePoor Durham NH

o 7 Un1vers1ty of New Hampsh1re, Extens1on C!rcu1ar No. 398 June 1969
' ’;558: Bowr1ng, J.R. and K.A, Tay]or Low Income Areas in New Hampshlte,a Durham,
oo o+ NH:- New Hampshire- Agr1cu1tura1 Exper1ment Stat1on,MResearch e
;‘R-fifl“f*-f Report Ne/‘25 Ju]y 1972 S . Poco
© o 989L Bra11 R1chard K B James W.. Hugﬁes and. Caro1 A Arthur - Iransportatlon
. SN Servi; -t : g ‘New: Brunswick, NJ: Center..
o for Urban Po]1cy Research Rutgers University, :1976.° 1228 pp -’iﬂ;q-
©* ."The book 1is de51gned for community - planners and: groups: that L
© - are interested in estab11sh1ng a commun1ty transportion system
-« for the e1dern¥ It covers the unique’ prob]em that the e1der1y
- . face in obtaimingadequate transportation. = Sever
a¢]operat1ona] systems are out11ned ]nc1ud1ng cost and effect1veness

L Dl - e B e

of these: systems. Funding sources .and programs available are g1ven

L 1nc1ud1ng Jegal, 11cens1ng and“{nsurance- ‘considerations.. A fina]
' chapter surveys re]evant research and future d1rect1ons.,¥~

:”Breslow, Lester.? "Statement~" In Costs and Be11very of Hea]th SerV1ces'
‘7. to_Dlder Americans; Pt. 3: . Senate Committee Hearings,. pp; 638-45:
r~.=Wash1ngton, BE U S; Government Pr1nt1ng B??ice, 1969 (Y4 Ag4 H34/

N }*.,97pt 3).

e — Tl L

The statement presented 1n these hear1ngs 1s concerned w1t

fthe 1mpact of Medicaid.-

‘_,5Adm1nistrat1on at UCLA
"t decaying medical care. 1arge1y because the bas1c 1eg1s1at1on d]d

~..not ‘concern 1tse1f with the qua11ty of .care as was done .With medicare

R - “Tegislation. ~The Medicaid program administrators have’ tended to A
"% purchase the same care: that was purchased by the poor be?ore the D
A ‘,program t.-J,; ‘ ;,“J L _,-l~fv D :

... 561, Brown, E.E. and M. Mara "Low-Income Research Program (T1t1e V), Rural
- ‘Developmerit Act." Athens, GA:. Un1versity of JGeorgia, Department
of Agr1Cu1tura1 Economics, 1973-1976. (Reseanch Program). :
The ‘objectives of ‘this: project were: (1) To determine the
incidence, Chara¢teristics," distribution;.and ‘major cause$ result-

ing in limited resouce families; (2) To determine types of ass1stance

available to these families; and-~(3) To evaluate policies both

. public ‘and private to a11eviate the factors affecting limited re-
- source families with regard to theirkd1str1bution of benefits

from the pub]1c and private sectdrs AT E
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‘;1w,,,,l' i ..jfu?hﬁwrlj' L 117 .“,5 f&: 'L::;"“ -'::f.
'-;”552i§78u]iough Bonnie ‘and. Vern L. Buliough Poverty, Ethnic.: identtgy, and " s
e e s Hed1th Eageé tos Ange]es, GA eaiifornia Univer31ty, 1972.:Report',?',i:j
. R ..‘. ; 4 pp‘ 4.;; Sy s . i . P p::;;‘-::".-.__
“ Relates ]om;]ncome and mihority groups to poorer health due to SR
i : o-obtain: adequate health-care servites. -Mental- health. PR
riminatory" in. both 1mstitutions “and. by practionersﬁ-

ns t“-dea] wi h;problems would have to 1nc1ude e

f{5f55$§f:60111ns, Mary?i ‘and BenJamin E Lukens < Community:NeedseAssessmenthtudy£f7ff”>

;Augusta ME Department of Hea]th and Weifare Research Eva]uation ;-_;f;

. ;Qmade Study de51gn methodo]oqy and results are- given 1n<tabuiar For

;¢3¢kf1fteen areas of human needs wére surveye' : o

e’j§64{f:"Commun1ty Invo]vement Feeding the El _;y' ) )
o “Institutional Volume Feeding, ' 1974, Vol.. 74(10) pp:.52= 3.

..y~ Community. programs: for distributing eals to the. eideriy-'
@are part of 4 nationa1 program "t0:help.the aging po u]ations—
;”gThis paper presents a case study_in'wi'consin

565 stween the' .\ e
T ' Co;gregate Mea]s Prog~§m and the Pea]th of the '1der1y Univer51ty B :gf

Park PA::" Pennsylvania. State{University, Depar

tmént, of Agr1cu1tura1
Economics and Rura] Soc1olo :

1124 and Paths

et

- of- Poverty Programs. ™

jlsbs}f Bav1s§ e 6 "Incadane and Gau

.. The goals of "this-project aré: (1):To determine the 1ne1dence

; characteristics, geographical distrioution and: maaorzﬂauses #!
-poverty and’ Tow income:among rural people; and' (2) To:determn
S Tt T types. of- asststance de51red_'y‘rura1 peop]e ingpoverty.situations "~ .
.o Coand evaluate public po]1c1es‘for poverty alleviation with regard tosfiﬁglu,,
., recipients’ desires ‘and tge distribution -of. benefits among e

L -'Department of. Food" anleesource'Economics ' (Research Program)

': recipient groups n,,;.t ‘,.;4‘”

*/-567. Davis, Karen and" Roger Reyno]ds "Medicare and the Uti1ization of Health
R ‘Care Services- by the Elderly*"s Journal of Human Resources, Summer
Cooo 219755 Vol . 10(3), pp. 361-77.% i~
T Payments per_enrolTed Medicare beneficiary are much higher for - o
‘ 7. -high-income elderly: persons than for Jlow-income elderly -persons. Pay=" -
S . ments’are also much.hjgher ?or élderly . whites than for elderly. blacks,%' Qo
'.1.'..: " -particularly in Zhe South. - To determine Whether these differences. in. : '
-~ health care services result from thé financ1a1 deterrent of Medicare cost-
- sharing: requirements, or other factors, this study anaTyzes phy51c1an ,

:ﬂ ; ; - and:hospital-utilization patterns of the elderly using 1969 data from

. the Health Interview Survey:.conducted by - .the National Center ?or
_‘Heaith Statistics (Author Abstract 1n Journa1) A

*




- S S B Low-Incbmelﬁura1 Peop1e iﬁ‘
East Central Arkansas Face. Roadb1ocks to Jobs.' Washingten, D.C.: ;
?_ﬂggs ?epartment of Agrieu]ture, Agrieﬁ1tura - cpnomics Reporf, No ; A

{f-f;570 aBbdson'lG;B#' M J Grlnstead and-B i Green Deterrents to TrainA;g =

A erceived by Low-Income Household Heads in- Western ,
_Arkansas P1ne Blyff, - AR: _Arkansas Agricu]turanExper1ment Station, E
.Division of Agriculture, BuT]et1n No 814, 1?76,'[27 pp S

" Januany 1966, Vol 11(1), pp 4, (A] 95 396) B
_ L#A  The ‘Health Delivery System For the“Poar In?the State of

- Ark .Santa; Monica, CA:r= The Rand Corporatipn, 1970, -40 pp.
RN 1ch drganizat1ons deliver: the services?. Who' finances the T*vw'
. different: parts. of _a hea]th de]ivery 'System? What-dre the charac- N

f‘r1stfts of” rec1pients? B

<" B73. ‘| Econoniics 6f. Agigg* oward A Fyll:Share.in arice; “.Senate Hear1ng
e before the- Spec1a1 COmm1ttee on Agingl 91st. Con rei%s 1st Session,
~-'Part .1-Survey Heéaring,". Apr11 .29-30,°1969.* Wash1ngton,'D‘ et
,gGovernment Printing Office; . 1969. . (YA Ag4{Ec7ZPt T1)s
STt i Téstimonies addresgthe questions: of the jmpaet of assets on” .
-‘a;‘the rea].;income. ef the 1der1y, will: the ‘aged- 1ose re]atJve econoch EQ?Q
“awpes1tlon .why ‘are there so- many:poor- e1aerly persons, how much should

Te;soc1a1 security benefits be raised, what goods could most eff1c1ent1y :

Ve provided: through' the pubTicsector ‘to-the elderly, and what are:

7 the Tong-range goals of this ‘progran and how can: they. be achieved?.

xth%§745*Edwards Richard 9 e_"Who Fares Ne]] 1n the we1fare7$tate?"' In Edwards,

: ‘E]der]y 0bta1n Fbod Assistance e

-u1?57553_ . IND=<Helping I
KRR RePort to the Special Committee: ‘on Agings
United States. Senate, repoft to the: Special:Committee on Ag]ng,_v. e
hy the Comptroller.General of the U.S. Washjngton, Di€.: WS
_.-,.’ GUVérnment Pr1nt1ng 0ff1ee, Apr11 5 1974 34 pp T T
"q3~576 Drp

Garf1nke1, IrW1n and Robert Haveman
Eff1cie” /. of :
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Bk ok in thé Prov1s1on: f';“,"-”‘”“
»:fSoc1al Serv1ces to Older Persons - Anna]s “of ‘the Américan ‘Academy. ,

The paper ‘discusses. the: re]at1Ve1y recent’ comm1tment ofrthe

| iFederal .government : to.provide adequate assistance to the elder]y

"7”;,of Po]1t1ca1 and ‘Social:Seience; - September 1974 Vol: 415 pp. 55'69'f "

o el e

Were developed 1n the 1egislature

"f"?fIt discusses the four approaches: to ava11ab1e ass1stance and. how th se“r.i

of the Geronto]og1ea1 Soc1ety, December 1972 '

Hannes-Oisen,,Li’ "Hous1ng A]]owances for 01d Age Pens1oners a Soc1a1
Secur1ty Bu]]et1n September , Vol 37(9) PP 36—"4, RN

HadW1ger‘ D F A Manga] of - Low-Ineome:Hous1ng Programs i Iow Ames,f. | J‘

CIA:-_Towa. State Unjversity;: ~The Genter for Agr1cu1tura1 and Rdra]

Bevelopment Eard Report 47, 1974

Haveman Robért; Irene Lur1e agd Thas M1ner Earn1ngs Supplementat1on P]ans

“for "Work1ng Poor". Families: An Evaluation of -Alternatives. Mad1son,',;;;

“WIT T Institute for Research. on- Poverty, Un1vers1ty of w1scons1n, IR
Pub11cat1on No 175 73 1973 AR P o ..,4;~'“'

Heads, Jr ! "Ra1s1ng Farm Incomes Trans?er Payments Versbs Output

ot I vy D s

: . nal ] ,uraleEconbmncs Ju]y
1974 Voq 22(2), PP 31- 9 .wfﬁ_‘fv, : A

Henderson R. F | "The Re11ef of Poverty Negat1ve In’ome:Taxes and Other g
Measures (Rev1ew Art1cle) " Econom1c Record, March 1971 ;. Vol. 47(11) Sl

PP 106=14. g Ty
f,Atk1nson s book EO¥etty41nﬁ

. The" art1e]e is a rev1ew of A -book
Br1ta1n and the Refo It compares ‘the struct-

- ural. @ifferences. between 1ncome’lupport schemes 1n the U S and 4-5;;r}

Br1ta1n ' ‘;.n-‘,

H1nes, Fred Factors Re]ated to Pa't1c1pat1on in the Food Stamp Pr;gram,
Wash1ngton, D..C.: .‘Economic -Deyelopment Division; Economic Research:.
Service;-U._S.. Bepartment of Agf1cu1ture, Agr1eu1tura1 Economlc Report

No 298, au1y‘1975 : 26 _pp-

; 7Ggrr§1§§199§7be§wéen7food tamp part1c1pat1on greater number of
1ow—1ncome households higher - preportion of populat1on\gnder 17 and
1onger part1c1pation of the county in the’ Food Stamp program were -

. found fo be positive. Negat1ve corfelations between part1cipat1on
. and ‘greater 1abor,force part1c1pat on and-a: h1gher percentage of -
. population over 65 were found: "Ruyral counties and counties: with

h1qher minority ratios were not asfhagh in- part1c1pat1on as those ;’_'_};f,“

. counties- W1th sma]]er.percentages ofs nor1t1es or. 1n more urban

count1es Cg

4.%1!:: ' : -
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£'1'15865 'HowiP,-MiRs and K. Hanna "Effect of Eommunication iﬂd Transportation 3ﬂaf?

ion Uti]ization of.-Services' by Low—Income Rural: Peop]e " Orangeburg,

crser Sogtﬁwgarglinafstatefcoi1ege ?Research Pragram).- e
=& .- The.program's objectives.are:: o{determine effectivenéss {}»~
t;g;gjof programs that are designed to be: used -by-. 1ow-income people 1n '
t-lﬁ;'upgrading the: ‘quality of their 11fe, and (2) - To' determine if - P

.. techniques:and methods’ used by state and Federa] agencies attract and
© reach:the rural: poor.: T -

i Sdbhaghs ot SEL

":techniques which wi11 reach and motivate,the rural poor

R 587 Lane,JS:‘ "Distribution Among Rura1 Peop]e of Benefits and Costs of C
S Se]ected Government _Programs. " -Davis, CA University of Ca]ifo nia
Agricu]tUrai Economics/Hatch; Ju]y 1974 (Research Programy; G T
-Human_resource - programs -such. as’ food .stamps, health maintenance
organizations (HMG‘s) and manpower:: training to.provide greater net

€ . . pafiihedt’ AIS o ¥/h b Coasdd wuhdhnt il BN NI IR

A “bénefits :to low income people:than to 1ndiv1duais in high 1ncome if {
L fg“ groubs are the: focus Of -this- program... - . - LI R

'ﬂfiﬁ;5§3 Linder, Wiiiiam W and Car]ton So]Jie "Creating and. Using Links Among
R " Low=Income . Families. " Paper- presented at the Annual Meeting of - thejp,:;
“i Rura]MSocioIogicaiVSociety, San Francisco JEA.J 1969 - Lo

S j589 Madden} J:p.

;; Peop;e Left Behind " Aqr1cu1tupa1 PoiichRevsewf Vol 9(4), 1969,r;-?f{

*f;, fLANBook'Rev1ew.“, A review'off" Book by Sar Levitan
1970, Vo1 35(2), pp 290 1 . - .

,,,,,, E1der1y Persons in Pennsy]vania:=8e1ected
Soc1a1 Indicators fron the, 1970 Lensus. 67 Volumes. . University Park, s
PA: Pennsylvania“State University, Bepartment of Agrieuiturai e

Economics and Rural. Socio]ogy, Becember 1973 ff}wxg o ﬁ,,ﬁp,ﬁ'jfﬁ

Resources and. Opportunities: for Improvement.” University Park, PA: =
Pennsyivania State" University Agricu]tura] Experiment Station, 1974,_ e
19750 (Research Program) _ : % | =

:”71;553;5fnaaa en, J.P. and WiM. Smith.- "o ow Tncome Peop]e of Rura] Pennsyivania

e

. 1594;;]Marsha11 T Rura] Chicanos, and- Eommunity Becision-Making Voter :
e 1iz ‘A ‘paper prepared for circulation at. the

"Sociai Sciences and’Humanities Workshop de 1a Experience. Chicanas. - J%t;

?aié Univer51ty, Apri] 5-7,. 1974 Ithaca, NY Corne]] Univer51ty;:?;f;[;

'159§3i7Marthur, 1..and S Jain ﬁ:"The Economics of Distribution in the Ghettoit'i B

Cap1ta1 Budgeting- Approach to Policy Recommendation." ‘Rivista Intgr-,)jt
1{1

_ {;:j{::l '

. nazionale Bi Scienze Economiehe e Gommerciaie, January 1974 Vol
pp 37 48 . . , ~ ,
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ﬁ“fi_»_f, fff,‘4~“ -121- SR

"Q_‘;_iMcE1veen37gackson V. and Buddy L. D111man.. A Profile-of-the Rural- Poér-- >
; In_the-Costal Plain of Northeast South Carolina.. Wash1ngton D:Ci:
- U.- S, Department of Agr1cu1ture, Econom1c Research Serv1oe, AER-
4 ;; Number 202 1971 EA pp o AR .

'Referra1 Proaect A

597HF McGough D1x1el; T1e L1ne, StateW1 s

R Atlanta, GA: "-Georgia Department of Human- Resources, and Wash1ngton, _‘1,f
;i ;‘5qB”§7 :Tie-Line,. Bepartment of Hea]th Educat1on and We]fare, R
e [&gﬂﬂ%t,197§,, 319-pp.

oo, o-This two-part. project s des1gned to ass1st 1ow-1ncome and SR
elderTy persohs obtain. information on social service .programs: The‘, S

fffft_filﬁ_fjglﬁproaect had heavy- useage by 1ow=iricome. persons;. but Tow résponse.’

- from the elderly.  Recommendations are made to a]1ow sufficient t1medf‘?,“;
oL . “to-inform' apd en]]st support and ‘use by, agencies.. The. system was ;y,n;

;m¢g,~de51gned ‘as-an: 1nput system for a. W1de var1ety of soc1a1 serv1ce
‘-,?programS*“' : ', o : S R - R

77L ..

598 Meenen, H J and B Green ""Eva1uat1on of ‘the: Funct1on1ng of Farm tabor p" -
Markets. " Fayettevv]]e, ‘AR: Bepar ment:of Agricultural Econom1és

and Rural Sociology; Un1veﬁs1ty of Arkansas.: - (Research Program).

“e;¥eﬁ** ~-The-goals-of the: program-are:=~"(1)~ To determine the characterifg‘”“‘w

N < . - il f b B ati il =e. NTZ 0 WV

1st1es of the rural population as' to capabilities and empIOyab111ty,,;}:57

..ﬁ;fé 41 1;(2) To.estimate: current and potential demand for 1abor, and. (3)- To~ L

suggest: a1ternat1ve po11c1e9 and. programs ‘for.. 1ncreas1ng the econom1c_i§3'f
ro]e p]ayed by current]y 1ow 1ncome peop]ef ;i BESTRE 0 ST

o UPrograms. Mad1son, WI: -Institute for Research on. POVerty, Un1vers1ty"_:§
A . of w1scons1n, Pub11cat1on No 266 75 1975 o . el

t?ftsgék Moon, Mar11yn L. The Econoiiie Welfare of the Aged dnd. Income Secur1tv ;

;ji;ﬁﬁa. Nationa] Po14cyeon4Aginq Vols, 1 and 2. Proceed1ngs of the 1§?i wh1te :”l?fji
- ... -House Conference on Aging, Nov: 28 = Dec: 2.. ‘Washing ton b:€::
N S Governmént Pr1nt1ng 0ff1ce Stock No 1762-6669 6?3 W58i471/Vo1

" The. Eonferences represented one of the f1rst s1gn1f1cant approaches:wfﬁ

.~ - - of any administration toward a comprehensive set of policies for the
w7« - aging population of. §5§7U, S.. The:§ingle most significant goa1 gf
R ?,'-#b?,!@EQWW?UaQETO"S made. was tv ma1nta1n the h1ghest 1eve1 of _
"“~;1ndependence for the ag1ng _ F e s (,"

“ 8015 NC- -90 . Technical Committee, . pattarns of L1v1ng Re1atedeto,incomeTEoyenty W
zﬁfh::;;_l;gﬁ' in_Disadvantaged Families: A Basebook. Ames, IA: .Iowa:Agriculture. f o

- - -and_Home Economics, Exper1ment Stat1on North Central Reg1ona1 Research »fﬂ:}
(ﬁgll: ;;j, Pub1icat1on No 217 b o L _,.;x/

602 Ne]son,ijchard R. and M1chae1 Kransh1nsky;-'"Pub11c Contro] and Econom1c Do
o vj Organization of Day Care for Young Ch1Tdren - Pub11c Po11cy, W1nteT\. o

- 19785 Vo'l 22(1), pp 53 75 T AT
Q e T e T TN T T




I | Coggosition on-the Costs of Diets.of Equivalent Nutritional- Qua,ity‘"‘

S 608, Perry, Charles R and Bernard % Anderson,' “The E nomic Impact of -

s > ji;v= ~Manpower Programs on.Minerities and Women." “pp. - ' _

< L " J. Steven Picou and Robertfg;fgampbell eds., ‘Career. Behavior of - .
S © . Special Groups:: . Théor h _>.acticerE;C‘lumbus,QOH;;’ Lo
S S fféi harles E. Merri - Pu ] hing Co. ,t.J7’rﬁ,“u- TR SV

;;* ;*q:604 Peterkin,fﬂetty and Richard Kerr “"The Effect “of Hous hold Size an

=

”""S Households Washington, ue Agricultural Research SerV1ceww;,
R PP*HQ_. L L Yoo

) s an cipants in the
- kuzerne County Congregate Meals Program Regarding: ‘Specified. Indepe

-""UT”GOS Pignone, MM, g;"Eomparison of Participants and Non-part

-;?;;:; ency Measures," . Unpublished'M.S. Thesis;. Pennsylva* a State Ry
University, University Park l974 l77 p.: - ST

‘”*';f1%“5°5 Pignone M. M (SND), and A Scanlan Partieipation Anal_jis;;; ongregat
S w0 T Meals] for_the Elderly in. Luzerne County, Pe 2. -University
Park, PA:  Pennsylvania State. Un vers ty,
6y November l973 g;‘ﬁ_=.,..-¢ .

NE-68 Wor, ng‘Paper No.-

-~ ~PAy~‘Pennsylvania-State” University,:Department of Agr_,ultural

..;.5'307 Plato, ‘Gs E and J.P; ﬂaddén LowrwageS—and Long Hours Uni' rsity Park

"f, f.Economics and Rural Sociology, December, 1973

u:?f;Razen, M. and'S:M, Cordes,hg.¥f~*'j*:"" | ging the-Sy :
- .7 A-Basfc:Issiie in Improv Use icaIASenvices, i
~University. Park,,?,,77Pennsylvaniaf§Eate University, Department of -

| Agricultural Economics and- Rural:Soc;olUQY. ‘A.E, ‘and R.S. No.

ll3 and Paths 0ut of Poverty Honkin” ,per No. 10. November l974“'“

P
oﬁﬁna Factors Related to
Residential Satisfaetion " South Eoop gggjceeaugletin, No. l97

“ifyf];lﬁbé Rent 6. S "Low-Income Housing in South
"”**%"Qi?‘f 1975.” 39 pp. L S L e ;

?HJ:SlU,; Roberts, B.P. "intensity of. Employment and Income Adequacy of Single- S

‘Parent and Two-Parent Families in-Rural’ COmmunities fo Unpublished

MLS. thesis University of. ﬂissouri Columbia, l973

;.-fﬁ*fS]] Robinsons Howard F 5 The Institute of Research in Human Resources..,fi"'
I Greénsboro’, NC . North Carolina’ u chiical- State
D T University, May 1972, Report No: BLMAl 3l435-70-04 53 PP.

e *gﬁ?lé;yff ‘”T’ MR "Egonomjc Rdjustmént of. Poverty Stricken Rural

‘Féople,in North: Carolina." - Greensboro, NC:: A and:T University of
,n-North Carolina, Department of Agricultural Economics (Research
S -PrograMQ . tz
LaES “The: prograﬂiﬂbdqc jves are to study, via survey, al rnative

,,,,,, — .

;9~ipoliey proposals*%ﬁﬁﬁblrade ‘himian- and. physical-resource development

S human Fesources.. .

" -and to evaluate: alternative outcomes of policies for*develOping
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: C. . .J-;ﬁbﬁ'h;.x'  .J:. - ﬁ;-“ﬂ-  '7!23*}.f\ f?ﬁ L Lo jifv  i
¢h Eva]uat1on and SociaJ Demonstration Programs.;

Zitv'éjéf Ross, Peggy J Resh',
R j The Case .of ‘the-Fdod -and Nutrition Program for the*Aged: Paper-
hern ASSOCiat1on of

j ‘ﬂ%,i- . preseritéd at:thé Annual Meeting .of. the Soir

,1;f1';ff; Agrieu]tﬁfa] Sc’ent1sts Membh1s TN 1974 f;] ,U ,,s'__iﬂﬂu;

ﬁ:ﬂvgii{ Scanlan, A:S: Bési'njngggn Instrgment to Measure Independence Among ‘the s
‘Elderly. v Unpublished’'M.S. thesis;, Pennsy]van1a State. University, Q;, L

Univérsify Park 1974 +140; pp

iﬁﬁfiﬁjS. Seiowsky, M. and L. TayTor f“The Econom?cs of Ma]nour1shed Eh11dren An :.ni_:
S, ~Example of. Dis1nvestment An- Human . Capital.” Economic Beve]opment -
-+ and Cultyra] Chang e, ectober 1973, Vol 22(1), pp. 17-30. ,7..,:

J;?‘Change October 1976; Yol 7(4), pp. 8-12.-

iff1617.
g bwth and&ﬁhange;’ectober 1973, Vo1 4(4)

T presented. a

.- revised-and;

':LzUn1vers1ty

,iflééé;;?“n Fe el e UniversiEy, _Purpo; i héngé Selected {" Lo
ST Tssuss ard Analys1s 8f an Antipoverty Effort. Ithaca,.NVv:. Cornell - .

Un1vers1ty,:,
Poverty; Work g Paper No 5 August 1973

"ﬁkMEl?lfhe

Stoekda]e, J: b, and 3.y E]1pp1nger :
qu{hé] Of thefﬁofmﬁf. : T

H9i4522 Thompson, QQVIQ L: and Guy:H, M11es
T M1nneapo11s, MN: . North Star Research.and Deve]opment

. Methodology.
,;Ins{1tufe, Ju]y 1972,-Report No. "DLMA1-= 51- 25-64-06=4. ... 32 pp.
‘A.summary of the ‘methodology uséd. in. the study. of Tow: 1neome

';jf"peop1e, including the sampling’ approaeh “and-a descriptqon of the TR
: fv];survey 1nstruments is the. bas1s of th1s rEpert ERR LT

a]] 1973 VOT 4(2)

623ﬂ-’H*S Account1ng Off cé: E eNess: ( :

SR lngEoodgAssqstance and. Qther Serv1ces.gi
the Spec1a1 .Committee.on"Aging, -U.S. Senate. "Washi
ComptroTler{Genera] f the, S;, 80164031(3Y*

Lo ,.’ B

IIRUra] *Wh.lte POVEI‘ty Are Un1que PO]V'IC]ES v":'.
:uHuman Potgnﬁfa];¢ A Perspectlve on. Povépty and Qua11ty %giagrﬁy

y;an”*egélltz,Of,Llfg A Perspective." - Paper,;f:”ﬁff:'*if
je-a =meeting.of the:Rural Socio]og1ca1 Society,. ot
ubm'tted,to Growth and Change ;thaca,_NY Cornell ..c .o

theast Reg1ona1 Research_ ProJect NE68, Paths Out ofrrf J;;ﬁ

1 Appr‘aCh to POVerty "
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624 Voge], B d and d F Morra11;;III. -"The Impact of Med1ca1d;on-$tate and
;Looa] Hea]tﬁ and H6§p1ta1 ExpendItures, with- Spec1a1 Reference* to
‘ A ! : rces, Spr1ng 1973 Vo]. 8(2), ._g

"-lpp--zozf.i ' A .
PR A‘Slmp1e démand and 5upp1y mode1 is proposed to "exp1a1n“ the e

e g e

;fﬁw%de yariations:in state.and local government expenditureson
.-health;and:hospitalss jand to assess thé impact of Medicaid'in.
. -satisfying: the health needs of ‘blacks. - The: model-Shows that. ai]arg
= percentage. of .the variation” can ‘be. explained ‘and- that .blacks. tend -

”';?Z?lﬁj_j,nu _to. demand. and»ev1dent1y receive:a higher’ proport1on of public -

“"he&1th cdre’on the basis.of their. 1ncome,tﬁan one wou]d expeet.~

,,'d:n;The discpiminatory. effects’ ‘of Medjcare are -more than: offset by a’

‘ {;.-j’eombinat1on of Medicaid . and state and local’ spendtrig-on-health- gare,’ =
v %"al though the continuing- racial-health.gap ~indicates that-state and

-*. *Tocal spending” has .not:offset. ‘the wide d1fferences ‘be tween : b]acks
 *v»j1and whites in pr1va¢ : nd Medlcare spend1ng. (Author Abstract

| ',;1n Journa])

-
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yOccupat1ona1 Segregatlon, and
-Re Proceed1ngs, May 1972,,

625, “Zalinery H. *D
L :a-.-*; the Re1a;1ve Wagé
o : Vol 62(2) ‘PP 157260

The paper d1scusse

— = LT Pugh AR b & T T L e T e e iy

d1scr1m1nat1on app_ es'to WOmén'fhat n mp1oyer is. w1111ng to .

order to .avoid-women: .-
upat

I ;he-dﬁscr]m1nav;on""

more-open” 1abor market:for worien exists;

;ff_fﬁglllff?”j then those.on' aSS1stJ“ce program ma :find a-less hosti]e environ-

for -women - W111 re5u1t;“ﬂ 3
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Ji e 6264 ;'AnnuaJAReport of the Pres1dent to the Congress on_ﬁgvernment Services

st 7o tosRuralt America. Availadble: . for_theyears: 1970-1976. " Wash1ngten,=-
L ;ffﬁ.EfjiD C..1 Rural- Deve]epment Serv1ee REH Department 6f Agriculture. - -

2.~ These annual-reports are requ1red under:Section 901(4) of the

‘.ngr1cu]tura1

.;fegera1 out]ags

of: 1970:. Each" report outlines-the: distribution of .

o rural. and urbanareas. by-’program- groups.¢ Recent;u;?
and regu]at1onsfare also=reported S '

t]poyerty Pollcy in .iif
g;812), PP 155 85

"‘f“ﬁsarth PetéF:s?:ﬁAn Econemz"tﬂtooks it He]fare'Programs [
. - University Bulle - < Rac e

Gﬁ1o State

[N "'

er, . Emer: K. .ﬂF1najc1ng Supp]ementa] Unemp]oyment Benef1t P1ans'" giiﬂ
»Month]y Labor R' 1jw”'November 1969~—Vo1 92(11) pp 31-35

fJ"Beneflt-Cest Ana]yses y .FederaI Programs4, A,qupendnunLcﬂLEapens,
-Submitted to the-~Subcommittee on Pri

e -on Prigrities- and Economy 1n Govern- ,?;,
. ment of - the Joint. Economic Corimi ttee 5
274 -pp:. - Washington, D..C '

o (HD 75395 B45)

"-f —**——Pért1a1 contents

N ecdnometric ana]ys1s;"7'

e’;of the Medicare . program-is’ 1nc1udedvas'are a“pationwide evaluati

?5l;from the federa] hous1ng program

"-*offthefln school and summer..Neighborhood Youth- ‘Corps: program’a

. ',the costs and benefits of manpower training programs-=a synthés1s 6tt;g
'prev1ous stud1és With reservat1ons and recommendat1ons. ,5Lffa' R

Berg, W1111am El and Reeseve]t wrlght. “"Qua11ty—60ntre1 and Beels1en Q:L‘f?i
.3 Making in" Pub11e He]fare.ﬂ' Pub11c we1fare b5 Vol 335 :-
"R.Vjpp, 39 46 s

--Berk tz, M andl F. Burten, dr._ " _ Jec: i
P f;:nwerkmen 's Compensation:" industr1a1 tabor*Re]at1o”s Rev1ew, 6ctober
"”l?'* 19705, Wols~ 24(1),tp9e,14,§]:,;; R M :
o The wnrkmen-s compensat1on progr&m is cr

_ _";The author attempts 10 po1nt out the. obJectlve 'of the pregram .
"+ under:topies-of:. - (1).inco e;maIntenanee, (2)A1neeq ives for safety ,
© o and: prevent16 ‘expendi tures;(3):experience-rating-alldcation; and

- {4)-incentives:for maximum. work1n9711f§ for .any-disabled" per§on

: u'it.The art1c1e focuses on -ncome ma1ntenan ~,eva1uat1ng Whether 1t R
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-‘7e1s meet1ng 1ts goa]s The f1nd1ngs show that d1sab1ed workers S
relying’ tota??y on workmen S compensation wou1d be in- pov@rty,-'ﬁ‘ o
”Jnd1cat1ng a great dea] of d1screpency between need and re11ef.'@ : Co

Phase III Reg1ona11y adm1n1stered T.E: program AIbuquerque NM

K1rschner Associates Inc., October 1971. 204 pp..

‘The report deals specially with the. degree of . correspondence
between program goals and- congress1ona1'1ntent, effect1veness of
program des1gn and operat1on 7?,¥j S SRR

634 Bowr1ng, J:R. “Paths.Out of Povertyfﬁ’ Durham; NH Inst1tute of Natura]

‘and -Environmental Resources/Hatch Un1vers1ty of New. Hampsh1re, C

'.;Ju1y 1969. .- (Research Program).. . i

The'. program objectives ‘are: (1) to examine the re]at1onsh1ps

_'bif between 1mpover1shed families. and conmiunity- and :governmental’ serv1ces .
'to find out why they.have .ot enabled families to climb out: of - LS

| '11mpover1shment ‘and (2) to use the results of the : prior’ ana1yses

1T;Boyd;;Kent,N.;“a
. ..-and Implementat

- 'Washington, D:
ERehab111tat1on Serv1ce, B1v1s1on of Human Serv1ees Sy em;

- -88:pp:.

| *TapersonneI in nine states concern1ng the .establishment.

E effect1ve1y meet:

to improve existing and.design other :programs:so that they more. 4 ';;T"

effec mee gnééds of. thé impovér1sﬁéd

: ,? . , . 0 - . .. ..
yn.Stern S11ver . Factors. Affect1ng ‘the: Development e
wr,0f Information Systems for Social:Services. : '

C®_ Johnson . (Laurence) and Assatiates;.Inc.s Socfal
May 1975*; e

Th1s study reports the resu]ts of a survey of sk 'government o

e L
abl1ishmen %f «of an- in?orm--¢ s
ation system for. sogiaj Services. . Several conc]usroﬂs‘drawn fromfff%.',r

~ this survey include? (1), information systems have a.positive impact - = °

. - on“the. de]1very of serv1ces, (2) the system-must- 1ncTude comprehen--j;*f'

t—own organ1zat1ona1 structure o

R

f’of the system is viewed d]fferentIy by states accor

3 'ujs1ve ‘tinely and accurate-.repartings(3) deveqopment of 'such:a-system’, -
relies heavily on’ budget ‘and: skilled-manpowers ‘and:.{ 44} ‘the. structure;§ﬂ

1ng to the1r '

. w
Y

. Vi -

Ey?Brown, C.. and J Medoff. "Revenue Shar1ng The Share of the Poor i df?ﬁ?vfif

Pub11c Po]14y, Spr1ng 1974 V01 22(2), Pp- 169 88

fimere 1mportant cons1deratlons" about soc1a1 secu

;5fBurns, Eve11ne M Soc1a1 Secur1ty and Pub11c Po]1cy New York Méérawf'““j_ :
¥ ""Hi11 Book. Company, Incey 1956:.::29]" pp.. ; -«7,.ff'

IThe book is des1gned as a textBook, a supp]ementary read1ngs

book ‘and @ Book for the well-informed deneral reader:; - The. purpose

,_,“is two;fOId (1) uto 1dent12§;the major“guestqnns abqut the nature: '_,;

“and (2) “to 1nd2§ ome of the

eEIausenifﬁfR and R: B Eheny '"A eomparat1ve Ana]y51s of Senate Hous
.. Voting on: Egonom]c -and weIfaregPoI1cy, 1953-1964." 'American . -
P011t1ca1,Sc4ence4Rev1ewf March 1970 Vo] 64(1), p:j]38-L P

. '.‘ ."4»}:_. L . . N
B T S R R
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Cnudde, Char]es F. /ihd Duna]d J. McCrong |

';}{ Convarse, J W
RERI

-+ and. body‘of know]edge as~a£guide 10 1mp1ement3t1on gf more effecbfv

Grane Eﬂgar E

;J3,f”{f?strengthen .the function.
+. . -new .tools for: programire

l-ff*fiffiDanz1ger;
T _iiEvidenCé.? Soc1a1;S
844 j.u A - 3

‘ff the same.-journal pres
“§0c1a1 Security-program.:

.'_Danziger,/

‘?"Pa'terompet1t1on and We]fare ff;

' "Paths Out"f'af

u”zto Find-out: why they have not enaE]e&'?gm111es to c,ﬁmb ‘out of ‘;J;'T"r*

'“'impoverishment, {2)7to .usSe ‘the results of pmior analyses. £o 1mprove

8 ,fex1st1ng and. degiign other: programs SO that ‘they Thore’ effect1ve1y
;meet: the needs:of - the-impover1shed and (3) torsynthes1ze the

“results: of.thé projec

soe1oeeonom1c 1ntervent1an programs

AﬂééénlzationalrQhallenge of New Tools of. PrqgramARev1ew.; Alban ;viz
Comparat1ve QEVE]Opmént Stud1es Center ,State Un1vers1ty of_ E

"Amer1can 1eg1s]atures are 1n

T e

’;September-19k

She]dqn "Incqme Red1strnbut1on and Soc1a1;Secur1ty: Fur@herﬁTQi;

51(1)i pp 179- m

.The: art1e1e support” the fdnd1ngs of Martha Gzawé whose art1c1e5
énted evmdence to: support expans1on of the e
Danzige : :

[iihet A yfiihad™ £t iyl

rity.:is more redistributive:t ih pﬁbi

nts thvn other programs._‘v;

, d Rol Demograph1chhange, Govérnmént
Transfers, and Ine' Soc:a] Sc1ejce Rff:,. March

1977 Vo1 51(1)
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transfer and post transfer periods “The effect “of the sha Pt
;achangefin demographic location is a1so reviewed for jts own 1mpacts

““Demographic change was:shown to increase the Gini ratio (cause moye -

~ ineguality) by about ‘four -percent: "-Goverjment. transfer, however*.

“decreased :income’ inequality for severa] income groups and ﬁ’d an impaCt |
ion~the aggregate deg’ of_inequality RS . :

_,Bavenport, Naney.a Eva]uati' “of. Pub]ic,We1fare Programs Se]ected
R References, 1970-1974. Washington; D: C:: Eongressiona1 Researchv,
-.i:ﬁ;Serv1ce Library of Gongress, Eibrﬁry Services BiV1sion, Apri] 8; %
”;:1975 15.pp: ¥
Tl o This bib]iograpby cites pub1ished materia1 concgrnedﬁwzth the _m;
,iassessments ‘that have.been made on pub]ic we]fare programs and ,91?5’
,programs sponsored by OEO 8 P I

. (. ', . EARUES

ffgﬁﬁiiifﬁﬂedong, Ra]ph and Mindy t Good Report on_ the Nationa] Association of ;‘ﬂ;ubu
T . : oundat oneﬂuman,Seerces ‘Integration. Sympo51um, "
Washington, f~§ National Assoéiation of

R ““tﬁ’ ughout ‘the U: S gathered “to discuss-program effectiveness: e
ETRR - Several issuesﬁzere voiced: : (1) Federal government S - regu]ations R
~inhjbit i ed seryices. at the Tocal level; (2) State: commitment SRR

“enhances accof tability:-and ‘coardination; and: (3) Gounty conso11da--: S

- : ramskwill-not alone achieve integrated servicess ~: :-

?“;Lnning fgr integrated services were‘tested

! partment of Hea]th and. Socia1 Services.-;Proceédingseof;thel;; AT

" Human Resources Seminar Held at the University of Delaware im - .. = "

- Newark,- Delaware_on October - 2 24-26, 19732=Prov1ding Human Services, ... .
- 2. Whose Responsibility. Bover, BE Bepartment of Hea]th and Soc1a1

'~,,15€"Vf9§§,,197§; 76 pp: " o

: ‘Reports: on-general revenue sﬁaring, working poor, respon51b11ity; R

}“5~for ‘the” unemp]oyed, comupity participation;:health: services; spec1a]Lgaafﬁi

. revenue: sharing; alcohol” and drug addiction and -welfare myths—are -

- ‘given. . Problems on new* serv1ces to particu]ar groups such .as the o

- retarded and aging aré also-discussed. Methods: of service deiivery o

' org,?nd orggnization as: Wéi] as uses and abuses of soc1a1 programs are ..
s nc]ude - SR - : .

" Planning ‘Guide, - Washington, D. C.: ..Department of HeaTth,’ Edugatign T

and Welfarey Officesof the. Secretapy; 1974. . 133:pp. (3 volume set) afp%fﬁf
o ‘This Set of papers. outTines-planning; budgeting and delivery T

f;*ﬁ}%;h Department of Hea]th Education and We1fare.,f*'"i

: ,cgof humanfresouce programs. It is- basically a how-to guide. for ;;}
7 ’planners:and managers. -It: ‘offers integration of .the most recent -
:,z~j'techniques Eeing used in supp]ying services.‘~;:f;;_nh_, ,.;,-l-f;-




*“*Lﬁf;gsﬁi DeW1tt, John, Janet Derr and ArnohiSolomon.g

wDenver UnJver51ty,‘Eoiorado Center. for Social Research and Deveiop-.xhy
-ment:  Helena, MT:. Montana- Bepartment of Social, and Reﬁa5111t~{;r;
,lation SerV1ces, September 1974 ”9199 ,W,,;c,%;_' B

.This :is .a.report on. the .services 1ntegration proaect from 5
berﬁ1971 “to July 1974‘ In an effort to increase participants in:

ice. *rograms, ‘stich as: public assistance, specia] efforts ;
n:made"to bring services. to: riral- residentsrthrough L
transportation and -an 1nereased num er of paraprofe’ﬁionais "?'

: butidn of - Federa] Outiays Amongfu ;S Counties. Prepare
hy therEconomic Deve]opment Bivision, Economic Research Serv1ee,
""" eé. on. Government Opgrations; A

S5-:1 ‘Part 3. Wasﬁington D.C. eS o
Government Printing Office,December 1971 (Y4 74/5 An3/2fpt3)

~ deral. Programs on-Rural-Am
lst Session, Jufy IO-T'f 1967g.

Washington, B E
1 B@BZS),,, SRS

) tpersons are. presented

Statements and correspondenceirom ‘over1(

C ot - Lo = 2 ET —

;cpertainingfto many ‘general. and. specific: rura 'probTems‘in 1ight of}‘

Féderal programs. in’ openation. S :f:r__p

'5{

E “554 Ehredﬁerg, R G. and JaGL!Hew]ett :E"The Impact offthe WIN 2 Program on
'?;?*-:_ o :s.-and’Recipient Rates." : dourna] of Human Resources-

Vol 11¢2) s=pp: 219-32: -
-7 - This paper‘presents ‘an. econometric'anaiysls offtﬁe impact of
L g'.fﬁgp:'w:__.;‘the WOrk ‘Incgntive’ Program, as:modified’ by the:Taimadge Amend-.:. -
LT e T mentsoof 1971. (WIN 2), on Aid to Fami]ies With Dependent Chiﬂdre
R A*FV“HﬂfﬂﬁéﬁFgc)
a

sh; David "Po e?ty Theories and Income Maintenance~, Validity and'
~+-Poliey. Re]evance."; Social. Science Quarterlz, September 19
-_ZVoi, 54(2) e 359 732 ?;zt... L

A Staff Study for the Subcommittee on ;f,mgkf;“
o Priorities and Economy in__ Government -of ‘the: Joint Economic. - -0
o N7 committee, “93rd Congress, 2nd-Session,:October. 18; 1974. 'Washing-,

SN e o tony DeCir o ULS. GOVErnment Pr“’ting Of 'ce; 1974 127pp

e O 4 Ec?/Su]]S) : A %




"fifftake; ‘the extent o wn.'hath y'reaCh'and the scope of programs.in¥i

:3'_:~existenee.‘ Many grams are ‘tisted by category ~Information .on";
'f-_;the program"‘

ost budget and administering agency is given -

eiﬂman, Frances LomaS'v- Reaching Rura] A]askan Natives Throuqh Human
Services Aides " Wf]fare in Rev1ew, May—dune 197T;‘ :

;Feldstein, Martin S.?,“Seven Principles of SociaT“Tnsurance
N (magazine) November-Becember771976, pp. 6-11.° N g
_Despite ‘the large expenditures on social programs, they sti

_ T Al WY ey

| receiYeflittiefattention “Tfie: seven:principles discussed. are:.. A1)
designers- of social-insurance.: policies should ‘recognize -the.

substantialeeffEct of . these programs -on-“the .economy;: (2) sociai-i”'
surance . poliﬁies should reflect:a balancing of ‘deSired. protection

" and inefficient distortions;. (3). ,ba]anc1ng’§rotection, eguality,[f
~ 7 and efficiency may :beé.less. 1mportant in practice than trying to:

ir_jget more of all.three;. (4) social insurance programs should -be.

"ﬂ;?redisigned periadically to _keep_pace with’ changing’ (economic)

, .
. : Ll
ey i—l . s =t ‘_"

"ji}nngconaitions, (5).the morality of redistribution in social: 1nsurance f
L is not unconstrained utilitarianism; «(6). social insurance shouﬂd
'~w;-start hy preventing catastrophie- losses;(7)- categorical ‘programs:

'?

-are. des1rab1e even if a genera] negatﬁve income tax ?ntroduced

‘;7.,

" 660: .,Feidstein, Martin s > Bernard Friedman,:and"Ha

B ’;E___.;ional Aspects of - National Health Insurant

: L - Journal, “‘December. 19725

DL The study: exp1ores the distr bution

ﬂfy}if‘alternative plans_of national. rk
*. described. here.  The framework: ccounts fgrathe activity of;hea]th MR

. expendi tures ‘as. affected.by family cﬁaragtgrﬁaﬁd_lncome.LExpenditure-” i

-samples. and-'simulation of: calculating benefits produced d
5 ’Y‘

Lfresentation:f?or varyiné ?am11y;cha cter tics

uft "Distribut-
Benefits and Finance. "
: 3.0 pp«: 497-*5 P
feet of sever

Annals of the American Academy'of P01it1caj-~5“1
September 1966 Vo] 385, iTH 43-56. -

11111

ana Sociai Servicesvl
CEdar City; UT: ¢ September ; 197# ;
This -#s a report on the Social. Servic

. ntegration ProJect'
esigned to increase delivery of services to. ruraliresidents.:It:

'”“-‘ s" _.covers_methodology,. philosophical. concepts, objects:and devel

._oments ~A_chapter 15:also" Tncluded on_the costs-of- the Utahgsystem

~ . with respect to con$umers and health councils. -Assessment of thé."

".impact of the. system on -ay ilability and continuation of services
s mades, .finn s R RO

ry,‘ B R,,,nd R.E: Winters.  “The Politics. of Redistributio”;
= 1t1ca1 Science,Review, dune 1976, Voi 64(2), .

I’
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654 Garf1nke1, IrW1n Larry Li Orr We1fare Po11cy and the Emp]ayment Rate -
: ) Madison, WI: - Institute for. ReSearch on POVerty,n'ij;'
Un1vers1ty o? W1scons1n, Reprint Ser1es No: 125 1975 SR

il.

onald ;0-"Elsca] eapac1§]es and He]fare Expenditures of - States.ﬁ ,J_;
v1ona1_TaxﬁJourna1,7December 1969, Vol. 22(4);+pb. 496-505. e
] per~capita taxes. -and we]fare expénd1tures are strong]y
d to persona1 1ncome. When the percentageA ﬁfthe popu]at1on
- oA elfare expend1turesi.
R “;>rif“,11 be: lower, Iren1ca11y, this effect 'was mor pronounced. for 1966 = -
-4 | than 1957. -Although d1fferences .among-states continue ‘to narrows the_
0 impact. of racial. composafidn is greater.: The‘Fesu]tMis ‘that the-

—e T e T T 2 2 FTE

- poor._réceive greater variation in pubjic services _anf;ﬁe -average”

faxpayéf .Perhaps._. .programs dirécted toward reduc_ng'th1s var1ation,,¢ﬁi
f-: espec1a11y Welfare programs,are called fdr , N S

*;755§:' Gore, P. H. ‘"C1nton County Serv1ce Access1b111ty Proaect (A T1t1e V
o 'Component) Ithaca; NY: _Cornell Un1versity, Rura]iSoc1o1ogy7
. State, September 1974 (Research Program): -, ~ "
C ‘The ‘program objectives are: (1) to.det
. -access that rural re§ident§ehave,fg,néédegz,ss, :
{2) to develop-an 1nterpret1v§ feedback s¥stem;” (S)Jt ‘assist agen

-

~*ei .uji;;ffnand interest groups:in developing effect1Ve rura1 service de11very ,
o YT:I.:SyStEMS; -and-{(4) to evaluate the effectiveness ‘of measures undertaken
'»',to 1mp1ement the obaect1ves »ﬁ;~_,_:,,. I . .i‘ I

nWe}ﬁare Adm1n1strat1en ;
”-gn1vers1ty of

S i667- HandTer, doe1 Fo Fedéral-State’ Interests.~
ot ‘Madison; WIt " Institute for Research. on-Poy

,,,,,,, [ o

Hlscons1n, Repr1nt Series No 92 1973 ,

,,,,,,,,, ’;a'f,

f-;,t'ééé- Hand]er Joel | F ’ - and Aaron Goodste?n ThefLegﬁslativeeDevelopmentnoi :
R for: Research on Poverty,

Pub11c Ass1stance Mad1son, WI : Inst1tugex

669, Hand]er, doel Fi; and E11én;aane H0111ngsw

,;_u';"f_'éRepr1nt Ser1es No. 57 1970. n

- Institute for: Research on- Poverty, Un1ve

,irnning;Wlearegﬂ,, e o
_ar CTients. . Madisgn} WI:. - i
o Jnstitute for Research on_ Poverpy—ﬁ$ , e _i,j’~ istansin;;

B Repr1nt Ser1es No: 665 1971 : RS Sy . .','

Bufu’ts.1n~Rura1 America N

s ¥ — i e L Ty T

! lacy.. —

Ames, IAr ‘lowa State Univensity,sJuly 1970, (Researéh-Program).™..
L Deve]ops a standard te‘hn1que for measur1ngupol1cw outputs, and
time’ Fiten 1 In1tia11y 1t w111

'_”671.5;Hadw1ger, D.F. "Eva]uat1op dﬁ'

: ,'be used in’ measuring Qutpi famiyrfc
-7 and from state: ex énsion 5erv1ces (w1thfs ,
Co -'aticn)



. fw1th1n the Bepartment of Po11tica1 Sc1ence and prov1de a: r1ggr9gs

Hanrahan, George D.

Haveman, Robert He and Thad W.: M1ner. Pr1ce eontroIS-anth*;;;'

mi fﬁresearch exper1ence ?or some graduate students W1thin the depart-;rT'
ip{ment L : RN S T

hy'Soc1a1 Programs Fa1] 4 Econom1c Bus1' s;;dgltjf'"'*

Bu]]et1n, Spr1n§;$ummer 1972 Vo1 24(3), pp.-51=9.

--Redistribution -in-an- Expand1ngeEconomy, “Madison; - WI,,,Instltytef“af3;‘;;}
- for Research on. Poverty, Un1vers1ty of W1scons1n, Repr1nt Ser1es,,: R
:Nos 89;°.1973. . &-~ T e AT

3 HEWAProgramS—for Rural America: bepartment'o?lHEW'ﬁribram ﬁé#iStance Eeéia&g ;

PR

oy s L o '::-".?._.’ e
.~ . ST R .

f"-_. 677..

: o'

fr h

Hous1ng and Urban D

P

_ Nonmetropolitan Areas Fiscal Year 1972. Prepared by the Office of -

Séébﬁd]ﬁ, it Jooks .at the effects.’

“the Assistant Secretary for Human Development, Office ‘of Rura]ffﬁif;y-

'i -Development,. for the Subcomm1ttee on Rural. Beve]opmgnt;fyfs Senate,gn.;"

94th tongress; .1st Session.” February" 6* 1975 Wash1ngton, D,C

U:S: Government Pr1nt1ng Off1ce 1975.:

..~ This study shows the distribution of HEW ob]igat1ons for metro-'*'"
po11tan and nonmetropo11tan areas-in 1972. ' f9\percent.of HEW

- -obligations -were in the Social Security program-some $48.3 b1]1ion, i

.of this; 37 percent.was allocated to nonmetropolitan areas. Rural o
“areas received 34 percent.of $23:4 billion for-Social and Rehab11-'a‘_&5f';

1tatIon Services, 1arge1y compbsed income: ma1ntenance forﬁthg

YR

"categorically” needy. 31 _percent of. the Office- of: Educat1on $.

0511ga£iaﬁ§ went to rural areas; amounting-to $1.5 billion. ‘From. - -

~ 1970 to 1972 ob11gat1ons for Pub11c Hea]th Programs 1ncreased 71
percent. Vo , , v ‘ T

Hines, Fréd. and Max Jordan._ Weifare”éeform' ééné?its ana"iﬁeéﬁtiVés in_

Rural Areas. Washington, D.C.: Economic Research. Serv1ce, H S:
, June 1971, 20 pp.

f public assistance . in; the U S

Second1y Family Assistance Plan: wou]d
potentially: -have. on different reg1 S and‘places of.residerices. e
-Twice as many:.person3 would .receive ass1stance _as those now. rece1v1ng '

- AFDC,- State:differences would be decreased The: ‘work 1nceht1ves of

. -the poor would- probab]y have: effect_in the southern reg1on, where o
benefits wou]d 1ncrease substant1a11y ' ; . .

Department of Agriculture;. ERS No
The paper presents an- gvervi

o Ho]mes Kath]e@h e . “Wa1k1ng the T1ghtrope Pub11c ASS1stanceﬁand Work ’

Incent1ves "ok 1] Reservye : ! |
August 1971, pI 10-12 . 5[»1 ﬂfo“?T'ﬂif B }7”-'" PRI -
ve]opment and Manpower Adm1nistrat1on (Emp10ymen a.15;‘;

Tra1n1ng ‘Administration). Serw1ces Needs, Access Study Data Book:

Ihe Study of’Serv1ce NeedsiAcess in Chemung; Schuy]er Steuben; - il
~Ithacaji NY: Gorne]]

Hnivers1ty, Wash1ngton, D.C.¢ Department of Housing and Urban -

. Development and Manpower Admih1stration, 1973 169 pp. -

This ¥s-a; report of the results of a. study of. the above ’

' countnes service neads - and access to serv1ces~ Study methodoiogy,‘:

N
vy o
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var1ab1es and codes are. a1so g1ven Seme of thefserv]ce areas

. iﬁé]uded hous1ng, soc1a1 1nsurance, educatlon finance and chi]d
. care, , A : . C

'7“"if;1neome Secirity for Amer]cans Recomme’" 15 of - a'i"ub1ic We1fare
-Study. . Subcommittee on: Fistal Policy of the Joint- Economic -

D: C U S Government Pr1nt1ng 0ff1ee, 1974 (Y4Ec7 In2/8)

” ;56795h'aensen Thomas A, Duainng:s. Bourcy, an& Harvey Eugenh1]1 iﬁéeoéviis-*,_fg

Lake—Human Service Center; Final Report; -H

- 2 ,_-; -This: is a report of the: three-year federa]ly funded human .

‘services - 1ntegrat1on project, - The program was. des1gned to Tncrease a

———————partfcrpat1on of rural res1dents in_social services:programs< .

'”T System ij“ “;r. S ._3_ ""-c,'ﬂ i :”3f

6307 Jones, L. L and P. B Gessaman 7“"Pu511c Serv1ce De]ivery 1n Rura] Areas

~Problems’ and Decisions.". AmericanedournaI of. Agr1cu1tura1 Econom1cs,_ﬁ_

f

December 1974 Vo1 56(5), p 936-45.. #g-. _ RPN

ic ncountérs A Pi]et Studv A, tﬁe

,Eva]gaff : PAment Servi Ann Arbor, MI:. Survey Research
jCenter, Un1vers1ty _of Mlch1gan 1975 264 'pp.

;;j,;and ‘personal -encounters w1th 'government agencies," procedures, and.
L7 cservices are reported here. Areas investigated are employment
- -.services job,; tra1n1ng,fworkmen s"and’ unemployment compensations

© “welfare,. hosﬁ al and medical : benef1ts retirement benefits, tax - .

o ~collection; dri ver and veh1cu1ar111cens1ng, traff1c violations,_

: .-bﬂﬂfz.f ::L’and pO]TCE . : ,'»=':f:.-w: N - ‘ .
;ﬂg;ééé.:flke11ogg, Ear] D Rura] Deve]opment Needs and Eo11cv--The Unlver51tv ‘
:?yﬁ . .- . Response:" Champa1gn, It: Hnivers1ty of Ii]]nois Department of - °

7j1ngrieu1tura1 Econc

B eve : has at 1ast moved forward 1n the Tist off :
A ,'pr1or1f1es among: poli¢y makers. . ! Three. .major .concerns should be .

R "Tooked at" separately and rot as: 3ust .components of regular:
SR T agr1cu1tura1 research; {1) How.: -can service and.good producing .
%2+ " systems gain.en6ugh scale to' operate efficiently yet allow =
“ov - individual _rurgl citizéns access|to their products? . (2) 7Deve1op1ng
effective long range comprehens1ve planning methods. & direct and
- . coordinate -efforts as we]]fasfasslst Teaders to anticipate possib]e
“: .. -.consequences of alternative act1ons through timé. (3) New'and

ics 15 pp:°
_Rural deveTlopniey

"-'adapted technoTogy, improve p]annlng techniques, and”innovations

v'?3.1n institutions that can atta1? in the needed sca1e and scope of .

';»ff'act1v1ty are required

-ngia.: Kesse1 R. A "The Effects of Inf]at1on on the”§1§trlhut]gnfof Econom1c :
SN We1fare Comment.”. Journal of Money,_ﬁrediteandeBanklggf, Part IL,

Ta-y;:”_; . February 1973, Vol. 5(1) PP 507-8.

. L v X . . . . . . .
L . ' ’ i V.-
- ~ - . N PR N . . ‘. N .‘v- &

- Project: Washington, D. C.: U.S. Government Printing Office,” 1974'",

Nt cfp eomm1ttee; 93rd Congress,. 2nd:-Session;- Deeember 5; 1974. Washfngton, _3

through transportation, paraprofess1ona15 and comprehens1ve serv1ces T

‘The ‘results of a 1973 survey of. percept1ons of, att1tudes towardr s



23“584 Rur1and Caro1 H -"New Jersey Expands Innovat1ons in Serv1ce P1ann1ng§]i
o ‘and De11very M. -Social and Rehab111tat1on Record Apr11 1974 -

: Vo1 1s. pp. 26- 31 B PR
"wa'. . This:paper- reports_on: the study oF the Commun1ty Soc1a1 —

Serv1ces Center of Hamilton: Townsh1p New Jersey which. evaluated. :

'; "the effectiveness of its social services delivery 'system and. the,ﬁ:-*

_ system s exportab111ty to the statew1de pub11c we]fare programs.? --7
1*!555- Lampman Robert . Ends and Means of Reduc1ng Inoome Povertx, New York,
e Academ1c Press, 1972 S .

9%-'686?:f:h:5' S " How Miich Boesoth* merican Sy Transfers © o .
L r“_‘?,t_<'thenef1t the Poor? Madison, WI:- Institute for Research on Poverty, )
Ta f'Un1vers1ty of- W1scons1n, Repr1nt Ser1es No. 6 _;;__;____ o

687 L _‘H'm _ r“ ;"Pub11c -and Pr1vate Transfers as Social. Process. " fIﬁﬂ j,'
. - Boulding, K, and M. Pfaff, eds. - Distribution to the-Rich. and -the
.. . Poor. Belmont; CA: Wadsworth. PubTishing €o:;Inc. 1972; pp. 15- 40

The paper focuses .on the process by. wh1ch money -is red1str1buted

'away from:its- rec1p1ents The mod1f1cat1onjof fh1s process is

;. mode1ed by red1rect1ng producer 1ncome 1nt0"ser 1ncome

: - "Transfer Approaches to D1str but1on Po11cy o

S Amer4can+Econom1c Review, May 19705 Vol. 60(2)s -pp.:-270-79x.
o ;_" ;; : - The paper focuses on a1ter1ng -economic” 1nequa11ty by chang1ng o
i - <the process that removes factor dncome from its rec1p1ents NIT

- " might.subject up to-40’ percent of the population to-its program

- - and-might cost .a great deal fiore than the present. system Marg1na? -1?;;i?

o f{'ii.fa' dol1ar benefits to the poor.are only 10:to 20 percent. : Even Federal:

X - . floors for categorical programs‘would only reach theipoor in a, _' s
' 1imited manner. :The author - suggests- that. adOptﬁon of. a child: k o
- allowance and-realizing, that transfers and ‘employmént are not_ S s:?i

' mutua]]y exclusive. Severa1 income. ma1ntenance p1ans are out11ned ‘?f-< &

-:-* and a rank1ng system s deve]oped

L *~\ # ok
- 539 Lazar, 1. Commun1ty Service: fmp11cat1ons79f7Pu511c Law PL924603
L Sl Ith" = NY: Eorne]]VUnavers1ty, January 1974. - .
AT Recommendat1ons made. to the State of New York regard1ng
"~;suppﬁff§nt31 payment-levels;: 'service needs and'strategtes and

*p1ann1ng, evaluation and- management 1mp11cat1ons of HR-1 for the jn__-w"
State of. New York are the top1cs d1scussed 1n th1s paper =

| 690, Lerman 'R.S, and A.A. Townsend “Eonf11ct1ng 9b3ect1ves in. Income - ""ﬂjg;“:
. Maintenance. Prograns, " Anerican nic Review, 1974' Papers :and .

Proceed1ngs, pp. 205-11+ = . . i L o L
Negative Income- Tax jNIT) proposa]s are necessar11y becom1ng o

| :?3¢more comp]ex both techn1ca11y and po11t1ca11y ‘Alternative .

escape the prob]ems found in. the NIT. A]though there have ‘been 'ﬁ
f-geometr1c increases in_income maintenance, a less than proport1ona1
amount is actua]]y reach1ng the poor B1scuss1ons on pr1or1t1es : i




696,

6 fii*; Lev1tan, S.A. and RJ.Taggart 7 "Emp1oyment-Ea""’"9S I"aﬂeq“ac :

&
e
Vo
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and reform fo]]ow Soc1a1 1nsurance programs are'becom1ng 1ncreas-':’

' ingly. 1nadequate in having an. impact.on ‘the :poor. At: present

~.Social -Security and. Supplemental Secur1ty Income: w111fcont1nue to: -

s drop.as -a.good -buy for workdrs and do Tittle to help. poverty. The i;;:;

- ‘authors. believe refonm requires’ a. limited number of- programs ;. . -

- with dEC11ng ‘benefits;. equaTizing: of benefits for ma1e -and - .
féma]e -headed households, separate welfare and. pens1on efements'

-in,Social Security; and exp]or1ng ‘the use of the. "no-loss concept?-“';

aeh1ev1ng equa] status T .:_,.;_Y. o -;¢ 2

.,&

teVIne, R A ana D W, Lyon. “Stud1es n: Pub11c We]fare. A Rev1ew Artrc]e’“
- Journal of Human Resources, ‘Fal171975, Vol: 10(4), pp..445-66.; i
. _The article reviaws:thé first 13 papers of the "Studies. in
. . Publjc Welfare" series. -prepared. for ‘the Sub mmlttéé on Fiscal- Po]icy
- - of the Jeoint Economic. Comi ttee of:Congress. - The papers reviewed |
. cover top1es as negative -income -a S, man

}'*iprograms, Work Behav1oF as. iﬁ?]uenoed by ‘transfer programs, etc. f?;hﬁ

owances;’ manpower training..

tevitan ‘Sar- A "The Commun ffActaon Program°' A Strategy tOEFTghi.'a
Poverty " Anna]s of the ‘American Academy of- P011t1ca1 and Soc1a1
Sc1ences September 1969 Vol.. 402} PP 63 75 :.__..”,7; :

-

L “

,of_we1fare " Mont i OétoBéF 1973 Vo1 96(10),,,-

' 1 n LE “1}** Task “
for: ”ra] Comprehen51ve ‘Huiiian . S&rvices’ 1very System. . ...
Sa]t Lake City, “Utah- Department of Soela1~Serv1ces, Eepart-'=
ment of Emp]oyment Seeur1ty, danuary 1974 204pp. > . -l

-The paper assesses the deliver _and adequacy of., soc1a1 serv1ces

undEr the 1ntegrated Serv1ce Be]] ‘ry System Proaect

Loehmangfg T '["P1ann1ng and F1nanc1ng Pub]ic Serv1ces for Rura1 Communj‘_q,
Loooities s -Gainesville, F1or1da' Un1vers1ty of ‘Florida; Food' and Xt
f,;‘Resource Economics/Hatch, “October 1972, (Research Program. ) "ol
o Est1mat1ng product1oanunetlons fbr alternative: types of R

: pub11c services-and:determing:. re]at1onsb1ps between - facility- »

'-'Tifs1ze and outptt_cost;-determiping re]at1onsh1ps between. popu]at1on

“ density;. facility locatians; transportat1on costs and: tota1 costs

.-of-operating .public service: fac111t1es in multicounty. areas and ”

F:d.reIate quality qgipub11c serv1qes provided. in the areas to costs i
,<of the system are among the‘proaect goa]s S AN

iffurie, Irene “Leg1s1at1ve, Adm1nistrat1ve and Jud1ca1 Changes in the ,fﬂ;f;

- AFDC Program, 1967-71."" In Studies.in Public Welfare; a doint :
-Econom1c Eomm1ttee ‘Print; 93rd €ongress; Tst:Session.. Hash1ngton,-

- "The article reviews changes. in size and administration of the -
AFBG program over ‘the years 1967-1971. . The. review -includes- " ,

hanges in other programs that m1ght af?ect AFDC,rec1p1ents ;'

p;";i_*-B €.z U:5: Government Printing:Office; March 1973; .pp. 69-108: . .~

; .



~'institutiona1 Structures for Improv1ng’Rura1 Gomman1ty

. ces:". Reno; NE: Un1vers1ty of Nevada, Agr1cu1tura1 and O
Resource .Economjcg. (Research Prggram) R R
.« 2 :The':program objectives include: ' (])73@ent1fy1ng conf]gurat1ons T
of 1nst1tut1ona1 .structures: 1nc1ud1ng -elements' of -the- economtc,. PRSI

:judemog?aph1c, and soc1a1 organ1zat1on wh1ch affect the provision and :

delivery of comman1ty serv1ces, {2): def1n1ng objective - ‘measures of .

adequacy of' comnunity-services;: (3). ‘determining the existence and . 'ff};i

‘adequacy-of’ gommun1ty 'services provided in. sélected rural_areas: of o
Nevada; (4).etermining-the relationship. between- institutional . l:'f.,m

.Structures=and the. existence- and. adequacy-of cemmunity .services; “and’

(5) identifying the policies; alternative. patterns of‘organ1zat1on T

and -the conditions: which. _afe requisite. to,effect1ve p1ann1ng and;

.;coord1nat1on for- the de11very,of communﬂty serv1ces

-Madden, J.P.- On. theftﬁiuL e i:f Program Effécts Un1vers1ty Park
A,' PA”AiPennsy1van]a State University; Paths Out of Poverty.Working - o
Pager No: 9;'Department . of Agr1cu1tura1 Econom1cs and Rura1 oo nas

SOC'I o] ogy, W1 nter 1974

R 'v"‘e-” ey : o ;..
"ﬂij; “Paths Uut of Poyerty 7§n]gers1tszark PAz . Pennsy]van1a
State University,. Agr1cu]tura1 Econom1cs and Rura] Soc1o]ogy,du1y ._4.__
1969 . (Research Prograii).. i SRR

Pt~ fuihag AT

, . The- programfob3ect1ves 1nc1ude exam1n1ng re1at1onsh1ps between“g SRy
: ¢1mpover1shed families and . gdvernmenta] serv1ces to: find_out ‘why- ll_j;"
fg;tﬁey havé.not enabled famili mpover1shment and .

ana]yz1n9 benef1ts and cos :of d1rect act1on programs ' R

Mak1, w R. “Loca1 Fund1ng of RuralzPub11c Serv1ces.“ Amerlcan Journa]
of’Agr1cu1tura1 Econom1cs Becember 1974, Vo] 56(5) pp 946 52

es to.climb out: of

Mapp, H: p -neommun1ty SerV1ces for Nonmetropo11tani<Peop]e in the North—g;

Ttura] Eeonom1cs]

~‘east.". Ithaca, WYz Cornell Uiy
'51~Hatch (Research Program) . | g -
5 ‘Study. seeks to: - (1). deternnmefand_eva1’ t QFQFIQDsfu

'&;d1str1bu"on, access1b111ty, organizational; f1nanc1a1f and.quality

. -variations:in Services for. people or:the nonmetFopo]1tan Nontheast,.‘y

135(2) determine 1nterre1at1onsh1gs and_explantory ‘factors with respectV“
. .to the delivery of services; -and (3) identify alternative institu-.

72;7{';3_f'3 . tional arrangements for the delivery of community services and estimate ~ < °

’the po11t1ca1, soc1a1 and econom1c consequences of these- a1ternat1ves. 'f,';

P

' 702 Meade, J E. - "Poverty 1n the We]f’ ate;" Oxford Econom1c Papersa 3
ERER S November 1972 V01 24(3),'pp. 9-326 e - , _

o

703 , Metzen, E.J.. "F1naneJa1 ‘Manageiient. by B1sadvantaged Fam111es and Effects‘

of -Programs to‘Alleviate Poverty " Columbia, MO: Un1vers1ty of

R rMissouri Home ‘Economics; 1970 (Research ‘Program).

;3;211 g i - " The. program igoals are: - (1) to determine: patterns of resourcetfrﬂ

.#procurement and ‘utilization’of. d1sadvantaged families and’ ‘ascertatn:

" internal and/or external factors related to variations in these
- patterns and (2) to determine impact of pub11c ,programs to' a11ev;ate,
S povarty (most 1mmed1ate1y, suppWementa] food programs anﬂ a guar—=-~

4

l-l“‘
(‘rQ\




S . ii_?;;ﬁ- MRS :1”“.2 Lt S .
,jnj1pjanteed income program) upon families expenditure patterns, their 5
coo s omateria) well=being and . their. bropensitx_to engage ih gainfu] St
) -.fi;employment andior 3ob train1ng programs ' , _

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

' ~.?f°'76& : Newman, Borothy K Perspectives on Poverty Madison, HI.H Institutev

7,£”;;20§f_jtﬁlsen, Eig

,Human Resources Planning and Budgeting
| . A Hand Raleigh, NC: North taroTina Bepartment of
"--_.»‘IHuman Resourees, March 1974 " 31pp. o

v T This document. 1s - designed to assistfstgte managers to_ orgfliiefj?
e e Tr T program operatigne,ﬂjrgygﬁ the "management by objectives" method. = .
= -Citizen participation is"emphasized and the system is:based on a L

“needs ranking. human - séryices.: This system includes’ personnel

: _ff%.estimates, program . inventory, obaectives for:managers resource ﬂ*;”at”
o requir *ents and‘more,>~. , _ L ) SR

f . Their Bistribution and Role in Reducing
7 in Bouiding. K: ! and’ﬁ Pfaff‘;Eds;t-Bistriﬂf“{%
nd the. -“Be .CA: Wadsworth PuBT"sﬁing.;;

T70s.

7;Lo', Tne. 1972,
r~”h35f?we1fare exgenditures on the distributio _of inctme and how transfer o
' 7. payments affect the -income’ of the: poor, "] A
~,vj$omprise 25 pereent of the population

'1970 Paper and 'Proceedi gs;

‘733Vol 60(2), pp. 296~97., ‘

- Discussion on ‘the distributive issues of his session The
f,impact of .the secondary income .on:the -family §nconie 15 mportant
~"and'also creates; more complicated~ana1ysis. ,The auth r questions .ﬁ
* -whether- attitudes ::
_“Attitudes are estabiii

.+~ change would ﬁevé,éﬁyiinflgence ﬂyrins,en@,éffer a: suryey. ,thﬁ
" lauds Metcalf's: difficultftask which: . showed_a' numbi significant*ﬁf

.~ relations between' size’ distriBution of personal income :and .changes: .
“.+in-aggregate economic activity.: Mentions: substantiation of findings
S v by the Wisconsin- Institute for Research on: Poverty .that inflation..’

T }&Hdoes not ham thé poor as a group. The'Effeet of inflation is due ”f‘f
2 -”more to"'horizonontal :inequity. Hence, ‘when an. economic sloudoun
,,is desired, attention must be given to tﬁe poor . :

.5-'

“A~Normative Theory of Transfers.,_~PuﬁiiéiChoice, Spring |
1969 p Pp. 39-58. . T e T -

P TS ;*'fi’“ “Some TheoJEms 1n the Theery of Efficient Iransf*rs
e T Journgl of Political Ecdnomy, JanuaryzFebruary 1971 Vo;

o
o v 3.‘ PR L 1’{:;‘. .
R CE AR D e S - o . e
Sy St e et R . 'K\"
! \ s, St I
: .




}_iéé; ﬁPadfieﬁd'“H'i "Western Reg]en Area Beve]opment Research Center.":?ei 'i?;i’,
E 'Agr1cu1tura1 Exper1ment S

.~ .. .jvCorvaliss OR:: ~Oregon State University,
F s Stat1oni2167_§;§87ﬁ7§8§search Program)gi T
Zin . The program objectives. are: (192'0 1nvest1gate econom1c, R
-psycﬁo1og1ca1 ‘and cultural processesﬁby which ‘rural ‘dreas become

“marginal- from.the American mainstream ecohomy and - soc1ety, (2), to

:3~.;3ﬂ{;* '7’ . identify patterns of adaptat1on touconditions of marginality and

po11c1es,;1hl.'

: _how, these - patterns vary;-(3) to determine most.&ffective.

progranis and services. for.: re1ntegrat1ng margina11zed peop1e -and-

- areas; and (4) to evaluate €xisting policies and programs- in term ffv-'*

-of: centr1but1ng to or prevent1ng marg1na11zation. “'?--

A. - "Paths , ffect1veness, Benef1ts and Eosts'* o
“of Direct. Action- Programs and: Services." _Opono,; ME: Hn1vers1ty C
offMa]ne,Agr1cu1tura1 and Resource Ecenemmcs]Hatch du]y 1969
, E (Research Program), -y '
L - -The pnograMs obJectlves are ;o egamlnefghe~re]at1onsh1ps betweenﬁyr
o~ 1mpoverlshed’fam111es -and :community. and. governmental senyices to -

- find out why_ they- have .not .enabled families ‘to climb out’of

5 1mpoverishment and to. ana1yze thé soc1a1 and econom"

:?}:?Tb; P1ech Lo A :"Paths Out of Povertyn;- < Be

g

benef1ts ef:'g'ﬂf.,k

var1ous direct act1on programs

5“1;711‘ Pres1dent s Nafﬁona] Adv1sory Comm1ss1on
T “‘in_the United States. Wash1ngton B E
"‘hﬂff1ce, 1968 601 pp o ;

fProceed]ngs of the Huf?ﬁﬁ

B elaware on‘0ctober 2526, 1973 - Prov1d1ng e
' fﬂuman,sepvzcesjfwnose ‘Responsibility. .. Dover; DE :.Be]aware i
- Department of Health and Social Services, 197344 76 pp: - o

. The paper reports on-gepéral ‘revenue shari 79,7wgrk]ng poor; =
respon51b111ty for the: unempfoyed community participation, hea1th 2\

services, special revente sharJng, alcohol and drug add1ct1on and

“'welfare myths.t Preb]ems of new .services to: part1cu1ar :groups . as

e T “the retardéad” and ag1ng are3a150 d1scussed ““Methods “of sery]ce

de11verg and: organlgation as we]P as: uses and abuses of soc1a1
. ‘_fprogram 'are 1nc1uded Coe e . o

: Soc1a1 Po11cy A]ternate Strateg1es fo,. .Fe a5
§'Government Wash1ngton, D, Cﬁ‘—;Brook1ngs Inst1tut1on, Genera1
;- Series Repr1nt 288. 28 pp:. - o : O e

T The statement suggests four new st
- ﬁ]g(]) reduce disparity:in ‘indivi

oy
LT}

' *;f1nanc1ng of servicés: sucha
nst1tufaona1 changesv

Eoomlo

‘E,‘ect of . In-ome la,ntenance
Programs on Rura<.Peop1e fn ‘North’ Caro]1na " Greenﬁboro NE BN
A &,T University. of North- .Carolina:- (Research Program):

,1,,,.7”.

1e. objectives .of this® program‘are “{1) to 1dent1fy typologiﬁs‘

‘;ig of oov rty: in:North Earo11na (2) ta compare the" traditional’ welfare

system with income ma1ntenance programs and,assess the re1at1ve "'»J;:é~ )

~="" economi¢ well-being :of rural people .in Noj lrolina and (3)'%0 - .
e ma1nt§nance programs=' ’

iy '?securé imbﬁéafion for a1ternatwes to 1’11;_




; Rohriieh George F.: "The P1ace of Soc1a1 Insuf

= 'Th ance51n the Pursuit of

" ‘the: General He]fare " Journal of RLSR and_Insurance September

| *ga:-zl.yg--igsg V01.%36(4); pp. 333-53..
A ‘A brief description:of: the historiea1 foundations of- sociai
-1;_'g£f5j;,‘«1nsurance as a’political.-tool to retain ruiing,powerfinfﬁermagz

o enl o and_Britain, o Along with .the comencement of such: programs. came:

.. realization of the significant problems of disease and. poverty -

that existed. .A Tisting of characteristics.of social insurance’ 'J?i"

fprograms anclud]ngfiegai .social welfare; exclusion, rieed- :
~financing’ and, rights c0n51derat1ons.. A discussion of the eva]uation

s o? such programs is aiso given..;; ;ﬂ: 5 _‘f_: T

96(4),—EP ,55-

e.article, discusses the phi]osophy behind. unempioymént"z%;@:ﬁj1i

e that. estaﬁiisﬁes a" willingness: to. work: in order to be

for benefits.: The author ‘suggests ‘that a similar: phiiosophy

ed-as well as’ necessary for welfare recipients in’ order _u-;;.

t: rograms tend toward 1ncome maintenance.3ez,g-;,wjum,, ,
Rasgi Peter H iNo. ond Idea Goes anunished Moynihan s, Misunder- S
standings ‘and the Proper: Ro]e ‘of Sbeial: Science in. Poiicy Making "'-:*
"SDC1a1 Seienee Quarterly, BecemBer 1969, Vo].,50(3), pp 469-79

6am§rjdge,,M37, AB Washington, D.C.: ,,Offlce o
of the . Secretary, Departnent of Hea]th, Education and weifarec;,rﬁ ;-**f
December 1974. "4 . Parts I and II aré also available.- L
fﬁEvaJuation of. he 12 Human® Services’ Integrationigrgaects For - - :
.- 1971, . Observations- focus ‘on method;- delivery. cgmmitment,fskiiis .;._13
e and: administration' fRecommenaations are made -for criteria to:be '

e g;used for selection- -of future services projects;

Sl 718: Sampson Barbara C;

iates, Inc.

oo e — e ot RA 2 IR TE

' “Several on-site.; Do
A ~-»'”ﬁﬁisits were made as-. part of the eva]uation.4,3_;j;pih_firg.”;;_.ggwﬂjyg
35531?19 Saupe, W. E “EvaLuation of Poiicies to. A]]ev1ate Farm. and ‘Rural.Nenfarm

Povemty in Wisconsin.": Madison WI*JQUnlversity of W1seon31n, ;a';y“,;i:

Department of?Agricuiturai Economic .
s The e e

(Researeh ProJect)

?*~“?; W State.j'Washington, D Cit. Department of Hou51n @
ggveiopment and Manpower Administration (Emp]oyment and.
: ,f ppg e CR u* Z_

: . This-report: ontains the resu1 ~of.
i‘sérvice needs; and- access’ to services: Study. methodd]ogy; variables = |
“-rand codes -are-atso given.. Some:of. the ‘serviceTareas included hou51ng.:”
: ?socialiihsurance, edication; . finance and child. care. Information -
"‘retrievai inciudéd frequency of use, éccess to sérv1ces and




o 7 S : . :..’2_ -_;_-},' _'-;.;;ii‘ AT ';‘.'..;- SERE '
perCe1ved need for part1cu1ar serv1ce 1n the commun1ty. samﬁjég_;.w? .
were drawn from both ruraI and nonruraT areas .~,1_ R f.f.s.i: G

ff'Z?j§I,Sm1th Robert F: i and W doseph Heffernan, ar: Work Incent1ves and- R
S Nelfare Refon rience., Mad1son ‘WI: ‘Institute for,,qz . ?“
Research on Poverty, Un1ver§1ty of - W1sconsin Repr1nt Ser1es No 78 ‘

dgre o e T T F

~~for Urban-Health and: NeTfare Services with Special Reference to Los- o
=;2; ;. 'Los:Angeles; CA: :Institute of Government and Public- Affa1rs, :
"Ea]1forn1a Unrvers1ty, Ned York FordpFoundat1on and San D1ego, CA
€a11forn1a ‘State, Uh1vers1ty, 1974, -.243 pp.: s.:

Ll 7Key7components -of -program budget1ng ‘are. eprored 1n theoret1ca1 *f*?

L and specific problem’ SettTngs“ A1T aspects of. the..Los:Angeles. - ’Tyf”
'*ag, CdUnty Health Care: Delivery- System are exam1ned 1ncIud1ng f1nanc1ng, e

' vdg”ts, benef1t-cost stud1e5a” o ﬁ__f: o :,”‘#< o

T

:.“T2Z;T_Sonenb1um, S1dney, Bryan C ConTey and EharIes.Kramer Program Budgetlng

] 11bert Y. “Reform FoIIows Rea11ty The Growth of We]fare " SRS
*Piiblic Interest,fylnter 1974;:No. 34, pp. 47-65." S
S s - "To the extent:that: welfare reform involved perfect1ng a
-7 Tmechanism that Would .§implify ‘the systemand minimize the costs. - ... i
-~ of public charity, virtually al] welfare-policy change since: 1961,;_{'“§1V

% has been'counter praductivé.. . To the gxtent -that welfare reform ' el
. .~involved. recognizing -and re11ev1ng dependency poT1c1es pursued in- - oL

G e the 1960's effeeted that purpose " ;'T' S ST _.;.zﬁi_vrr
-14724é:;Steve,'Sé*}"Pub11c F1nance and Soc1d1 Secur1ty‘" Pub]:c F1nance,,1969, -?;:?{“a

VoT _2412), pp: 114 92

:?“725&:'Storey, James R:: "Pub11c Income Transfer Programs The Inc1dence oF
oo n ‘-Mu1t1p1e Benef1ts—and ‘the' Issues Raised’ by Their: Receipt: ‘A Studyff' P

_ 'uu ‘Paper No.. 1, In.:Stiudies 1n Public.Welfare. -Joint 'Economic:Committee "'~
- 3;_fPr1nt.,,wash1ngton DBl U.S Government Pr1nt1ng 0ff1ce, 1972" u
B k“z_.;;;ppa 1-46.. (Y4 Ec7/w45/paper 1) e : SN

"dames R A1a1t ‘A Townsend and Irene Cox How Pub11c WeIfare

Béﬁefltseareeulstr1buted Tn' Low-Income Areas, Based on. Data..Collected - - i
+'by. the General Accounting Off¥ce. .Staff. Study; Studies. in Public . - °
- Welfare;. No._6. Sub-committee on Fiscal- Policy of the,doint Econom1c
"’Comm1ttee - 93rd Congress, 1st Sess1on Hash1ngton B G U S g

. .;Pr1nt1ng 0ff1ee 1973, 148 PR: .“" SR

e s

O TP

7277 Stuart, Bruce 6"'"Equ1ty and Medicaid on-Jnterstate Income DIffeEéntTil
o ' ppP: ]49-68, In Bou1d1ng, KiE: and ML PFaFT eds:, ut

o - ; ‘ ncomerDJstr1but1on,
Cb o ;,‘~;BETmont, CA: WadSWorth Pub11sh1ng Co,, 1972 . ‘
... . 4. ATthough a recent program, Medicaid is by far the Iargesﬂ‘ D S
" ‘transfer payment program of all welfare policies. It makes up.41. 9. i
-percent.of_all. public ass1stance funds. The authors cghclude that: = = -
Med1care fails as a veh1c1e to. red1str1bute money 1In some cases




4;“€}if"A]ternat1vl Approaches to Integrating :Income. Trans?er Programs,.
'hgjfg(a) L.d- Hau man,; "Cumula veuT

‘1”11?293;ﬂ}TaUSSTQs M K '“D1str1butionulssues
SRR _Amér1can Economic Review, May 1970, Vg

57'{3?26:’1;Tresch R w “State Governments and the We1fare System'

t’-i]75i$ﬂ{3Turem, Jerry S "The Eal] for a Management Stanee .?

R _1t has redJstr1buted‘transfer

. 'Laff1uent ones.. In 1970, the four states with the largest: programs',,,4

_"ar6ce1ved\59% of: a11 Med1ca1d fﬂnds wh11e the comb1ned popu]at1on' SN
ynrece1ved on1ya27% o _ S s

. Subcomm1ttee on’ F.scai Po11cy of the Jo1nt Econom1c Comm1ttee f-’;ff”‘

;.;;ﬁ-f‘Staff Study;‘Stud1es:1n Public. We]fare, No. 4- Washington DLs
'*;@;j;Government Print1ng 0ff1ce, 1972,...139- ppl, e Do

‘&JQfAQan Congress, 1st Sess1on.,
"..Print1ng Office, May 8, 1972, pp. ‘106-19.. (Y4 Ec/7/Su1/4pt 1),

yment money from poor states to"breF;;

y Tax:the Poor: A Volume of Studies b

'b

olTection of papers include: (1) R, en
ublic .Income Transfer. Payment’ Programs'

Th1s’

Ratesv1n

zlternative Incoﬁe

Trends and’ Po]1c1es D1§cussion

. 0(2) pp.: 280-15 .
__-.-A favorable reaction to témpman [ARR; Vols: 66(2)3]5 given. .
Subsequent :the article is a.focus on the 1nter-fam11y transfers’
- and ‘their trémendous: 1mpact noting’ generos1ty W1th1n fam111es o

coex1sts w1th a meanness outs1de the fam11y unit.

Ana]ysis."‘ Southern Econom1cs Journa] July 1975 Vo1._
pp 33 43 S ._

: . ..' .

1974 Vol. 19;:pp. 615-23:

The -article’ po1nts -out- 'the:forces that ‘seem to be push1ng ?or

greater accountab111ty 1n soc1a1 we]fare programs'";,g.

i

'“Statemént " In Prob]ems 1n Adm1n1strat1on of

N .uBsid1eszn Federa1‘Cred1t Programs.?_ In Ihe
1 v Jo1nt Economic Comm1ttee,

Wash1ngton, DC: -.U.S. Government -

‘The study is;concerned with. the var1ety‘of forms.in which the

}fgovernment extends credit stubsidies: “The purpose of the. paper is .
o te 325555 ‘the -costs and benefits of these subsidiés and their: =~ _ . =
:impact

- ‘study-reflects the increase in variety’ and amount of credit -

on-the. d1str1but1on of:resources and on economic growth vThef7;f

subsidies -made. Housing _programs_obtain the bulk.of all credit

. .subsidies fo]]owed by farm price supports,: student ‘Toan ass1stance ,
- and export~promotion One . impact of concern {s that credit . S
- subsidies.may: st1mu1ate greater uSe .of pub11c f1nanc1ng in. p1ace of
'.‘private f1nanc1ng ¢:§3,, , .




’i*Yand1e B

1verman "Eva]uat1ng Soc1a1 Serv1ee 'f.

YA id .1
»Septembej 1974 fVo1 48, pp.:315=26::." e

i t .summarizes the GAD" studya:-”:'f'f; vices:i:Do -

elp Welfare Recipients: Ach1evg Self-Support -or- Reduce -~

‘jDependency?" Further,. it criticizes. the. methodo]ogy ‘of the GAO “_

. research an_'the cdnc1us1nns drawn from it..2

Donor-Rec1p1ent AdJustments
arter]y, July 1974 Ve] 2(3) pp' 322 29

n .C.p ]1but1on Among Rura] Pef" :

“of Se]éeted‘ﬁevernment,Programs Cprva11s,7QBj; Oregon State
‘ “fvers1ty,7§ep§gtmeng of: Agr1cu1tura1 Economics. . .July.. 1975.

The Eqper reviews: how. the" benefits dand costs. of Sélécted

geVefﬁﬁéﬁt programs are d1stributéd among rura] peop1e

‘”Account1ng 0ff1ce He]p?" Social Serv1ce Review;.i §f
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: SOME HISTORICALPE
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



. Douty, M "Poverty Programs,-;,,,, G From’ 1914 . Month]y Labor

Rev1ew, Apr11 1970 Vo1‘ 93(4), pp- 69-7T

Ed9e11 B§VJd7t gng4§té"hen A. 7@gnaner7;;"Unemp1oyment Insurance ' Itsunnn

Econgm1c Performance " MonthiyeLaboreRev1ew, Apr11 1974, Vol 97(4),
ppu 3 gd .
~ Thi

,,,,,,,,
ol

has prov1de,.1nc0me to the unemp]oyed.ajd he1pedsstab111ze the ,
economy since World ‘War ‘II. The. article also’ describes -the- wage \;',
‘replacement ratie which is used- in computing benefits to lost wages o

;he U1 program has also had a- counteFCyc11ca1 -effect: on: the economy .

§£unemployment 1ncreased, emp]qger taxes were less. thanbbenef1ts

':’-reggzyedfcaus1ng a nét boost" totthe.money supply. This effect has

- also. helped: dampen .aggregate demdnd during per1ods of.low i .
unemp]oyment. These effects 1n genera], however;: are_modest

.~ The: : ' 9
--present the ph1loso,hy of soc1a1 secur1ty to a1d students*

ahd 1mpact of the program

5f3749~ Hadm?e;i D.F. "Freeman and the Poor g Agriééitﬁréi.Hﬁstégjﬁiﬂéﬁhéry”?i;
5 G 19 o R e EA RS

.i -;.'v '.

131?4é3 Hand]gr, Joe{¥F and Aaron oodste1n. 'The Legls1ative Deve]opmeﬁt-
: ff-‘ Public Assistance. - Madison, WI: University-of Wisconsiny I
~165.1968: - -

fbr~Revefrch on Peverty, Reprlnt Ser1es N

?j;74§, Mceartney, Kenneth T z"So al Sery]ces, Ide’wz m
1= ]3

~ " Northampton; MA:  Smith.ColTege; .

" Work;: November 1973;:Vol.: 44{1), ‘pP.

L " The paper. reviews the huge growth of
hfrom the ear]y to late 1960 "It offerg

e and sustaining services threugh the deeade, Causés of social
' eproblems are- rev1ewed w1th respect to whether 1ncreas1ng soc1a]

'ﬂ_744€' Moyn1han, Danie] Patr1ck The Po]1t1cs of a Guaranteed Income - The N1xon

Administration and the Family Asgjstancé Plan. New York V1ntage : .g;
. Books ofﬁRandom House,_tg73.?'57 p.- . , T A
~ 4» w i 5 L
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"'*Gpngress, 7nd Sess1oni Joint.

ub ic. We1fare. Wash1ngt0n, D

nt Service, U. 5 Department of Agr cu tur"
pub11ﬁat1on ,eginnin “with’ 1972







grahhy is a e11ect1on of ub11shed
- Tated philosophies f
m_qor1ty ‘of -the’ text: concentrates .o

5. 1arge section i devoted to genera; reading,75

% Annotated,B1b11ographx; E Mad1son, WI ' .
: Research n Poverty, University of: W1scons1n,‘B1b11ographyi3
1969 (Rev1sed ed1t1on)-28__ e S D B

fby the Divisfon of ‘Heal
E tion an& Heﬂfanes'







'Burton,‘Jr , J.J =

RREE TS 633,

EarTin
! 52; ;"
D385,

: .n::{é1]§ 462 i e  §;af%f,§“~389 467

T 336,
L1208




X '{-‘:‘.Fuchs, V R '

o Ganapathy_,' N







- Lewl de Afauao,&“h‘“

‘Lee; :Ds-S:

ﬁi'%Lefcowniz; LE J ;

57,
516 697

I129 511

.-Marcuse, P. '
. Marhior,_ T' R
“Marshall; R
ﬁMarsha11* T

1'Marston Sy T
Martin; E.




iufPéarson,ﬂﬁ
- Pecky d.Ke
cUw Peely Bl
__fPe]tgman, Si

;~Morra11: III, Fod woP
_FMbrris;.D;fE. 393y -f;;“ﬂf‘“é'Pérrin J.
o T ST y*ngr[y, 9*;Rt




7;Scanzen1,
. Seharff,




~ ""_.'vv""'w1nter, R. Ff 5

L G D2 Lo Wiseman, M.~ .~

':'.wOri:hmgton,.'N I: 217,“ »

L3005 T T
'5252,454 szz,f‘””
261, 690 726,

U dagenfeld; M0, - 503,

[P Waﬂace, A Bt 17050
HWalTerst d. A
““Wandner’; ss A




not haverimmed1ate access to maJOr “‘

ater1a1 cited.'/ Tharefor

ot be’ aware of ‘means’of"

= e b
fseller who has;cafalogs 0f..books 1n. pr1nt‘wh1eh are’dvatlable
:Trom ma; OF pubrishers...The exact .address -of “the pub11sher can
‘_7chbe’obtajne from any: local-1ibr 2 In;additi

R e
)

- esour;e Deve]qpment ‘Specialisty
‘office, or the-Dej artment

:;iffty co]]ege-{ o
‘_7 d —
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