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Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 45—Scnators Gibson and Wagner
FILE NUMBER...131

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION—Directing the legislative commussion to
study the adequacy of the state’s standard of need for aid to families with dependent
children.

WHEREAS, The program of aid to families with dependent children
provides essential benefits to families in economic crisis; and

WHEREAS, The standard of need used by the welfare division of the
department of human resources to determine the eligibility of families
for benefits was established in 1969; and

WHEREAS, During the inmtervening period there has been rapid growth
in the population of poor persons in this state and a dramatic increase in
the need for assistance with the basic necessities of life; and

WHEREAS, The resulting increase in the cost of medical care for indi-
gent persons is borne directly by the counties and local communities;
now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED BY THE SENATE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, THE ASSEMBLY
CONCURRING, That the legislative commission is hereby directed to
study the adequacy of the standard of need used to determine eligibility
for aid to families with dependent children, including the present cost
of the goods and services which the program is intended to provide;
and be it further

RESOLVED, That the legisiative commission report the results of its
study and any recommendations for legislation to the 64th session of the
Nevada legislature.

1.0.5
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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

This summary represents the major conclusions and recommendations
of the subcommittee. The recommendations were developed after
considerable review of the current needs standard and an in-depth
analysis of a number of alternative approaches which could be
used in modifying the current needs standard. The subcommittee
also took into consideration the testimony from various state,
county, city and private officials plus the input and recommenda-
tions from recipients and concerned members of the general
public. The subcommittee was not charged with determining or
examining the philosophical merit of the ADC program, but was
charged with determining the adequacy of the current need
standard including the present cost of the goods and services
which the program is intended to provide. It was understood that
final recommendations concerning funding of the payment levels
would rest with the 64th session of the Nevada legislature. The
subcommittee recommends:

1. That the current standard of need used by the state welfare
division to determine eligibility for the aid to families
with dependent children program should be modified to
reflect the current cost of 1living. The existing needs
standard was developed in 1969 and was modified slightly
through 1975. The needs standard has not been adjusted or
modified by the state welfare division since that time. The
subcommittee felt that this needs standard is inadequate and
does not reflect the current cost of living for an adult
with children.

The subcommittee reviewed data which showed, for a family of
three, Nevada's need standard ranked 49 out of 54 states and
political subdivisions in order of dollar amounts. The
ranking ranged from $812 for number 1 (Vermont) to $160 for
number 54 (Puerto Rico). Nevada, at number 49, has a needs
standard for an adult with two children of $285 per month.

The subcommittee further recommends that the state welfare
division, in determining the standard of need for aid to
families with dependent children, use as a basis the Federal
Poverty Guidelines reduced by the amount of dollars allo-
cated under the Thrifty Food Plan (Food Stamps). Both the
Federal Poverty Guidelines and the dollars allocated under
the Thrifty Food Plan are updated and modified each year.
The subcommittee, therefore, felt that this was a reasonable
and equitable method to be used in determining the needs
standard for aid to families with dependent children. The
subcommittee also felt that the state welfare division, as
part of its budgetary process, should recommend updating the
needs standard every biennium by presenting revised figures
to each session of the Nevada legislature.



If the current needs standard is modified, as recommended by
the subcommittee, the dollar amount of the needs standard
for a mother and two children would increase from the
current level of $285 to approximately $350. This would
move Nevada's needs standard ranking from 49 to 15.

2. That in determining the average grant for payment levels,
Nevada should attempt to pay 100 percent of need; however,
if that is not economically feasible, the payment level
should be no 1less than 70 percent of the revised needs
standard.

For a mother and two children with a revised needs standard
of §550, the 70 percent payment level would be $385 and the
100 percent payment level would be $550. It should be noted
that the current payment level for a mother and two children
was increased by the 1985 legislature to 100 percent of need
which equates to $285,

Nevada's $285 payment level for the Aid to Dependent
Children (ADC) program ranks 38th ocut of 54 states and
political entities. The payment levels range from a high of
$719 in Alaska to a low of $80 in Puerto Rico. At the 70
percent payment level, Nevada's payment of $385 a month for
a mother and two children would place Nevada's ranking at
number 17 out of 54 states and political entities.

MISC21/sum
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REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE 64TH SESSION OF THE NEVADA LEGISLATURE:

This report 1is being submitted in compliance with Senate
Concurrent Resolution No. 45 of the 63rd session of the Nevada
legislature which directed the legislative commission to study
the adequacy of the state's standard of need for aid to families
with dependent children.

In order to conduct the study, the legislative commission, under
the auspices of the joint interim finance committee, appointed a
subcommittee to recommend appropriate action to the 1987 session
of the Nevada Legislature. Legislative members of the subcom-~
mittee were:

Senator John M. Vergiels, Chairman
Assemblyman Terry Tebbs, Vice Chairman
Senator Donald R. Mello

Assemblyman Marvin M. Sedway

The subcommittee held four meetings and received considerable
testimony concerning the status and limitations of the state's
current standard of need for aid to families with dependent
children. The subcommittee received testimony from state
officials, county officials, the Nevada Association of Counties
(NACO), representatives of interest groups, recipients and
members of the general public concerning the inadequacy of the
current needs standard used to determine assistance under the
state's aid to families with dependent children program.

The subcommittee reviewed a great deal. of information and has
attempted in this report to present its findings and recommenda-
tions briefly and concisely. All supporting documents and
minutes are on file in the fiscal division of the legislative
counsel bureau and are available to any member.

The subcommittee wishes to recognize and thank the many persons
who attended and participated in the meetings of the subcommittee
for their cooperation in providing valuable information about the
operation of the state's program of aid to families with depen-
dent children. In addition, the subcommittee would 1like to
thank the staff of the state welfare division, in particular:
Mrs. Linda Ryan, administrator; Mr. Mike Willden, chief of
eligibility and payments; Mr. Keith MacDonald, chief, Medicaid
program; and Mr. Joel Pinkerton, chief of financial program
services.

- vii,



This repérﬁ'is transmitted to the members of the 64th session of
the Nevada legislature for its consideration and appropriate
action.

Respectfully submitted,

Legislative Commission
Legislative Counsel Bureau
State of Nevada

Carson City, Nevada
August, 1986

* %k * k *x k %k Kk k *k *k * %k %k % *k *k % * % *x * %k k *k *x *k * * *k * * *

LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION

Assemblyman Louis W. Bergevin, Chairman

Senator James H. Bilbray Assemblyman Bob L. Kerns
Senator Helen A. Foley Assemblyman Robert M, Sader
Senator Lawrence E, Jacobsen Assemblyman James W. Schofield
Senator Kenneth K. Redelsperger Assemblyman Danny L. Thompson
Senator Sue Wagner Assemblyman Barbara A. Zimmer
MISC21/SCR45
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REPORT TO THE 64TH SESSION OF THE NEVADA LEGISLATURE BY THE
LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION'S SUBCOMMITTEE TO STUDY THE ADEQUACY
OF THE STATE'S STANDARD OF NEED FOR AID TO FAMILIES WITH
DEPENDENT CHILDREN

I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

The 63rd session of the Nevada legislature, in 1985, adopted
Senate Concurrent Resolution No., 45 (File Number 131, Statutes of
the 1985 session) which directed the legislative commission to
study the adequacy of the state's standard of need for aid to
families with dependent children., Senate Concurrent Resolution
No. 45 recognized that the current standard of need used by the
state welfare division of the department of human resources to
determine the eligibility of families for benefits was estab-
lished in 1969. Since then, the state has experienced rapid
growth in population and inflation has generally been very high.
The commission was directed to complete a review of the adequacy
of the standard of need used to determine eligibility for aid to
families with dependent children, including the present costs of
goods and services which the program is intended to provide. The
results of the study are to be reported for further consideration
by the 64th session of the Nevada legislature.

SUBCOMMITTEE MEETINGS

The S.C.R. 45 subcommittee held a total of four meetings: one
in Las Vegas, one in Reno, one in North Las Vegas and the final
meeting in Carson City.

SUBCOMMITTEE STUDY METHODOLOGY

The S.C.R. 45 subcommittee conducted its study through the public
hearing process and requested and received considerable input
from governmental entities within the State of Nevada, private
non-profit entities, interested parties and representatives from
the department of human resources and state welfare division.

ITI. HISTORY AND OPERATION OF THE STATE'S AID TO DEPENDENT
CHILDREN (ADC) PROGRAM

Aid to families with dependent children (AFDC) was established by
the Social Security Act in 1935. ©Nevada entered the program in
1955, providing cash assistance only until Medicaid was imple-
mented in 1967. Under Title IV-A of the Social Security Act,
federal funds are available to all states, the District of
Columbia, Guam, Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands for the
purpose of maintaining and strengthening 1life by providing

1.



financial assistance and care to needy dependent children in
their homes or in the homes of responsible, caretaker relatives.
Nevada provides assistance only to single-parent households and
to two-parent households where one or both of the parents are
incapacitated or disabled, Nevada has not chosen the AFDC unem-
ployed parent program option which is available to two-parent
households when the principal wage earner is unemployed. Twenty-
five states and the District of Columbia offer benefits through
the Unemployed Parent Option (AFDC-UP).

Funding History

Overall funding for the state's aid to dependent children budget
is roughly 50 percent federally funded and 50 percent state
funded. An exception is the federal Indo-Chinese Program which
is 100 percent federally funded. Table 1, which follows, traces
the funding and caseload history of the ADC program from fiscal
year 1976 through fiscal year 1985, As can be seen from the
table, caseloads in the ADC program have varied up and down from
year-to-year with no clear trend. In fiscal year 1976, the
program had an average person count per month of 15,451, This
average monthly caseload declined to 9,532 in fiscal year 1979
and increased to 13,365 in fiscal year 1985.

Revenues, expenditures and general fund reversions align closely
to the volume of caseload in each fiscal year. The expenditure
level for the program has been fairly stable, ranging from $9.9
million in fiscal year 1976 to approximately $10.7 million in
fiscal year 1985. The ADC budget was capped beginning in 1982
and the average payment per person per month was adjusted
continuously to stay within the capped revenue levels. The 1985
session of the Nevada legislature removed the cap on the ADC
average monthly grant and instituted a more flexible cap which
now includes the programs of ADC, Medicaid, food stamps and child
welfare.

The average payment per month from fiscal year 1976 through
fiscal year 1985 has ranged from $53.20 to $75.12. The 1985
legislature increased the average monthly grant from $80 recom-
mended in The Executive Budget to $85 per month for each year of
the biennium. The 1985 session of the legislature supported the
administration's caseload estimates of 13,500 recipients per
month. However, the average monthly ADC caseload increased to
15,307 for fiscal year 1986. A month by month comparison of aid
to dependent children caseload figures is shown in table 2. The
table reflects caseload figures by month from fiscal year 1979
through fiscal year 1986.



As a result of the increase in the average monthly caseload in
fiscal vyear 1986, the legislatively approved budget of
$13,770,000 for fiscal year 1986 proved inadequate. The welfare
division requested and received approval from the legislature's
interim finance committee for a budgetary transfer of $1,552,142
from the state's Medicaid program to have adequate funding to
complete the fiscal year. For fiscal year 1987, the welfare
division has a total approved ADC budget of $13,770,000. It is
anticipated that this amount will also be inadequate to meet the
increased caseloads in the ADC program,

Application Process

Clients must complete an ADC application and submit it to their
local Nevada state welfare district office for processing. A
decision is made within 45 days from the application date. The
ADC application is also a Medicaid application. Clients who are
eligible for ADC cash assistance are automatically eligible for
Medicaid. The Medicaid card will be attached to the assistance
check.

Medicaid assistance can be requested and will be granted when
certain criteria are met up to three months prior to the month of
the ADC application. Also, an ADC assistance unit that becomes
ineligible for ADC cash assistance, solely due to increased
earnings, may remain eligible for Medicaid for four to nine
additional months when certain criteria are met.

Eligibility Criteria

To be eligible for ADC the following requirements must be met:

A, Deprivation of Parental Care/Support Must Exist

One or both natural/adoptive parents must be deceased,
absent or incapacitated.

The federal regulations include an option for states to aid
families when the parents are in the home where the princi-
pal earner is unemployed. Nevada has never offered this
type of assistance.

B, Children Must be Living in the Home of a Relative of a
Specified Degree

The child must be living with an individual who is applying
for assistance on the child's behalf and who provides care
and supervision and is the child's:

1. Father, mother, sister, brother, grandfather, grand-
mother.



CASELOAD DATA

Totsl Persons Count
for Tear

Aversge Parsons Count
per Honth

FINANCIAL DATA
Stag; Appropristion
Federal Funds

Other Funds

Total Fundiog
Bxpenditurss

Raversion to
General Fuod

Percentage of
Reversion to
Total Non-Federal
Funding

Average Payvment
per Person/
pec Month

Table |

AID TO DEPENDENT CHILDREN
PROGRAM FINANCIAL AMALYSIS
July 1, 1975 - June 30 1985

FY 1976 Yy 19717 ¥Y 1978 FY 1979 1 19580 I _L%81 rY 1982 Y 1983 Y 1984 Fr 1985

185,412 149,397 126,467 114,387 131,707 162,764 160,074 156,539 151,566 160,381

15,451 12,450 10,538 9,532 10,976 13,564 13,340 13,045 12,630 13,365
$4,952,340 $4,787,100 §5,220,000 $5,220,000 $4,526,000 § 6,070,141 § 6,187,500 § 5,737,500 § 5,645,000 § 5,645,000
$4,933,901  $4,111,297  §$4,243,155 §$3,522,501 $4,531,030 § 6,167,398 § 6,015,233 § 5,717,328 § 5,122,949 § SJ?&.S[&Z
$9,886,241 $8,898,397 §$9,463,155 $8,742,501 $9,057,030 §12,237,539 §12,202,733 §11,454,828 §10,769,949 $11.019,518
$9.863,469 $8,218,246 §$7,835,618 §$7,198,606 $9,024,698 §12,226,897 $11,934,066 §11,385,305 $10,200,918 “0.,7!5.570E
] 22.772l $ 680,151 $1,627,537 #$1,543,895 % JZ.BJIL ] 10,642 % 268.6671 § 69,523 % 561’.031l ] 303,9A&£

.5 14.2 20.8 23.6 .7 .2 4.3 .2 10.0 5.4

$ 5).20 % 55.01 ¢ 51.96 § 62.93 § 68.52 § 75.12 $ 74.35 % 72.73 % 67.30 % 66.81

Amount was actually carried forvard to next Fiacal Year

but is belng shawo

a3 a reveralon to year fuods vere actually appropriated.

z Teotative amouat



TABLE 2
AID TO DEPENDENT CHILDREN CASELOAD HISTORY (3230)

JULY
AUGUST
SEPTEMEBER
OCTOBER
NOVEMIER
DECEMIER
JANUARY
FEBRUARY
MARCH
APRIL
MAY

JUNE

TOTAL

AYGE NBR RECIPS
AVGE FAMILY SIZB
AVGE NBR OF CASE
AVGE NBR OF APPS
PERCENT OF APPS
AVGE GRANT

TOTAL COST

131,707
10,9786
2.83
3,878
875
22.56
68.48

9,018,866

14,655
162,764
13,564
2.78
4,914
1,025
20.86
75.03

12,212,934

20.20
T74.55

11,934,068

156,539
13,045
2.73

4,778
1,000
20.93
72.73
11,385,306

151,566
12,631
2.72

4,624

883

19.01
67.30
10,200,918

13,691
160,381
13,363
2.82
4,739
867
18.29
66.81

10,715,570

163,688
15,307
2.90
5,274
940
17.82
81:89

15,042,112

16,388
16,388
2.91
5,622
990
17.861
gl1.08

1,328,744



2. ﬂhcle, aunt, nephew, niece, first cousin.
3. Stepfather, stepmother, stepsister, stepbrother.

Persons Who Must Be Included in the Assistance Unit

An application for dependent child must also include, if
living in the same household and otherwise eligible to apply
for assistance:

1. Any natural or adoptive parent of the dependent child;
AND

2. Any blood-related or adoptive brothers or sisters of
the dependent <child who are themselves dependent
children who meet age and deprivation requirements.

Age/School Requirements

Children must be under age 18, OR

Be age 18 (1) attending school full-time expecting to
graduate before age 19, or (2) they have not completed high
school but are attending vocational or technical training
and the course of study is expected to be completed before
the child reaches age 19.

Regidency

Clients must be living in Nevada with the intention of
making Nevada their home permanently or for an indefinite
period OR entering Nevada with a job commitment or seeking
employment.

Citizenship

Client must be a U.S. citizen or an alien legally admitted
for permanent residence to the U.S.

Support Enforcement Program (SEP)

Clients must cooperate with SEP in establishing paternity or
in seeking child support. Any caretaker or parent applying
for or receiving ADC 1is not eligible for assistance 1if
he/she refuses to assist the SEP or district attorney in
establishing paternity or in seeking support.



Work Incentive Program (WIN)

Clients must register for WIN at the employment security
department unless exempt. Failure to cooperate will result
in the removal of that person's needs from the ADC grant.

Furnishing Social Security Numbers

Each applicant/recipient must provide proof of a Social
Security number or apply for a Social Security number to be
eligible for assistance.

Cooperation/Reporting Obligations

ADC applicants/recipients are required to cooperate in
providing necessary information to determine initial and
ongoing eligibility and amount of assistance and to report
changes which may affect their eligibility/grant. Clients
who meet certain criteria are required to report monthly on
a specified report form.

Resources

Resources/property are evaluated to determine if they are
countable or exempt. Countable resources cannot exceed
specified limits.

The property reserve limit is $1,000 per case.

Income Consideration/Budgeting

Clients must have income within certain 1limits to be
eligible for assistance. The maximum allowable is based on
the number of persons in the assistance unit. A monthly
budget is completed for all persons with income to determine
ongoing eligibility and the amount of the grant. A 185
percent of needs test 1is first completed to determine
eligibility without application of disregards. Also, some
incomes are counted in this test that are not counted in the
cash grant computation. If the client has gross income less
than the 185 percent of need figure, a cash grant is then
computed by subtracting the allowable disregards from gross
income. Stepparent income must be budgeted towards the
needs of the assistance unit.



-

Need/Payment Standards

Agency need standards are used to determine eligibility
and grant amounts. These need standards include food,
clothing, recreation, personal incidentals, fuel for
heating, cooking and water heating, electricity for
refrigeration and lights, household supplies, medical
chest supplies and shelter,.

Table 3
FISCAL YEAR 1985

NEED/PAYMENT STANDARDS FOR CASES WITH NO ADULT INCLUDED
FOR ASSISTANCE

PAYMENT
NEED STANDARD ALLOWANCE
CHILDREN 185% 100% 82%
1 $103.60 $ 56.00 $ 45.92
2 207,20 112,00 - 91,84
3 310.80 168.00 137.76
4 414.40 224.00 183.68
5 518.00 280,00 229,60
6 621.60 336.00 275.52

Table IV
NEED/PAYMENT STANDARDS FOR CASES WITH AN ADULT INCLUDED
FOR ASSISTANCE - INCLUDES INCAPACITATED PARENTS

PAYMENT
NEED STANDARD ALLOWANCE
PERSONS 185% 100% 82%
1 $320.05 $173.00 $141.86
2 423,65 229,00 187.78
3 527,25 285.00 233.70
4 630.85 341.00 279.62
5 734.45 397.00 325,54
6 838.05 453.00 371.46

For each additional person add §56.00 to the 100
percent need standard.



Earned Income Disregards

The following are deducted from each person's gross

. earnings when certain conditions are met:

1) Standard Work Expense

'$75 when wage earner reports timely with
verification of earnings.

2) Child Care

Actual amount paid up to a maximum of $160 per
month per child if wage earner worked 120 hours or
more. A maximum of $80 per month per child is
allowed when the wage earner worked less than 120
hours or when verification of the number of hours
worked is not reported/provided.

3) Earned Adjusted Net Income

The first $30 of the monthly net earned income
(after the child care and work expense deductions)
plus 1/3 of the remainder is deducted for a
maximum of four consecutive months. After the
above deduction has been applied, the client is
eligible to receive a $30 wage deduction for eight
additional consecutive months.

Stepparent Income Disregards

When the ADC natural parent is married to and living
with a stepparent, the stepparent's income must be
considered towards the needs of the assistance unit.
The following deductions are subtracted from the
stepparent's gross income when certain conditions are
met:

1) Standard Work Expense
$75 when stepparent worked 120 hours or more.
$50 when stepparent worked less than 120 hours or

when verification of hours worked is not reported/
provided.



2) Need Standard Deductions

The 100 percent need standard is deducted for the
stepparent plus any other persons living in the
home who are NOT included in the ADC assistance
unit who are claimed by the stepparent as
dependents for federal income tax purposes.

3) Support Payment Deductions

Amounts actually paid by the stepparent to persons
not living in the home who are claimed by the
stepparent as dependents for federal income tax
purposes AND payments made by stepparents for
alimony and/or child support.

Responsible Parent Income Disregards

When a minor parent caretaker (age 17 or younger)
applicant/recipient is 1living with one or both
natural/adoptive parents, the income and resources of
the minor's parent's must be used to determine eligi-
bility and amount of assistance for the minor's assis-
tance unit. The following deductions are subtracted
from the responsible parent's gross income when certain
conditions are met:

1) Standard Work Expense
$75 when parent worked 120 hours or more.

$§50 when parent worked less than 120 hours or when
verification of hours worked is not reported/
provided.

2) Need Standard Deductions

The 100 percent standard is deducted for the
responsible parent plus any other persons living
in the home who are not included in the ADC
assistance unit but who are claimed by the respon-
sible parent as dependents for federal income tax
purposes.

3) Support Payment Deductions

Amounts actually paid by the responsible parent to
persons not living in the home who are claimed by
the responsible parent as dependents for federal
income tax purposes AND payments made for alimony
and/or child support.

10.



Recipient Characteristics Study

In July 1984, the state welfare division prepared a recipient
characteristics study for presentation to the 1985 legislature.
The S.C.R. 45 subcommittee, as part of their review of the aid to
dependent children program, reviewed this characteristics study
which is included as Appendix A.

In reviewing the Characteristics of Recipients of Aid to Depen-
dent Children, the S.C.R. 45 subcommittee found that 97 percent
of the adults who receive aid to dependent children are women.
The average age is 28 and one-half of the eligible children who
receive ADC are under six years of age. The average family size
is approximately 2.8 persons per family. Approximately 18
percent of ADC cases have income, the primary source coming from
child support followed by earned income and Social Security
benefits. Over two-thirds of the ADC recipients have lived in
Nevada at least five years, Half of the ADC families share
households with other individuals and half maintain their own
household. First time recipients make up approximately 50
percent of welfare's open caselocad with the average length of
time on welfare being 9.1 months. A more recent study by the
state welfare division indicates the average length of time on
welfare has increased to just under 12 months. Only 7.6 percent
of Nevada's cases are on ADC longer than two years.

ITII. STANDARD OF NEED

The state welfare division bases ADC benefits on a standard of
need. Grant amounts historically have been paid as a percentage
of the need standard. The percentage of the need standard has
historically been adjusted as needed to keep the welfare division
within spending limitations and to provide ADC recipients with
the maximum grant possible.

Federal regqulations define the needs standard as follows: "A
statewide standard, expressed in money amounts, to be used in
determining (a) the need of applicants and recipients and (b)
the amount of assistance payment" [45 CFR 233.30 (a) (2)].

The 1969 Standard of Need

States were required, prior to July 1, 1969, by federal
regulation, to adjust their need standards to reflect in full
cost-of-living changes since the state last updated their need
standard. Nevada's welfare division at that time developed a

11.



consolidated standard which included "food, clothing, recreation,
personal incidentals, fuel for heating, cooking and water
heating, electricity for refrigeration and 1lights, household
supplies, medical chest supplies and shelter." There were some
minor adjustments made periodically between 1969 and 1974 to the
need standard and as of July 1, 1985, the need standard used by
the welfare division is as follows: )

Table 3-A
Effective FY 1986
Need Standards for Cases with no Adult included for Assistance

NEED PAYMENT

STANDARD ALLOWANCE
CHILDREN 185% 100% : 100%
1 $103.60 $ 56.00 $ 56.00
2 207.20 112.00 112.00
3 310.80 168.00 168.00
4 414.40 224,00 224,00
5 518.00 280.00 280.00
6 621.60 336.00 336.00
7 725.00 392,00 392,00

Table 3-B

Effective FY 1986
NEED STANDARDS FOR CASES WITH AN ADULT INCLUDED FOR ASSISTANCE -
INCLUDES INCAPACITATED PARENTS

NEED PAYMENT
STANDARD ALLOWANCE
PERSONS 185% 100% 100%

1 $ 320.05 $173.00 $173.00
2 423,65 229.00 229.00
3 527.25 285.00 285.00
4 630.85 341.00 341.00
5 734,45 397.00 397.00
6 838.05 453.00 453.00
7 941.65 509.00 509.00
8 1,045.25 565.00 565.00

As can be seen in table 3-B, for an adult with two children, the
need standard is $285 and the payment level at 100 percent is
also $285. The column titled "185%" is an important eligibility
test against an applicant's gross income. The column shows the
dollar amounts which an applicant may have under gross income
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which is figured prior to income tax withholding, FICA, child
care expenses, necessary work expenses, etc., This gross income
may not exceed 185 percent of the standard. For example, the
same adult with two children cannot have a gross income which
exceeds $527.50 per month.

Nevada's Ranking

Comparative data as of July 1, 1985, on how Nevada's aid to
dependent children need standard ranks in comparison to other
states and political entities is shown in table 4. The table
shows comparative data for one adult and two children. At that
time, Nevada's need standard of $285 was ranked 45th out of 54
states and political entities. Table 5 shows comparative data on
ADC payment levels as of July 1, 1985. At that time Nevada was
ranked 33rd with a payment level of $285 for one adult and two
children. More recent data, which reflects a number of changes
among states and their need standard and payment levels, drops
Nevada's need standard ranking to 49 out of 54. The latest
information concerning ADC payment levels drops Nevada's ranking
to 38th out of 54.

In fiscal year 1984, Nevada's percentage of population on the aid
to dependent children program was the lowest in the nation at 1.3
percent. The comparative data showing Nevada's ranking compared
to other states is shown in table 6.
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Table

4

LIST OF STATE ADC NEEDR STAND'ARDS IN ORDER OF DOLLAR AMCUNTS

Ranking Neca

3

1 ADULT AND 2 CHILDREN

1 812
2 728
3 719
4 693
5 654
6 652
7 632
8 628
9 587
10 579
11 555
12 554
13 524
14 510
15 494
16 492
17 487
18 474
19 471
20 470
21 468
22 439
23 433
24 421
25 409
26 401
27 400

Ranking

State

Vermont 28
Washington 29
Alaska 30
Utah 31
Dist of Columbia 32
Ohio 33
Illincis 34
Wisconsin 35
Pennsylvania 36
Louisiana 37
California 38
Idaho 39
Minnesota &40
Maine 41
Texas 42
North Carolina 43
Connecticut 44
New York 45
Oklahoma 46
Michigan 47
Hawaii 48
Massachusetts 49
Maryland 50
Colorado 51
Rhode Island 52
Montana 53
Florida 54

Need

385
384
378
371
368
366
365
360
360
350
339
329

- 312

307
298
287
286
285
275
258
234
233
209
197
187
165
160

State

New Jersey
Alabama

New Hampshire
North Dakota
Oregon
Georgia
Kansas

Iowa

Wyoming
Nebraska
Tennessee
South Dakota
Missouri
Indiana
Virginia
Delaware
Mississippi
Nevada

West Virginia
New Mexico
Arkansas
Arizona
Virgin Islands
Kentucky
South Carolina
Guam

Puerto Rico

Source of information is "Automated State AFDC Plans" from Office of Family
Assistance - based on State Plan Amendments effective on or before July 1,

1985.
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Table 5 .
LIST OF STATFS' ADC PAYMENTS IN ORDER OF DCLLAF AMOUNTS

! ADULT AND 2 CHILDREN

-

Ranking Payment State Ranking Pavment State

1 719 Alaska 28 313 Maryland

2 555 California 29 304 Idahce

3 533 Wisconsin 30 302 Illinois

4 531 Vermont 31 290 Ohio

5 524 Minnesota 32 287 Delawvare

6 487 Connecticut 33 285 Nevada

7 474 New York 34 282 Oklahoma

8 468 Hawaii 35 276 Indiana

9 462 Washington 36 273 Migsouri

10 430 Michigan 37 269 Virginia

11 409 Rhode Island 38 258 New Mexico

12 396 Massachusetts 39 246 North Carolina
13 385 New Jersey 40 240 Florida

14 378 New Hampshire 41 233 Arizona

15 376 Dtah 42 223 Georgia

16 371 North Dakota 43 214 Mississippi

17 370 Maine 44 206 West Virginia
18 368 Oregon 45 197 Kentucky

19 365 Kansas 46 191 Arkansas

20 360 Iowa 47 190 Louisiana

21 360 Wyoming 48 187 South Carolina
22 350 Nebraska 49 171 Virgin Islands
23 348 Pennsylvania 50 167 Texas

24 346 Colorado 51 165 Guam

25 332 Montana 52 153 Tenessee

26 329 South Dakota 53 118 Alabzma

27 327 Dist of Columbia 54 80 Puerto Rico

Source of information is "Automated State AFDC Plans" from Office of Family
Assistance - based on State Plan Amendments effective on or before July 1,
1985.
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Table 6

STATE'S PQPULATION AND ADC RECIPIENTS

> of Pap.
ADC Recaiving
Staca Sovulatisn Registents ADC

Alabaza 1,990,000 152,900 3.8%
Alaska 500,000 14,300 3.02
Arizona® 3,033,000 72,900 2.42
Arkanaas 2,349,000 §4,000 2.7%
Californias 25,622,000 1,593,700 6.2%
Colazador 3,178,000 45,300 2.7%
Camnecsicut 1,156,000 127,300 4.02
Delavars §13,000 25,3500 6.22
O0tserics of Columbia 623,000 1,100 9.8%
?lovida 10,976,000 275,300 2.52
Georgia 5,837,000 252,500 P-4
Ravall 1,039,000 52,400 5.02
Idahow 1,001,000 17,900 1.32
Illinois 11,511,000 742,500 ° 6.53%
Iadiana 5,498,000 166,000 3,02
Tova 2,910,000 111,300 .82
RKacsas 2,438,000 59,200 2.32
Ksntucky 3,723,000 159,300 4,32
Louisiana 4,462,000 218,900 4.9%
Maryland 4,349,000 187,400 4,32
Mzgsachusects , 5.,798.000 236,500 4,12
¥ichigan 9,075.000 731,300 a.12
winnesota 4,162,000 144,700 1.52
Mississippl 2,594,000 153,900 5.9%
Missouri 5,008,000 199,000 4.0%
Moucana® 824,000 29,200 2.5%
Nebrasika 1,808,000 42,500 2.82

— Navada 947,395 12,530 .38~
Yav Iampshizs 977,000 15,300 1.83
New JeTsey 7,515,000 377,700 .02
Hev Maxico® . 1,426,300 51.500 3.83
New Tork 17,735,000 1,121,500 §.3%
Horsh Carolina 6,165,000 166,000 .73
Norsh Dakoca 686,000 11,000 1.82
Ohia 10,782,000 676,500 6.32
Oklahoms 1,298,000 73.900 2.22
Oragon* 2,874,000 71.600 2.7%
Peznsylvania 11,901,000 57%,%00 4.3%
Ihoda Island 362,000 43,600 b.5%
South Caroliza 3,300,000 123,400 k-4
South Dakota 706,000 16,000 .32
Tennesnas 4,717,000 151,400 4
Taxas 15,989,000 336,300 2..%
Tzanw 1,652,600 37,500 .32
Varaone 530,000 22,500 4,33
Vizginia 5,636,000 151,000 2.7%
Yashingzane® 4,349,000 183,200 -4
wast Tirgzinia 1,952,000 101,200 .22
Wisconsin 4,766,000 27%,200 5.7%
Wyoming §il1,000 9,000 1.82

CTXERS .

Cuam 116,400 5,300 5.0%
Puerzo Rco 3,267,000 179,600 5.3%
Jirgin lalandas 103,800 4,000 31.9%

Souzrces: 1) Jopulacion staciacics ars basea en July 1984 lansus daca.

2} ADC reei3ient councs aTe iTom "Sogtal Securizy Agmizistractis
Monchly Jemafis Scacistics” exszepr Sevaca vaizn tx TT34
avarage.
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IV. ALTEéNATIVE METHODS CONSIDERED FOR MODIFYING THE 1969 NEEDS
STANDARD

As was discussed earlier, the current need standard used by the
state welfare division was developed in 1969 with some minor
modifications being made until 1975. After receiving consider-
able testimony from state officials, representatives of interest
and support groups, recipients and concerned citizens, and after
reviewing numerous written reports and material, the S.C.R. 45
subcommittee believes that the current need standard in use by
the state welfare division should be significantly modified. The
subcommittee feels that the need standard has not kept pace with
the inflation that has taken place since 1974, Further, the
standard does not include budgetary items to adequately measure
the poverty level of a family trying to support itself in 1986.

In analyzing the federal requirements for an ADC need standard,
the S.C.R. 45 subcommittee discovered there was a considerable
lack of specificity in what needs to be included in the
standards. Specifically, the 1969 federal requirements do not
include: (a) need standard amounts; (b) items to be included in
a need standard; (c¢) how to establish a need standard; and (d4)
methods and frequency for updating the need standard. In addi-
tion, the subcommittee found there is no uniformity from state to
state in the development and updating of the ADC need standard.

Alternative Methods Considered in Updating the Need Standard

At the request of the S.C.R. 45 subcommittee, the state welfare
division undertook the study of four separate methodologies which
could be utilized to update Nevada's standard of need for aid to
dependent children. The four methodologies studied by the
division at the subcommittee's direction were:

(1) Poverty Income Guidelines - figures produced by the Federal
Government to determine what the income levels are below which a
family must live in poverty.

(2) Consumer Price Index - increases in the cost of living since
the need standard was developed in 1969 and last modified in
1975.

(3) Expenditure Survey - the results of a client survey conducted
by the state welfare division to illustrate how ADC recipients
spend their money.

(4) Market Basket Survey - reflecting the amount of money a

person/family needs in Nevada today to pay for the basic neces-
sities of life.
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In reviewing the four alternatives, the S.C.R. 45 subcommittee
believes that any new need standard should be comprehensive and
include as many expenditure items as is typically experienced by
an ADC recipient family. A revised need standard methodology
should be one that is error-free and computer oriented, requiring
the least amount of staff and no great increase in paperwork for
the state welfare division and the recipients. Also, the
methodology must be easy for the applicants/recipients to under-
stand.

The subcommittee also kept in mind that the basic ADC need
standard is associated with and is used in determining
eligibility for a number of other state welfare programs. These
include the child health assurance program (CHAP), the refugee
program and Medicaid. In addition to affecting other state
programs, the ADC need standard is used by the Indian General
Assistance (IGA) which is paid with 100 percent federal dollars
from the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The need standard is used by
the IGA and, although no state dollars are used to support
indigent Indians, any increases in the need standard will impact
this population of Nevadans. By federal regulation, the maximum
benefit level for IGA in a state is equivalent to the state's ADC
need standard.

Poverty Income Guidelines

The first method presented by the state welfare division and
considered by the subcommittee was poverty income guidelines.
The guidelines are basically a measure of poverty developed in
1964 by .the Social Security Administration and adopted by the
Office of Management and Budget in 1969. The measure is built
around the department of agriculture's food economy plan and also
national average ratios of family food expenditures and other
household consumption patterns. It consists of 124 separate
cutoffs and determinations as to what families spent. The
complete study is shown in Appendix B and is titled Poverty
Income Guidelines Information and Analysis. Page 4 of that
appendix 1i1llustrates the poverty guidelines by family size for
the year 1985, The chart illustrates that for a family of three
the monthly income allowable would be up to $737.50. With
Nevada's current maximum allowable ADC need standard for a family
of three of $285, this would place the family short of the
poverty level by $452 a month.

The chart on page 5 of the appendix is a comparison of Low Income
Assistance Program need levels to the 1985 Poverty Income Guide-
lines. As can be seen from a review of the chart, a number of
programs utilize the Federal Poverty Guidelines in determining
eligibility under their programs. For example, the WIC Program
uses 185 percent, the school lunch program uses 145 percent and
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the food stamps programs use 135 percent of the federal poverty
guidelines. In 1985, the ADC need standard used by the state
welfare division ranged from 30 to 39 percent of the Federal
Poverty Guidelines.

Statistics released in the governor's report titled On the Extent
and Distribution of Poverty in the State of Nevada, published by
the oftice of community services, the problem of increased
poverty rates among children is illustrated. The report points
out that nearly one of every three persons in poverty in Nevada
is a child under 18, and children constitute one of the few
segments of the state population which saw a rise in poverty
rates from 1970 to 1980 (an increase from 9.1 percent to 10
percent). The report estimates out of a total state population
of 208,447 children under 18, that 20,752 are in poverty.

Consumer Price Index Analysis

The second method considered by the subcommittee in updating the
need standard is contained in Appendix C and titled Consumer
Price Index Analysis. In comparing the Consumer Price Index
Analysis methodology, the subcommittee actually considered two
separate sets of numbers as possible ways of updating the need
standard. Since the original need standard was developed in
1969, the subcommittee considered what the effect would be of
updating those figures using the Consumer Price Index Analysis.
The subcommittee realized that some minor modifications were done
to the 1969 need standard up until 1975 and considered figures
presented by the state welfare division as to what the effect
would be by updating the need standard from the last time it was
modified in December 1975,

Again using the family of three, updating the need standard from
1969 would revise the cost of that standard up to $810 a month,
By comparison, the cost of updating the 1975 standard using the
Consumer Price Index would be $555 a month.

The chart on page 37 of Appendix C points out that in May of
1969, the Consumer Price 1Index stood at 108.7 and as of
December 1, 1985, the Consumer Price Index had risen to 322.6 for
an increase of 196.8 percent. By comparison, as shown on page
36, the Consumer Price Index for a family of three in December
1975 stood at 165.6 percent and this compares to the December
1985 Consumer Price Index of 322.6 percent or an increase of 94.8
percent. A complete listing of the changes in the Consumer Price
Index from January 1968 through November 1985 are shown on page
39 of Appendix C.
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Client Expéhditure Survey Analysis

Appendix D titled Client Expenditure Survey Analysis, was a joint
survey conducted by the state welfare division 1in conjunction
with Nevada legal services and the Nevada Association of
Counties. The group jointly developed a guestionnaire to send to
clients who were receiving both ADC and food stamps and to
clients who were recently denied benefits from those programs
because of too much income. A sample of the questionnaire is
shown on pages 2 through 5 of Appendix D.

The survey divided expenses into two major groups: basic needs
and supplemental components. The survey sample consisted of 99
active and 96 denied joint ADC and food stamp cases. The 96
cases were denied due to income exceeding the current need
standard. The survey was a sequential sampling proportional to
district office caseload size. The state welfare division
informed the subcommittee that the results of the client survey
expenditure study were not verified and the survey was done over
the telephone to obtain average expenditures per month.

Page 54 of Appendix D shows a compilation of the survey results
by household size and the detailed expenditures for basic compo-
nents and supplemental components. Because a number of respon-
dents did not answer all of the guestions, the survey results are
shown two ways: the average costs for those who had an expense
and the overall average costs for the sample group.

The results indicate that for a family of three, the Client
Expenditure Survey average of those with costs is $515 a month
and for the overall average of the sample group the same family
of three has costs of $424 a month. With the limited sample size
and the lack of verification on the data, the subcommittee did
not feel the client survey adequately reflected costs of aid to
dependent children recipients.

Market Basket Survey Analysis

The final method studied by the subcommittee was a market basket
approach to a new need standard. The state welfare division
utilized eight basic need items presently included in the need
standard and six additional items that were considered in the
survey. The detailed results of the market basket survey are
shown in Appendix E. The elements and results of the market
basket survey are included on page 21 of the appendix. The basic
need elements included in the survey are rent/mortgage, food,
utilities, household supplies/operation, clothing, medical
supplies, personal care and recreation. The supplemental items
considered were telephone and transportation. The state welfare
division, in their analysis, did not include school supplies and
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child care. In reference to school supplies, the welfare
division stated they were advised by the state department of
education, that Nevada law requires a free education for children
up to age 18 and that if a family cannot afford paper, pencils
and supplies for school, the school district must supply those
necessities. In reference to child care, the welfare division
stated that working mothers represent only 6 to 8 percent of the
ADC caseload and receive a deduction from their income for child
care up to a maximum of $160 per month per child. Also, they
stated many working mothers receive assistance from JTPA or WIN
to cover the costs of child care and, consequently, no allowance
for child care was recommended in the Market Basket Analysis.

The results of the Market Basket Survey for a family of three
showed a monthly income allowable of up to $789 per month,

V. COSTS AND COMPARISONS OF THE FOUR METHODOLOGIES
FOR CHANGING THE ADC NEED STANDARD

After reviewing each individual method for changing the existing
ADC need standard, the subcommittee summarized the basic costs of
each method by household size. In addition, the subcommittee
thought it would be helpful to do a comparison as to how any
proposed changes would place Nevada in relation to its adjoining
states. The results of that comparison are shown in table 7
which shows the present ADC need standard and compares the costs
of that against the four methodologies. As can be seen from the
table, the most expensive method would be the consumer price
index over the 1969 standard which, for a family of three, lists
the poverty level at $810 a month. This compares to the present
ADC need standard of $285 a month. The lowest dollar amount per
month is shown for the client expenditure survey (overall average
of sample group) which, for a family of three, is $424.

In addition to analyzing and comparing the basic dollar ranking
of the need standard comparisons, the subcommittee analyzed what
the various costs would be at different payment levels for
different household sizes under the different options. The
results of that comparison are shown in Appendix F.

Federal Poverty Guidelines Less the Thrifty Food Plan

The S$.C.R. 45 subcommittee also considered another methodology
which was jointly presented by Nevada legal services and the
state welfare division. The proposal recommended that the ADC
need standard be determined by subtracting the wvalue of the
Thrifty Food Plan from the published Federal Poverty Guidelines.
It was the feeling of the welfare division and Nevada legal
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A4

Method of Analysis

Present ADC Standard

Poverty Guidelines
CPI Over 1969 Standard
CPI Over 1975 Standard

Client Expenditure Survey
Average of Those With Costs

Client Expenditure Survey
Overall Average of Sample Group

Market Basket Survey

ADJOINING STATES:

Utah (54%)
Arizona (100%)
California (100%)
Idaho (55%)

Oregon (100%)

Table 7

SUMMARY OF ADC NEZD STANDARD STUDY FINDINGS

1

$173

438
484
337

521

336

573

401
130
272
365

246

BASIC NEEDS ONLY

$229

588
653
446

520

415

656

556
180
448
446

312

Household Size

3 4
$285 $341
738 888
810 944
555 664
515 452
424 394
789 859
693 809
233 282
555 660
554 627
368 446

5

$ 397

1,038
1,113
773
708

607

1,017

922
322
753
700

524

$ 453

1,188
1,250
882

567

484

1,097

1,014
360
847
760

596

7 8+
S ’509 $ '565
1,338 1,488
1,380 1,508
991 1,100
571 458
550 458
1,146 1,222
1,064 1,114
398 429
929 1,013
841 917
666 731



services that this methodology would be equitable and would
include all the elements contained in the Federal Poverty Guide-
lines including food. Because all ADC recipients are considered
for food stamps, dependent upon their 1level of income, the
proposal would reduce the Federal Poverty Guidelines amount by
the dollar amount allocated for the Thrifty Food Plan. The
results of that recommendation are shown in table 8. The differ-
ence between the Nevada Legal Services recommendation and the
welfare recommendation is that the welfare division is recommend-
ing that a uniform dollar amount be utilized between each house-
hold size for ease in administration. The initial welfare
division recommendation was that for each increase in household
size, the dollar amount allocated would increase by $90. For
example, for a family of three it would be $530 under the welfare
division recommendation, $620 for a family of four and $710 for a
family of five., These figqures are updated yearly based upon
federal revisions to the poverty guidelines and the thrifty food
plan.

Table 8
Household Poverty Thrifty Food Legal Services Welfare Div.?*

Size Guideline Plan Recommendation Recommendation
1 138 — 80 358 350

2 588 147 441 440

3 738 211 527 530

4 888 268 620 620

5 1,038 318 720 710

6 1,188 382 806 - 800

7 1,338 422 916 890

8 1,488 483 1,005 9380

* For ease of administration, the Division needs to hvae the
same amount of increase for each additional household
member.

Comparison of Grant Levels

The subcommittee analyzed what the estimated average grants per
person per month are using all the methodologies including the
proposed Federal Poverty Guidelines less the Thrifty Food Plan.
The subcommittee felt it would be helpful to know what the
monthly payment levels are at different percentage payment
levels. Table 9 reflects the costs considered by the subcom-
mittee in early 1986. Some of the cost levels have been updated
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since then, but the levels of comparisons still apply. As can be
seen from an examination of the table, the estimated average
grant per month per person at a payment level of 100 percent is
currently $85. If the Federal Poverty Guidelines less the
Thrifty Food Plan is used, this rises to a maximum of $154. The
Consumer Price Index (CPI) over 1969 provides the highest grant
level at 5234 per month per person. If a payment level of 70
percent is used, benefits under the Federal Poverty Guidelines
less the Thrifty Food Plan drop to an average of $107 per month
and benefits based on the CPI over 1969 drop to $164 per month
per person. The welfare division estimates that in addition to
the costs of the average ADC grant per month per person, the
state Medicaid program would also experience additional costs of
approximately $90 per month per eligible individual. Persons
eligible for the ADC prodgram are automatically eligible for the
Medicaid program.

Table 9
Estimated Average Grant Per Person Per Month

----- Percentage of Need Paid = = = = - =
Option 100% 90% 80% 70% 60% 50%
Current Need $ 85 n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Poverty Less
Thrifty Food
Plan $154 $138 $123 $107 $ 93 $ 77
Poverty
Guidelines $214 $§192 $171 $149 $128 $106
CPI Over
1969 $234 $211 $187 $164 $141 $117
CPI Over
1975 $161 $144 $129 $112 $ 96 $ 81
Client Survey
Overall Avg. $149 $134 $§120 $105 $ 89 $ 75
Client Survey
Average With
Costs $123 $110 $ 98 $ 86 $ 73 $ 61
Market Survey §$228 $205 $§182 $160 $137 $115

Estimated Medicaid costs for ADC recipients is $90 to $113 per
eligible person per month.
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vI, FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The S.C.R. 45 subcommittee received considerable input from
concerned individuals and groups regarding the inadequacy of the
current need standard utilized by the state welfare division in
determining eligibility for the aid to dependent children pro-
gram, Appendix G is a letter from the Nevada Association of
Counties to Governor Richard H. Bryan concerning the inadequacy
of the current ADC need standard. The letter is supported by 95
different individuals, groups and agencies.

The subcommittee recommends:

1. That the current standard of need used by the state welfare
division to determine eligibility for aid to families with
dependent children should be modified to reflect the current
cost of living., The existing need standard was developed in
1969 and was modified slightly through 1975, The need
standard has not been adjusted or modified by the state
welfare division since that time. The subcommittee felt
that this need standard is inadequate and does not reflect
the current costs of living for an adult with children.

The subcommittee reviewed data which shows that for a family
of three, Nevada's need standard now ranks 49th out of 54
states and political subdivisions in order of dollar
amounts. The ranking range is from $812 for number 1
(Vermont), to $160 for number 54 (Puerto Rico). Nevada
(number 49) has a need standard for an adult with two
children of $285 a month.

The subcommittee futher recommends that the state welfare
division, in determining the standard of need for aid to
families with dependent children, use the Federal Poverty
Guidelines reduced by the amount of dollars allocated under
the Thrifty Food Plan (food stamps). Both the Federal
Poverty Guidelines and the dollars allocated under the
Thrifty Food Plan are updated and modified on a vyearly
basis, The subcommittee, therefore, feels that this is a
reasonable and equitable method to be used in determining
the need standard for aid to families with dependent
children. The subcommittee also believes that the state
welfare division, as part of its budgetary process, should
recommend updating the need standard every biennium by
presenting revised figures to each session of the Nevada
legislature. Table 10 reflects the updated need standard
based upon revisions by the Federal Government of the
Federal Poverty Guidelines and the Thrifty Food Plan. As
can be seen in the chart, the revised need standard for a
family of three would be $550 a month.
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Table 10
Revised Need Standard
Poverty Guidelines and Thrifty Food Plan

Household Size 0ld Need Revised Need

1 $350 $ 360
2 440 445
3 530 . 550
4 620 645
5 710 745
6 800 835
7 890 930
8

980 1,025

If the current need standard were modified, as recommended
by the subcommittee, the dollar amount of the need standard
for a mother and two children increases from the current
level of $285 to approximately $550 per month. This will
move Nevada's need standard ranking from 49 to 15. (See
Appendix H)

The revised dollar amounts contained in the 1986 Federal
Poverty Level, the Thrifty Food Plan, the Poverty Level less
the Thrifty Food Plan, and the adjusted standard of need are
shown in table 11.

Table 11
CALCULATION OF NEED STANDARD BASED ON POVERTY
FIGURES LESS THE THRIFTY FOOD PLAN
(REVISED TO REFLECT 1986 ADJUSTMENTS)

1986 Poverty Thrifty Poverty Adjusted*
HH Size Level Food Plan Less TFP Standard
1 S 447 $ 80 S 367 $ 360
2 604 147 457 455
3 760 211 549 550
4 917 268 649 645
5 1,074 318 756 740
6 1,230 382 808 835
7 1,387 422 965 930
8 1,544 483 1,061 1,025

For ease of administration, Need Standard is adjusted so
incremental increases are given for each additional
household number.
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2. That in determining the average grant for payment levels,
Nevada should attempt to pay 100 percent of need. However,
if that is not economically feasible, the payment level
should be no less than 70 percent of the revised need
standard. Table 12 portrays revised payment levels at
various percentages of the proposed new need standard. For
example, for a mother and two children with the revised need
standard of $550, the 70 percent payment level would be $385
a month and the 100 percent payment level would be §$550 a
month. It should be noted that the current payment level
for a mother with two children was increased by the 1985
legislature to 100 percent of need which equates to $285 per
month.

Nevada's $285 ADC payment level ranks 38th out of 54 states
and political entities. The payment levels range from a
high of $740 in Alaska to a low of $80 in Puerto Rico. At
the 70 percent payment level, Nevada's payment of $385 for a
mother and two children would place Nevada's ranking at
number 17 out of 54 states and political entities.
(Appendix H, Page 4)

ADC Caseload and Budget Projections

The revised need standard is displayed in table 13-A, This
revised need standard is based upon use of the Federal Poverty
Guidelines minus the Thrifty Food Plan. The table displays what
the standard will be for various household sizes. For example, a
three-person household would have a need standard of $550 per
month.

Table 13-B displays what the new payment levels and average
grants would be at the new percentage of need payment levels,

EXHIBIT 13-A
REVISED NEED STANDARD BY HOUSEHOLD SIZE

Household Size Revised Need Standard
360
455
550
645
745
835
930
1,025

QO ~J N U1 b LN Y
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Table 12
POVERTY LESS THE THRIFTY FOOD PLAN
NEED STANDARD AND PAYMENT LEVELS
(REVISED TO REFLECT 1986 ADJUSTMENTS)

PAYMENT~--
HOUSEHOLD *

SIZE 185% GROSS NEED 90% 80% 70% 60% 502

1 $ 666.00 $ 360.00 $324.00 $288.00 $252.00 $216.00 $180.00
2 841.75 455,00 409,50 364.00 318.50 273.00 227.50
3 1,017.50 550,00 495.00 440,00 385.00 330.00 275.00
4 1,193.25 645.00 580.00 516.00 451.00 387.00 322.50
5 1,369.00 740.00 666.00 592,00 518.00 444.00 370.00
6 1,544.75 835.00 751.50 668.00 584.50 501.00 417.50
7 1,720.50 930.00 837.00 744,00 651.00 558.00 465.00

8 1,896.25 1,025.00 922.50 820.00 717.50 015.00 512.50



EXHIBIT 13-B
NEW PAYMENT LEVELS AND AVERAGE GRANTS
BASED UPON THE PERCENT OF NEED PAYMENT

Need Percentage New Payment (Avg. Grant)
100% $550 ($158) .
90% 495 ($142)
" 80% 440 (S5127)
70% 385 ($111)
60% 330 (s 95)
50% 275 ($ 79)

The costs and anticipated caseloads utilizing the new need
standard at various payment levels are displayed in tables 14-A
through 14-D. Table 14-A displays the current costs and caseload
levels of the ADC program, plus what the caseload and estimated
expenditures would be in utilizing the new need standard with no
change in the current payment level of $85 per month. Table 14-B
displays caselocad and estimated expenditures utilizing the new
need standard and payment levels at 60 percent of need. Exhibit
14-C utilizes the new need standard and change in payment levels
at 70 percent of need. For example, in fiscal year 1988, utiliz-
ing an average grant of $111 a month, times 12 months, times
21,012 anticipated recipients, the total estimated expenditures
for that fiscal year would be $27,987,984. This would be the
anticipated costs at the 70 percent of need payment level with
about half of that total cost being paid from federal funds.

Finally, table 14-D displays what the caseload and expenditure
estimates would be utilizing payment levels at 100 percent of
need.

The state could also anticipate additional expenditures being
necessary in order to provide additional case workers for the
state welfare division in administering the expanded ADC program.
Using the division's current staffing standard of 190 cases per
worker for ongoing cases and 35 cases per worker for intake
cases, and an 18 percent ratio of intake cases to ongoing cases,
the staffing needs could be calculated at the various payment
levels. The welfare division uses a staffing ratio of one
supervisor to eight eligibility workers and one clerical for
every four professional positions. Additional expenses would be
anticipated for telephone, equipment, operating supplies, rental
of office space, travel and data processing.

In addition to the administrative costs of the state welfare
division, there would be additional expenditures incurred in the
state Medicaid program. The state welfare division anticipates
their additional expenditures per new ADC recipient will be
anywhere from $90 to $115 per recipient per month.
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ANTICIPATED ADC COSTS AND CASELOADS

TABLE 14-A
NEW NEED STANDARD AND NO CHANGE IN PAYMENT LEVEL
3 Person
Household Z of
Fiscal Average Average Estimated Need Payment  Need
Year Grant Recipients Expenditures Standard Amount Payment
1986 585 (Actual) 15,307 $15,062,088 $285 $285 100%
1987 $85 (Budget) 16,700 $17,034,000 $285 5285 1007%
1988 $85 (No Change) 17,300 $17,646,000 $550 $285 52%
1989 $85 (No Change) 17,900 $18,258,000 $550 $285 52%
TABLE 14-B
NEW NEED STANDARD AND CHANGE
IN PAYMENT LEVEL AT 60 PERCENT OF NEED
3 Person
Household Z of
Fiscal Average Average Estimated Need Payment  Need
Year Grant Recipients Expenditures Standard Amount Payment
1988 $ 95 19,346 $22,054,440 $550 $330 607
1989 $§ 95 20,086 $22,898,040 $550 $330 607%
TABLE 14-C
NEW NEED STANDARD AND CHANGE
IN PAYMENT LEVEL AT 70 PERCENT OF NEED
3 Persomn
Household % of
Fiscal Average Average . Estimated Need Payment  Need
Year Grant Recipients Expenditures Standard Amount Payment
1988 $111 21,012 §27,987,984 $550 §385 70%
1989 §111 21,817 $29,060,244 $550 $385 707
TABLE 14-D
NEW NEED STANDARD AND CHANGE
IN PAYMENT LEVEL AT 100 PERCENT OF NEED
3 Person
Household %z of
Fiscal Average Average Estimated Need Payment Need
Year Grant Recipients Expenditures Standard Amount Payment
1988 $158 30,580 $57,979,680 $550 $550 100%
1989 $158 31,745 $60,188,520 $550 $550 100%
MISC22/ADC
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The Nevada State Welfare Division has conducted a study of ADC cases to
determine characteristics of applicants and recipients. The study s bdased
on data from the month of July 1984, a typical grant momth. Data was
obtained through tvo methods, the Welfare Computar Master Files and a clienmt

survey form.

3,758 cases from the Master File were studied and survey forms were given t
all applicants during July 1984 and sailed with all redeterninacion pockats
during July 1984. 1010 questicnnaires wvere Teturded.
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1. Velfare Master File Data

Tables ! through 27 contain data extracted from the Velfare Master file.
Zach of the major findings summarized here are keyed to the sappropriate
tables. All refer to open cases unless othervise stated.

Pamily Cowposition: Pamily Sire, Age, Gender

1. Almost 97 perceat of the sdults are wosen. Of the 3,636 adults, only
116 are men, (Table 10)

2. One-half of the adults are betveen the ages of 13 and 26; the gverage
age is just under 28. (Table 12)

3. One-half of the eligidle children are under six vears of age; the
average age is §.7 years, ’

4., Slightly more than one-half of the cases have three or more eligible
persons on the case. The average family sisze is 2.8 persoms.

(Tables 9, 10)

5. Yorty-nine percent of ADC cases have just ome aligible child om the
case. (Tabls 8) ..

Ethniciey ..

6. About hslf of recipients are Black and the other half are Fhite,
Hispanie, Indian or Other. (Table I)

Income

7. 17.92 of cases dad income; the zverage mmount was $118.60. The most
commen source of incowe was child support (52.71), followed by estmned
{ncome {29.3%), Social Security benefits (5.31), aad child earnings

(3.42). (Tadles 1S, 16)

WIN
8.

0f 3,636 adults, 818 participate in the WIN program (222); 212 of these
participants are voluntary - that is, they had waived & legitimate

exexption. (Tadle 24)

9. The most common reascn for non-participation is that there is a child
under ${x in the home; this accounts for 232 of «amptions. (Tsble 24)

(WIN status by etinicity and age are presented ia Tables 24 and 25.)

Absent Parents

There i3 one absent parent in 371 of ADC cases, tye absent in 30,8, amd
11.8% of cases bhad three or more adsent parents. (Tadle 26)
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Time cn Rolls

In looking at the length of time on the caseload, we separated open from
closed cases. Within these categories, only data oz ethmicity and previous
enrollwent {n Nevada was available to compare differences.

10.

1.

12.

13,

14,

15.

Most tecipients are oo cur caseload for the first time. First-tise
recipients uake up 50T of the open caseload, and 712 of the closed
caseload, (Tabdble 23)

The sverage length of time an open case is on the rolls ie 18.6 months

One=half have been ongoing for less chan 10.2 somtbe.

less than one-quarter of cugoing cases (23.32) Bave been open more tha
tvo years. (Table 17)

Case-11fe is bhalved vhen closed cases are examined. The averige time
now-closed case vas on the rolls is 9.1 months; one-kalf of the cases

were closed within 5 wmonths.

Only 7.6 I of these cases das been on longer than two years. (Table
20)

Tor 71X of the closed cases, thelr time om the rolls had been their
first time on welfars in Nevada. PYor only 50 of the open cases is
{t their first time. (Table 23)

There is only cne other variadle available to us to cowpare difference:
betveen open and closed cases: ethnicity,

In the cpen caseload, Oriental end 3lack recipients are cu the rolls
the longest time - zverages of 22.7 s=»d 22.6 mcuths, compared to the
overall gverage of 18.6 months. (Table 19)

Among closed cases, Blacks have the longest xverage duration: 12.5
acuths. The other ethnic groups' averages are less than 2 mouth over
the overall average of 9.1 mcaths, or less tha the sverzge. (Tadle

22)

The Welfare Master file inclodes cases closed within the preceding
three years, in additien to the ougoing caseload. The ratio of open ¢t
closed cases is 3,758/7,558 or 0.50. That is, in a three-year pericd,

ve have twice as many cases closed as ongoing cases.
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11. Client Survey )

The second part of the study is based on a survey of all applicants in the
month of July, and of all recipients sent redeterminatiocus ia July, The
questionnaire requested information not carried om the Gelfare Master file.
People vere asked to ansver eleven closed-ended questions ({.e., multiple-
choice), and return the form with the application or redetermication. The
return rate vas 59.22 for applications and 78.4% for redeterminations,
2ighty of the survey forms were not marked as applicatiocn or redeterminatiom
by the case vorkers; we Rave labeled thes separately as “"=nknown status.”

"Respondents” refers to all vho ansvered the questicunsire. “Applicants™
are those vho filled ocut the questionnaire at the time of applicatiom.
"Recipients” are those people on our ADC caseload in July vho were mp for
redeternination and returned the questi{onnaire with the RD,

Birchrlace snd Residerce

1. The proportion of respondents wvho vere born in Newvada (22.2%) 1is
slightly larger than the proportion of natives in the state's pope-
lation reported by the 1980 Census (21.3%).

California is the next most common place of birth (17.22), followed by
Louisisna (6.8Z). (Table 33)

2. Most applicants/recipients are long-time rasidests; 57.32 have lived in
Nevads 3t least five yesars, 45.67 over ten years. Over two-thirds of
ongoing recipisnts have lived in Kevada at least five years (67.62),
and 355.22 over ten years. Just under one-hslf (48.6X) of spplicants
have Deen in the state five years or wmore, although 627 have lived bere

st least one year. (Table 29)

3. Of chose respondents who had lived elsevhere, the largest group had
most recently come from California (25.92), the mext largest frox
Louisiana (6.4X). (Tadle 30)

4, The most frequently given reasoun for coming to Nevada was having
friends or family here (43.12), followed by job bumcing (11.72); 6.42
teported they had had a job promised here or a jobd or military trans-
fer. "Better quality of life” was given by 7.5% and "bealth reasoms”

by 5.22. (Table 31)

Velfare Bistory

S. One=fifth (20,1I) of all the respondents report that they have pever
received public assistance before this application or this time om our

caselosd, (Table 34)

Just under half of the spplicants (48.82) report thevy have previcusly
been "on public assistance” {n Revada; 43.6% say ther have been ou
assistance in another state. Becsuse 19.1% report they Jave never been
on assistance bdefore, {t appears that about 11T bave beemn on botk in
Nevads mnd {n at lsast one other state. (Table 34)
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Welfare Ristory {Cont)

A much smaller proporticn of on-going recipjents report s histery of
assistance {n another state (26.62Z), but a larger proportion (58.22)
szy they have previcusly been on assistance im Wevada. (Tadle 34)

This is more than our actual case file would seem to {ndicate: 49.92
of those from open cases have deen on our rvlls defore. (Tadle 23}

6. California {s the most frequently-named state (42.51) where pudlic
assiatance was previcusly received. (Table 3S)

7. Sixteen percent of persons with welfare history in another state repo:!
having received pudlic assistance in wore than coe state, (Table 36)

8. Of those vho have been on assistance previcesly (in Nevada or else-
vhere), 62.4% had been om only as an adult, 9.57 only as a& ¢hild, «=d
28.12 as bdoth s child and as an adult, This seems to indicate a fair
amount of faxily history of dependency: 37.62 of applicants/recipien:
report having been om pudblic assistance as a child, (Tabdle 37)

Other Assistance

9. A question wvas askad to deteraine vhat other forms of assistance the
respondents were receiving. The question sppeared to have confused
the respondents and therefore was dropped from the study., The Vel-
fare Division has previcualy obtained i{nformatiom relative this
question from recipients.

Education

10, Over one-half of rvespondents (51.51) are high school gradtates; this
includes those who bave some higher educatiom. In fact, there are as
many people wvho have at lesst sowe college education as have ot gone
beyond ninth grade (11.8% each). (Tadle 38)

Marital Status

11. About half of the respondents had been married, (Tadle 39)

Livirg Arrangezments

12. Most respondents (55.11) are not sharing living arrgngements vith oth
peopla to reduce expenses. (Table 40)
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TABLE |

OPEN ADC CASES AND RECIPIENTS .
BY ETENICITY
o Percent Percent
Ethnicity Cases of Total Reci{pients of Total
Black 1,708 45.45 5,139 48.56
Vhite 1,647 43.83 4,31 41,02
Hispanic 196 5.22 $90 $.57
American Indian 153 4.07 386 3.65
Oriental 45 1.19 107 1.0t
Cther I ) ..__A 20 .19
Total 3,758 100.00 -10,583 100.00
TABRLY 2
"CLOSED™ ADC CASES BY ETHNICITY

Co Percent

Ethaicicy Cases of Total

Black 1,765 23.33

Vhite 5,005 66.22

Hispanie 409 5.61'

Americsn Indian 246 3.26

Oriental 98 1.30

Other 35 A6

Total | 7,558 100.0Q
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TABLE 3
"OPEN" ADC CASES AND RECTPIENTS
BY AID CODE
) Number ¥amber Avg. Persons
Aid Cases Recipients Per Case
ADC - Regular 3,630 10,301 2.8
ADC - Incapacitated 2?7 123 4.56
ADC = Refugee 24 32 2.17
ADC - Stepparent 27 107 3.96
Total 3,758 10,583 .32
TABLE &
STATE POPTLATION BY ETHNICITY - 1980
NOMBIR ADC RECIPIINTS BY ETHNICITY - 1934
Approximate
Percens of ADC Percent of
Ethnicicy Population Population Recinients Porunlatiom
Vhite 666,807 83.% 4,341 .65
Hizpanic 54,130 6.76 590 1.09
Black ' 50,555 6.32 5,139 10.17
Oriental 14,561 1.82 107 13
American Indian 13,373 1.67 386 2.82
Other 1,047 .13 20 1.87
Total 800,493 100.00 10,583 1.32

42.



TABLE §
ADULT ANKD CRILD ADC RECIPIENTS
BY ETHNICITY ON "OPER" CASES

43.

Percent Percent
Trhnicity - Adylts of Total Children of Total
Black 1,630 45.38 3,489 50.22
White 1,623 44,64 2,718 39.12
Bispanic 189 5.20 A01 s.n
Azerican Indian 139 3.0 247 3.56
Oriental 28 17 79 1.14
Cther 7 .13 _ 13 .13
Total 3,636 100.00 6,947 100.00
TABLE 6
FAMILY COMPOSITION OF "OPIX"™ ADC CASES
' BY ETENICITY
Average Aversge Average
: Adults Children Recipients
Ettmicity Per Case Per Case Per Case
Black .97 2.04 3.01
° White .99 1.65 2.64
Higpanie .96 2.05 3.01
American Indian .91 1.61 2,49
Oriental .62 1.76 2.35
Other =18 1,44 2.22
Total .97 1.85 2,82
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TARLE 7
DISTRIBUTION OF "OFPEN" ADC CASES BY FUMBER
OF ELIGIBLE ADULTS IN THE CASI®

- Cmmulative
Nu=bder Percent Percent

No Adults 51 6.68 6.63

1 Adule 3,495 931.00 99.68

2 Adulrs 12 .32 100.00

Total 3,758

tA spall portion of the adult ccunts are estimated tecause of errors in
assigning eligibility codes or persca nuabers,

TAMLE 8
DISTRIBUTION OF "OPEN" ADC CASZS FY RIMGER
OF CEILDREN IN THE CASZ

Coxulative

Rumber Percent Percent
1 Child 1,842 49.02 49.02
2 Children 1,100 29.2 78.29
3 Children 522 13.89 92.18
4 Children 199 5.29 97.47
5 Children 58 1.54 99.01
6§ Children 17 .49 99.46
7 C:ildren 13 B [ 99.31
8 Children 4 .11 99.92
9 Childremn 2 .05 99.97
10 Children 1 .03 100.00
Totsl 3,738
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Sex
Female
Male
Undorn

J

DISTRIBUTION OF "OPEN" CASIS 3T NXMBER

TABLE 9

OF PERSONS IN THE CASE

ve

Comulati
Fumber Percent Percent
1 Person 148 3.94 3.9
2 Persons 1,713 45.58 49.52
) Parsons i.066 28.32 17.89
4 Persons 522 13.89 91.78
S Persons 202 5.38 97.16
6 Persons 67 1.78 98.94
7 Perscus 21 .56 99.50
8 Persocus 11 .29 99.79
9 Perscas s .13 99.92
10 Persons 2 . 05 99.97
11 Pursons 1 .03 100.00
Total 3,758
TABLE 10
ADULT OR CHILD ADC RECIPIERTS ON “OPIX™ ADC CASES
T S
Percent Pearcent Total Percent
Adults of Total Children of Total Recipients of Teral
3,520 96.31 3,265 47.00 6,785 64.11
116 3.19 3,436 49.46 3,532 33.56
—_— . 246 3.54 246 2.32
3,636 100.00 8,947 100.00 10,5813 100,00
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TABLE 11
DISTRIBUTION OF CRTLDREN BY ACES ON "OPENR"™ ADC CASES
Cumulative

Age Funber Percent Percent
Unbern 246 3.54 3.54
CUnder 1 Year 746 10.74 14.28
1 Year 640 9.21 23.49
2 Years 597 8.59 32.08
3 Years s$70 8.21 40.29
4 Years 514 7.40 47,69
5 Years 460 6.82 54.31
6 Years 383 5.51 59.32'
1 Years 375 5.40 65.22
8 Years 3z2s 4.68 69.90
9 Years 258 - 73.61
10 Yaars 310 4.46 78.07
11 Years 270 3.39 81.9¢6
12 Years 269 1.%7 85.84
13 Years 256 3.68 89.52
14 Years 217 .12 92.564
15 Years 197 2.84 95.48
16 Years 176 2.53 58.01
17 Years 125 1.80 99.81
13 Years 9 .13 99.9%4
19 Years 1 ) 99.94
20 Years 0 .02 99.96
CTaknown Age 3 JO4 100.00
Total 6,947

Average §.71 Years
Median 5.62
Toungest .22

Oldest 19.40
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TABLE 12
DISTRIBUTION OF ADULTS BY ACES OR "OPEIN" ADC CASES
| Cumslative
- Age Number Percent Percentage
13 Years 1 .03 .03
14 Years 13 +36 -39
15 Yesrs - 19 +52 .91
16 Years 57 1.57 2.48
17 Years 88 2.42 4.90
18 Years 181 4.98 9.87
19 Years 214 5.89 15.76
20 Years . 202 5.56 _ 21.32
21 = 25 Years 1,068 .97 50.69
26 = 30 Years 738 _20.30 70,99
31 = 35 Years A87 13.39 84.38
36 ~ 40 Years 250 7.15 91.53
4] = 45 Years 141 J.a8 95.41
46 - 50 Years 81 2.23 97.64
31 = 55 Years 52 1.43 99.07
56 = 60 Years 27 T4 99.81
61 - 65 Tears 5 14 99.95
66 - 70 Years 1 .03 99.97
71 = 75 Years 1 .03 100.00

Total 3,636

Average 27.9) Tears
Kedian 25.88
Toungest 13.79
Oldest 73.14
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TABLE 13
"OPEN" ADC CASES WITH INCOMZ BY SIX OF READ OF BOUSERCLD
OR OLDEST ELIGIBLE MEMEER OF TRE ASSISTANCE UNIT

emale Male Total
No. of 6pe-n Cases vith Income 653 . 19 672
Percent of All Open Cases 18.34 9.65 17.8¢
Total No. of Open Cases 3,561 197 _ " 3,758
Average Income Amount Per
Inccme Case 118, 6¢(
Median Income Amount 100.
Szallest A=ount 3.7
Largest Amcunt 546.2¢
TABLE 14
"OPEN" ADC CASES WITH INCOME
BY ETENICITY
Nbr, Cases Total Nbr. Pertent of
Ethnicity With Income of Cases Total
Black 321 . 1,708 18.79
Vhite 298 1.647 18.08
Rispanic 29 196 14.80
American Indian 19 153 12.42
Oriental 4 45 8.39
Other _1 9 11.11
Total 672 3,758 17.88
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TABLE 15
"OPEN"™ ADC CASES WITHR DNCOME
3Y AID CODE
Nbr. of Cases Total b, Percent
4 - With Ilncome of Cases of Total
ADC 662 3,680 17.99
ADC Incap. é 27 22,22
ADC Refugee 1 24 4.17
ADC Stepparent ' 3 27 7.41
672 3,758 17.88
TARLE 16
SOURCES CF INCOME FOR INDIVIDUAL ADC RECIPIENTS
AND "OPEN" ADC CASES
X of Z of
Fuoaber Total I of !uabcf Totall 2 of
Source Recips. Recips Scurce  Cases Cases Source
Child Support 3s 3.54 52.74 354 9.42 52.68
Earned Income 208 1.97 29.25 197 S.24 29.32
Social Security 38 .36 5.34 36 + 96 5.36
- Child Rarnings 24 .23 3.38 23 .61 3.42
Other lncome 20 19 2.81 19 .51 2.83
Contributions 13 .12 1.83 12 .32 1.79%
TIlB 12 o1l 1.69 11! .29 1.64
Miscellaneous 21 .20 2.95 20 .53 2.58
711 6.72 100.00 672 17.88 100.00

!Case figures were calcnlated on the basis of the distridaticm ratio for
sources between rTecipieats,

2?0t11 pusber of recipients is 10,583.

JToul nusber of cases (s 3,7%8.
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TAZLE 17
TINE ON WELFARE FOR "OPEN" ADC CASES
BY SPECIFIED TIME PERICDS

Percent Cumlative

"Time Period Nbr, Cases of Total Percent
3 months and under 950 25.28 25.28
4 thru 6 months 507 13.49 8.77
7 thru 12 sonths 709 18.87 57.64
13 th;u 18 months 406 10.20 68.44
19 thru 24 months 3 8.28 75.72
over 2 years 331 8.81 85.53
over 3 yesars 186 - 4.95 90.48
over 4 years - 141 3.7 94,23
over 5 yesrs 912 2.45 9 .68
over 6 years » T 1.04 97.72
over 7 years 3 0.80 98.51
over 8 years 19 0.51 99.02
over 9 years 6 0.16 99.18
10 chru 15 years 27 0.72 99.90
over 15 years 4 0.10 100.00
Total 3,753 100.00
Average 18.56 Menchs
Median 10.20

Longest 205.78 (17.15 Years)
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TAILE 18 .
"OPEN" CASES ON WELFARE OVER TWO YRARS
BY ETHNICITY
_ Total Mumber :
Ethnicity Number Percent of Cases Percent
Black 497 56.8 " 1,708 29.1
White 284 32.5 1,647 17.2
Bispanic 51 5.8 1% 26.0
American Indian 23 2.6 153 15.0
Criental 19 2.2 48 §2.2
Ocher 1 0.1 9 11.1
Total 875 100.0 3,758 233
TABLE 19

AVERAGE TIME ON VILFARE IN MONTHS BY ETENICIIY
FOR “OPEN"™ ADC CASES

Percent Compared
Average Time to Overall Average

Black 22.64 121,98
Vhite 14,63 78.93
Hispanie 17.4) 93.91
American Indianm 15.89 85.61
Oriental 22.69 122.25
Other 6.94 37.39
Overall 18.56
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TIME ON WVELFARE FOR "CLOSED"™ ADC CASES

TASLE 20

BY SPECIFIED TIME PERIODS

Ti{me Period
) months and under
4 thro 6 months
7 thru 12 months
13 thru 18 months
19 thrg 24 months
over 2 years
over 3 years
over 4 years
over 5 years
over 6 years
over 7 years
over 8 years
over 9 years
10 thru 15 years
over 15 years
Unknown
Total

Average 9.12 Months
Median 4.98

Percent Cumulative

Nbr. Cases of Total Percest

.17 42.04 42.04

1,792 23.71 65.75

1,172 15.51 81.26

549 7.26 88.52

294 1.85 92.41

293 3.88 96.29

142 - 1.88 938.17

65 .86 99.03

.25 k) 99.36

14 .19 99.55

9 .12 99.67

6 .08 99.73

4 .05 $9.80

11 .15 99.95

3 .01 99.93

T { .02 100.00
7.558 100.00

Longest 187.29 (15.6]1 Years)
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Ethnicicy
Black

White

Rispanic
American Indian
Oriental

Other

Total

J J

TABLE 21

OF "CLOSED"™ ADC CASES OK VWELFARE OVIR2 TWO TYEARS

BY FTRNICITY
Total Number
Number Percent of Cases

230 40.2 1,765

275 48.1 5,005

42 7.3 409

18 1.1 246

6 1.1 98

1 0.2 35

572 100.0 7,558
TABLE 22

AVERAGE TIME ON WELFARE IN MONTHS BY ETHNICITY

Black

White

Hispanice

FOR "CLOSED"™ ADC CASES

Average Tine

Percvemt Coxpared

Percent

13.0
5.5
10.3
7.3
6.1
2.9

7.8

to Overall Average

American Indian

Oriental

Other

Overall

12.32
1.87
9.76
.7
3.60
6.17
9.12

53.

137.28
86.29
107.02
108.66
94.30

67.65



J

"Open" Cases

"Closed™ Cases

No,

No.

/
TABLE 23
HISTORY OF WELFARE DEPEXDENRCY IN REVADA
st Tisme Previously
on Welfare on Velfare Totals
1,883 1,878 3,758
50.112 49.892 100.02
35,374 2,184 7,558
71.102 28.901 100.02
TA3LE 24

WIN STATIUS OF ADC RECIPIENTS BY ETENICITY
ON "OPEN" ADC CASES

Participation

Mandatory
Volunteer
Subtotal

Ron=-Participation

Age Under 16

Child Under 6 in Home

Uobern Child

Rezote From WIN Prczram

Age 16-18/Student

I111/Disabled

Working 30 Rrs. or More

Illness in Family

Over 18/Not School Qualified

Refused to Participate
Subtotal

TOTAL

Black

353
101
454

3,266
994
201

20
156
36

4,688

5,139

Vhite Hisp Aa Ind Orient OQther
231 -38 3 19 3
53 ] [ 2 1
284 A6 7 21 4
2,518 371 227 59 11
974 105 66 § 3l
185 28 9 2 0
235 1? 61 1 ¢
78 14 14 17 1
58 9 2 )| 0
¢ o 0 0 0
] 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 o 0
0 0 o 0 0
4,057 544 3”9 86 18
4,341 590 386 107 20

54.

10



*§S

Participation

Mandatory

Volunteer
Subtotal

Nop~Participstica

Age Under 16

Child Undar & in Bome
Uuborn Child

Remote From WIN Program
Age 16-18/Student
I111/Disabled

Working 3O Hra. or Mcre

1lloess in Fanily

Over 18/Mot School Qusl.

Refused to Participate
Subtotal

TOTAL

Babern

12

224

244

Y

i

3,527

3,517

TADMLE 23

VIE STAIUS OF ADC RECTPIENTS BT AGE CROUPS

ON “OPEN" ADC CASES

20-13 26-30 31-33 3648 41-43 i4-38 31-4% 36-80 61-63 £6-70 71-73 Unk  Total

é-10 1i-13 1610
¢ 1] % n 148 154 1) 2 n” 19 12 ] 0 o 0 647
L] ] 42 (3] M 10 é 1 ] [ ] o ] 0 o o 149
o ] A2l 133 184 174 ” L} ) » 19 12 0 o 0 o ’l‘
1,642 1,116 43 ] o 0 ¢ ] ¢ L] 0 ] 0 0 1 6,452
0 17 11 ] L} “e 183 " 3 12 3 ] ] o o 0 2,148
1  § 0 40 b} 41 n 14 ? ¢ 1 H 0 1 3 423
2 0 A2 44 5? &9 33 b1 ) 10 11 ¢ ] 0 0 o L3 1)
] ] ¢ 3] 0 ] 0 ] 0 ] 0 ] 0 0 0 0 280
] 0 111 il 1? 13 (1 1] 1] A L b ] 0 0 0 104
0 0 | ? 5 2 1 ] i o ] 0 0 o 0 11
0 ] 0 0 t o 2 0 ] 0 1 0 i 0 o 7
0 ) |} 0 0 0 [ o 0 L U] o L o 0 1
o 0 i 0 0 o ] 0 o ] o 0 o 0 (] 1
1.651 1,241 " "l 354 I 10 bt (1) b3 13 3 t 1 3 9,767
1,651 1,242 1,031 1,087 713 1.1 40 113} 1 52 27 3 1 | S 10,58}



J

No Absent Parents
Cne Absent Parent
Two Absent Parents
Three Absent Parents
Four Absent Parents
Five Adsent Parents
Six Absent Parents
Seven Absent Parents
Eight Absent Parents

TOTAL

TABLE 26

ABSENT PARENTS OR “OPEX"™ ADC CASES

56.

Fomber of
Cases

12
2,148
1.156

349

77

10

3,758

Percent

of Total

32
57.16
30.76
9.29
2.05
.27

.11

.03

10Q. 00



TASLE 27

REASONS FOR TERMINATING "CLOSED" ADC CASES

No Longer Meets Eligibility Criteriat
Mcved/Loss of Contact

Requested by Recipient

Failure to Cooperate

Other

TOTAL

#*No deprivation, no eligible child or excess income/resources.

57.

Number

1,845
i.JOi
1,537
2,731

41

7,558

Percent

25.7
17.3
20.13
36.1

.6

10C.0



TADLE 28

QUESTIONNAIRE ROUSEXEEPING STMMARY

Questionnaires

Applications
Redeterminations

Uzknowvn Status

Without Case Nuxzher

Applications
Redeterninations

Toknown Status

Number

Received

1,010
533
395

80

82
31

6
43

58.

Nusber

Possible

1,408
904
504

1,010
535
395

80

Percent

1.7
59.2

78.4

5.8
1.5
56.3



~—r

Less Than ]| Mo.

1 to 3 Mos.

4 to 6 Mos.

7 Mos, to 1 Yr.

1 Yr. to 3 Yrs.

3 Yrs, to 5 Yrs.
5 Yrs, to 10 Yrs.
Over 10 Yrs.

No Response

TCTAL

LENCTH OF TIME RECIPIENT/APPLICANT HAS LIVED IN NEVADA

TABLE 29
QUESTION RO. 1

App
66
57
20
26
61
43
59

201

335

2
12.3
10.7

3.7

5.1
11.4

8.0
11.0
37.6

.2
100.0

L.o:]
1

0
4
23
43
50
49

218

535

59.

.3
0.0
1.0
6.3
10.9
12.7
12.4
55.2

1.3

100.0 ~

Ook.

Status

6

)

10

10
42

80

1.5
3.7
1.3
1.7
12.5
© 6.3
12.5
32.5
6.0
100.0

Toeal
73
§0
25
54
114

98
118
461

1,010

194



Atkansas
Arizona
California
Colorado
Foreign Counfry
Florida
1daho
Illinois
Louisiana
Mickhigan
Missouri
Mississippi
New York
Oklahcma
Oregon
Texas

Trah

Vashington

Misc., Other States

Total Moved Prom
Out=-cf-State

No Response/NA

TOTAL

<k

14
158
12

10

12

11
18

11

81

A28

107

53s

TA3ZLZ 30
QCFESTION NO, 2

RESIDENCE PRIOR TO CCMING TO NEVADA

32
1.3
2.6

29.5

1.3

2.2
1.3
2.1

3.4

80.0
20,0

100.0

3]
13

11
76
6

11

15

[ 24 ]

39

239
136

395

3.3
2.8
19.2
1.5
2.8
1.8
.3
1.3

7.1

1.5°

.5
1.5
3.0
1.3
1.3
3.8

2.3

9.9

65.6
34.4

100.0

60.

Unk.,

Status

1
2

23

62
18

80

1.3
2.3
35.0
2.5
2.5
0.0
1.3
2.3
6.3
0.0
2.5
6.3
1.3
0.0
1.3
0.0
1.3
1.3

10.0

77.5
22.5

100.0

Total
21
27

262
20
21
16
10
17

.65
12
11

21

21

128

749
261

1,010



REASONS RECIPIENT/APPLICANT MOVED TO NTVADA#

TAILE 31
QUESTION RO, 3

App
Rad Job Promised 24
Job Tranasfer 8
Looking for Job 73
Military Tranafer 8
To Cet Married 10
To Get Divorced 15
To Go To School 10
Cheaper Living Costs 21
Health Reasons 12
Climate 17
Priends/Family Here 31

Better Quality of Life 33
Cther Reasonsht* 79
Ro Response/Did Not Move 94

TOTAL RESPONDENTS 5315

1
6.5
1.5

13.6
1.5
1.9
2.8
1.9
3.9
3.2
3.2

63.7
6.2

14.8

17.6

*Jp to three reasons vere permitted.

*20f the 159 Other Reasons in the %Total Column, 105 moved here as a child with their

L)
12
s

31

29
20

153

33
73

114

395

3.0
1.0
7.9
1.8
1.0

1.0
1.5
7.3
5.1
3s.7
8.4
13.5

28.9

Tk,

Status

0
0
14

as
10
14
14

8o

2

0.0
0.0
17.5
1.3
1.3
1.3
3.8
1.3
7.5
2.5
47.5
12.9%
17.5
17.5

Total

36
12
118
16
15
19
17

52
i3
435

76

16.4

2.8

family, 24 had marital problems, !S5 had family problems, 1! bad personal reasons and 4

vere assigned here as refugees.

6l.



TABLE 32
QUESTION NO. 3
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS/APPLICANTS ACCORDING TO THE NUMBER OF REASCMS CIVENw

- Unk,
Ap PR 2 Stams 2 Toral
No Reason/NA 94 17.6 114 28.9 14 17.5 222
Cne Resson 351 85.6 210 53.2 48 60.0 609
Twvo Reasons 62 11.6 'Y 11.1 11 13.8 117
Three Reasons 28 3.2 2? 6.8 ? 8.7 62
TCTAL 535 100.0 395 100.0 20 10.0 1,010

*'p to three reasons vere permitted.

62.



Arkansas
Arizgnn
California
Colorado
Foreign Country*
Illinois
Louisiana
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri
Missizsippil
Nebraska
Nevada

¥ew York
Chio
Cklsghoma
Cregon
Pennsvlvania
Texas

Otah

¥ashington

Mige. Other States

No Response

TOTAL

Thirty-nine (J)9) Poreign Countries in Total Colummm: Cudba 10, Mexico 5, Vietnar §,
Prgland 4, Irazm 2, laos 2, and one (1) each frow:

TARLE )3

CTESTION RO, &

BIRTHPLACE OF APPLICAKRT/RECIPIENT

App 3 L2} :
] 1.3 16 4.1
10 1.9 ] 2.0

104 19.4 49 12.4
7 1.3 7 1.8
15 2.8 20 5.1
20 3.7 1 2.8
3l 5.8 33 8.4
? 1.3 8 2.0
6 1.1 2 .5
) .7 8 2.0
16 3.0 12 3.0
é 1.1 4 1.0

112 20.9 96 24.3
18 3.4 11 2.8
12 2.2 4 1.0
8 1.5 4 1.0
? 1.3 3 .8
9 1.7 2 .9
26 4.9 16 4.1
9 1.7 4 1.0
8 1.8 4 1.0
79 14,2 45 11.4
1) 2.4 28 7.1

333 100.0 395 100.0

Unk.
Status

2
0

21

o v o

16

3

80

T Tetal
2.5 26 2
0.0 18 1
26.3 174 17
1.3 15 1
5.0 39 2
3.8 34 k3
6.3 &9 é.
2.5 17 1.
2.5 10 1.
0.0 12 1.
6.3 M 3.
0.0 10 t.
20.0 224 2
2.3 31 3.
2.5 18 1.
2.5 14 1.4
1.3 N 1.!
2.5 13 1.3
0.0 42 4.2
1.3 14 1.4
2.5 14 1.4
7.5 18 12.6
3.3 44 4.4
100.0 1,010 100.0

Cambodia, Canada, ColmMia, £l

Salvader, Framice, Germany, Rong Kong, Jamaicas, Ketherlands, Philippines sad Svitzerland,

63.



-

NUMBER OF RFCIPIENTS/APPLICANTS WHO VERE ON WELFARE BEFORE

TABLE 34
QUESTION XO. 3

In Nevada
In Arather State

Never on lefore

TOTAL RESPONDENTS

]

PR
102
333

j»e

48.8
43.6

19.1

[

230
105

84
395

64.

l»e

$8.2
26.6

21.2

Status

47
34
17
80

Total

538
372
203
1,010



Arigcena
California
Colorado
Illincies
Louisiana
New Totk
Qregon

Vashington

Other Misc.

TOTAL

*Applicant/reciplent may report mors than one state.

TABLE 35
QUESTION RO, 6

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS/APPLICANTS WRO RAVE RECEZIVED WELFARE

IN OTHER STATES ~ BY STATE®

Uok.
- App 2 .l I Status
7 2.6 3 2.6 0

122 .5 A2 15.9 18

8 2.9 3 2.6 2

11 .0 1 .8 2

10 3.6 6 5.1 2

7 2.6 6 5.1 1

9 3.3 3 2.6 1

10 3.7 s 3.4 0

States 90 32.8 49 41.9 11
274 100.0 117 100.0 27

65.

See Table 28,

joa

48.7
5.4

S.4

2.7
2.7
0.0
29.7
100.0

Total
10
182
13

14

18

14

13

14

150

joe

‘2.-‘
3.¢
3.3

3.3
3.4
3.3
5.1
100.0



TARLE 36
QUESTION MO, 6

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS/APPLICANTS WEQ EAVE RECEIVID WELFARE

One Other State
Tvo Other States
Three Other States
Pour Other States
Five Other States

TOTAL

IN OTRER STATES - BY NUMBER OF OTEER STATES

Unk.

Aep T Dz Stams 2
207 81.5% 113 86.9 k3| 88.6
$1 16.1 14 10.8 3 8.¢
3 1.2 2 1.5 1 2.8
3 1.2 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 1 .8 0 0.0
254 100.0 130 100.0 as 100.0

66.

Total
3s1
58

419



_ STATUS OF RECIPIENT/APPLICANT WREN PREVICUSLY ON WELFARF®

TABLE 37
QUESTION NO. 7

App
As a Child 3
As an Adule 258

Both as a Child 8 Adult 106

TOTAL 398

2
8.6
64.8
26.6

1C0.0

»

4

167 .

80

271

z
5.9
61.6
29.5

100.0

m.

Status |

1
27
18

56

2
19.§
48.2
32.2

100.0

Toti
69
452 6
204 2
728 10

*There were 203, or 20.1% of the total completing the guestiomnaire who Mve not been
on velfare previously, snd 82 (8.1I) failed %o respond.

67.



8th Grade or Lower
9th Grade

10th Grade

11th Grade

12th Grade

Some College
College Graduate
Some Post Graduate
Masters Degree
Ph.D./Professional
No Respomse

TOTAL

17
533

QUESTION NO. 9

TABLE 238

ENUCATION LEVEL

I»e

4.1
7.3
14.0
17.9
319.6
11.8
1.5
-4
-2
6.0
2.4

100.0

B
20

24
52
77
159

32

© o u

24

395

68.

|re

s.x
6.1

"13.2

19.5
40.2
8.1
1.2
0.0

.3
6.1
100.9

Status

~

o O O N o«

[

30

jre

10.0

2.5
0.0
0.0
0.0
1.2

100.0

Total
hYe)
70

139

4C0
100

135

[

42

1,010



Married w/Spouse
Married-Separated
Never Marrvied
Divorced

Widow

No Response

TOTAL

23
160
221
115

335

TABLE 39
QUESTION NO. 10
MARITAL STAYUS

Onk.
2 kD p 4 Status
4.3 10 2.5 &

29.9 75 19.0 22
1.3 192 48.4 32
21.5 87 22.0 20
.6 6 1.8 2
2.4 26 6.6 0
100.0 395  100.0 89

69.

27.5
40.0
5.0
2.5
0.0
100.0

Total

37

257

1,010

44

-4

100



TABLE 40
QUESTIOR WO. 11
CASZS SEARING LIVING ARRANGDMEXTS

Unk.
Asp : b 2 Seams 2 Total
Sharing 240 4.9 125 31.6 | 35 43.3 400
Not Sharing 272 $0.8 240 60.8 ) 55.6 556
No Responsa 23 4.3 30 7.6 1 1.2 54
TOTAL 538 100.0 39S 100.0 80 100.0 1,010

70.



APPENDIX B

ADC Program Standard of Need--Poverty
Income Guidelines - Information & Analysis
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STUDY OF NEVADA'S
AID TO DEPENDENT CHILDREN PROGRAM

STANDARD OF NEED

POVERTY INCOME GUIDELINES

INPORMATION & ANALYSIS

73.



WHEAT IS POVERTY®

The current measure of poverty was originally developed by Mollie
Orshansky of the Social Security Administration in 1964 and was, with
revisions, officially adopted in 1969 by the Office of Management and
Budget as the Pederal Govermment's official statistical measure of
poverty, The measure is built around the Department of Agriculture’'s
economy food plan of 1961 and the national average ratio of family
food expenditures to total family after-tax income as measured in the
1955 Household Food Consumption Survey. It counsists of 124 separate
poverty cutoffs differentiating families by size, number of children,
age and sex of head, and farm or nonfarm residence. The cutoffs are
vpdated annually by changes in the Consumer Price Index.

The Orshansky poverty definition is widely used to measure the nation's
progress in reducing the extent of poverty. It is also used as a
statistical tool to identify the target populations of government
programs that help the financially needy and to evaluate the effec-
tiveness of such programs.

EXHIBIT A

74. Page 1
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Data Services, Vicksburg, Mississippi. in
conducting dats processing activities as
8 service to banks and non-banks. Such
activities will involve the collections.
subscription, processing. and storage of
banking. financial or related economic
data for itself and others in the
marketing by-products of data
processing activity as well as making
excess processing time available to
other users. These activities would be
conducted in the State of Mississippi.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve

OMB Desk Officer: Fay S. ludicello.
Health Care Financing Administration

Subject A==ual Report for Home and
Commu=:ity Based Services Waiver
(HCFA-371)—Extension {0938-0272).

Respondexts: State Medicaid Agencies.

Subject Amnual Expenditure Report for
Home and Community Based Services
Walver HCFA-372)—Extension
{0838-02).

Respondezts: State Medicaid Agencies.

Subject: Integrated Quality Control

System, Msrch 4, 1988 !Ri.:“m” w°::"l(”" (1-!0‘!);-318)—
James McAfse, . .
Associote Secretary of the Board. Rec?mdm. .Shte Agencies.
. Subject: Hospice Statements of
[FR Doc. 85-5564 Filed 3-7-85. 8:45 am} Reimbursements HCFA 278.279.280—
SELIG COOE $230-31-4 Revision (0838-0177).
Respondents: Hospices. .
DEP ENT OF TH AND OMB Desk Officer: Fay S. Judicello.
HUMAN SERVICES Social Secwrity Administration
Subject Winter 1984-198S Private Sector
Office of the Secretary R Enerpy Asgistance Survey—New.
Agency Forms Submitted 1o the Office  Respondents: Utility companies.
of Management and Budget for Subject: Carrective Action Plan and
Clesrance Progress Report—Extension (0860-
0279
Each Friday the Departmant of Health Rupoudm,' States.
and Human Services (HHS) publishes s _Subject Annual Survey of Refugees-
list of information collection packages it Revision-{0960-0308). -
has submitted to the Office of Respondents: Individuals or households.
Management and B.ndget (OMB) for OMB Desk Officer: Robert J. Fishman.
clearance in compliance with the Copies of the above information
Paperwork Reduction Act (¢4 US.C. callection dearance packages can be
Chapter 35). The following are those obtained by calling the HHS Report

packages submitted to OMB since the Clearance Officer on 202-245-6511.

last list was publisbed on March 1, 1885, Written comments and
Public Health Service recommendations for the proposed
. . information collections should be sent
National Institutes of Hecith directly 1o the appropriate OMB Desk
Subject: Cobort Study of Grain Millers—  Officer designated above at the
New. following sddress: OMB Reports

Respondents: Businesses or other for- Management Branch, New Executive
profit. : Office Building. Room 3208, Washington,
OMB Desk Officer: Fay S. ludicello. D.C. 20503 Attn: (came of OMB Desk
Food and Drug Administration De tot)‘ « 1988,
Subiect:_ Prgmarket Notification Wallace O. Keams.
(S’;xgon]mnon {510(k))} Extension—{0810- ::m Depaty Assistant sd cary for
y . anogemen: Analys Systems.
Re;foo{?genu: Businesses or other for- [FR Doc. #5-5554 ﬁh: ‘:_'7 _“y"&f:. )
Subject: Product License Application for coox ¢
the Manufacture of Source Plasma
{Human) Product License Applicatio Revision
for Therapeutic Exchange Plasma— m Gc;dc&r:: the Poverty
Extension—{0310-0040}.
Respondents. Businesses or other for- AGENCY: Department of Health arnd
profit. Human Serices

OMB Desk Officer- Bruce Artim.
Centers for Disease Control

Subject: NIOSH Information
D-sseminaticn Strategv—Extension
{0920-0031}.

Respondents: Ind:viduals.

ACTION: Nzice.

SUMMARY: Thus nouce prevides a
revision of the Federal poverty income
guidelines :c account for increases in
the Cors._=er Price Index.

DATE Effective March 8 188S.

75.

aporess: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Planning and Evaluation,
Department of Health and Human
Services. Washington D.C 20201.

FOR FURTHER BIFORMATION CONTACT:
For information about the poverty
guidelines in general. contact Joan
Turek-Brenina or Michele Adler
{telephone: (202] 245-8141).

Questions about applying these
guidelines to a particular program
should be referred to the Federal office
which is responsible for that program.

For information about the Hill-Burton
Uncompensated Services Program,
contact the Office of the Director,
Division of Facilities Compliance
{telephone: {301) 443-8512).
SUPPLEMENTARY INPORMA TIONE This
notice provides the 198S revision of the
poverty income guidelines required by
sections 852 and 873(2) of the Omnibus
Reconciliation Act of 1981. As required
by the statute, this revision reflects
changes in the Consumer Price Index; it
was accomplished using the same
methodology used in previous years.

These poverty income guidelines are
used as an eligibility criterion by &
number of Federal programs. In certain
cases, as noted in the relevant
authorizing legislation or program
regulations, & program uses the poverty
guidelines as only one of several
eligibility criteria, or uses a modification
of the guidelines {e.g. 130% or 185% of
the guidelines). Some other programs,
while not using the guidelines as a
criterion of individual eligibility, use
them for the purpose of targeting
assistance or services. In some cases,
these poverty income guidelines may not
become effective until a regulation or
notice specifically applying to the
program in question has been issued.

The following definitions {derived for
the most part from language used in US.
Bureau of the Census, Current
Population Reports Series P-80, No. 144
and earlier reports in the same series)}

- are made available for use in connection
with the poverty income guidelines.
Programs may use somewhat d:fferent
definitions. The poverty guidelines are
applicable to both farz and nonfarm
families.

(a) Family. A famuly is & group of two
or more persons related by burth,
rarnage. or adcption who reside
together all such related persons are
considered as members of one fazuly. (If
a household includes more than one
family and/or more than one urselated
ind'v:dual. the peverty gu:delines are
applied separately toeath fam.ly and’
or unrelated individual. and not to the
household as a whole))

EXHIBIT ‘A
Page 2
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(b) Femily un:t of size one. In
conjunction with the Federal poverty

programs as Medicaid. Food Stamps. or

income guidelines. a family unit of size

one is aa unrelaied individual (as kS

defined by the Census Buresu}—i.e.. a
person 15 years ¢id or over (other than
an inmate of an asutution) who is not
living with any relatives. An unrelated
{ndividual may be the sole occupant of 8
housing unit, or may be residingina

housing unit (or iz group quarters such >

as a rooming house} in which one or
more persons aiso reside who are not
related o the individual in question by
birth. marriage. ot adoption. (Examples
of unrelated individuals residing with
others include a lodger, a foster child. a
ward, or an employee.)

(¢} Income. Refers ta total annual cash
receipts before taxes from all sources.
(locome data for a part of a year may be
annualized in order ta determine
eligibility—{or instance, by multiplying
by four the amount of income received
during the most recent three months.)
Income includes money wages and
salaries before any deductions, but does
not include food or rent in lieu of wages.
Income also includes net receipts from
nonfarm or farm self-employment
(receipts from s person’s own business
or farm after deductions for business or
farm expenses). Income includes regular
payments from social security, railroad
retirement, unemployment
compensation, workers’ compensation,
strike benefits from unjon funds,
veterans' benefits, public assistance
(including Aid to Families with
Dependent Children, Supplemental
Security Income. and General
Assistance money payments), training
stipends. alimony. child support, and
military family allotments or other
regular support from an absent {amily
member or somecne not living in the
household: private pensions, and regular
insurance or annaity payments: and
income from dividends, interest, rent,
royalties. or penodic receipts from
estates or trusts For eligibility purposes,”
income does not wclude the following
money receipte: capital gains: any assets
drawn down as withdrawals from a
bank. the sale of property. a house, or a
car: tax refunds. gifts, lump-sum ™
inheritances, one-nme insurance
paymeants. or cocpensation for injury.
Also exciuded are noncash benefits,
such as the ez . :yer-paid or union-pard
portion cf heai'® nsurance or other
empicyee fmnge senefi‘s. food or rent
received tn Lieu of wages. the value of
the food and fue! produced and
consumed on farms the imputed value
of rent from owner-sccupied nonfarm or
farm hous.=g and suck Federal

Ll kS MR

For family wnits with more than § members,
add $2.250 for each additonal member.
Deated: March 41085,
Margaret M. Heckler,
Secretary of Heclth and Human Services.

COMPUTATION FOR 1985 AsesiaL REVISION TO

POVERTY INCOME GLACELINES
(Famim « f Saae oucapt Alnshs e Hewall ot P
of Conswtan}
2= | e | oo 1o |
n—p'&mm Cutew. PR
S | axme | s i e | ’-‘t Fen
o 19 m;' | oereeen o - 1985
oy AT Q-
- i”' awas i
| Soemt i
M) J! -] ¥L =) L] ! e ! -
V] S BT L e $5 250
2. . 8°0 1 w2 3 ex 1240
I e wrel 187 cwmc 1A%
4§ WP me2; 2TM, 10, 100
s [FET R R CREEE LAY -]
8] deml wrr: e tam w20
7. 14330, W60, el 7 T ]
8 ._ I T T \‘u' \F -] V7 840
!

! Sourcer Comw 2 sriret e v3% “somm E-' 2 U
Breny ¥ Fe “ona Twives Ppw S fawreme o

76.

E

. . Sover~vmers Prewrg g, TS gl ) W84
public housig e SN i L s
771585 POVENTY InCOME GUICELMES FOR ALL Sad 301 1 coerta roe hoa. &a eirmss % 479
STATES (ExCEPT ALASKA ANG HAWAN) ANO l-.?’:-)m of Comrms ¢ s, DO ©
THE DrsTRICT OF COLUMBIA " emrvet muAces o
:l huwull,!-'—-- v=l -p-unl’m,-‘s:-':
Sen o tarey e e | oy 1904 17 A2 et ey P e s
"W the newex wholt MuaDe o SR ey e N
4 Cotavr | we ciitwned by AcCREES mEPUOA OF WOURCNON
1 W2N ol Tw sverge dwrence 31 KI5 B G0 =4 ‘OIS Qute-
: ::l.-h m-‘r;-d.anmaaz:ns
: M | e mumes of 310 P aer a3 e o
& mawbern. 31,000 v cach pwon w0V Cordrerag
. 258 ) yd, $2290 v each pereon o Aamen e 52070 i emch
: f':-: parson o Heweld.
[FR Doc. 85-5714 Filed 3-7-8% B:45 am)
L—ﬂf Tasily umts with more than 8 membe BRLING CODE 4190-04-0
sdd $1.800 for each additional member.
POVERTY INCOME GUIOELINES FOR ALASKA Food and Drug Administration
" Saw of ey uw ooy,  [Docket No. 348-0433)
N msm Canned Pacific Sairmon Deviating From
2 ‘:-:'0 identity Standard; Temporary Permit
. rye Jor Market Testing Carrection
H 'y Acancy: Food and Drug Administration.
. :‘;: AcTion: Notice: correction.
. suMMARY: The Food and Drug
For family units with more than L members, Administration (FDA) is correcting the
add $2.250 for esch additional member. document that announced that &
POVERTY temporary permit had been issused to
NCOME GUIDELINES FOR HAWAS  p platon m et(l:.a. t;:.‘ market tost__
Povery canned L) skinless,
Iy g=isire  honeless salmon packsd in water. This
. mose document corrects the docket number.
2 S110  POR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
: %% Agnes B. Black. Regulations Editorial
s wxwo Staff (HFC-222), Food aad Drug
- 143% Administration. 5600 Fishers Lane,
s mse Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-2994.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORBATION: In FR
Doc. 85-1297 appearing om page 2819 in
the issue of Thursday. Jaouary 17, 1985,
the docket number is corrected to read
as set out in the heading of this
documesnt.

Dated: March L 1983
Sanford A. Millee,

Director, Center for Food Safety and Applied
Nutrition.

[FR Doc. 85-5548 Filed 3-7-AS. 4S5 am)
SELNG CODE 4 W-1-0

(FDA-225-85-8251)

Memorandum of Understanding With
the National Institute on Druq Abuse

AGENCY: Food and Dreg AimunistTascn
ACTIOKE Notice.

sSuMMAnY: The Food and Drug .
Administration (FDA) ~ 13 executed 2
memorandum of unds~siind.ng wo'h the
National Instimz'e on Drug Abuse

WHIBIT A
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1985 POVERTY INCNMF GUIDELINES

Annual1 Monthly ADC Need
Family Size Income Income Standard Short-Fall
1 $ 5,250 $ 437.50 $§173.00 § (264.50)
2 7,050 587.50 229.00 (358.,50)
3 8,850 737.50 285.00 (452.50)
4 10,650 887.50 341,00 (546,50)
5 12,450 1,037.50 397.00 (640.50)
6 14,250 1,187.50 453.00 : (734.50)
7 16,050 1,337.50 509.00 (828.50)
8 ’ 17,850 1,487.50 565.00 (922.50)

1I-‘or family units with more than 8 members, add $1,800 for each additional

member ($150 per month).

2For family ucits with more than 8 members, add $56 for each additional
member.

77. EXHIBIT A-
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PROCGRAM
Poverty Level

Warhoe County Housing
Very Low Standards

Clark County Housing
Very Low Standards

WIC Program

School Lunch-Reduced (40¢)
LIHFAP/ECIP

Food Stamps - Gross Income
School Lunch - Free

Food Stamps - Net Income
ADC Gross Income Test

Clark County Social Service
Househnld with Rent

Clark County Social Service

Household with No Rent

t

ADC Need and Payment

Washoe County Welfare

NOTF: Eligibility income levels are rounded to whole dollars.

APPROX, X

OF POVERTY

1007

133-233%

106-190%

1852
185%
150%
1307
1302
100%
70-732

52-53%

39-40%

38-392

JR-197

1

438

1,021

833

810
810
656
569
569
438
320

228

171

173

173

e vecrr ESw W AW asATUL 2 NVUIWWIW 4 LIVAUTULAL LLLIUVLIDLILITTY

1985 POVERTY INCOME GUIDELINES

2

588

1,167

954

1,087
1,087
881
764
764
588
424

jos

23

229

229 .

738

1,313

1,071

1,365
1,365
1,106
959
959
738
527

j8n

292

285

85

888

1,458

1,192

1,642
1,642
1,331
1,154
1,154

888

631

468

351

k1Y

Wl

1,038

1,575

1,288

1,920
1,920
1,556
1,349
1,349
1,038

734

547

410

397

397

1,188

1,692

1,383

7,197
2,197
1,781
1,544
1,544
1,188

838

627

470

4%3

451

Iy oue

1,138

1,808

530

509

509

1,4RR

1,925

1,575

7,752
2,757
7,231
1,93
1,9%
1,4RR
1,045

787

590

565

565

EXHIBIT A
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POPULATION AND POVERTY

B 2 2
1980 1985 198

Population1 800,508 975,615 1,014,776
Persons in Families
Belowv Poverty® 44,288 54,031 55,922
Female Householders i
Below Poverty® 5,088 6,207 6,424
Children under 18
Below Poverty? 7,564 9,228 9,551

jag7-

1,050,150

57,879

6,648

9,885

lEstimates prepared by UNR's Bureau of Economic Research for the Office of

Commmunity Service.

2Estimates based upon 221 growth since 1980 and 3.57 each year after.

3Nevada's poverty growth rate i{s 60.5% and overall population growth rate is

64.6% (growing about the same).

79.
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POPULATION AND POVERTY

IN NEVADA
GROWTH COMPARISONS
1580 - 1970
i A3
CATECGORIES 1980 1970 CHANGE
NET PERCENT

* .
Total Persons 789,015 479,643 302,372 64.6
Below Poverty 68,657 43,333 25,324 58.5
Percent 8.7 9.1
Persons in families 652,970 431,025 221,945 51.5
% of Total Persons g2.8 g9.8
Below Poverty 44,288 30,720 13,560 44.2
Percent 6.8 7.1
Persons not in

families 136,045 48,618 87,427 179.8
$ of Total Persons 17.2 10.2
Below Poverty 24,369 12,613 11,756 93.2
Percent 17.9 25.9
Female Householders 27,390 11,982 15,408 128.6
% of Total

Householders 13.2 9.6
Below Poverty 5,088 3,068 2,020 65.9
Percent 18.6 25.6
Children - 18 years

and under 208,752 167,706 41,046 24.5
Below Poverty 20,752 15,246 5,506 36.2
Percent 10.0 9.1
Children - 6 years

and under 64,670 52,882 11,788 2.3
% of Total Children 31.0 31.5
Below Poverty 7,564 5,117 2,447 47.8
Percent 11.7 9.7
Persons 65 years

and over 63,647 29,737 33,910 114.1
t of Total Persons 8.1
Below Poverty 6,805 6,559 246 3.8
Percent 10.7 22.0

* Farresents persons for whor poverty status was determined, see
Technical Notes. ‘

U.S. Bureau of The Census PCEO-1-C30, PZ20-1-D30, Summer Tape
File (ST4), 1970 product numbers £Z(1)-C & C30.

Source:

80.
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PAST POVERTY LEVEL ANALYSTS

Household Poverty May 1969 Poverty December 1975

Size 1970 Need Standard 1975 Need Standard
1 $153 $163 $226 $173
2 197 220 291 229
3 242 273 356 285
4 310 318 456 341
5 366 375 539 397
6 410 421 606 453
7 ' 503 465 745 509
8 Not Avail. 508 Not Avail. 565
EXHIBIT A

Page 8
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APPENDIX C

ADC Program Standard of Need - Consumér
Price Index Analysis

83.






STUDY OF NEVADA'S
AID TO DFPENDENT CHILDREN PROGRAM

STANDARD OF NEED

CONSUM®ER PRICE INDEX ANALYSIS

85.



HISTORY OF THE ADC NEED STANDARD

The methodology for the present ADC Need Standard was developed in May
1969. It has been accepted over the past years that no changes have
been made since 1969. Recent research by Welfare Division staff shows
the Need Standard was last updated in December 1975.

Included within this package are copies of an explanation of the 1969
Need Standard methodology, copies of Welfare Division budget forms
from 1970 until 1975 showing the changes made and copies of some
Welfare Board Exhibits, with the final change effective December 1,
1975,

Since revisions were made between 1969 and 1975, Consumer Price
Index Analysis was done from both May 1969 and December 1985.

86, EXHIBIT B
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Attachment #1

PROPOSLL DRAFT
PRIOR TO SUBMISSION TO THE HEVADA STATE WELFARE BOARD

UPDATING OF AFLC STAKDAINS, AS REQUIRED JULY, 19639
NEVI.DA

Prefaco:

Before recording the actual statistics and cosputations used in the
updating of lisvada APDC standards, there are seven preliainary
statemsnts that need to be made. Thase statements will deal with
the background and supporting data used for the AFDC update.

A. In 1967, a thorough characteristics study of the AFDC cascload
was conducted., A 539 case sample, which represented 338 of the
active caseload, was thoroughly reviewed as a part of that
study. Throughout the AFDC update, the needs standard for
a child betveen the ages of ¢ - 12 is used. 7The characteristics
study supports this as the average age of the AFDC child. That
study showed that 368 of the children were Detween ayes 0 ~ 5,
Pourty-three percent were between the ages of 6§ - 12. Twenty-
one parcent wvere l3 years of age or older,

B. Throughout the AFDC updats, Areas I and II, vhich are used
for sheltsr itoms such as utilities, heating, etc., are
combined at a ratio of 75% to 25%. This is borne out by
the 1967 characteristics study. Area I includes the larger
areas of the state, including Reno and Las Vegas. Seventy-
five percent of the AFDC actiwe cases ars in that area.

C. In some of the 1955 needs standards, a third area is also
mantioned for cartain shelter expenscs. Area 1II was dropped
from the AFDC budgeting standard om March 22, 1368. At that
time it was combined with Area 1XI and all Arca II shelter and

" atility amounts were raised to the former Area 111 level.

D. One of the items dropped from the consolidated needs standard
vas special diets. A sample of $08 cases that were on AFDC
in 1968 were reviewecd for spocial diets. JIwenty of those
casos had special diets totaling $158.05. This is an average
of $.20 for special dicts per case. At that time there were
an average of 4.15 persons per ADC case. This awrage mesans
that specigl diets acoounted for am average of §.95 per person
ia the AFDC caseload. It will be noted that im the food
schedule in the actual updating figures this amowmt
has been taken into comsideratiom.

E. In computing the shelter maxiwum, the consumer price index
both for owning and renting homes were used. The 1967
characteristics study indicates that 758 of the AFDC familiecs
rented their shelter accarodations. The remaining 25% were
buying or owned outright thoir accomodations.

EXHIBIT B
87. . Page 2



r. In 1968, tho average family size--ascertaincd by dividing
total number of recipiants by total aumber of casos--was
4.15 persons per family assistance unit.

G. Thwe final item taken from a 1967 characteristics study deals
with the number of rooms occupied by families of various
sizes. This data {s relevant in the need itam for fuel for
heating. On the average, a family of 3 persons or less
occupied 5.2 rooms. A fanily of 4 or 5 persons occupied, on
tha avorage. 4-&zooms. A family of from 6 - 8 persons occupl
on tha SeSSEps, .7 rooms, The final group, the family of
9 of HoRG IRré@is, avoraged 5.7 rooms in thigr living
accoRodatIONg .

UPDATE OF ArnDC NEED ITEMS, ACCORDING TO THE COST OF LIVING INCREASE
AS OF JULY l196%.

I. Foomi

Last changed - Octocber, 1960
US Consumer Price Index 10/60 = $30.6
US Consumer Price Index 7/69 = 109.5
Fazcent of Increase = 20,90

10/60 -Standaxd
m:o& Persons in Panmily
1 4 3 4 or more
Adule 38.00 33.50 30.00 27.50
chilad
6 - 12 28.600 25.50 23.00

PROPOSED BTAIDARD
Mumber of Persons in Pamily

1 2 ] 3 4 or more
Mult 45.93 40.49 36.26 33.24
eila - 33.84 30.82 27.80¢

* $.05 por person will be added to accoumt for the deletion
of special diets. This means that the $45.93 becones
$45.98, etc.

IX. Clothing:

Last changed - Octcber, 1960
US Consumer Price Index 10/60 = 90.9
US Consumer Pricc Index 7/6%9 = 111.2
Percent of Increase = 22.3%

10/60 Standard
EXHIBIT B

Adult $7.%0 3
Chaild $6.50 88. Page



PROPOSED STAIDARD

Adult $%.17

111. Racreation:

Last changed - November 1966
US Consumer Price Index - 12/66 = 97.3
US Consumar Price Index - 7/69 = 112.9
Percent ¢of Increase = 160

11/66 8tandard
All xecipients $1.00

PROPOSED STANDARD $1.16
IV. Perscnal Incidentals:

Last changsd - Hovember 1968
US Conswacr Price Index 11/68 = 106.3
US Consuner Price Index 7/69% = 109.6
Percent of Increasa = 3.1%

11/68 Standard

child $1.50

PROPOSED STANDARD

Adult $4.12
thila ~ $1.58

V. Fusl for leatings
Last changaed - October 1956
US Consuncr Price Index 10/56 = 97.5

US Conaunmer Price Index 7/69 = 117.4
Percent of Increase = 20.4%

10/56 Standard
(Dased on average fanily from 4 - S persons in 4.4 rooms) $13.80
PROPOSED STANDARD $16.62

VIi. Fuel for Cooking:

Last changed - May 1955
US Consumer Price Index 5/55 = 87.6
US Consumer Price Index 7/69 = 102.2
Percent of Changs = 16.7%

10/356 Standard EXHIBIT B
89. Page 4



Persons, 1 - 2 $3.00
3-4 $3.60
S or more $4.00

PROPOSED STANUDARD l1 -2 $3.50
3 -4 $4.20
S or more $4.67*
tArea 1 has been dsleted from the 10/56 standard since in thi
 time period there was no Area II amsount.

ViI. Water Heating:
- Last Changed -~ May 1967
Us Consumer Price Index 6/67 = 99..
US Consumer Price Index 7/69 = 101.9
Percent of Increase = 2.18
5/67 Standard
Area I and Area 11

Number of Persons

AREA I AREA IX

) 4 $2.60 1 $2.85

2-3 $3.10 2-3 $4.55

-6 $3.55 -6 $5.35

7 or more $4.10 7 ox more $6.4)

PROPOSED STANDARD (based om 758 of Area 1 and 258 of
Arca 1I)

1 Person $2.71

2 Person and 3 Persons $3.54
4 to six Persons $4.09

7 or more $4.75

VIII. Refrigerction:

Last Changed -~ June 1968
US Consuner Price Index 6/680 = 103.8
US Consumer Price Index 7/69 = 105.6
Percant of Increase = 1.7%

6/68 Standard

Area I Area Il
Pezsons 1 $.75% $1.20
2 Or more $1.00 $1.60

PROPOSED STANDARD (based on 758 Arca I and 25% Arca II)

Persons 1 $.88 EXHIBIT B
2 or more $1.18 90. Page 5



US Consumer Price Index 5/55 = 98.1
US Consunor Price Index 7/69 = 105.6

Percent of Increase = 7.6%

Area 11X

$4.20
$6.74
$8.60

PROPOSED STANDARD (758 Area I and 258 Area I1l)

US Consuner Price Indsx 6/55 (laundry socaps and

datergonts) = 9%0.7

(paper napkins) = 97.7
(toilet tissue) = 94.2

US Consumar Price Index 7/69 (laundrxy soaps) = 106.4

{paper napkins) = 127.2
(toilet tissus) = 119.5

Percent of Incresse = (laundry soaps) 17.3%

(paper napkins) 30.1%
(toilet tissus) 26.8%

These itams comprising household supplies are weighted

-2
12.60

-7

X Lightlt
Last Changed - May 1955
$/55 Standard
Area I
Pexrsons 1 $1.10
2 - 3 31.20
‘ - ‘ 31.50
7 or more $2.25
Person 1 $1.97
2 -1 $2.13
4 -6 $3.27
7 or more $4.13
X. BHousehold Supplies:
Last Changed ~ May 1955
as follows:
(laundry socaps and dstasrgeats) 608
(paper napkins) 20%
(toilet tissus) 208
The composite increase equals 24.7%
§/55 Standard
Nunber of Persons
1 2-1 4-S
S.45 7.40 10.08
PROPOSED STANDARD
1 2-3 4-S
6.64 9.0} 12.24

91.

15.3%

8 or more
14.55

§ or morxe
17.72

EXHIBIT B
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XI. HMedical Chest Sugglica:

Last Changed = March 1367
US Consumer Price Index 1/67 = 102.6
US Conswuner Price Index 7/69 = 106.9
Percent of lncrease = 4.1V

3/67 Standard

Adult $4.00
Chila -
6-12 $1.50

‘Propcud Standard

Adult $4.16
Child 31.56

XII.' Shelter - Maximum (includiny space, water, and sevage)

Last changed - November 1956
Rent increase, US Consumer Price Index 11/56 to 7/69%

equals 47.3%
Purchase Increass, US Consuper Price Index 11/56 to

7/69 equals 22%
At 75% rental and 258 purchass, the composite
increase is 28.3%

11/56 Standaxd

Number dt Farsons

1 2 3 4 5 or more
55,00 65.00 75.00 85.00 95.0G0
PROPOSED STANDARD

70.57 83.40 96.213 109,06 121.89

A. Sheltar - Watar

Last Changed - June 1967
US Consumar Price Indax 6§/67 = 99.1
US Consumnar Price Index 7/69 = 112.5
Percent of Increase = 13.5%

6/67 Standard

Water District Well Watar

$7.00 ‘ $3.00

PROPOSED STANLARD

$7.95 $3.50 EHIB
page

92.



B. GShelter - Sewage
11/56 Standard - As paid
PROPOSLD STANDARD =~ As paiad
C. Bheltar - Minor Repairs (upkeep)
Last Changed - September 1956
US Consuner Price Index 9/56 = 77.9
US Consumcr Price Index 7/69 = 115.7
Percent of Increase = 48.5%
9/65 Standard
$2.00
PROPOSED STANDARD
$2.97
TOTAL PERSOHAL NEEDS STANDARD (PROPOSED)
Children with one non-ncedy ocaretaker.
_ NUMBER OF CHILDRLN '
b § 2 3 4 S 6 7
82.09 122,86 161.81 202.35 245.53 287.12 329.56
CHUILDREN WITU NEEDY CARETAKER
Adult Alone $96.81

1l 2 3 4 S 6 7
141.24 177.78 213.71 254.25 297.43 33%.02 J8l.46

NELDY CARETAKER AND DISABLLID PARENT
Two Adults $154.28

1 2 3 4 5 L 7
189.61 225.34 266.08 309.26 350.85 393.29

Mg $40.07 for each additional chilad
SURMATION :

A. We planned to use the personal needs total amounts with no finer
breaxdown. I assume that it would be permissible to round each
of the figures in the paragraph above to thc nearest 5 cent
or 10 cent amount. Also, on the shelter amounts we assumed that
it would be permissible to round theam upwvards 80 that they would
be evenly divisible by the number of persons in the household.
For instance, the 109.06 amount would becoms 109.20 or 27.30

per peison. EXHIBIT B
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The only itom of special nceds that will be added back into the
standard is the item for essesntial household equipmoent. The
previous total for such equipment was 50,00 for a singls person
housshold and 100.00 for a 2 person household,increasing the
amounts to $51.35 and $102.70 based oo a 2.78 lncnuo in the
consumer price index for appliances from Juns 1967 to July 1969,

It is our intention to adjust all personal need and shelter
amounts according to these standards, realizing that soms
will de incroased and others decresased.

EXHIBIT B
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ADC BUGET

- . - ‘e TT. ZZM =s =@ 7z - ~r L= —r.~ LT i R N T e o LR EREE i Sy
CASE NOL CASELOAD NQ.
KiR NUSELR IN HOU S1 HOLD DATF

TRU' THONS: CIRCLE THE ITEM USLD IN EACH SCHEDULE, JUSTIFY ANY ALLOWANCE OQOTHER THAN
ESTANDARD IN THE NARRATIVE. WHEN SHELTER COSTS ARE LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM, 3UDGET
E ACTUAL COST.

PERSONAL NEEDS - ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

ADULT ALONE: $88.00

CHILDREN WITH NON-NEEDY C.  CHILDREN WiTH NEEDY D. CHILDREN WITH NEEDY CARETAKER ANL
CARETAKER: CARETAKER. INCAPACITATED PARENT:

CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT

1 $ 50.00 1 $135 00 i $191 00

2 92.00 2 177.00 2 226.00

3 130.00 3 212.00 3 174.00

4 172.00 4 260.00 4 320.00

s 216.00 s 306.00 5 364.00

6 259.00 3 350.00 6 406.00

ADD $43.00' FOR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY

MAXIMUM SHELTER PER RECIPIENT

(NUMBER OF PERSUNS IN HHOUSEROLD)
1 2 k] 4 5 or more

73 4250 3200 1650 23.00
tMax 115 G0O)

DISRFGARD 35, IF NOT CLAIMED IN
FARNINGS. ..ottt rcscceenenes

Page 10

OURCES (PER MONTH) i PERSONAL NEEDS oeeoeeon e eeveeer oo
LNINGS: ;
GROSS WAGES SHELTER
DISREGARD ($8)uecrscnssren TAX. e - —
INCENTIVE ($30) HOME MAINTENANCE (35, 00) .....
ADIUSTED WAGES PAYMENTS OR RENT........
1/3 OF ADJ. WAGES........... [ HOME INSURANCE ..o ... —
TAX & SOC. SECURITY..... | TOTALS . ot st
WORK EXPENSES. ;,
TOTAL OF THREE ABOVE | TOTAL NUEDS... v —
fEARNINGS.. , NLT MONTHLY RESOCKCES..... —
DELICIT... s s e
‘OME FROM PROPERTY, BUSINESS, ROOMERS, AND/OR RASI GRANT $25.00 X e .. .
ARDERS (CIRCLE WHICH ONE) UNMETNEED. . oo e, ————
GROSSINCOME...... . e e, AIMATIONAL PAYMENT ("0’.!» OF
£ XPtNSE S, ‘ GEOSNMUENU YL . . e
NET INCOME...coo.on... | TOLAL GRANT (ROUNDI D TO NEARE ST DOLLAR)...
LATIVE CONTRIBUTIONS... oo+ oo o T T TR =
SDHL. T | PEMARKS  (INCLUDING WORK E\PI NSLS ALLOWED ( NDER
PPLAED . oo oo e e e e ! EARNINGS)
TR R T J01:S S —_— l
HER INCOME........ S,
TAL (OTHER THAN EARNINGS) i EXHIBIT B

TAL MONTHLY RESQURCES
OM ALl SOf RCFS

P Col} te L RITH




ADC B'WDGET

— T - E - reTaT

NANE CASE NO. CASELOAD NO.

e ———————————

WORKFR NUMBER IN HOUSEHOLD DATE

INSTRUCTIONS: CIRCLE THE ITEM USED IN EACH SCHEDULE. JUSTIFY ANY ALLOWANCE OHER
THE STANDARD IN THE NARRATIVE. WHEN SHELTER COSTS ARE LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM, Bl
THE ACTUAL COST.

PERSONAL NEEDS - ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

A. ADULT ALONE: $31.00

B. CHI!LDREN WITH NON-NEEDY C. CHILDRENWITH NEEDY D. CHILDREN WITH NEEDY CARET,
CARETAKER: CARETAKER: INCAPACITATED PAREN
CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT

1 $ 70.80 1 $135.00 1 $191.00

2 123.10 2 177.00 2 226.00

3 166.35% 3 212.00 ) 274.00

4 210.40 4 160.00 4 320.00

s 249.00 § 306.00 s 364.00

6 295.20 6 350.00 6 406.00

ADD $41.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY

MAXIMUM SHELTER PER RECIPIENT
(NUMBER OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLD)

[ 2 3 4 § or more
75 4250 3200 2650 2300
(Max 115.00)

RESOURCES (PER MONTH) ' PERSONAL NEEDS cuum.eoeooeemeeessmerceseseemmssemesssseesssessene _—
EARNINGS:

GROSS WAGES SHELTER

DISREGARD ($5) L 7.5 U e

INCENTIVE ($30) HOME MAINTENANCE ($5.00).....

ADJUSTED WACES PAYMENTS OR RENT......

1/3 OF ADJ. WAGES HOME INSURANCE........ccooeoue..o.. .

TAX & SOC. SECURITY..... TOTALS oo eeeee s e s sere et e seseseemeeseaereaep s esssearemn —

WORK EXPENSES...............

TOTAL OF THREE ABOVE ) TOTALNEEDS cooiie cos e e e o seer e
NET EARNINGS oo NET MONTHLY RESOURCES

(5131 Lo & SR —_—

INCOME FROM PROPERTY, BUSINESS, ROOMERS, AND/OR BASE GRANT 525.00 X e oo —
BOARDERS (CIRCLE WHICH ONE) UNMET NEEDuocoois. crerrre cveres e

GROSS INCOME.......oooceerenn. . ADDITIONAL PAYMENT (20% OF

1 XIP'¢NSES..... b ierne cen e seeisenes sie aee serer.t  e——————— } O UNMET NERD).... U

NET INCOME......oo.. oo B —_— 1OLAL GRANT (ROUNDID TO NEARLST DOLLAR).... —
RELATIVE CONTRIBUTIONS... ... oo —_— 'S FE————
OASDHY... oo ! REMARKS: (INCLUDING WORK EXPENSES ALLOWED UN
SUPPLIED .-o.. oo oo e oo e ' EARNINGS)
CHILD SUPPORT...... oo oo oo 1
OTHER INCOME.. ..oooooro oo
TOTAL (OTHER THAN EARNINGS)... :

DISREGARD $5. IF NOT CLAIMED N | EXHIBIT B

EARNINGS ..o creeemrecreennens P i Page 11

TOTAL MONTHLY RESQURCES

FROM ALL SOURCFS
INCOMFE DIVERTED..... ...... N

NETMONTIHEY RISOUROTS e

96.




ADC BUDGLT

MF CASE NO

CASELOAD NO.

RKIR

S B R AN HOUSEHOLL DATE

s " s T

{ISTRUCTIONS: (_IR(..LI: THE I'TEM USLD IN EACH SCHEDULE, JUS’H!-Y ANY ALLUWANL!:. UXHER THAN
HE STANDARD IN REMARKS. WHEN SHELTER COSTS ARE LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM, BUDGET THE

CTUAL COST.

PERSONAL NEEDS - ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

A\DULT ALONF:  $'¢10

CH!LDREN WITH NON-NLLEDY . C. CHILDREN WITH NEEDY D. CHILDREN WITH NEEDY CARETAKER ANI
CARETAKER: CARETAKER: INCAPACITATED PARENT:

CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT

1 $ 6200 ! $135.50 1 $187.50

2 1171.00 2 177.00 2 223.00

3 160.50- 3 21250 3 171.00

4 200.00 4 260.50 4 1800

5 247.50 § 307.50 ] 354.50

6 297.00 6 346.00 3 398.00

ADD $43.00 £OR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY

MAXIMUM SHELTER PER RECIPIENT

(NUMBER OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLD)

{ 3 3 4 § or more
75 4250 3200 16350 3300
(Max 115.00)
JOURCES (PER MONTH) PERSONAL NEEDS.........oe e e e P ——
ANINGS.
GROSS WAGES oo+ oo e SHELTER
DISREGARD ($8)umroon.. . TAXoo e coieeeteeeteecrreterrrenriessers toe eatA———
INCENTIVE (830} HOME MAINTENANCE (35.00)...
ADJUSTED WAGES PAYMENTS OR RENT......

1/3 OF ADJ. WAGES.

TAX & SOC. SECURITY....... —

WORK EXPENSES...............

TOTAL OF THREE ABOVE
TEARNINGS.....cooootreie ceeecieeenrrenenennns

TR TR — PP TYY S Y

P

'OME FROM PROPERTY. BUSINESS, ROOMERS, AND/OR
ARDERS (CIRCLL WHICH ONE)
GROSS INCOME.......oori e
FXPENSFS.o 0 i e
NETINCOME. . s criearnee

LATIVE CONTRIBLTIONS... . . R
SDHE. . L o L
PLIED... . N

ILD SUPPORT... .. ... ...

HER INCOME.. .. ...

i

TAL (OTHER THAN EARNINGS) ... ...
DISRFGARD $5. IF NOT CLAIMED IN
FARNINGS... oo

FAL MONTHLY RFSOURCES

IM ALL SOV RCES. e
INCOME DIVERTED.... . SR

TUHONTHEY RE~ BOES - ——

HOMF INSIU/RANCF

TOTALS (ROUNDED TO NEAREST WHOLE DOLLAR)

TOTAL NEEDS...

NET MONTH LY RESOU RCIS ......
DEFIQIT...

BASE CRANT 525 00 X

UNMET NEED..... .

ADDITIONAL PAYMENT (20‘! Ol"
OF UNMET NEED)... ..

TOTAL GRANT (ROQUNDED TO NEAREST DOLLAR) rore

..................

REMARKS (INCLUDING WORK EXPENSES ALLOWED UNDER

EARNINGS)

97.

EXHIBIT
Page 12
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CASE MO

ORKER

NU

M B TR

CASFLOAD NO.

JIBER IN HOUSEHOLD DATE

INSTRUC 110088:  CIRCLE THE ITLM USFD IN FACH SCHENULE. JUSTIFY ANY ALLOWANCE OTHER
THE STANDARD IN REMARKS. WHEN SHELTER COSTS ARE LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM. BUDGL

ACTUAL COST.

PERSONAL NEEDS - ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

Al ADULT ALONE: $101.00

CHILDREN WITH NON-NEKEDY =8 CHILDRENM WITH NEEDY D. CHILDREN WITH NEXDY CARE’
CARETAKER: ’ CARETAKER: INCAPACITATED PARKD
CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUN1
1 8 68.00 1 $143.00 1 $193.50

2 121.00 2 183.00 2 125.00

3 162.00 - 3 214.50 3 271.00

4 200.00 4 260.50 4 318.00

s 241.50 s 307.%0 L] 356.80

8 297.00 L 346.00 L] 395.00

ADD $43.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD IN BACH CATEGORY

MAXIMUM SHELTER PER RECIPIENT

(NUMBER OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLD)
4

1 2 3 5 o more
% 42580 3200 28.50 23.00
(Max 118.00)
RESOQOURCES ( PER MONTH) PERSONAL NEEDS _
EARNINGS:
GROSS WAGES. SHELTER
DISREGARD ($5) TAXerriiressimsmnssrnasrisassmsanssaeresi,
INCENTIVE ($30) HOME MAINTENANCE ($5.00)...
ADJUSTED WAGES. PAYMENTS OR RENT

1/3 OF ADJ. WAGES.
TAX & SOC. SECURITY.....
WORK EXPENSES.
TOTAL OF THREE ABOVE.
NET EARNINGS

HOME INSURANCE..........

(TOTAL (ROUNDED TO NEAREST WHOLE DOLLAR) —_

TOTAL NEEDS.

55% OF TOTAL NEEDS.................

INCOME FROM PROPERTY, BUSINESS. ROOMERS, AND/OR
BOARDERS (CIRCLE WHICH ONE)

GROSS INCOME.

EXP¥NSES I

NET INCOMUE.....c..ocomrirrmrmnntectnson e rsosanse .
RELATIVE CONTRIBUTIONS.,
OQASDHL. .. tsrssssni s ssrar i ——
SUPPLIED.....c.orenvivssiininiririer e vee s cmaiens - .
CHILD SUPPORT...ccortiiereiiinenemnens s faann

TOTAL (OTHER THAN EARNINGS).
DISREGARD 33, IF NOT CLAIMED IN
EARNINGS.......ccvttiemmnmttetaieienr i rareee s enrs

.......

NET MONTHLY RESOURCES......ccc.convvvnnnnracerians um
TOTAL GRANT (rounded to nearest whole dollar).

FARNINGS)

TOTAL MONTHLY RESOURCES

FROM ALL SOURCES.........covvrvnssniimranees
INCOME DIVERTED

NFT MONTHLY RFSOURCES. ... . e -

98.

EXHIBIT
Page 13

REMARKS: (INCLUDING WORK EXPENSES ALLOWED UN
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ALC BUIX LY

CANE N CASKLOAD NO.

ER NUMBFR IN "OUSEHOLD DATE

TRLC 110NS- CIRCLE THI ITEM USED IN EACH SCHEDULE. JUSTIFY ANY ALLOWANCE OTHER THAN
2 STANDARD IN REMARKS., WHEN SHELTER COSTS ARE LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM. BUDGET THE

TCAL COST.

PERSONAL NEEDS - ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

ADULT ALONE: $101.00

CHILDREN WITH NON-NEEDY C  CHILDREN WITH NEEDY D. CHILDREN WITH NEEDY CARETAKER AND
CARETAKER CARETAKER: INCAPACITATED PARENT:
CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT
1 $66.00 1 $143.00 1 $193.50
2 121.00 2 183.00 2 225.00
3 16200 3 21450 3 271.00
4 200.00 4 260.50 4 318.00
5 247.50 5 307.50 5 356.50
6 297.0¢ 6 346.00 6 395.00

ADD $43.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY

MAXIMUM SHELT_E_R PER RECIPIENT
(NUMBER OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLD)
1 2 3 4 S or mare

75.00 4250 32.00 2650 23.00
(Max. 115.00)

SOURCES (PER MONTH) PERSONAL NEEDS ......... eressecarosssarasessnsnnaas
RNINGS

GROSS WAGES ...coveceveesirseescerseninns SHELTER

DISREGARD (88) oo ) TAX ceuees vevenenens ceerereanesnsens

INCENTIVE ($30) ucoeneeenreenne HOME MAINTENANCE (35.00)

ADJUSTED WAGES  o.eennnnnns PAYMENTS OR RENT .......... .

1/3 OF ADS. WAGES onnsnnnnns - HOME INSURANCE ............

TAX & SQC. SECURITY .......... TOTAL (ROUNDED TO NEAREST WHOLE DOLLAR)
WORK EXPENSES .......co0nveeee .

TOTAL NEEDS .....cciinvnraniininnnss
TOTAL OF THREE ABOVE ....cooveivcnrennnns - 5% OF TOTAL NEEDS

ITEARNINGS  ..iciecisrenanns seesnsesecsecuss vearen ————— e

........ L L LT

i NET MONTHLY RESOURCES ,... tovesiasesscnranad e e e
ICOME FROM PROPERTY. BUSINESS. ROOMERS. AND/OR DEFICIT ....... reeesare P e AN eeeea et et E e e eee e e — e
JARDERS (CIRCLE WHICH ONE) TOTAL GRANT (rounded to nearest whole dollar).......

GROSS INCOME ... ..cccciviecvasenncansccnsnncsens e mr————

EXPENSES ...... sesensesecnsnscsecsncs saeseressestenane

NETINCOME i rrraratsereacsrnrssnsssnsessen

REMARKS: (INCLUDING WORK EXPENSES ALLOWED UNDER
EARNINGS)

DISREGARD $5. [F NOT CLAIMED IN EARNINGS ___ -

FOTAL MONTHLY RESOURCES FROM

ALL SOURCES ....oioiiiriirienoeeneraennencrneenssaeonses _ \

INCOME IMVERTED ...ooevoneenns ; EXHI
NET MONTHLY RESOURCES : BIT B
b MONTHLY RESOURCES ... .. .ccceumvvinoveses - — e —— i Page 14

99. :
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NEVADA STATE WELFARE DIVISION

ADC BUDGET
NAME CASE NO. CASELOAD NO.
| ¥ORKER NQ, IN HOUSEHOLD DATE
INSTRUCTIONS: CIRCLE THE ITEM USED IN EACH SCHEDULRE, JUSTIFY ANY ALLOWANCE OTHER THAN THE STANDARD IN REMARY)

WHEN SHELTER COSTS ARE LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM, BUDGET THE ACTUAL COST.

PERSONAL NEEDS - ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

\. ADULT ALONE: $101.00
»  CHILDREN WITH NON-NEEDY ¢C. CHILDREN WITH NLEDY D. CHILLDREN WITH NEEDY CARETAKEN
CARETAKER: CARETAKER: _INCAPACITATED PARENT-
~_CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT
1 3 $8.00 1 $143.00 1 $193.50
1 121.00 2 18300 2 228.00
32 18200 3 21480 3 211.00
4 200.00 4 260.80 " 31800
5 247.50 5 207.50 3 356.50
s 291.00 s 146.00 s 395.00
ADD $43.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY
RESOURCES NEEDS
INITIAL ELIGIBILITY ONGOING CASE SHELTER
EARNINGS FER MONTH EARNINGS PER MONTH MAXIMUM SHELTER PER RECTMENT
Number of Persons in Houssbold
ROSS WAGES ..._ S GROSS WAGES ... e ee 1—-—-—~———-’-‘ : 3 A Y o mar
. ES8: 75.00 42.80 32.00 24.50 23.00
Tos & S0e. See ADJ. NET (sow tadie) .o ... - e
LE3S: SHE
Child CAF® vvemeemmmee Tax & S0c. See. .. LTER
Work EXDOnons .cmu 25.00 Child CAT® eemermemn. TAX
OUDRE oo ONBEE oo HOME MAINT.(35.00) ....
\UTAL EXPENSES .ccoevmervrere Other oo e PMTS. OR RENT ............
“ET EARNINGS coeooomee TOTAL EXPENSES ..___....... HOME INS. ..ccocneenime
TOTAL (rounded to nearest
NET EARNINGS ooeovvvrrscssss e T P

Iy

OTHER INCOMEK
NCOME FROM PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS (circie which one)

1 L

" penaEs

b ‘ Neerartaritigaiemnaniiity

r LATIVE CONTRIBUTIONS

-ASDHI

UPPLIED

HILD SUPPORT reaenni e ———— e

'THER INCOME ..

QTAL (other than earnings)

DISREGARD $3IF NOT CLAIMED IN EARNINGS ...t

PERSONAL NEEDS ........
SHELTER ..cccoomvrrnerrnnens

|

TOTAL NEEDS ..........cocvtiimmcnanaeaans
58% OF TOTAL NEEDS ...............
TOTAL NET RESOURCES ..........

) DEFICIT ......cooovvriirincennneneees

TOTAL GRANT (rounded to
rnearest whole dollar) .................

STALMONTHLY RZ30URCES FROMALL>OURCES .. .. e o

INCOME DIVERTED ......comeeeeeieicntteieie s eieee s rese e s ee v ae

ET MONTHLY RESOURCES ... eettecnic i tanenenressts s mmisssssons « sens

»I.e

ASTRIBUTION:

bl-ldgti"\s mclhud bt‘lliu MM:LI ||.u hl‘& n Jl&llﬂl‘d W 'i

WHITE - Central Offies. CANARY - Dustrict Uthice. PINK - C1. nt 1 ()
.

REMARKS: (Continue on reverse sde, o
necessary)

[$1))

(Tlame) (Date)

EXHIBIT B
Page 15

2.183 (Rev. ¢



Nevada State Welfare Divisoa

ADC BUDGET
. "NAME CASE NO. CASELOAD NO
WORKER NO.IN ASSISTANCE UNIT | DAT
— — RS,

STRUCTIONS: CIRCLE THE ITEM USED IN BACH SCHEDULE, JUSTIFY ANY ALLOWANCE OTHER THAN THE STANDAAD IN REMARKS.
WHEN SHELTER COSTS ARE LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM, BUDGET THE ACTUAL COST.

T T =

PERSONAL MEEDS . ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

ADULT ALONE: $ 97.00
TWO ADULTS: $154.00

CHILDREN WITH NON-NEEDY D. CHILDREN WITH NEEDY E CHILDREN WITH NEEDY CARETAKER AND
CARETAKER: CARETAKER: INCAPACITATED PARENT:

CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT

1 8 82.00 1 $141.00 1 $190.00

2 123.00 2 178.00 2 226.00

3 162.00 3 214.00 3 266.00

4 202.00 4 254.00 4 309.00

5 246.00 S 2971.00 5 351.00

[} 87.00 [} 339.00 8 393.00

k4 330.00 ? Js.00

ADD $340.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY
ADD $1.00 WHERE CARETAKER ISPREGNANT. FOR SPECIAL DIET

RESQURCES ) NEEDS
IAL ELIGIBILITY: Esrnings Per Month ONGOING CASE: Eamnings Per Month SHELTER: Maximum Per Recipient
ROSSWAGES . . . . , | GROSS WAGES . . . ‘ {Number of Persona in Household)
ESS: ADJ. NET (sve mbie) . . ‘ 1 2 3 4 Soemore
Taz & Soe. Sce. . LESS: ) 71.00 41.50 32.00 27.50 24.50
Child Care . . Tax & Soe. See. . __ (Max. 122.50)
Work Ex . 25.00 QuidCare . . __ SHELTER
Other . . . . Othee . . . . TAX ., . . .
OTAL EXPENSES . . | Othe . . . . WATER . . .
ETEARNINGS . . . _ N TOTAL EXPENSES. . . ___ | SEWER . . . e
NET EARNINGS . . . , UPKEEP |, . o
—_— PMTS. OR RENT e
FR INCOME: FROM PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS (circie which one) HOME INSURANCE ) -
remincAme . . . . . . e e e e e e s e e e e TOTAL (rounded to nearest whole dotlar) __
YPENMY . . . . . v e e 4 e s e v e e e e . I
etineome . . . . . . . o L 0 . v e e e e e PERSONAL NEEDS i
ATIVE CONTRIBUTIONS . . . . . . . .« « . . . . ) suFLTER , . . __ -
DHI . . . o v v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e TOTALNEEDS . . . . . . ___ _ .
PLIED (55% of need standard} . . . . . . . . . . . . I 55% OF TOTALNEEDS . . . . _
LDSUPPORT . v« o v e v e e e e e e e e e — b TOTALNETRESOURCES . . .
ERINCOME . . . . & v o e v e e e e e ) DEFICIT . . . . . . . .
AL (athee than Farnmngs) . . . . . . . + « .+ . < < . TOTAL GRANT (rounded n
MSREGARD 88 IF NOT CLAIMED IN EARNINGS . . . . . . L nearest whote doller), . . . .
TOTAL . I
- ey REMARKS
AL MONTHLY RESOURCES FROM ALL SOURCES !
NCOME DIVERTED . . . — |
'MONTULY RESOURCES . . .
EXHIBIT B8
101. Page 16

2.1 R (Rev 1/77%)



ADC BUDGET

NAME

CASE NO.

CASELOAD NOQ

WwWORKER NUMBER IN HOUSEHOLD | DATE
INSTRUCTIONS: CIRCLE THE ITEM USED IN EACH SCHEDULE. JUSTIFY ANY ALLOWANCE OTHER THAN THE STANDARD IN REM
WHEN SHELTER COSTS ARE LESS THAN THE MAXIMUM, BUDGET THE ACTUAL CUST.
PERSONAL NEEDS - ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN N ASSISTANCE UNIT
LY ADULT ALONE 3 97.00
-8 TWO ADULTS. $154.00
CHILDREN WiTH NON-NEEDY O. CHILDREN WITH NEEDY k. CHILDREN WITIHI NEEDY CARPM I'n
CARETAKER _ CAHETAKER. __INCAPACIFATED PARENT
CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMUOUUNT CHILDREN AMUU?_‘_I
1 $ 82.00 1 $141.00 1 $190.00
2 123.00 2 118.00 2 224.00
3 162.00 3 214.00 3 266.00
4 202.00 4 254.00 + 309.00
s 246.00 5 297.00 s 351.00
s 287.00 6 339.00 6" 393.00
] 330.00 7 381.00
ADD $40.00 FOR EACH ADDITION AL CHILD IN EACH CATEGOR Y
ADD $1.00 WHERE CARETAKER 1S PREGNANT. FOR SPECIAL DIET
RESOURCES NEEDS
INITIAL ELIGIBILITY: Earnings Per Month ONGOING CASE: Earnings Per Month SHELTER: Mazimum Per Recipient
GROSSWAGES . . . .. ___ __ | GROSS WAGES . . . _____ (Numbw of Persons in Household)
LESS: ADJ. NET (seetuble) . . 1 2 34 _ sorms
Tas & Soc. See. . LESS: 71.00 41.50 3:.00 27.50 24.50
Child Care . . __ __ Tax & Soe. See. . _ __ __ (Max. 122.
Work Expenses . _25.00 ud Care . . _ SHELTER
Ower. . . . Othe . . . . __ ____ TAX . . . . o .
TOTAL EXPENSES . . ) Other . . . . o WATER, SEWAGE
NETEARNINGS . . . TOTAL EXPENSES. . . & UPKEEP . )
] NET EARNINGS . . .

setHER INCOME: FROM PROPERTY. ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS (curele which ona)

PMTS. OR RENT
HOME INSURANCE

tygngs lnkome . . . . . . . . e e e e e e e e _ TOTAL (rounded to nearest whole dollar)

Lapenses . . . . . . ¢ ¢ 4+ e & 4 4 2 s 2 a4 e = R -

Netlneame . . . . . . . . . . e e e s e s e .. PERSONAL NEEDS —_—
AFLAOIVECONTRIBUTIONS . . . . . . . . . .. o SHELTER . . . __ __
GANDHE . . . e e e e e e e e e e e e e e i R TOTALNEEDS . . . . . . _
WPPLIED (55% of need standaed) . . . . . . . .. _ 55% OF TOTALNEEDS . . . .
CHILDSUPPORT . . . . « « « =« « « « « .. .. _} roraLnNETRESOURCES . .
UTHERINCOME . . .+ . « « « o « « o « o » -« DEFICIT . . . . . . . .
TOTAL (other thap Earnings) . . . . . . . +« . . . . . o TOTAL GRANT (ounded to

DISREGARD 88 IF NOT CLAIMED IN EARNINGS . . . . . . _ i Nuarest whole dollae). . . . .

TOTAL . . . . . . —
REMARKS.

TOTAL MONTHLY RESOURCES FROM ALL SOURCES . . .

INCOME DIVERTED . . . . . .
NET MONTHLY RESOURCES

MONTH GROSS

FTOTALS
+ 3

TAXES

MEALS

UNION DUES CHILD CARE

102.

EXHIBIT B
Page 17:1844n



ADC BUDGET

NE CAS: Na. CASELOAD NO
TR MUMBLR IN HIOUSEHOLD | DAT

'ETRUCTICONS:

WHF SIIELTIR COSTS ARE LLSS THAN THE MANIMUM, DUDGET THE ACTUAL CDST.

CIRCLE TIE ITEM UUSED IN EACH SCHEDULE, JUSTIUY ANY \LLOWANCE OTHEDR THAMN THE STANDARD [ RTEMARES.

PERSONAL NEEDS - ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDR EN IMN ASSISTANCE UNIT

ADUL™ ALONE: 8 15200
WO ADULTS: g 130M
CHILDRE!N WITH NON-NCEDY n. CIHLDREN WITII NFEDY I CIHLDREN WITII NFENDY CARETAKEIt AND
CARETAKER: CAREFAKER: — INCAPACITATED PANENT:

CHILDREN ANMQUNT CHILDREXN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT

1 s 837.¢2 1 $ 146.00 1 $ 195.00

2 12%.00 2 183.00 2 231.00

3 167.00 3 319,00 3 271.00

4 W07.00 4 259.00 4 314.00

$ 251.00 5 302.00 5 356.00

1 20200 [ 334.00 6 398.00

7 335.0% 7 . 386.00
ADD $40.00 FOR FACH APPMTIONAL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY
ADD 81.00 WHERE CARETAKER IS PREGNANT, FOR SPECIAL DIET

P.ESOURCES NEEDS

Al FLIGIDILITY:
YOSS WAGES . .
¥-3.-H

Tax & Sae. Sce. .
M4 Care . .
Wor Expenses .
Other . . . .
YTAL EXPFNSES
TTFARNINGS

Earnings "er Month

ONGOING CASE: Larnings Per Month
GROSS WAGES P
ADJS, NET (seotable) . .
LESS:
Tax & Soe. Sec. .
Chid Care . .
Other . . . .
thee . . . .
TOTAF FXPENSES. . .
NETFARNINGS . . .

SHELTER: M.l_.ximum Pcr Recipient
(Number of Persons in Housshoid)
1 2 J 4 % or more

71.00 41.50 32.00 27.50 24.50
(Max. 122.50)

SHELTER

TAXES . . . .
IIOME INSURANCE
PMTS. OR RENT .
TRLR. SPACE . .

1
RMCOME: FROM PROPERTY, NOOMFRS AND/OR COARDERS (circle which one)

oss Income ..
Penses . . . .
't Income ., ., .

. . - . . - . -

- - . - - . a .

WTIVE CONTRIBUTIONS . . . . . .

L1 | S

. . - - . . . .

IEP @l %ol needstandard) & . 0 o o

N SUCPPORT . .
IRINCOME ,

\T, (other than Earnings) . . .« . . . .

‘SRFGARD $51IF NOT CLAIMED IN EARNINGS . . . .

TOTAL

- . - . - . .

- - - - - - .

OTIHER . . . .

TOTAL (rounded to nearest whole dollar)

- . - . . .

PERSONAL NEEDS

SHELTER . . .

TOTALNEEDS . . . . . .

615 0F TOTALNEFDS . . . .

TOTALNET RESOURCES . .
DFFICIT « + . « & + .+ .

TQOTAL GRANT (rounded to
' ncarest whole doilar), . . . .

REMARKS:

AL MONTHLY RESOURCES FROM ALL SOURCES . . . .

- [COME DIVERTED

MOMTHLY RFSOURCES . . . . . .

Moy, T

anRONs

ME ALS

. . . - . -

MITON DU S cu

103.

roaRe

EHIBIT B
. Page 18
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CANARY Anstrict Otfice

Willlh - Cendal Ui,

coanibhe LIuN

Nuvada State Weifare Divisson

' ADC BUDGET
VAME CASE NO. CASELOAD ~O
WORKER NO. IN ASSISTANCE UNIT | DATE
PERSONAL NEENS ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT
ALl CHILDREN WITH NONNEEDY B. CHILDREN WITH NEEDY C CHILDREN WITH NEEDY CARET
CARETAKER CARETAKER INCAPACITATED PAREN"
CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN \MOUNT CHILDREN \MOUN
+1Lh unbeIn $102.00 Mth unburn $159 VG
1 5 47.00 1 146.00 t 195.00
2 128.00 2 133.00 2 131.00
3 147.00 3 219.00 3 271.00
+ 207.00 4 259.00 4 J14.00
5 251.00 5 Joz.oo 5 J%8.00
[ 29200 [} 344.00 L] 398.00
7 338.00 1 386.00

ADD $40.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY
ADD § 1.00 FOR SPECIAL DIET WHERE CARETAKER IS PREGNANT

EARNED INCOME

SHELTER NEEDS

INITIAL ELIGIBILITY: Earmings Per Month
GROSSWAGES. . . .
LESS:
Tax & Soc. See. .
Child Care . .
Work Expenses .,
Othae . . . .
TOTAL EXPENSES, . .
NET EARNINGS . . .

et b

25.00_

ONGOING CASE: Earnings Per Moath

GROSSWAGES. . . .

MA XIMUM PER ASSISTANCE UNIT
(Number of Persons in Asmstance Unit)

UNEARNED INCOME

\
OTHER INCOME: FROM PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS (circie which one)

Grosslncome + « -« ¢« « &+ o« o« o«
Expenses e e e s e a4 & s e e .
Netlncome - - + =« =« ¢ ¢ « =+ « &
RELATIVE CONTRIBUTIONS - « - . . .
SOCIAL SECURITY -+ - =+ + + + =« &

SUPPLIED (61% of need standard) + =+ + -+ -+
CHILD SUPPORT -
OTHERINCOME + + =+ = + « + « + .
TOTAL (Other than Earrungs) =+ -« - + -

- . - . . - . - -

ADJ. NET {(me table}) . . 1 2 3 4 5 or more
LESS: 71.00 83.00 96.00 11000 12300
Tax & Soc, Seec. . s
Chud Caze  , . — COSTS CLAIMED
Othee . . . . Tazes . . . . .« ______ .
Othee . . . . _ _  __ Home { nes . .
TOTAL EXPENSES | | Payments or Reat . —
NET EARNINGS | | | Trailer Space . . . _
Oothee . . . . . __
TOTAL ASPAID .
Supplied . . . . P

. . . . . .

. - . - . . .

. . . - . -

TOTAL (rounded to nearest whole dollar)

—

PERSONAL NREDS
SHELTER . . .
TOTAL NEEDS .

DISREGARD 85 IF NOT CLAIMED IN EARRNINGS - - - - -

TOTAL

. - . B .

61% OF TOTAL NEEDS
TOTAL NET RESOURCES
DEFICIT. . . . .

nearrst whoie doliar)

TOTAL GRANT (ounded to

1 HEMAHKS

RESOURCES

TOTAL MONTHLY RESOURCES FROM \LL SOUHCES

INCOME DIVERTED . . .
SFTMONTHLY dFSOURL=S

MONTH GROSS TAXES

TOTALS
+ 3

OTHER

CHEItD
CARE

104,

.

CHILD
SUPPORT

EXHIBIT B
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Nevada State Welfare Divimon

ADC BUDGET
VAME CASE NO CASELOAD NO.
YORKER EMPLOYEE N0 NGO IN ASSISTANCE UNIT | DATE

—_TOTAL NEEDS ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

CHILDREN WITH NONNEEDY

: CHILDREN WITH NEEDY

c CHILDREN WITH NEEDY CARETAKER Al
INCAPACITATED PARENT

CHILDREN
with unborn
1

R s ww

AMOUNT

3342.00
181 00
341.00
Wé.00
437.00
479.00
521.00

CARETAKER CARETAKER
CHILDREN AMOUNT CHILDREN AMOUNT
wilh unburn 8173.00
i $158 00 1 128.00
2 211.00 2 219.00
3 263.00 3 429.00
4 317.00 4 382.00
-] 374.00 ) 428.00
q 415.00 [ 481.00
? 458.00 7 500.00
ADD 340.00 FOR EACH ADDITION AL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY
ADD $1.00 FOR SPECIAL DIET WHERE CARETAKER IS PREGNANT
ARNED INCOME REMARKS:
TIAL ELIGIBILITY: Eamnings Per Month ONGOING CASE: Earnings Per Month
GROSS WAGRS . . GROSS WAGES. _ 1
LESS: T ADJ. NET (ses tebie) e
Tax & Soe. See. . LESS:
Chtid Care — Taz & So¢. See. .
Work Exp ' 25'06 Chuld Care -
Other . . . . Other . _
FOTAL EXPENSES. _ | Othar R
VET EARNINGS — . TOTAL EXPENSES L
NET EARNINGS o

UNEARNED INCOME

o

1ER }NCOM!: FROM PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS (cucie which one)
wom Income

pensed . . . . . . . 4 .

iet Income . . Ce .

ATIVE CONTRIBUTIONS . . . . . .

1AL SFCURITY .

PLIED (81% of aeed standard)

LD SUPPORT

ERINCOME . . . . . . . . . . _ ]

AL (Other than Earnings). . . . . . . .

ISREGARD 86 IF NOT CLAIMED IN EARNINGS .
TOTAL

TOTAL NET INCOME

AL MONTHLY NET INCOME FROM ALL SOURCES

- ~_ GRANT

VL NEERDIN

OF Jo AL MRS

AL NET INCOME .

EFICIT - ‘ e
AL GHANT (rounded to e st whole dolles)

—_— S - a——— -

ik ie TS . e )

RIBUTION: WHITE - Central Office, CANARY Dissict Uthe

105.

2-183 (Rev. 4/74)
EHIBIT B -
Page 20
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NEVADA STATKE WELFARE DIVISION

ADC BUDGET
o CASE NO. CASELOAD NO.
)
WORKER EMPLOY EE NO, NO.IN ASSISTANCE UNIT | DATE
I N |
TOTAL NEEDS ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF CHILDREN [N ASS{STANCE UNIT
A. NONNEEDY CARETAKER B. NEEDY CARETAKER C. NEEDY CARETAKER AND INGAPACITATED
CHILDREN AMOUNT 61w CHILDREN AMOUNT  51% CHILDREN AMOUNT 61%
*ith unborn $173.00 (10%.53) with unborn $242.00 - (147.82
1 $158.00 { 96.38) 1 129.00 (139.69) 1 291.00 (177.51
2 211.00 (128.71) 2 279.00 (170.19) 2 341.00 (208.01
3 263.00 (160.43) 3 329.00 (200.69) 3 194.00 (240.34
4 311.00 (193.37) 4+ 382.00 1233.02) 4 437.00 (266.57
5 374.00 (228.14) 5 125.00 (259.25) S 479.00 (292.19
6 415.00 (253.1%5) 6 n1.00 (284.87) 6 521.00 (317.81
7 458.00 (279.38) 7 50%.00 (310.49)

ADD $40.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY

ADD $1.00 FOR SPECIAL DIET WHEREK CARETAKER IS PRE!

EARNED INCOME - MONTH:

INITIAL ELIGIBILITY: Earnings per Month
GROSSWAGES. . . .

Tax & Soc. Sec.

LESS: Child Cavre. .
Work Expenses M
Other . . .

TOTAL EXPENSES. . .
NETEARNINGS . . .

EARNED INCOME - MONTH:

INITIAL ELIGIBIUITY: Eamings per Month
GROSSWAGES. . . .

o Tax & Soc. Scc

u.'ss'ChﬂdCxe. - ————
Wark Expenses _._2_5_92
Other . . .

TOTAL EXPENSES. . .
NETEARNINGS . . .

ONGOING CASE: Earnings per Month
GROSSWAGES. . . .
ADJ.NET (see table) . .

Tax & Soe¢. Sec,

LESS: it Care.

Other . . .

Other . . .
TOTAL EXPENSES. . .
NET EARNINGS .

ONGOING CASE: Eamungs per Month
GROSSWAGES. . . .
ADJ.NET (e able) . .

Tax & Soc. Sec.

LESS: ild Care. .

Other . . .
Other . . .
TOTAL EXPENSES. . .

NET EARNINGS . . .

UNEARNED INCOME

UNEARNED INCOME

* PROPERTY. ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS
(circle which one)

NetIncome . . . .

Parent Liadbility . . .

um . . ., ..
RELATIVECONTRIB. . . . ..
SOCIAL SFCURITY . . . _
SUPPLIED . . . . .« & e,
CHILD SUPPORT . . . .
OTHERINCOME . . . .
TOTAL . . . . .

DISREGARD 35 IF NOT
CLAIMED IN EARNINGS .

TOTAL . .

Y

PROPERTY. ROOMER S AND/OR BOARDERS
(arcle which one)

Netincome . . . .
Parcnt Liabilicy . . .
371 2. . e s

RELATIVI CONTRIB . . . cee -
SOCTAL SECURITY .. R -
supPLIED . . . . . . e -
CHILD SUPPORT . . . .,
OTHER INCOME

TOTAL

DISREGARD §5 1t NOT
CLAIMED IN T ARNINGS .

roTrat

TOTAL NET INCOME

TOTAL NET INCOME

TOTAL NET INCOMFE
I ROM ALL SOURCES,

TOTAL Nk T INM'OME
1 ROM ALLMOLRCES . -

GRANT

GRANY

TOTALNEEDS . . ., , .

ai% OF TOTAL NEEDS

TOTAL NETINCOME . . .
DLEICIT .

TOTAL GRANT (mumled
tu ncarest whole dollar). .

JOTALNEEDS . . . . . - -
61301 LOTALNELLS . . -
TOTAL NET INCOML. .

(U1 [ N

FEL A GROAND (sogiad s
to nvan st whobke Jdeilae,

= — = . PR, [

106.

_REMARKS:

EXHIBIT B
Page 21
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VAL CANF NO. CASELOAD SO

FRRK LR, s MPLOY P F NU. NOUIN ASNISTANCF ULSITY DATE
o | | | ' )
ARNED INCOME - MONTH: " JEARSLDINCOME MONTH: | TOTAL NEEDS ACCORDING 10 CHIL
it B B = N ASSINT ANCEL LN
INITIAL | LIGIBILLEY  Lartings por Month INDEUAE T LIGEBEEEAY 1 sronngs v g Moath == T
GROSSWAGES . . . . LRUSS WAGLS | oMY OARETARLR
Max & Soc. See, 1y & Sue, S e CHITDREN WMOLNT ol
LESS: T Li 35, l $134.00 396,
Child Care Cotub b 4R 2 MLy 1280
Waork Lypenws 25.00 Work b oyaiey 25.00 5 203 vhad-
Other . . . (Mhsr | { 317.00 (193,
TOTAL EXPENSES . . . TOEALEXEL SIS, o 3 7400 1228,
NETEARNINGS . . . _ NETEARMNGS 0 0 . o 415.00 (353.1
7 458.00 (279.:
ONGOING CASE: Earnings per Month ONGOING CASE: Earnings per Moath —
GROSSWAGLS , . . . __ GROSSwWaGES |, |, | e NEF DY CARFTAKFR
ADIJ. NET (scc tabk) | ADS NFF (we tubk)
Tax & Suc. See.. T Tav & Soc. See. T CHILDREN AMOUNT A
LESS: _— (1ss: e With Unbuorn $173.00 15108.!
Child Care Child Care . _l' 33332 t:;::
Other , ., , Otiwer . . . ; 3’9'00 (2 .
Other , . . Other , , . =7 200.¢
TOTAL EXPFNSES . . TOT AL FXPFNSES + 382.00 (23.3.
NETEARNINGS . . . NEFFARNINGS . . .7 5 425.00 (259.0
et e Bk e = 6 467.00 (284.¢
UNEARNED INCOME LML ARNE D INCOME 7 509.00 (310.¢
PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS PROPLRTY. ROUMLERS AND/OR BOARDLE RS
(circle which one) tvircke s hich one) NELDY CARLTAKER & INCAPACITATEL
Netlneome | |, | B Netlpcome |, ., o PARENT
Parent Liabitty |, , , Paremt Liabitity | | | o CHITDREN AMOUNT 61"
s ... L . v With Linlun $242.00 ($147.¢
SOCIAL SECURITY | . _ SOUIAL SFCURNLY © | : 9100 (177.
CHILD SUPPORT . , , QULD SUPRORET . . L L ) 341.00 (208.0
OTHFRINCOME | | | |, ___ OlMERINCOME | | . | 3 394.00 (240.
TOFAL . . . . . . . ____ _} TOTAL | | . . . . . o 4 137.00 (266.¢
DISRLGARD S5 IF NOT DISREGARD S5 11 NOT 5 479.00 (2921
CLAIMED IN EARNINGS | CLAIMED IN FARNINGS _ <
N TOTAL - - 6 521.00 (317.8
JOTAL NLTINCOME: UL N CINCOME ADD 3-0.00 1OR 1 ACIH ADDIIONAL
TOTAL NET INCOME TOT AL NI T INCOME CHITD IN PACH CATREGORY
- ROM ALL SOURCES , , | 3 EROM ALLSOURCTS .
T T R T O SR g e
TOTALNLEDS . , . . . .. IOTALNH DS . . . . . N
61%OF TOTALNEFDS . . __ _ | 61701 TOTAL Nt1LS
TOTALNETINCOME . . . __ FOLAL N T INCOM
BASIC DFIFICIT AMOUNT . ) BASIC I ICHE AMUL NT
UNMETNLED CNURENITED
SOLUNMETNELD . . . P30 UNMELNITD .
BASIC DMV ICIT AMOUNT BASIC DU ICIT AMOUN
BASIZOREUNMITNIID . POVS T OE ENMEENILD
TOTAT GRANT trounded FOEAE GRS o aetld
tu nearent whole dellaey . to wearcnt ahea t 1T
YT D -
li’l P b RTINS N TION BE DA L COMPLT BT L
2183 (Rev.
107. EXHIBIT B
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ADC BUDGET

bt L

NAME CASE NO. CASELOAD NO.
WSRKER EMPLOYEE NO. NO IN ASSISTANCE UNITI{DATE

EARNED INCOME - MONTH:

EARNED INCOME - MONTH

INITIAL ELIGIBILITY Earmings per Month
GROSS WAGES ,
Tax & Soc. Sec.

LESS:
Child Care
Work F xpensws 25.00
Other . I
TOTAL EXPENSES .
NETEARNINGS . . .

INITIAL ELGIBILITY  Lagnirgs per Maath
CRUSIWAGES .
Tiv & oBoe Se
LESS

< Mald Cage

——— — ———

25.00

Aotk boagnaws
Jther |
TOTAL EXPENSES
NET EARNINGS

T T e
TOTAL NEEDS ACCORDING TO (H
IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

ONGOING CASE: Earnings per Month
GROSS WAGES |
ADJ. NET (see table)
Tax & Soc. Sec,
LESS:
Child Care
Other
Other , | .,
TOTAL EXPENSES | |
NETEARNINGS | |, .

ONGOING CASE: Earnings per Month
GROSS WAGES _
ADJ. NET (see table)
Tax & Soc. Sec.
LESS. —_
Chuld Care
Other .
Other |
TOTAL EXPENSES )
NET EARNINGS T

SONNFEDY CARETAKER

UNEARNED INCOME

UNEARNED INCOME

PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS
tdrcle which one}

PROPERTY.ROOMERS AND'OR BOARDERS
rarcke which one)

CHILDREN SMOUNT ‘
1 $138.00 ‘39
2 211.00 13
§ 263.00 ilot
} n7.00 {19
5 374.00 (22!
6 415.00 (28.
7 458.00 (27

NEEDY CARETAKER

CHILDREN AMOUNT 6

With U'nborn $173.00 1$10!
1 229.00 (13¢
2 279.00 (17¢
3 329.00 {200
4 382.00 (23!
5 425.00 (25%
[ 467.00 (284
7 509.00 (31

NEEDY CARETAKER & INCAPACITATI

Netincome . | | Net tacome PARENT .

Parent Liability Parcme Liability | o -| CHILDREN AMOUNT 6
LiB ———- ts . With Unbomn $242.00 (147
SOCIAL SECURITY SOCIAL SECLRITY L 1 391.00 (177
CHILD SUPPORT , CHILD SUPPURT o 3 341.00 1208
'THER INCOME OTHER INCOME o 3 394.00 (240
TOTAL !, R TOTAL C e e 4 437.00 (266
DISREGARD $§ [F NOT DISREGARD‘ $SIF NOT 5 479.00 (292

CLAIMED IN EARNINGS | CLAIMED IN EARNINGS | .
TOTAL — TOTAL R 6 521.00 (317

TOTAL NET INCOME TOTAL NET INCOME

TOTAL NET INCOME
" ROM ALL SOURCES ,

TOTAL NET INCOME
FROM ALL SOURCES ,

ADD $40.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL
CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY

GRANT

GRANT

FOTAL NEEDS,
1% OF TOTAL NEEDS
"OTAL NET INCOME ,
DEFICIT . .
TOTAL GRANT (rounded
to nearest whole dollar),

TOTAL NEEDS |

61% OF TOTAL NEEDS

TOTAL NET INCOME |
DEFICIT . .

TOTAL GRAN [ 1rounded
to nearsit anule doflan,

ADD $1.00 I'OR SPECIALDIETWHe R
CARETAKER IS PREGNANT

ARKS

108.
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NEVADA STATE WELFARE DIVITION

ADC BUDGET
g CASK NO. CASELOAD NO.
KER TNPLOYER NO. | NO.INX ANC 11] DATE
| l :
ED INCOME - MONTH: ~ ] EARNED INCOME MONTH: — | TOTAL NEEDS ACCORDING TO (1NILDR EX
IN ASSISTANCE UNIT
TIAL ELIGIBILITY Eaumings per Month INITIAL ELIGIBILITY. Eamings per Month
3ROSS WAGES . GROSS WAGES . NONNEEDY CARETAKER
Tax & Soc. Sec. Tax & Soc. Sec. CHILDREN AMOUNT oIt
is: _LESS: 1 $158.00 {$96.38)
Child Care ) Cluld Care B ) 2 211.00 (128.71)
Work Expenses _ 25-00 Work bapenses _ 25.00 - 3 263.00 1160.43)
Other . Other . . . 4 317.00 (193.37)
TOTAL EXPENSES. | _ TOTAL EXPENSES . 5 374.00 (228.14)
NETEARNINGS . . NETEARNINGS . , . 6 415.00 (253.15)
7 458.00 (279.38)
JOING CASE. Farnings per Month ONGOING CASE: Esrnings per Month
JROSS WAGES , | - - GROSS WAGES | NEEDY CARETAKER
\DJ. NET (see table) ADJ. NET (e tsble) |
Tax & Soc. Sec. - Tax & Soc. Sec. CHILDREN AMOUNT 61%
s LESS: With Unborn $173.00  ($105.53)
idCwe | Child Care 1 229.00 (139.69)
Other . Other | 2 279.00 (170.19)
Other . , Other . _ . 3 329.00 (200.69)
MOTAL EXPENSES TOTAL EXPENSES 4 382.00 (233.02)
(ETEARNINGS . . . NETEARNINGS . ., . 5 425.00 (259.25)
- 6 467.00 (284.87)
UNEARNED INCOME UNEARNED INCOME 7 509.00 (310.49)
IPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS | PROPERTY.ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS
(circls which one) (circle which one) NEEDY CARETAKER & INCAPAQITATED
Netlncoms , |, |, | Net Income | . PARENT
Parent Liability , , Parent Lisbdlly ., CHILDREN AMOUNT 618
B, L. us . ... L. With Unborn $242.00  ($147.62)
1AL SECURITY . SOCIAL SECURITY . 1 291.00 (177.51)
LD SUPPORT . . . CHILD SUPPORT 2 341.00 (208.01)
IER INCOME . . . OTHER INCOME , ., . . 3 394.00 (240.34)
AL L TOTAL . . . . . .. 4 437.00 (266.57)
"LAIMED IN EARNINGS . CLAIMED (N EARNINGS _ s 479.00  (29219)
TOTAL TOTAL 6 521.00 (317.81)
TOTAL NET INCOME TOTAL NET INCOME ADD $40.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL
‘AL NET INCOME TOTAL NET INCOME CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY
M ALL SOURCES . —_— FROM ALL SOURCES , . L
v T T
TALNEEDS, ., . . . TOTAL NEEDS ,
OF TOTAL NEEDS . 61% OF TOTAL NEEDS
"AL NET INCOME . . . TOTAL NET INCOME .
JEFICIT , .. DEFICIT . ..
‘AL GRANT (rounded TOTAL GRANT (rounded
0 nearest whole dollar) . 10 ncarest whole Joilar) |

RKS.

KEDE TERMINA [TON BUDGET coMpie1Ly (D]

FTRIBITTION WEHETE  FRgitaliby ¢ ane lese ol 1 Ale Al

2IH3 (Rev. 11/
EXHIBIT B

Page 24

reowtaa 109,



NEVADA STATE WELFARE DIVISION
ADC BUDGET

CASE NO.

CASELOAD NO.

'\RKER

cUPLGY EE NO.

| i

NO.IN ASSISTANCE CNIT

DATE

‘RNED INCOME - MONTH:

EARNED INCOME MONTH:,

NITIAL ELIGIBILITY Earnings per Month
CROSSWAGES . . .

INITIALELIGIBILITY
GRO3S WAGES .

Famings 21 Mounth

TOTAL NEEDS ACCORDING TO CHIL

IN ASSISTANCE UMT

NONNEEDY CARETAKLR

Tax & Soc. Sec. . Tax & Sz, e CHILOKREN AMOUNT T
IE3S. LESS ! $158.00 ywilluo
Child Care {huld Care . 2 100 A7
Work Expenses 25.00 Work B xpenses 25.00 ) 263.00 ML N
Other . . . Other . . . ' 317.00 2219
TOTALEXPENSES. . . TOTAL EXPENSES . 5 374.00 {261.3
NET EARNINGS . NETEARNINGS . . . 6 415.00 (290.5
7 458.00 {320.6
NGOING CASE: Earnings per Month ONGOING CASE: Esrnmgs per Month ) .
GROSSWAGES , , . . GROSS WAGES | o NEEDY CARETAKER
ADJ. NET (sce tadke) ADIJ. NET (st rabie) CHILDREN AMOUNT 04
Tax & Soc. Sec. Tax & Soc, Sec. ]
LESS: LESS: Wwith U:l:bom 31;:.33 $(121.1,
coscee v . -
Other . Other e :
Oter . . . Other 3 329.00 (330.3<
TOTAL EXPENSES . TOTAL EXPENSES . . + 38200 (2674
NETEARNINGS . . NET EARNINGS T 3 425.00 (297.51
e ———— e e 6 467.00 {326.9¢
UNEARNED INCOME UNEARNED INCOME 7 509.00 (356.3(
ROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND OR BOARDERS
(circls which one) (ascle which one) NEEDY CARETAKER & INCAPACITATED
Netfncome |, . . Net lncome | - PARENT
Parent Liability | e Parcnt Liabibity - CHILDREN AMOUNT 704,
LB . - uis . . —{ With Unbor $242.00  $(169.4¢
OCIAL SECURITY  , | ., SOCIAL SECURITY o 1 291.00 (203.7¢
HiLD SUPPORT ... CHILD SUPPURT o 3 341.00 (238,74
LHFR INCOME | . OTHER INCUME | | - 3 394.00 (275.8(
uT.&f, e e e e . TOTAL e e e e 4 437.00 (305.9¢
PERSENTR B R BRI s mm o O
TOTAL |, . TOTAL T [ $21.00 (364.7¢
TOTAL NET INCOME TOCAL NET INCOME

TAL NFT INCOME
1OM ALL SOURCES ,

[OCAL NET INCOME
FROM ALL SOURCES ,

ADD $40.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL
CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY

ADD $1.00 FOR SPECIAL DIET WHERE
CARETAKER IS PREGNANT

GRANT GRANT
.OTAL NEEDS, TOTAL NEEDS |
YSOF TOTAL NEEDS 70% OF TOTAL NEEDS
ITAL NET INCOME , TOTAL NET INCOME |, -
DEFICIT. , . . . DEFICIT , . e
TAL GRANT (rounded TOTAL GRAMNT (rouaucd

to nearcst whole dollar),

to nearest whole duiiads,

\RKS

PIERL IO EXRERD S

LXTTTUTT TSR SOy T oY B

110,
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SPVADA STATT Wi LFART DIVISION
‘ ADC BUDGET

WORKER

EMPLOYEE NO.

NO. IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

DATI

RI MARKS

TOTAL NEEDS ACCORDING TO
CHILDREN IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

[EARNED INCOME - MONTH:

EARNED INCOME - MONTH

INITIAL ELIGIBILITY: Earnwngs per Month

INITIAL FLIGIBILITY 1 armun.: per Month
GROSS WAGTS .
Tax & Soc. Sec.
LESS
Child Care e
Work Expenses 2500
Other .
TOTAL EXPENSES.
NET EARNINGS

NONNEEDY CARETAKER GROSS WAGES .
CHILDREN AMOUNT 0% Tax & Soc. Sec.

1 $150.00 $(110.60) LESS:

2 211.00 (142.70) Child Care

3 263.00 (184.10 Work Expenses 25.00

‘ 317.00 1221.90) Other . . .

s 374.00 (261.80) TOTAL EXPENSES.

6 413.00 (290.50) NET EARNINGS

? 430.00 (320.60)

ONGOING CASE: Eamings per Month

NFEDY CARETAKER GCROSS WAGES .
CHILDREN AMOUNT 10% ADJ.NET (et table) :
With Unbom $173.00 %121.10) Tax & Soc. Sec.

1 229.00 (160.30) LESS:

2 279.00 (195.30) Child Care

3 329.00 (230.30) Other . .

. 382.00 (267.40 Other . . .

[ 425.00 (297.50) TOTAL EXPENSES

6 4561.00 {326.90) NET EARNINGS

7 $09.00 I UNEARNED INCOME

(336.30)

ONGOING CASE: Earnings per donth
GROSS WAGES .
AD]. NET (see table)
Tax & Soc. Sec.
LESS.
Child Care
Other .
Other .
TOTAL EXPENSES.
NET EARNINGS

UNEARNELD INCOVE

PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS

1

NFEDY CARETAKER & INCAPACITATRED
PARENT

CHILDREN AMOUNT TN

With Unborn $242.00 169.40)
1 291.00 (203.700
2 341.00 (238.710)
3 394.00 (275.80)
4 431.00 {305.90)
3 419.00 (313.30)
6 $1.00 (364.70)

ADD $40.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL

CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY
D 3$1.00 FO

CARETAKER 1S PREGNANT

{circle which one)

PROPERTY, ROOMFRS ANDN/OP ROARDFRS
(ctrcle which anet

10 nearest whole dollar),

Net Income . Net income |
e . . e e e . . .
SOCIAL SeCURITY . . |, SOCIAL SECURITY
CHILD SUPPORT . CHILD SUPPORT
OTHER INCOME . OTHER INCOME
TOTAL . . . . . . . TOTAL .
DISREGARD $S IF NOT DISREGARD 35 IF NOT
CLAIMFD IN FARNINGS , CLAIMED IN FARNINGS |
TOTAL . . TOTAL . .
I TOTALNErIRCoY TOTAL NET iNC(PNT
TOTA_l. NET INCOME . TOTAL NET INCOML |
GRANT GRANT
TOTAL NEEDS . TOTAL NEEDS .
70% OF TOTAL NEEDS 70% OF TOTAL NEFDS
TOTAL NET INCOME . TOTAL NET INCOML .
DEFICIT . . DEFICIT .
TOTAL GRANT (rounded TOTAL GRANT (rounded

1o nearest whole dollary

EXHIBIT B
Page 26
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NEVADA STATE WELFARR INVISION

ADC BUDGET"
T 7V 3o CASELGAD WO
—WOTEEX™ FAYINRG., | WO IN AJUETANCY UKl DAt
| 1 1 1
TOTAL NEEDS ACCORDING TO EARNED INCOME - MONTH: EARNED INCOME - MONTH: ___
PERSONS ON ASSISTANCE
INITIAL ELIGIBILITY: Esrmngs per Mouth INTTIAL ELIGIBILITY: Earmngs per M
NO ADULT INCLUDED - GROSS WAGES . GROSS WAGES .
CHILDREN AMOUNT 70% Tas & Soc. Sec. Taz & Soc. Sec.
: 1 $ 56.00 K« 39.200 LESS: LESS:
2 112.00 ( 10.40 Child Case . Qhild Care .
3 168.00 (117.60 Wosk Expensss _25.00 Work Expenses _23.00
4 224.00 (156.80) Othes. . . Other . . .
[; 280.00 (196.00 TOTAL EXPENSES. . . TOTAL EXPENSES. _—
3 136.00 (235200 NETEARMINGS . . . NET EARNINGS —
? 392.00 (774.400 .
ONGOING CASE: Earnings per Month ONGOING CASE: Eamings per Moath
CASES INCLUDING AN ADULT(S) GROSSWAGES. . . . GROSS WAGES . . —_
PERSONS AMOUNT 0% ADJ. NET (we abls) . . ADI. NET (me tabls) -
1 $173.00 121100 Taz & Soc. Sec. Tax & Soc, Sec.
2 229.00 (e | LESE  LESE:
3 185.00 (199.500 Ciid O — CidCas . ____
‘ 341.00 23070 Othes . . . ____ Other . . -
s 397.00 (17190 e — Othes . . .
6 451.00. (31710 TOTALEXPENSES . . ___ TOTAL EXPENSES . _—
s 365.00 (393500 UNEARNED INCOME UNEARNED INCOME
ADD $56.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR DOARDERS PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOAI
CHILD IN EACH CATEGORY (clecle which oae) (cisrcie which ons)
ADD $1.00 FOR SPECIAL DIET WHEN Netincams . . . . Netincome . . . -
AN INCLUDED ADULT IS PREGNANT us .. . . .. m . ..
SOCIAL SECURITY . . . ___ SOCIAL SECURITY . -
CHILD SUPPORT . CHILD SUPPORT . . .
DiSREGARD 3$ (F NOT DISREGARD 35 {F NOT
CLAIMED N EARNINGS CLAIMED IN EARNINGS
TOTAL . . TOTAL . —_
[ TOTAL NET INCOME TOTAL NET INCOME
TOTAL NET INCOME . —_— TOTAL NET INCOMR . -
1 GRANT GRANT
TOTAL NEEDS . . - TOTALNEEDS . . . . —
70% G¢ TOTAL NEEDS — 70% OF TOTAL NEEDS . -
TOT/.L NET INCOME . - TOTAL NET INCOME . -
DEFICIT . R, DERCT. . . . . . ___ _
TOTAL GRANT (rounded to TOTAL GRANT (rounded to
pearcst whole doliaz) — nearvet whole dollas) ——

REDETERMINATION BUDGET COMPLETLO() |
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ADC BUDGET

CAsE N

CASELOAD NO.

EMPLUYEE NO.

Ll

NO. IN ASSISTANCE UNIT |

DATE

TOTAL NEEDS ACCORDING TO
PERSONS ON ASSISTANCE

EARNED INCOME - MONTH:

EARNED INCOME - MONTH:

DULTINCLLLED

DREN AMOUNT 737
t § 6.00 St 10.48)
2 112.00 ( 81.74)
3 1 #8.00 1122.64)
4 2300 (163.22)
5 230.00 (204.40)
6 336,00 (245.28)
7 192.00 (286.16)

INITIAL VLIGIBILITY  Farmngs per Month
GROSS WAGLS .
Tav & S, Seee
LLSS:
Cruld Caee .
Wurk Fopanses 2300 -
ather
TOTAL LXPENSLS.
NET EARNINGS . . .

INITIAL FLIGIBILITY. Earmungs per Month
GirOSS WAGES .
[av & Soe. See.
LLsS:
ChLild Care
Waork Laxpenws 25.00
(Hher o
LOTAL LXPLNSLES.

NET EARNINGS . .

IS INCLUDING AN ADULTI(S)

JONS AMOUNT 73%
1 $173.00 $126.29) Tax & Soc. Sec. Tax & Soc. Sec.

2 239,00 (167.17) LESS: LESS:

3 285.00 (208,05) Child Care Chuld Care

3 341.00 (248.97) Other . . . __ Other . . .

5 197.00 (289.81) Other . . . _____ Other .

6 453.00 (330.69) TOTAL EXPENSES TOTAL EXPENSES . .

7 509.00 (371157 NET EARNINGS NET EARNINGS . . .

i 563.00 1$12.43) UNEARNED [NCOME UNEARNED INCOME

ONGOING CASE: [Farmings per Month
GROSS WAGES .
A\DJ. NET (sov table}

ONGOING CASE: Eamings per Month
GROSS WAGES .
ADJ. NET (see table) . .

) $56.00 FOR EACH ADDITIONAL
LD IN EACH CATEGORY

) $1.00 FOR SPECIAL DIET WHEN
INCLUDED ADULT IS PREGNANT

PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS
(circle which one)

Net lncome . .
L8 .
SOCIAL SFCURITY
CHILD SUPPORT .
OTHER INCOME
TUTAL c e .
DISREGARD 35 IF NOT
CLAIMED (N LARNINGS
TOTAL . .

PROPERTY, ROOMERS AND/OR BOARDERS
(circie which ons)

Netlncome . . .
|05 3 - 2
SOCTAL SECURITY . .

CHELD SUPPORT
OTHER INCOME
TOTAL ce e
DISREGARD 35 IF NOT
CLAIMED IN EARNINGS
TOTAL .

il

TOTAL NET INCOME

TOTAL NET INCOME

FOTAL NETINCOMF |

TOTAL NET INCOME .

PR [N —zs

GRANT

o GRANT

TOTAL NIH DS .

735 OF TOTAL NELDS

FOLAL METINCOML
DUHICIT . L.

TOTAL GRANT tronideud o
acarest w hole Julitarn)

TOTAL NLLDS .

73% OF TOTAL NEEDS

TOTAL NET INCOME
DEEFICIT . .

TOT AL GRANT (rounded to
nearest whole dotlar)

1|

DETURMINATION BUDGET ( 'nil_lp'_l.l.'l'l.nl ]

BUTION:

WIHTE - Flyuhsiity Cawe ltecoed, CANARY - oo daauge 0

113,
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cEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, UELFARE ANMD REMABILITATICN
WL LFARE DIVISION

Exhibit 3
12 January 1873

RESTRUCTURING CF NEEDS STANTARDS AS REQUIRED
BY THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT - ADC

Current Pclicy:

Cur current needs s s ccntain am~unts for food, clothing,
personal incidentals E househcld maintenance under personal
neecds anl a shelter maximum. These am-unts were updated, according
to the Szccial Security Act regulaticns, in May of 1969.

Reason f:r Change:

The methedolcgy of uplating these neecs standards has been a topic
cf discussion between the state and the federal government since
1969. The fe-lerzl government has finally decided that Nevada's
need stan:lards were not pProperly upcated at that time (although no
definitive guidelines were given in 1969). These changes are being
made to conform to th ter of the requirement for the updating
cf need standapds - Bng to the ccst of living increase.

= Ty

Froposed Policy: -

MONTHLY ALLOWANCES, PERSOMAL NEEDS

A. ADULT ALGNE: $97.09,

B. TWO ADULTS (incapacitates parent and pregnant spouse):

$154,.00,

c. CHILDREN WITH CHILDREN WITH CHILDREN WITH
NON-NEEDY NEZDY NEEDY CARE-
CARETAKER CARETAXER TAKER & INCAP-

ACITATED PARENT

CHILDREN - AMOUNT AMOUNT : AMOUNT

1 $82.00 $141.00 $190.00

2 123.00 178,090 226.00

3 162.00 214,39 2656.00

4 202.09 2%%.07 309.00

S 2L5.02 2€7.09 351.00

6 287.23 372,02 353.00

7

330.00 381.C3
D. PREGNANCY DIET

If the adult needy caretaker is pregnant, $1.00 is ad-ed
t2 her needs for a pregrancy :iet.

E. For each acdditional child toc those listed in the tables,

add $40.00, EXHIBIT B
114. Page 29



G.

SHELTER

The shelter allcwanze is -n an "as pai-4" basis up to the
maximum indicated in the schedlule below:

MAXIMUM SHELTER, PER RECIPIENT
{(N2. of Persons in Hoysehol?l)

‘1

2 3 § S or more

71.00 4).50 32.00 27.50 24.50 (up to a maximum of 122.50)

Items included in the maximum allowance are as follows:

1.

Actual cost of taxes, property payments (principal
and interest), fire insurance, asscssments, rent
payments, and irrigation district charges.

The cost of water, mincr repairs, garbage and sewage
is included ar the fcllowing amount:

a. VATER

1) Well - $3.00.

2) Water district - as paid, up to $8.00.
b. GARSAGE AMD SEWAGE - as paid.
c. HMINOGR REPAIRS - $3.0C.

ESSENTIAL HOUSEHOLD EQUIPMENT

Allowance may be male for the repair or purchase of
essential househnld equipment as a special need, with the
approval of the Field Supervisor or District Office
Manager III. Approval fcr the cost and type of equipment
needed will be made on the basis »f real hardship nr if
the health and safety of the recipient would be endangerec.

Other conditions which must be met before repair or
purchase can be approved.

1.

REPAIR

The ¢ost of repa2ir must be less than the purchase
price cf ccmparatle equipment 25 verified by state-
ments from two or mire reputatle <23lers.

Th2 repair must De giarantee? for a period nct less
than 39 days. Guarantee must be in writing and filed
in the case reccri,

115, EXHIBIT B
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2. PURCHASE

The equipment t> te replaced must be beyond
economical repair. The ccst per item per year shal
not exceed $51.00 for a single person household or
$103.00 for a househzld of two or more. These amou
are subject to the 55% of need provision when adZed
to the personal and shelter need totals.

The equipment purchase must be guaranteed for a

period of not less than 30 days. The guarantee mus:
be in writing and filed in the case record.

3. PAYMENT

The method of payment will be extended over a perio
of time, dependent on the cost of the equipment., A
maximum of $10.30 per month will be allowed in need
subject to the S55% limitation, for payment purposes
The recipient, hcwever, is respcnsible for:

a. Finding the equipment to be purchased.

b. Arranging the repair or purchase.

C. Arranging thz terms of payment as allowed by ti
Welfare Division,

d. Making pay=enct,

Effact cf Change:

The effect of these changes is far reaching. Some of the personal
need totals are higher and others lower than currently being granti
The same is <rue for the shelter maximums. Within shelter itself,
the home maintenance item has been deletad and amounts for water,
sewage, and minor repairs have baezn added. Thes2 changes are aill
caused by the federal requirenents., The materials have been
reviewed by HEW officials in bc<th San Franzisco and Washingtson and
they concur with the validity of these changes according to federa:
law.

Approved By:

e ~ . f'j"
e (S VA
CENFAE T, MILLER

STATEZ WILFAFIZ ~ADMINISTRATCRE

Prepared B8y:
D. Tomlinson, Chief
Eligibility and Payments

116, EXHIBIT B
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DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES
WELFARE DIVISION

Exhibit B
8 February 1974

FLAT GRANT IN ADC

Current Policy:

There are certain basic items which must be considered for all persons whose
needs  are included in the assistance budget. These basic need items are
divided into two categories:

A. Basic personal ﬁeed items

CHILDREN WITE NONNEEDY CHILDREN WITH A NEEDY CHILDREN WITH NEEDY
CARETAKER CARETAKER CARETAKER AND
INCAPACITATED PARENT

No. of . No. of No. of

Children Amount Children Amount Children Amount
1 $ 87.00 With Unborm  $102.00 With Unborn $159.00
2 128.00 1 146.00 1 195.00
3 167.00 2 183.00 2 231.00
4 207.00 3 219.00 3 271.00
5 251.00 4 259.00 4 314.00
6 292.00 S 302.00 5 356.00
7 335.00 6 344,00 6 398.00

7 386.00

PREGNANCY DIET

If the adult, needy caretaker 1s pregnant, $1.00 is added to her needs for a
pregnancy diet.

FOR EACH ADDITIONAL CHILD TO THOSE LISTED IN THE TABLES, ADD $40.00.

B. Basic Shelter

Actual cost of taxes, property payments, fire insurance, rent, and
irrigation district charges.

MAXIMUM SHELTER, PER ASSISTANCE UNIT
(Number of Persons in the Assistance Unit)

1 2 3 4 5 or more
$71.00 $83.00 $96,00 $110.00 $123.00 (Maximum
shelter allowed)
MISC22/COPY
EXHIBIT B
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Reasan for Change

Currently, sany eligidility errors fall in the ares of shelter. The flat grant
elizinates the need to wverify shelier costs by camdining "perscnal needs” and
shelter into a category of "total needs.” This process slmplifiee dudgeting,
substantially reduces the ahance for error, and reduces casevork time.

Proposed Folicy - Effestiwe 4/1/74
Persanal needs and shelter are cambined into "total meeds.”
CHILDREN WITH NONNEEDY CHILDREN WITH A NEEDY
CARETAKER CARETAKER
No. of No. of
Children Amomnt hildren Mmoot
1 $158.00 With Unbora $173.00
2 211.00 l 229.00
3 263.00 2 289.00
4 n7.00 3 329.00
5 374.00 4 3=2.00
é 415.00 5 42%.00
? 458.00 6 467.00
7 509.00
PREONANCY DIET

CHILDREN WITH NEED
CARETAKER AND
INCAPACITATED PARE

No. of
Children Alcamy

With Unborn $222:.Q
291.0
m.o
394.0
437.0
‘” oa
521.00

PRI N

If the adult, needy caretaker is pregnant, $1.00 is added to her needs for a

pregnancy diet,

FOR EACH ADDITIOMAL CHILD TO THOSE LISTED IN THE TAMLES, ADD $40.00.

Kffect of Change

The change vill raise our average ADC grant spproximately $2.00 to $5.00. This will

reduce our Q.C. error rate.

Approwd by:
’{ ram .y

A

4 E. MILLER

SIATE WELFARE ADMINISTRATOR

Pr!;pcnd by:
D. Landon
Fleld Suypervisor for Assistance Paxyments

118.
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DEPARTHENT OF 1A RESOURCES
WELFARE DIvISION

EXHIBIT B
3 October 1375

ADC NEEDS CONSOLIDATION

Current Policy:

Three standards are now required to determine need - one for NONNLLDY care-
takers, one for NEEDY caretakers, and one for NEEDY caretakers plus an
INCAPACITATED parent (see attachment).

Reason_for Change:

Simplification of budgeting.
Propnsed Policy - Effective 1 December 1975:

Needs fcr 2., assiztance unit will be determined from a singla standard:
TSYAL KLY ACCORLING TN P30S IR THE ASSISTANCE URIT

Armount Amount
No Eligible tith Eligible
Persons Adul t 102 Adult 70%
1 $56 $ .29 $173 $121.10
2 112 78.40 229 160.30
3 153 117.60 285 199.50
4 224 156.80 Al 238.70
5 280 196.00 397 277.90
6 336 235.20 453 317.10

Add $56 for each additional person.
Effect of Change:

This will provide a wniform payment standard for all ADC recipients and has
no effect on the average grant.

Approved by:

J%. T Pridlan fyuia
GECRGE E. MILLER
STATE WELFARE ADMIMISTRATOR

Prepared by:
A. R. Martelle, Deputy Administrator, Assistance Payments

EXHIBIT B
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DEPARTIENT OF HU AN RESCURCES
WELFARE DIVISION

Attachment to
EXHIBIT B
3 October 1975

CURRENT HEEDS STANDARDS

TOTAL HEEDS ACCORDING TO
CHILDREH IN ASSISTANCE UNIT

HONHEEDY CARETAKER
CHILDREN AlQURT

1 $156.00 $§110 60)
2 211.00 147.70)
3 263.00 (181.10)
I 317.00 221.90
S 374.00 261.60
3 415.00 (290.50
7 455,00 (320.60
~JEDY CARTTAKER
CHILDREH ANOUHT 70%
Hith Unborm $173.00  $(121.10)
1 229.00 (160.30)
2 279.00 (195.30)
3 329.00 (230.30)
4 352.00 (267.40)
5 425.00 (297.50
6 467.00 (326.90
7 539.00 (356.30)

MEEDY CARETAKER & I!CAPACITATED PARENT

CHILOREN AHOUNT 70%
Hith Unborm 3$242.00 $(169.40)
1 291.00 {203.70)
2 341.00 (238.70)
3 394.00 (275.60)
4 437.00 (305.90)
5 479.1 (335.30)
6 521.00 (364.70)

ADO 340.00 FCR EACH ADCITIOrAL CHILD
IN EACH CATEGCORY.

EXHIBIT B
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COST OF LIVING ADJUSTMENT (CPI) OVER THE LAST INCREASE
IN THE STANDARD OF NEED (DECEMBER 1, 1975)

HOUSEHOLD STANDARD CPI CPI PERCENT REVISED NEED

SIZE OF NEED 12/1/75 12/1/85 INCREASE STANDARD

1 $173 165.6 322.6 94.8% $337

2 229 165.6 322.6 94.8% 446

3 285 165.6 322.6 94.8% 555

4 341 165.6 322.6 94.8% 664

5 397 165.6 322.6 94.8% . 773

6 453 165.6 322.6 94.82 882

7 509 165.6 322.6 94.82 991

8 565 165.6 322.6 94.82 1,100

NOTE: Analysis uses urban wage and clerical workers index (CPI-W) and assumes
the same rate of increase for varying household sizes.

121, EXHIBIT B
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COST OF LIVING ADJUSTMENT (CPI) OVER THE
MAY 1969 STANDARD OF NEED

Household
Size Standard of Need
1 $ 88 + 8 75 = $163
2 $135 + § 85 = $220
3 | $177 + $ 96 = $273
4 $212 + $106 = $318
5 $260 + $115 = $375
6 $306 + $115 = $421
7 $350 + S115 = $465
8 $393 + $115 = $508

NOTE:

CPI
5/1/69

108.7

108.7

108.7
108.7
108.7
108.7
108.7

108.7

122,

CPI Percent Revised
12/1/85  Increase Need Stand
322.6 196.87 $ 484
322.6 196.8% $ §53
322.6 196.8% $ 810
322.6 196.8% § 944
322.6 196.87% $1,113
322.6 196.8% $1,250
322.6 196.82% $1,380
322.6 196.8% $1,508

Analysis uses urban wage and clerical workers index (CPI-W) and assumes
the same rate of increase for varying household sizes.

EXHIBIT B ~
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COMPARISON OF 1969 VS, 1985 NEED STANDARD

Household Percent CPI Increase
Size May 1969 December 1975 Increase Same Period
1 $163 $173 6.1% 52.3%
2 220 229 4.1% 52.32
3 ‘ 273 285 4.4% 52.3%
4 318 341 7.2% 52.3%
5 375 397 5.8% 52.3%
6 421 453 7.62 52.32
7 465 509 9.5% 52.32
8 : 508 565 11.22 52.3%
NOTES:: 1969 standard was based upon fixed amounts for personal needs and

maximm amounts for shelter costs (if household had no shelter
costs, no allowance was given).

CPI increase is based upon index figures of 108.7 for May 1, 1969
and 165.6 for December 1, 1975.

EXHIBIT B
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CONSUMER PRICE JNDEX
EUREAU OF LAEOR STATISTICS
UREAN WAGE AND CLERICAL WORFERS

YEAR BN FEB MR APR MWAY  JN JUL A6 SEP oCT  NOY  DEC
1968 102.0 102.3  102.8 1031 1034 104.0 1045 1048 1051 10S.7  106.1  106.4
199 1067 107.1 108.0 108.7 109.0 109.7 110.2 1107 1.2 1.6 122 129
1970 3.3 139 145 1152 157 163 1167 169 11725 1181 1185 119.1
1971 9.2 119.4 1198 120.2 1208 1215 1218 1220 122.2 1224 1226 123.1
1972 123.2 123.8 1200 1243 1247 125.0 1255 1257 126.2  126.6 1269 127.3
1973 1227 128.6 1298 1307 I3LS 1324 1327 1381 1355 136.6 137.6  138.5
1974 197 MLS M3 3.9 1S.5 W69 M8.0 1499 ISL7 1530 1543 155.4
1975 1561 157.2 157.8  158.6  1S9.3  160.6 162.3 1628 163.6 1646 165.6  166.3
1976 166.7 1671 16.5 168.2 169.2 1700 1711 1719 172.6 1733 1738 174.3
1977 15,3 1771 1782 179.6 1806 1818 1826 193.3 184.0 1845 185.4  186.1
1978 1871 188.4 1897 1914 1933 1953 1967 197.7 199.1 2007 20018 2029
1979 2007 2071  209.3 218 243 2169 2094 2215 2237 2256 220.6 230.0
1980 233.3  236.5 239.9 242.6 245.]1 7.8 8.0 249.6 2519 25401  256.4  258.7
1981 260.7  263.5 265.2  266.8  269.1 2714 2.6 2765 9.1 9.7 2604 281.1
1982 262.1 2829 282.5 283.7 286.5 290.1 291.8 292.4 292.8 293.6 293.2 292.0
1983 292.1 2923 2930 2949  296.3  297.2 2982 299.5 300.8 3013 30OL4 3015
1964 302.7- 303.3 3033 Jo4l 3054 3062 3075 ;O3 320 2.2 LY 312.2
1985 3.6 3139 3153 3167 378 3187 3190 319.6 3.5 323 3226

124, EXHIBI
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APPENDIX D

ADC Program Standard of Need - Client
Expenditure Survey Analysis
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STUDY OF NEVADA'S
AID TO DEPENDENT CHILDREN PROGRAM

STANDARD OF NEFD

CLIENT EXPENDITURE SURVEY ANALYSIS

127.



STURVEY METHODOLOGY

The Nevada State Welfare Division (NSWD) was requested bv a legislative sub-
committee to conduct a client expenditure survey. The purpose and objective
of the survey was to arrive at a realistic need standard for Aid to Dependent
Children (ADC) recipients. With that goal in mind, NSWD staff in conjunction
with Nevada Legal Services and NACO devised a survey form itemizing the dif-
ferent expenses that may be incurred by a low income family. These expenses
are broken into two groups: basic needs and supplemental components. The
sample consisted of 99 active and 96 denied joint ADC and Food Stamp cases.
The 96 cases were denied due to excess income (exceeded the current need
standard). The survey was a sequential sampling proportional to district
office caseload size.

The survey forms were sent to all district offices with a detailed explanation
of how to obtain the informationm. All clients contacted were informed of the
reason for the survey and assured their responses would in no way affect their
eligibility or grant amount. The survey represents expenses reported by the
client and were not verified.

FEHIBIT C
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SAMPLE CRCUP ONGCING ADC/FS DENTED

CASE NAME

STANTARD OF NEED STUDY - DFCEMBER 1985

DATE

PHONE # b.o.

I. BASIC NEEDS

A.

General Household Circumstances

ll

TOTAL # of Persons in the home

Children Adulcrs TOTAL
a. # receiving/applied for ADC
Children Adults TOTAL
b. # receiving Food Stamps only
Children Adults TOTAL
2. Type of Shelter House Apartment Other
Buying Renting
3. Number of bedrooms
4., What other income do you have besides ADC?
Food
1. Out-of~Pocket monthly cost (at home & dining out) $
2. Amount of Food Stamps per month $
3. Receiving WIC Commodity Foods
4, # of children on free lunch program
Rent /Mortgage
1. Total monthly rent/mortgage $
2.  Your cost of monthly rent/mortgage $
3. Deces HTUD pav? Yes No $
4, Does ensone else pav’ Yes No $
Who? .
5. Are vou usually current irn pavment? Yes No
If no, how manvy months ip arrears’
EXHIBIT C
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G.

a. Appliances $
b. Ctilities §
c. Furniture §
7. Your necessarv menthly Maintenance costs S
such as plumbing, heating, electrical re-
pairs and replacement of windows.
Utilities
1. Average total monthly utility costs (not including 8
arrears):
a. Electricity $
b. Cas $
¢. Water/Sever $
d. Garbage $
e. Other $
2, Total monthly amount you pay. $
3. Amount paid by energy assistance. $
How often received and when?
4.  Amount paid by someone else. $
Who?
5. Are you usually current? Yes Ro
If no, how many months in arrears?
Telephone
1. Do you have a telephone? Yes No
2. Basic monthly telephone cost. $
Bousehold Supplies/Operating Costs
Your monthly cost of household supplies - includes $
laundry soap, bleach, household cleaning materials,
toilet paper and postage.
Transportation
1. D¢ weu have a car? Yes No
a. Monthly car pavment, s
b. Annual registration fee. S + 12 = &
c. Monttiv maintenarce (gas, oil, tires, S
resairs),
d. Insurance pavment. ] * « ¢
Fow ofzen” Yonthlv  Nuarterly Semi-Annually
EXHIBIT C
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ro
.

If vou dec not have a car, what kind of tramsportation do you use’

a, Do wou pav fer this trarsportation? Yes No
k. Azcunt veu pav monthls, S

3, How many trips do you make per month:
a. Shopping and medical
b. Work, looking for work and
to and from child care

Average number of miles per trip

H. Clothing

1. Total monthly amount you spend on clothes. $
a. Amount spent on Adults, ]
b. Amount spent on Children $

2. Where do vou get most of your clothes?

I, Medical

1. Your monthly cost of medicine chest supplies - $
includes over-the-counter medications,
vitamins, first aid items.

2. Do you have medical insurance? Yes No
Monthly payment amount? S

3. Your out-of-pocket costs for medical and dental $

care not covered by Medicaid (Active ADC only),

J. Personal Care

Your monthly cost for personal care items - includes $
haircuts, toothpaste, shampoo, scap, sanitary supplies.

K. Recreation

Your monthly cost for recreation - includes TV $
Cable/rental, sports, movie admission, pet supplies,
reading materials.

o

TOTAL MONTHYIY COST FCR BASTC NFIDS

EXXIBIT C
Paze
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-
(5]
.

SUPPLEMENTARY COMECONENTS

A. Child Care
i. Your monthly cost of Child Care. $
2. For how many children?

3. Why 1s Child Care needed?
(Work, Looking for Work, cr Other)

B. School Supplies/Fees

1, Your annual cost of school $ + 12 = 8
supplies and fees?

2. For how many children?
C. Gifts/Contributions
Yearly amount you spend for:
Christmas
Birthdays
Other Occasions

(graduation/weddings)
Child Support

W <y Ny N

TOTAL s + 12 =
D. Burial/Life Insurance
Your monthly cost for:

Burial Insurance
Life Insurance

oy

TOTAL $

TOTAL MONTHLY COST FOR SUPPLEMENTARY COMPONENTS $

EXHIBIT C
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RESULTI 07 TLIENT EXFENDITURE SUPBVEY

[y

ATT ¥IUSEFILD SIZE 1 Nurler Surves
7

CENFRAL HOUSFHCLD CIRCUMSTANCES:

14 2 of sample lived alone

86 4 of sample lived with otrers
of those living with others, the average household size was 4

57 % lived in homes, _43 X in apartzents, g Z reported other

g % were buying, 100 X vere renting
Average bedroom size of dwelling was 7

85 % Reported income other than their ADC.
FOOD :

29 T Reported no out-of-pocket cost fer food

71 % Reported food costs with an average of §178.80.
Overall average cost for sample group was $127.71.

14 7T Reported receiving Food Stamps with an average of $265,00.

86 % Received no Food Stamps.
Overall average Food Stamps for sacple group was $37.86

43 __% were participating in tke WIC Program.

14 % utilized the Cemmedity F--d Pregras.

14 * hzd children enrolled iz recuced 'free scheel lunch program.

PNHIBID C
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RENT 'MCR

STGAGE:

2 =
100 7

Qverall
14 2

86 %

Overall

57 X

g5 X

15 %

57 2

42 %

2

Reported no rent/mertgasze for entire househeld.
Reported entire househcld cost with average of $277.36 .

average rent/mortgage was $277.86

Reported ne cost to the ADC unit.
Reported ADC unit cost with average of §153.33 .,

ADC unit average cost was $131.43 .

Reported HUD assistance averaging g .

Reported non-ADC household members paying with average of $256. 25

Reported housing payments were current.

Reported arrearages averaging 2 mouths.
had appliances included in rent/mortgage.
had utilities included in rent/mortgage.

had furnmiture included in rent/mortgage.

Reported paving maintenance ceosts averaging Z .

UTILITIES:

-
<

22~

Reported nc utility cost for entire household.
Repcrtel entire hcusehcld cost averagingsll7,80

average uvzi ity cost was 3$533.57

134,



57

29 bxc oelentric itz 13 * z2c, 185 * water
71 % Re:z.ortec mo utility cest to the ADC unit.
29 " Rer:crted ADC unit cost with average of $76.25
Overall AlC unit average cost was $21.78 .
g X Repcrted energy assistance averaging 2
@ T Repcrtec others paving utilities averaging ")
86 % Reported utility payments wvere current.
14 % Reported arrearages averaging 2 months.
TELEPHONE:

43

57

Y had telephones, 43 I did not.
For those with telephones the average reported cost was
Overall average cost for group was $11.71,
HOUSEHOLD STPPLIES/OPERATING:
Repcrred no cests.
Reported costs averaging $35.00 .
Cverall average cost for group was $7.20 .

-
~

1X ]

TRANSPORTATION:

43

~ had zutomodriles,

did ror.

w

7 =

135,

50.

$20.

garbae .
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0f these wirh auvtems®*:lcs 33 1 =ad gmerthly pavzents.

Average menthlv autoz:chile costs for these having cre was $223.23

Overall average for the group was $524.43 .

0f those without automobiles, _29 I paid for transportation averaging $29.00

Overall average for the group was $8.28 .

gg % Reported average trips of 6 per month for shopping/medical.

57 % Reported average trips of 16.5 per month for work/child care.

CLOTHING:
29 Z Reported no clothing costs.

71 X Reported costs averaging $37.00 .

Overall average for the group was $26.42 .

MEDICAL:

57 % Reported no cost for medicine chest supplies.

13 % Reported costs averaging gl3.£5.

Overall average cost for the group was §5.85 .
2 2 clairmed redical insurance costs averaging J
Overall average cost Jor the group was g

EXHIBIT C
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PERSCNL CARE:

71 % Reported costs for personal care, averaging $18.00.

Overall average cost for the group was _512.85.

RECREATION:

29 X Reported costs for recreatiorn, averaging $9,00 .

Overall average for the group was §$2.57 .

CHILD CARE:

g T Reported child care, averaging 2 .

Overall average for the group was ] .

SCHOOL SUPPLIES/FEES:

g % Reported schocl costs, averaging __ ¢ .

Overall average for the group was __ gz .

137. EXHIZLD ©
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STTTS OCONTRIBUTLONT

86 * Repcrted spernding for gifts/contributions, averaging S$15.%3

Mrerall average for the group was

RURIAL/LIFE INSURANCE:

g % Reported costs, averaging

Overall average for the group was 2 .

$13.45

a

138.
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SULTE TF CLTENT FXPERDITURE SUPVEY
ADC H0USEHOLD S1ZE 2 Numler Surve e

=/

GENERLL BOUSIHOLD CIRCUMSTANCES:

83 T of sample lived alcne
47 I of sample lived with others

of those living with: others, the average household size was 6,3

24 7 lived in homes, 64 % in apartments, 12 2% reported other

5 X were buying, 95 I were renting

Average bedroom size of dwelling was 2.3 .

52 Z Reported income other than their ADC.

FOOD:

23 X Reported no out-of-pocket cost for food
77 % Reported food costs with an average of $136.91 .

Overall average cost for sample group was $105.43 .

60 7% Repcrted receiving Food Stamps with an average of $125.48
an % Received no Food Stamps.

Overall average Food Stamps for sample group was 575.00

23 % were participating in the WIC Prograr.
19 ¥ vtilized the Commeditv Food Frogram.

21 - had children errciled in recduced’free schocl lunch program.

PXHIBIT C
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LN T MURTGAGE:

2 I Reported no reat‘mortgzage fcr entire hcouseheld.

34 % Reportec ertire household cost with average of $282.64 .

Overall average rent/mortgage wvas $266.40 .

16 2% Reported no cost to the ADC unit.

g4 X Reported ADC unit cest with average of $186.95 .

Overall ADC unit average cost was $]156,87 .

32X Reported HUD assistance averaging §$305.47 -

21 % Reported non-ADC household members paving with average of3$242. 50

90 % Reported housing payments were current.

10 % Reported arrearages averaging _ 2 ¢ months.

62 ¥ had appliances included in rent/mortgage.
55 ¥ had utilities included in rent/mortgage.

21 Z had furmiture included in rect/mortgage.

9]
>

Reported paving mairntenance cests averaging $34.25

CTILITIES:

22 X Reported rz utility cest for entire household.

73 Z Reported.entirc housernld ceost averapging $36 .61

v &

Mrerzll average vtiliry cost was 367.10

140.
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75 7 bt electric tostc 36 * gag, 10" water 'sewer, 7 * garbage
75 % Reportedé no utiliiy cost to the ADC unit.
25 * Reported ADC unit cost with average of $70.38 ,

Overall ADC unit average cost was $52.58 .

3 *» Reported energy assistance averaging $151.77.

14 T Reported others paving utilities averaging $89.7S5.

84 T Reported utility payments were current.

16  Reported arrearages averaging 1.5 months.
TELEPHONE:

72 % had telephones, 28 % did not.

For those with telephones the average reported cost was $18,35.

Overall average cost for group was $13,29.

HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES/OPERATING:

g % Reported no costs.

91 ~ Reported costs averaging $24.75 .
Overall average cost for group was $22.48.

TRANSPORTATION:

-

51 < had automotiles, 49 = dic ner.

EXHIBIT C
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=

vl othose wWith oauter 0lles 34 -~ had renthl. paysents.

Average momthI. automotile costs for these having cre was s129.88

Overali average for the group waf $65,68 .

Cf those without automobiles, _353 7 paid for transportation averagirg 42, 24

Overall average for the group was _g11.1¢ .

94 Z Reported average trips of 7.2 per month for shopping/medical.

66 Z Reported average trips of 17.8 per month for work/child care.

CLOTHING:

20 X Reported no clothing costs.
80 X Reported costs averaging $40.71 .

Overall average for the group was $32.76 .

MEDICAL:

26 X Repcrted no cost for medicine chest supplies.

74 % Repcrted costs averaging $19.89.
Overall average cost for the group was $14.63 .

g % claimed medical Iinsurance costs averagia $§78.10 .

Overall averzge cost for the group was $4.48 .

EXHIBIT C
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15 * claime: ccsts for mecd:izal, dental net covered by Med:

Overall averaze cost fcr the group was $2.12 ]

PERSONAL CARE:

94 I Reported costs for personal care, averaging $20.13 ,

Overall average cost for the group was $18.97,

RFECREATION:

56 %2 Reported costs for recreation, averaging $20.49 .

Overall average for the group was $11.54

CHILD CARE:

20 Z Reported child care, averaging $117.70 .

Overall average for the group was $23.00 .

SCHOOL SUPPLIES/FEES:

314 % Reported schocl costs, averaging _ 54 ,5] .

Overall average for the group was g1 55 .

143-
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ONTRIBUTTIONS:

ri
'

(93]
[}

80 2 Reported spending for gifts/contributions, averaging $15.39

Overall average for the group was $12.54 .

BURIAL/LIFE INSURANCE:

1 2 Reported costs, averaging $6.00 .
Overall average for the group was $0.06 .

EXHIBIT C
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P R T

TXFENDITURE SUTVEY
1ZF

74 % of sample livec alone
26 X of sample lived with others

of those living with others, the average hcusehold size was 4.7

26 % lived in homes, 57 Z in apartzents, 17 I reported other

9 X were buying, 9] % were renting
Average bedroom size of dwelling was _ 2 5 .
43 T Reported income other than their ADC.
FOOD:
21 X Reported nc out-of-pocket cost fer food
79 % Reported food costs with an average of $128.02 .
Overall average cost for sample group was $101.45 .
77 % Reported receiving Food Stamps with an average of5159.,41
23 7T Received no Food Stamps.
(Overall average Food Stamps for sample group was$123.32
19 X were participating in the WIC Progranm.

45 T urilized tre Cczmodicy Ferd Progras.,

had childrer errclled in rediczd frze school lunch progra=.

+4

50

145, EXHIBIT ¢
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ZENT, MORTCAGE:

4 I Reported no rent’‘rcrigage fcr entire househeld.
26 T Reported entire hcousehold cest with average of $303.29

Overall average rent/mortgage was $291.85 -
13 % Reported no cost to the ADC unit.
g7 % Reported ADC unit cost with average of 5172.13 .

Overall ADC unit average cost was _$149,39 .

47 X Reported HUD assistance averaging $338.87 .

13 X Reported non-ADC household members paying with average of $214 .92

91 Z Reported housing payments were current. .

9 X Reported arrearages averaging 1.2 months.
49 % had appliances included 1in rent/mortgage.
40 X had utilities included in rent/mortgage.
15 % had furniture included in rezt/mortgage.
6 % Reported paying mairtenance cests averaging $11.97

CTILITIES:

9 T Reported no utility ccst for entire household,

31 T Repecrted entire “cusehold oost averazing $108.19

™rerail average utilizy cost wasz $97.98

FXHIBIT C
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31 % had electric costs, _ 45 % gas, _ ;g 2 water/sewer, _ 3 7 garbage

13 % Reported no utility cost to the ADC unit.
81 % Reported ADC unit cost with average of 3121 02 .

Overall ADC unit average cost was $3}] .96 .

4 2 Reported energy assistance averaging $7.30 .

13 % Reported others paying utilities averaging $83.45 .

77 T Reported utility payments were current.

23 Z Reported arrearages averaging 1.3 months.
TELEPHONE:
21 X had telephones, 9 2 did not.
For those with telephones the average reported cost was $15.85 .

Overall average cost for group was $13.75 .

HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES/OPERATING:

4 % Reported no costs.
36 % Reported costs averaging 5$32.08 .
Overall average cost for group was $30.37 .

TRANSPORTATION:

212 % had azutomobilles, 62 X did not.

EXHIBIT ¢
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_I thtse with automobiles 15 ° ‘tad =onthle pavmernts.

.24

[V §)

Averzge moathly automobile costs for those having cne was  $9

Overa.l average for the group was $37.07 .,

Of those without automobiles, 64 2 paid for transportation averaging $19.63.

Overall average for the group was $7.78 .
96 2 Reported average trips of 8 per month for shepping/medical
57 7% Reported average trips of 16 per month for work/child care.
CLOTHING:

28 % Reported no clothing costs.
72 X Reported costs averaging $30.30 .

Overall average for the group was $21.73 .
MEDICAL:
9 % Reported no cost for medicine chest supplies.

91 7 Reported costs averaging $13.91.

Overall average cost for the group was $12.569 .

€ % claimed medical irsurance costs averagitg $53.50
Overall averazge cost for the grour was 2.02 .
148.
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21 7 cLaimed ccsis fer mediczi/dental not covereZ oy MaZis

¢ group w2s _ §6.74 .

PERSCNAL CARE:

91 2 Reperted costs for personal care, averaging$l18.23 .

Overall average cost for the group was 516,51 .

RECREATION:

47 % Reported costs for recreation, averaging _si19.47 .

Overall average for the group was $9.18 .

CHILD CARE:

11 % Reported child care, averaging $78.33 .
Overall average for the group was _$8.87 .

SCHOOL SUPPLIES/FEES:

68 % Reported schecl costs, averaging $5,10 .

Cverall average for the group was 53 4¢ .

149,

v
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C N TTIBRLTIOND:

[PY)

ions, averaging 51%.

¥ Fercorted sperding for zifts’/centribut

133
w

vaz $14.51

erall average for the group

BURIAL/LITE INSURANCE:

$25.88 .

6 % Reported costs, averaging

Overall average for the group was $1.47 .

EXHIBIT C
Page 23
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REST LT3 UT OPUTENT ¢l oNUITURE SURVEY
ATT R U:ERCLD SITE 4 Nurber Surve e.
283

ST T

AL HOUSTHOLD CIRCLMETANCES:

54 % of sample lived alone
45 % of sample lived with cthers

of those living with others, the average household size was 5.2

21 % lived 1in homes, 65 X in apartments, 14 X reported other

-0~ 2% wvere buying, 100 X were renting
Average bedroom size of dwelling was 2.3.

43 X Reported income other than their ADC.

14 2 Reported no out-of-pocket cost for food
86 X Reported food costs with an average of $73.46 .

Overall average cost for sample group was $62.96 ,

86 ¥ Reported receiving Food Stamps with an average of $201.13
14 % Received no Food Staeps.

Overall average Food Stamps for sample group was $172.39

29 Z were participating it the WIC Program.
55 % utilized the Cermodity Food Prograr.

43 7 had children errolle: iz reduced/free school lunch progra=.

EAHIRLD ©
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7z

fzrrorted nTorent moregage - zotire heousebh~ld,

Te .

. Peported ertire heusehold c¢es: with average of $238.43 .,

average rent/mortgage was $238.43

Reported no cost to the ADC unit.

152.

93 I Reported ADC unit cost with average of $168.12,
Overall ADC unit average cost was $156.11,

36 I Reported HUD assistance averaging $298.80 ,

11 I Reported non-ADC household members paying with average of $188.33

89 2 Reported housing payments were current.

11 X Reported arrearages averaging 1 months.

46 I had appliances included in rent/mortgage.

43 I had utilities included in rent/mortgage.

7 T had furniture included in rect/mortgage.

Ll 7 Reported paying mairtenance cests averaging $11.47
UTILITIES:

11l I Reported no utility cost for entire household.

89 7 Reported entire hcusehold ccst averaging $97.42
Overall average utility cost was $86.38

LAHIBIT C
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89 ° »ad electrtic costs, 39 7 owas. 11 W.oler SoweT, 7

[ Ed
=

T Reperzed na utilisy cest to otho U0 unmit,

Reported ADC unit cost with average of _$92.39.

w
(e}
e

Overall ADC unit average cost was $82.49 .

11 Reported energy assistance averaging $8.58

LS ]

4 7 Reported others paying utilities averaging $90.00.

71 7 Reported utility payments were current.

29 I Reported arrearages averaging 1.9 months.

TELEPHONE:
96 I had telephones, 4 I did not.
For those with telephones the average reported cost was $16.57,

Overall average cost for group was $15.39 ,

HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES/OPERATING:

-C- I Reported no costs.
100 I Reported costs averaging $24.77 .
Overall average for group was 524.77 .

TRANSPORTATION:

36 5 had automobilies, 64 Z did ner.

153.



¢ Thrtt

Average monthlv auteorn ~ile costs for o those havicg ore was 595.19 .

Cverall average for the group was $34.00 ,

0f those without automcbiles, 78 ¥ paid for transportation averaging S$17.25

Overall average for the group was $8.63 .

100 Z Reported average trips of 7 per month for shopping/medical.
54 I Reported average trips of 17 per month for work/child care.
CLOTHING:

29 I Reported no clothing costs.
71 X Reported costs averaging $43.39.

Overall average for the group was $30.99 |

MEDICAL:

14 % Reported no cost for medicine chest supplies.
86 1 Reported costs averaging $9.81.

Overall average cost for the group was _S$8.40 .

-0- % claired medical insurance cests averagzing -0~

Overall average cost for the group was -0~

EXHIBZIT C
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25 1 (laimeg costs for medioo. Zznial ot ogovoTes v Meldicand, oo
Overa.l avercge cost for the group was  $4.42

PERSONAL CARE:

100 T Reported costs for personal care, averaging $20.93 .,

Overall average cost for the group was $20.93,

RECREATION:

39 T Reported costs for recreation, averaging$19.09

Overall average for the group was $7.50 |

CHILD CARE:

11 7 Reported child care, averaging $195.00 ,

Overall average for the group was $20.89 .

SCHOOL SUPPLIES/FEES:

7S % Reported schocl costs, averaging $5.14 .
Overall average for the group was $3.86 .
155,

S17.

67,
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, averaging $17.47

BURIAL/LIFE INSURANCE:

$6.50 .

7 % Reported costs, averaging

Overall average for the group was $0.46

LAHIBIT C
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Uit T .
N .

rUZCVITANTES:

80 ¢
20 »

of saczple lived alome

of sample lived with others

of those living with others, the average household size wvas 7

50 %
10 ¢

Average

60 2

80

Overall
80 %
20 2

(verall

60 2

70 1

lived in homes,

were buying, 90 % were renting

bedroom size of dwelling was 2.7 .

Reported income other than their ADC.

Reported no out-of-pocket cost for fo

Reported food costs with an average o

50 % in apartments, -0-2 reported other

od

f _$198.75.

average cost for sample group was _$159.00.

Reported receiving Food Stamps with a

Received no Food Stamps.

n >average of $240.30

average Food Stamps for sample group was 5192.40

were participating in the WIC Prograr.

utilized the Commodity Feood Progras.

had children enrclled in reduced/free

157.

schocl lunch pregram.

Nurter Surveved

10
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—-0= % Sencorted no remtirortezss o entire nRrouszhold,

1CC 7 Feported entire hcusehcld oozt with averazge of $317.75 .

[

Overa.l average rent/mortgage was S5:17.75 .,

-0- ¥ Reported no cost to the ADC unict.
100 T Reported ADC unit cost with average of $228.65 .

Overall ADC unit average cost was $228.65 ,

40 I Reported HUD assistance averaging $297.00 .

-0—- I Reported non-ADC household cembers paving with average of ~0- .

90 X Reported housing payments were current.

10 I Reported arrearages averaging 12 months.

20 ¥ had appliances included in rent/mortgage.
40 I had utilities included in rernt/mortgage.

-0- % had furniture included in rext/mortgage.

10 =z Reported paying maintenance ccsts averaging $25.00
CTILITIES:

10 T Reported no utility cost for entire household.
90 I Repeorted entire hcousehold cest averaging $123.66
Overal. average utility cost was $111.30

Heslbo O

P e bt
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had electric ccste, 60 7 ez=, 40 T wser sewer, 10 -

10 T Repertec mo uziiisy cost o fo osre ALC unit.

90 ¥ Reported A"C unit cost with average of $108.11 .
Overall ADC unit average cost was $97.30 .

10 % Reported enrergy assistance averaging $27.50 ,

-0- % Reported

90 X Reported

10 % Reported

others paying utiliries averaging -0-

utility payments were current.

arrearages averaging <2  months.

TELEPHONE:
80 I had telephones, 20 I did not.
For those with telephones the average reported cost was $13.50 ,

Overall average cost for group was $10.80 ,

HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES/OPERATING:

10 I Reported no costs,

90 7 Reported costs averaging $46.88 .
Cverall average for group was $42,20 .
TRANSPORTATION:

20 2 had autometiles, 40 I did not.

159.

garbage
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O g :e witT Gutorobiles 17° =z2¢ m--t*1- pavmerts.

Averzge =c-:v .y avtomebile ccsts .7 these having cne was $§122.63
Overa.. averzze for the group wur $75.98 .

O0f those withcut automobiles, 25 ¥ paid for transportation averagirg $20.0Q00

Overall average for the group was $0.20 .

100 % Reported average trips of 10 per month for shopping/medical.
80 2% Reported average trips of 21 per month for work/child care.
CLOTHING:

50 I Reported no clothing costs.

50 X Reported costs averaging $50.26 .

Overall average for the group was $25.13 |

MEDICAL:

20 g Reported no cost for medicine chest supplies.

80 % Reported costs averagirg $20.00.

Overall average cost for the group was $16.00 |
~0= % claiged wedical insurance costs averaging -0-—
Overall average crcst for the grour was -0~

EXHIALD G
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L - ; - - e o~ - - P Pa-— PR e "
10 % (laimel ¢rsts £ averss ow Madicail, averariti $2.90 .

Cvera.l averaze cost

PERSONAL CARE:

90 I Reported costs for persoral care, averaging $27.77 ,

Overall average cost for the grcup was $25.00

RECREATION:

50 X Reported costs for recreation, averaging $27.99 .,

Overall average for the group was $13.99,

CHILD CARE:

10 T Reported child care, averaging $400.00 ,

Overall average for the group was _$40.00 .

SCHOOL SUPPLIES/FEES:

50 % Reported schocl costs, averaging $3.59 .

Overall average for the group was $1.79

SXHIGLD C
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LTI UPANTI LT ONT

70 ¢ Rc.crred sterditg for gifts-contri

~

(~arail average for the group was _ $9.04

P Y
-

fu)

BURIAL/LIFE INSURANCE:

10 % Reported costs, averaging $25.00

ne, averaging $12.91

Overall average for the group was  $2.50

162.
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REIULTS Y TLIENT FYPENDITURE SURVEY
ADC wITUzzZRQOLD s1ZTF . 6
SENTTAL HOUSEECLD CIRCUMEITANCES:
67 % of sample livec alone

33 % of sample lived with others

of those living with others, the average household size was 10

apartments, =0-

33 % lived in homes, 67 % in
=0- X were buying, _100 Z vere renting
Average bedroom size of dwelling was 3.6 .
=0- 2 Reported income other than their ADC.
FOOD:
33 % Reported no out-of-pocket cost for food

Reported food costs with an average of $150.00 .

$100.00,

Reported receiving Food Stamps with an average of $322.66

in reduced "free schocl lunch program.

67 2
Overall average cost for sample group was
100 ¥
-0-% Received no Food Stamps.
(verall average Food Starps for sample grou; was $322.66
33 % were rarticipazing in the V7T
100 ¥ vtilized the Co——:disv Fe-d Progra-
100 7 had children errciied

163.

% reported other

EXHIBLT C
Page 136



RENT/MGRTCACGE::

-0-1 Repcrted ne rent 'rortgage for entire househeld.
10Q * Reported ertire hcusehold cost with average of $216.33 .

Overall average rernt‘mortgage was $216.33.

-0- X Reported no cost to the ADC unit,
100 X Reported ADC unit cost with average of $116.33 .

Overall ADC unit average cost was $116.33 |

33 Y Reported HUD assistance averaging NOt reported

33 Z Reported non-ADC household members payving with average of $382..00

100 2 Reported housing payments were current.

-0~ T Reported arrearages averaging -~O- months.

33 T had appliances included in rent/mortgage.
33 % had utilities included in rent/mortgage.

-0- X had furniture included in rent/mortgage.

33 % Reported paving mainterance ccsts averaging $10.00
UTILITIES:

-0- T Rercorted ro utilitv cost for entire househeld.

100 T Rercrted entire household cost averasing $173.33

Overall average urniliry ceost was S178.33

EXHISTT
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100 -

100 7

Overall

332

67 %
33 %

Reportec

Reported

ADC unirc

Reported

Reported

Reported

Reported

TELEPHONE:

ADC unit cost with average of $96.11 .

average cost was S$S%5.11

energy assistance averaging =-0- .

others paying utilities averaging $246.67.

utility payments were current.

arrearages averaging 2 months.

100 X had telephones, =0- 2 did not.

For those with telephones the average reported cost was $25.76 .

Overall average cost for group was $25.76.

HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES/OPERATING:

-0- 2 Reported nc costs.

100 Y Reported costs averaging 551 .66 .

Overall average for group was 331.66 .

TRANSPORTATION:

33 7 had autome:iles, 67

re
(2]
-
[¢%
]
[§]
(2]
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« with automor:ie: =0= v s ---tr!lv pavments.

tne

in

s~ erage =menthlv aguteozobiles costs for those having cne was $191.92

(-rerall average for the group was S$63,37,

C¢ those without automobiles, 100 ¥ paid for transportation averaging $17.00

O-erall average for the group was $11.33 |

100 % Reported average trips of 8  per month for shopping/medical.

33 2 Reported average trips of 20 per month for wprk/child care,

CLOTHING:
33 I Reported no clothing costs.

57 X Reported costs averaging _$69.16.

Overall average for the group was $46.11 .

MEDICAL:

67 % Reported no cost for medicine chest supplies.

33 Z Reported costs averaging $25.00

Overall average cost for the group was 53,33 .
-0~ % claized redical insurance costs averazing -0- .
Overall averzge cost for the group was =-0-

EXHIBIT C
Page 19
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tets Tor medical Zental reot coverec bty Melicaid, zverarirg ~0-

e -

PERSONAL CARE:

100 % Reported costs for personal care, averaging $43.33 ,

Overall average cost for the group was $43.33 |

RECREATION:

67 % Reported costs for recreation, averaging $32.50 |

Overall average for the group was $21.66 .
CHILD CARE:

33 % Reported child care, averaging $50.00 .

Overall average for the group was $16.66 .

SCHOOL SUPPLIES/FEES:

67 A Reporteé schocl costs, averaging $45.83

Overall average for the group was 530.55 .

EXHID .
P.l;',r Ry
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33 % Repcrted sperding for gifte’/coentribut:

Overail average for the group wes

BURIAL/LIFE INSURANCE:

-0- 7 Reported costs, averaging

Overall average for the group was

]

-s, averaging 5125.00

-0-
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RESULT® 77 CLTIENT FXFENDITURE SUFVEY

ADMT = _USERCLD S1ZE 7 Nurter Surve-ed
6

CENEBAL ENVSERCLD CIRCUMSTANCES:

{
~

S0 T cf sample livec alone

A |

50 c?{ sample lived with others

of those living with others, the average household size was 8.6

83 % lived in homes, 17 2 in apartments, -O- I reported other

-0- X were buying, 100 Z were renting

Average bedroom size of dwelling was 3.5 .

50 % Reported income other thar their ADC.

FOOD:

-0—~ Z Reported no out-of-pocket cost for food

100 T Reported food costs with an average of $160.83.

Overall average cost for sample group was 160.83 |
100 7 Reported receiving Food Stamps with an average of$266, 83
—0X Received no Food Stamps.

(verall average Food Stamps for sazple group was $266.83

33 T were participating in the WIC Prograr.

Y

-

Cr

50 * utilized the Co—— dicw Food grat.,

50 % had children errciled irn reduced’/free scheal lunch program.

169,



il

-0- % Repc-red no rent 'mecregaze “co- entire hcuseheld.

100 7 Reportec erzire househcld cost with average 0£5275.83 |

Overall average rert/mortgage was 5275.83 ,

~0- X Reported nc cost to the ADC unit.
100 % Reported ADC unit cost with average of $164.33 |

Overall ADC unit average cost was $5164.33

—-0— % Reported HUD assistance averaging =-0- .

S50 % Reported non-ADC household members paving with average of $223.00

100 I Reported housing payments were current.

-0- % Reported arrearages averaging -0~ months.
33 I had appliances included in rent/mortgage.
=0- 2 had utilities included in rent/mortgage.

17 % had furniture included in rent/mortgage.

17 % Reported pavirg mainterance cecsts averaging $1.00,

UTILITIES:

-0- T Reported no utilizw zcst for entire household.
100 ¥ Reperted enzire @ uwerelld cost averaging 31A7..23
™M erali average utility c-st wa= 5167,29

FAHIBLT C
Page 43
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-0- 2 Reprrted no uwtility ceost ¢ ke AL unic.
100 7 Reporzed AZ~ unit cost wit™ averarze ¢f$111.26 .

Overalli ADC unit average cost was S111.26 |

17 X Reported energy assistance averaging $8.75

50 % Reported others payving utilities averaging $68.75,

83

R

Reported utility payments were current.

Reported arrearages averagirg 1 months.

Ea ]

17
TELEPHONE:
100 I had telephones, -0- % did not.
For those with telephones the average reported cost was$l5.50 .

Overall average cost for group was $15.50

HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES/OPERATING:

17 = Reported neo costs.

83 T Reported costs averaging $52.50 .

Overall average cost for group was $43.75

TRPANSPORTATION:

rPal avtomor:iles, S0 T d1d reov.
2~

Ut
<
a

SHIBED C

‘
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Average merthIlv sutomobile costs ‘or those having cne was 5111.04

Cverall average for the group was _$55.52 .

Of those withcut automobiles, 33 7 paid for transportation averaging $40.0Q

Overall average for the group was $6.67

100 2 Reported average trips of 13 per menth for shopping/medical.
33 2 Reported average trips of 24 per month for work/child care.
CLOTHING:

17 2 Reported no clothing costs.

83 % Reported costs averaging $37.67 .

Overall average for the group was $31.39 |

MEDICAL:

17 2 Reported no cost for zedicine chest supplies.
83 I Reperted costs averaging $17.40.

Cverall average cost for the group was $14.50 .

-0- % claired redical insuranie co<te averazing -0-
Overall averzge cost “or the zroup was ~0-
E p

FEHTZIT C
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=C- 7 _Taizcd zosts for me ilil o 2Ental o rofocoverel by Mefizaic,
Overall averare cost for the grous wns -C-

PEPSON~L CARE:

100 % Reported costs for perscral care, averaging $16.33 |

Overall average cost for the group was $16.33,

RECREATION:

67 % Reported costs for recreation, averaging $11.25 .

Overall average for the group was $7.50 .

CHILD CARE:

-0~ % Reported child care, averaging —0- .
Overall average for the group was -0- .

SCHOOL SUPPLIES, FEES:

67 % Reported schocl costs, averaging 524.07 |

™;erall average for the group was 3516.04 |

173,
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CIFTS/CONTEIRUTI N

83 % Repcrted spending for gifts’ccntridutions, averaging $33.07

Cverall average for the group was $44.22

BURIAL/LIFE INSURANCE:

-0- % Repcrted costs, averaging -0- .
Overall average for the group was =-0- .

LXHIBLT C
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RESTLTS OF CLIENT FYPINDPITURE SUPVEY
ADC PoUSEHOLD SIZE 9 Numier Surve e¢f

GFYF2AL HOUIEECMLD CIRCUMITANCES:

1

100 % of sample lived alone
g % of sample lived with others

of those living with others, the average household size was _g

@ 2 lived in homes, _100 2 in apartments, g % reported other

/

@ X were buying, _ 100 Z were renting
Average bedroom size of dwelling was 3 .

g % Reported income other than their ADC.

g % Reported no out-of-pocket cost for food
100 % Reported food costs with an average of $250.00,

Overall average cost for sample group was _$250.00

Q0 7 Reported receiving Food Stamps with an average of g .
100 X Received no Food Stamps.

Overall average Food Sta=ps for sample group was £

g T were participating in the WIC Prograc.
@ % utilized tre Commrodity Food Progran.
100 < had children errclled In reduced ‘ree school lunch progras.
EXHLIBIT C
Page 48
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199 %

Overall

g 2

100 %

Overall

100

160 %

100 %

100 %

100 2

Reported entire household cest

average rent/mortgage was $37.C0

Reperted no cost to the ADC unit,

Reported ADC unit cost with average of $18.50

ADC unit average cost was

Reported HUD assistance averagingnot reported

Reported non-ADC household members paying with average of pgot reported

_s18.s0 .

Reported housing payments were current.

Reported arrearages averaging g months.

had appliances included in rent/mortgage.

had utilities included in rent/mortgage.

had furniture included in rent/mortgage.

UTILITI

Al

—Ll2e -

Mverall

ES:

Rezported re utility cest for e

Rererzes entire Yorcekeld oot

average utilisy cost was

1

N

R

verazings 172 050

176.

' Repcerted ne reat/mortgage for entire hcouseheld.

with average of $37.00 .

.

’ Repcrted paving maintenance ccsts averaging Z .

EXHIBID
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3 T Repurto:z nooutilizy ¢osz to the ATC unit.
.-

100 * Reported AZ7 urnit cost with average of §$85.00 .,

Overzll ADC unir average cest was $85.00 .

@ - Reported energy assistance averaging g .

100 % Reported others paving utilities averaging$85.00 .

100 ¥ Reported utility payments were current.

g 1 Reported arrearages averaging _ g months,

TELEPHONE:

100 % had telephones, kg 2 did not.

For those with telephones the average reported cost was $7.50 .

Overall average cost for group was _g7 50 .

HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES/OPERATING:

-

@ =~ Reported neo ccosts.
110 - Reported costs averaging §$70.00 .
Overall average cost for group was $70.00 .

TEANSPORTATION:

L20 ? had automebiles, Fi]

EXHIBLL C
Page 50
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s - o

-z with auterobiics 2 ad Tontnly pavsents,

~rerzie zoothly autom:sbile costs for those having cre was $584.83

Cwerall average for the group was $84.83 .

C? trose without automotiles, g _? paid for transportation averagirg g .

Overall average for the group was g .

150 * Reported average trips of _ 10 per month for shopping/medical.

g %« Reported average trips of g per month for work/child care.

CLOTRIXG:

100 X Reported no clothing costs.

2 % Reported costs averaging £ .
Overall average for the group was ') .
MEDICAL:

2 % Reported no cost for medicine chest supplies.
122 T Reported costs averaging $4.95.

»

Overall average cost for the group was 354.95 .

g ~ claized medical insurance coste averaging g .
Overall average cost for the grrup was g .

EXHIBIT C
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FERSCNAL CARE:

100 % Reported ccsts for persoral care, averaging $30.C0 .

Overall average cost for the grcup was $30.00.

RECREATION:

@ % Reported costs for recreatiorn, averaging g2 .

Overall average for the group was 2 .

CHILD CARE:

g % Reported child care, averaging g .

Overall average for the group was g .

SCHOOL SUPPLIES/FEES:

100 % Reperted scheel costs, averaging _52.50 .

(rverall average for the group was $32.50 .

EXHIBIT C
By 2
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GIETS CONTRIBUTIONT:

123 * Repcrted spencding for gifrs/contriduticns, averaging $2.08 .

Overall average for the groupr was $2,08

BURIAL/LIFE INSURANCE:

P % Reported costs, averaging ]

Overall average for the group was g .

ERHLsLl C
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‘18T

Pousehold Size

BAS1C COMPONENTS:

Food

Rent /Mortgage

Uctilities

Houselhold Supplles
Operating Coats

Clothing

Medicine Chest

Personal Care

Recreation

TOTAL

SUPPLEMENTAL:
Telephone
Transportation:

Own a Car

Dther
Medical:

Insurance

Costs Not Covered

By Medicaid

Chi1ld Cave
School Fees
Cifrs/Contributions

Burial/life Insurance

TOTAL

CLIFNT

FXPENDLTURF SURVEY

4 6 f+
(1) (2) (1) (2) 4D (2) (1 (2) (1) {2) (1) (2) ({}] ) (1) {2)
$178.80 $127.71 $136.91 $105.43 $128.02 $101.45 § 73.46 § 62.96 $198.75 §159.00 $150.00 $100.00 §$160.83 §160.83 $250.00 §250.00
153.33 $31.43  186.95 156.87 172.13 149.39 168.42 156.11 228.6% 228.65 116.33 116.33 164.33 164.33 18,50  18.50
76.25 21.78 70.38 52.58 101.02 81.96 92.39 B82.49 108.11 97.30 96,11 96.10 111.26 111.26 85.00  B85.00
35.00 7.20 24.75 22.48 32.08 130.87 24,77 24,77 46.88  42.20 51.66 51.66 52.50 43,75 70.00  76.00
37.00 26.42 40.71  32.76 30,30 21.73 43.39 30,99 50.26 25.13 69.16 46,11 37.67  31.39 ¢ ¢
13.66 5.85 19.89 14.63 13.91 12,60 9.81 8.40 20.00 16.00 25.00 8.33 17.40  14.50 4.95 4.95
18.00 12.85 20.13  18.97 18.23  16.51 20,93  20.%3 27.17  25.00 £3.33 43,1 16.33  16.33 30.00  30.00
9.00 2.57 20,49  11.54 19.47 9.18 19.09 7.50 27.99  13.99 32.50  ?1.66 §1.25 7.50 ¢ I}
$521.04 $335.B1 $520.2) $615.26 $515.16 $423.69 $451.96 $394.15 $708.41 $607.27 $5H4.09 $483.53 §$571.57 $549.89 $45B8.45 $45R.45
$20.50 $ 11.71 § 18.35 § 13.29 § 15.85 § 11.75 $ 16.57 § 15.39 $ 13.50 8 10.80 $ 25.76 § 25.76 § 15.50 § 15.50 § 7.50 § 7.%0
220,33 94,43 129,86 65.68 98,24 37.07 95.19 34.00 126.63 75.98 191.92  63.97 1i1.04  55.52 84,83 84.81
29.00 8.8 4£2.24  11.16 19,63 1.78 17.25 8.63 20.00 .20 17.00 11,33 40.00 6.67 ] ¥
] p 18.10 4.48 53.50 2.02 ] [} '] ¢ ] ] [} ] ] ]
¢ g 14.19 2.12 32.45 6.74 17.617 4.42 2.90 .29 ] ] # g ] [
¢ ] 117.70 23,00 78.33 8.87 195.00 20.89 400.00 40.00 50.00 16.66 ] [ ] ]
@ [ 4,51 1.55 5.10 3.46 5.14 3.86 3.59 1.79 45.83 30,55 24.07 16,04 2.50 2.50
15.69  13.45 15.59  12.54 16.36 14,51 12.47  13.72 12.91 9.04 125.00 41.66 53.07 44,22 2,08 2.08
1} ') 6.00 .06 25.88 V.47 6.50 46 25.00 2,50 # ] ¢ [ # ]
§285.52 $127.87 $476.54 $133.BR $345.34 § 95.67 $370.79 S101.37 $604.53 $140.60 5455.5) $189.93 $2471.68 $137.95 5 96,91 § 96.91

(1) Average cost for those who had an expense.

(2) Cyerall average cost lor sample group,

*

NUMBER SURVEYFD BY IOUSFIOLD STZE

£ gt P2
o

i

= 87

57
28

5
6
7
B

=1
=

+

.
=

-

PARIBIE






APPENDIX E

ADC Program Standard of Need - Market
Basket Survey Analysis
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STUDY OF NEVADA'S
ATD TO DEPENDENT CHILDREN PROGRAM

STANDARD OF NEED

MARKET BASKET SURVEY ANALYSIS
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MEDTAN MONTHLY CASH RINT
U.5. BUREAIT OF CENSUS - NEVADA

1980 AY$) . CPI 1985 Avg. Caseload Welght

County Rental Adjustment Rental Percentage Portio
Carson City §260 33% $345.80 2,27 7.60
Churchill 178 a3y 236.74 1.47% 3.31
Clark 264 337 351.12 77.6% 272.46
Douglas 340 337 452.20 T 3.16
Elko 175 337 232.75 1.47 3.25i
Esmeralda 103 337 136.99 A% 0.13
Fureka 126 337 167.58 027 0.03
~ Humboldt 171 337 227.43 1.3% 2,95
Lander 162 33% 215.46 .57 1.07
Lincoln 146 33% 194,18 .37 0.58
Lyon 173 337 230.09 1.6% 3.68
Mineral 171 33% 227.43 .77 1.59
Nye 155 337 206.15 .8% 1.64
Pershing 126 317 167.58 .37 0.50
Storey 156 337% 207 .48 027 0.04
Washoe 295 33% 392.35 10.4% 40.80
White Pine 112 33% 148.96 67 0.89

WEICHTFD AVERACE/STATEWIDE $343.77

(1) Source of information is U.S., Census and County profiles prepared by the
Office of Community Services.

(2) CPI for April 1980 was 242.6 and November 1985,322.6 which shows a 33%
increasc.

EXUIL LY
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RFNTAL COSTS
TELEPHONE SURVEY OF APARTMENT COMPLEXES
FREQUENTLY REPORTED AS ADDRESSES FOR ADC RECIPIENTS

Avg. Rent Avg. Rent Avg. Rent

Survey Area Apartments Surveyed 1 Bedroom 2 Bedroom 3 Bedroom
Carson City Sagewood/Broadleaf $337.50 $390.00 $455.00

Tanglewood Village
Carson Catalina

Elko Sunrise $562.00 $618.67 N/A
Sage West 1 :
Sage West 2

Fallon Churchill Village $233.67 $297.50 $398.00

Fallon Apartments
Sunridge Quarters

Henderson Gateway Village $363.33 $426.67 $518.33
Chapparal Apartments
Morrell Park

Las Vegas Avanti Park $299.67 $351.67 $453.33
Escondido Apartments
Arville Apartments
Pandelis/Cheryl Square

Reno Balfour Place $390.00 $452.50 $605.00
A. G. Spanos Mgt,

-

WEIGHTED AVERAGE/STATEWIDE $319.00 $373.00 $468.00

EXHIBIT D
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Household Size

Pregnant Mother Alone

Mother and

Mother

Mother

Mother

Mother

Mother

Mother

NOTE:

and

and

and

and

and

and

1 Child

2 Children
3 Children
4 Children
5 Children
6 Children

7 Children

COST OF FOOD
BASFD ON USDA THRIFTY FOOD PLAN

) Househo
Adult Child USDA's Family Estimat
Portion Portion Size Adjustment Food Co:
$68.80 s @ +207. $ 82.56
68,80 56,20 +107, .137.50
68.80 112,40 +57 190.26
68.80 168.60 % 237.40
68,80 224,80 57 278.92
£8.80 281.00 =57 332,31
68.80 337.20 -10% 365.40
68.80 393.40 -10% 415,98

Each additional child add $56.20 and the USDA Family Size Adjustment
Factor is -10%.

' EXHIBIT D
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Cost of food at home estimated for food plans at 4 cost levels, June 1885, U.S. a'\.!er'agre:1

Sex-age group

Cost for 1 week

Cost for 1 month

Thrifty Low-cost Moderate- Liberal Thrifty Low-cost Moderate- Liberal
plan plan cost plan plan plan plan cost plan plan
FAMILIES
Family of 2:2
20-50 YEAIrS civsevsssnssssrsnsssanass $37.00 $46.40 $57.10 §70.40 §160.20 $201.10 $247.60 $305.20
51 years 8Nd OVelesessssscscssssnnn 35.00 44.30 54.40 65.10 151.40 192.20 236.30 282.00
Family of 4:
Couple, 20-50 years and children--
1-2 and 3-5 Yea8rs coceveerescncnss 53.80 67.00 81.50 99.5¢ 233.40 289.90 353.30 431.70
6-8 and 9-11 vears.....c... 62.00 18.80 498.20 117.80 268,50 341.40 425.80 510.80
INDIVIDUALS®
Child:
1-2 YEALS cvoveersovssannsascasoanss 9.70 11.80 13.70 16.40 42.10 51.00 59.20 T1.30
35 YEAPS earesnrasnasssssrenssnas +o 10,50 13.00 15.90 19,10 45.70 56.10 69.00 82.90
6=8 YEABLS cvvsessesscsnccsssrensseses 1300 17.10 21.40 24.90 56.20 74.20 92.70 108.10
9-1F YEABIB sovvvecossncossrsscrsenes 15,40 19.50 24.90 28.90 66.70 84.40 108.09 125.20
Male:
12-14 YeAIS cocectecnraccrscresonnsne 16.10 22,10 27.40 32.20 69.60 95.60 118.90 139.50
1519 Ye4rs rececessvoaseseosscssanss 16,70 22.90 28.30 32.80 72.60 99.10 122.40 142.00
20-50 YEAPS ceicsescscsnnsssnssacnee L17.70 22.50 28.10 33.80 76.80 97.30 121.90 146.50
51 years and OVer.c.cioesvrsncassns 16.10 21.30 26.10 31.30 69.70 92.30 113.30 135.40
Female:
12-19 YEAILS ecvscverevaoaressnsssanes 16.00 19.00 23.00 27.70 69.10 82.50 93.70 126.10
20-50 YEArS .icavercvsrassessecisnns 15.90 19.70 23.80 30.20 68.80 85.30 103.20 131.00
51 years 8nd OVEr «cocavsasnessanss 15,70 19.00 23.40 27.90 67.90 82.40 101.50 121.00

1 Assumes that food for all meals and snacks is purchased at the store and prepared at home. Estimates for the thrifty food
plan were computed from quantities of foods published in Family Economics Review, 1984 No. 1. Estimates for the other plans
were computed from quantities of foods published in Family Economics Review, 1983 No. 2. The costs of the food plans are
estimated by updating prices paid by households surveyed in 1977-78 in USDA's Nationwide Food Consumption Survey. USDA
updates these survey prices using information from the Bureau of Labor Statistics (CPl Detailed Report, table 3) to estimate

the costs for the food plans.

210 percent added for fumiiy size adjustment. See footnote 3.
3 The costs given are for individuals in 4-person families. For individuais in other size families, the following udjustments

are suggested: i-person--add 20 percent; 2-person--add 10 percent; J-person--add 5 percent; 5- or G-person--subtruct

5 percent; 7- or more-person--subtract 10 percent,
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USDA 1983 Thrifty Food Plan

ity Richard L. Kerr, etty 3. Peterkin,
Andreg Jo Blum, rnd Lindag E. Cleveland

Fconomist, depulv director, and home
ceonomists

Consumer Nutrition Division

Human Nutrition Iaformation Service

The thrifty food plan has been revised.
The proposal to use the revised thrifty food
pian us the basis for benetits in the Food
Stamp Program appeared on July 29, 1983, in
the Federal Register (68). In July 1983, the
revised plan replaced the theifty tood plan
developed in 1975 as the basis for the "Cost
ol Food at Home," relecased monthly by USDA,
The Cost of Food at tlome for July 1983 also
refiects 1983 revisions of the low-cost,
moderate-cost, and liberal food plans.’

What is the Thrifty Food Plan?

The thrifty food plan is the least coslly
ot four food plans developed by the lHuman
Nutrition Intormation Service (HNIS) in
1983, Like the more costly plansg, this plan
pecifies the quantities of different types
ol foods (food groups) that households might
n-e to provide uutritious diets for house-
hotd members. The thrifty food plan includes
lnrper proportions of the tnods that are
ceovomical soucces ol nutrients than the
other plans.,

The gquantities of 31 food groups suggested
mn the thrifty food plan for men, women, and
children of different ages are shown in
table 1. These quantities can be totauled fur
nouschold members to determine the food plan
for any household.

Why was the Thrifty Food Plan Revised?

‘The Department has prepared guides for
selecting nutritious diets at different
luvels of cost for almost 50 vears. Such
guides, or food plans, are revised from time
tn time to take into account new information
nhout nutritional needs, nutritive values of
foods, food consumption, and food prices.

{ For informution about the other USIIA food
plans see Family Fconomies Review 1983(2):
12-21.

Quantities of food groups 1tn the thrity
food plan were last revised in 1975 (3). Th
1973 plan was based on the Recoumended
Dietary Allowances (RDA) released in 1973 1
the Mationnl Academy of Sciences-National
Resenrch Council (NAS-NRC) nnd fond
consumption data from a nationwide fond
consumption survey conducted by USDA 1n
1965-6h.

The thrifty food plan was revised in 19831
for several reasons:

. Dietary standards used in the 1975
food plan needed revision. In 1980 NAS-NRC(
revised the RDA (2). Recommended amounts
of ascorbic acid, vitamin By, vitamin By,
thiamin, riboflavin, phosphorus, and mapne-
sium were changed for some sex-age cate-
gories. The major changes were increases in
ascorbic acid for ull categores and in
vituinin B g for some categories. The 14980
RDA were used to define the lower limt for
nutrients and the level of food energyv in
the plan. Also fat, cholesterol, caloric
sweetenoers, and sodium were controlled at
moderate levels in the 1983 food plan. Of
these dietary factors, only fut was con-
trolled in the 1973 plan, although atteinpts
were made to control the level of choles-
terol by limiting the number ol eggs and to
control the level of swectencrs by limiting
the amount of sugar and sweets.

. New information on the content of nu-
trients in foods has become uvailable since
1975. Also, the nutritive values of some
foods have changed since 1975. For example,
the enrichment levels for certain I vitamins
in bread and flour were increased in 1975.
The most recent food composition data avail-
able in [INIS's Nutrient Data Bank were used
to estimate the nutrient content of foods in
the food plan. Levels of food energy, fat,
protein, ecalcium, iron, magnesium, vitumin A
value, thiamin, riboflavin, niacin, vitamin
Bg, vilumin Byg, and ascorbic acid were
estimated for the earlier plan; in addition,
levels of zine, phosphorus, folacin,
vitamin ¥, cholesterol, caloric swecteners,
and sodium were estimated for the 19831 plan.

18 fnamilyv Exconomics Review 1984 No. 1
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Tuble 1. Thrifty food ptan, [983: Quunisties of fvod for u week’

(hitd Mile Fronlce
Foad grouy N e e me - e s e eie e e
-2 d-n n-9 ¥-11 12-14  1§-19  20-50 51 year- Q2-09 M-S 51 welre
yeRes o years VOITS  VORPS veurs venrs yours  unl ouer s VRS gl e
- - T Pounds’® ’ ) -
Veygetubles, fruit:

Potataes (freslt wght) ..., .0 4047 .82 1.04 it t.29 2.22 f.50 1.7% 1.27 P16 .40
High-nutrient vegetables ..., .52 BT 1.05 Lo A7 l.o5 .  1.08 f.hl [ 1.14 1.4 A
Other vegetabl2s coveiaiiiaeieiae LB LT 97 1.25 1.5 1,15 14K T3y Lo 200K 2o}
Mixtures, musllv veyetahle:

CONCBMENLY teaeeivcsearcnsosnsas .01 WM .0% 07 W12 08 ol 06 i L e
Vitnman=C=mich frait® cov.iveecee. (.19 1.4 1,32 1.62 1.08 1.17 .11 [} 2.0 HIRrR ¢ 1.45
tther fPUIL tevecercresnananionan .97 B2 1.61 1.86 TR 1.04 1.20 L.i1 .30 k] 1,47

Giean products:
Whole-grain/hygh=tiher

Beenktust corenls ciiiarais e, 44 .13 17 .24 IR .27 7 a Lah L W7
Other ureskfnst cereals ... ... 2000 .27 L1 .26 .15 .42 .2 LY A Y AN
Whole-grmn/hiygh=fiber tour,

Gonl, PLEQ, PHSTN seirisraennneses b R T 1 ] .2 .15 A [N L) i
Other tlour, meal, rce, pasii o, . JHa 1.23 1,42 1.7% 2.15 0.4 1.71] p.47 .12 HIP
Whole=gruin/high-fOibere hread .., 04 Jan NI L .14 A7 Nl . i .8 Lt
tHNEE bBread oo eeiaiiassnsnsenvasn .34 O 1.0l 27 1,64 1,43 f.Au .44 tang L el
Bnkery products, not browat oo, A A . Rt | L .41 <, A1 e . REET)
Gradn MIALURES ciacgsesansnionans L] NN N7 Lt O L3 .21 0 R A ot N

Mild, cheese, crenm:
Wik, yorurt (guarta)® oL, h42 iL0n EPRL At .49 4.4y L] Lt b.ih ) Tl
T TP Y| Ly L 1 oY .n .3 L2 L2 .z L2
Cream, mixtures mostly milk,.... 15 BE A 30 WA P24 41 L S RN Jth

Meut and alternates:
Lower-cost red ments, variety
MEULS sevenracensotosoaninronasen X .9 LT L42 1.2 t.49 1.40 1.7 1,79 Pond 1,07
thgher-cost red meats, variely

MOALN Lcevvrsstorssnssscncsinnns 45 L it LY IM h M Y| 0h L s
POUILEY (s eieretansensacsastcnes .15 L] Ly LT .40 1] 46 i S LA el
Fisti, shellfish oooiieieeneeenana, a2 N2 Wik .01 01 02 .04 L4 .04 L R
Ancon, sausige, luocheon ments 1K b L | . 2b .27 3 .30 029 i e
Lges (number) cooiiacencenenans 1000 2.u0 t.ta 2.50 2.20 3.10 4,10 [Pl 410 Poan RPN AL
Deyv seants, pens, lentils

{dry weryht)  siieeceecancnienen .27 JIM e 24 .59 Y] 45 LY L1 L1 R
Mixtures, mostlv oneat, pnullr'v,

tish, oy, lEgUME vivevrsauraiys .05 .G N 01 A2 03 W13 A5 P R ot
Nats (shelled wetghl), peanat

BULLPE sevecessosatncataesaraans N9 21 LA .15 .37 4 W17 . 09 L2 e

Other toods.”

Fla, OHN crswsecanassoccnscansrs 14 .1l . 0K Y 2173 A M) T hilt - L3 =
SUPHT, SWells cieirsrrsradaansnns .10 .6 Th 87 1.2 .85 1.01 T .31 Ll LA
soft detnks, punenhes, ades

(angle-strength) cooeeiaciinns. 39 .57 JRY KT K7 1.51 1.7 U Lot |

“Quantitics are for 0od bs purchused or brought nto the Loasebold from garden or farm, Foond s Lor pregestinn o o0
Mo ancg snacks lor d week. About 3 percent of the odible parts of fned 19 arsumed to be discaredod ae plite W e, wpaln
(RSN

Crrepnant nnd lactiting lemales asunlly roquire n bded natrients and should econsull @ doetar tor recompnendnlions coout et
and sapplements,

Quantilies o g oumds, exeept andk which is o quaris, ana vggs which are by namber,

“Frocon ¢goncentrated Juices are tactiuded g8 sjpole=sleeng i hiee,

“Cerenl tortihied with iron s ceconenderd,

*Quantities of Jdrv and evaporated mik xnad yogust anctuded as ther fluld whaoie malk cquivalents o 0 aa ai calog roteat

TCount 1 pound of eanned Jdry beans--pork and bean |, xidney beans, ete.-=as .33 pountd.

LRI qunniities of cuffee, tew, Aud Seasciungs Are not woown. Thactr €390 15 a part of the estinated e Ubor Lo b b g
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« More recent informution on fuod eaten
by men, women, and children of different
uges on 8 nationwide basis has become avail-
ible. USDA's Nationwide Food Consumption
Jurvey 1977-78 (NFCS) provided information
on the food intake of individuals in the
houscholds eligible to receive food stamps
(%), 1t also provided detailed information
on the quantities and woney value of food
used (purchased, home-produced, or regeived
as gift or pay) by the total household (7).
Data from this study were used to estinate
the quantities of foods used to prepare
meals and snacks tor men, women, and chil-
dren of different ages. These guantities of
tnods made up the food consumption patterns
which were used as starting points in devel-
oping the new plan, Quantities were speci-
ried for 31 food proups, an increase from
the 17 groups in the earlier plen. The num-
ber of food groups wuas increused to group
foods with high and low content of certain
dietary components not considered in the
1975 plan and to help deal with the increas-
ed use of commercially prepared foods.

. Shifts have occurred in {ood prices
since 1975. Prices for most fouds increased,
but some increased more sharply than others.
Prices paid by survey households in 1477-78,
apdated to 1981 levels, were used in
revising the plan.

. Food pluns for older adults were
changed from individuals 55 years and over
in 1975 to 51 years and over in 1983 to be
consistent with the RDA age groupings. Food
plans for the infant and for pregnant and
lactating women were discontinued in 1983.

Data and Procedures Used in
Hevising the Plan

D rom the Survey of Food Consumption
i Low-Income Houscholds, conducted as part
of NFCS, were used as the basis for the food
consumption patterns and base food prices in
the thrifty food plan development. In this
part of the survey, conducted from November
1977 through March 1978, dala were collected
for about 4,400 housekeeping households
eligible fur the Food Stamp Program. Data
included quantities and prices (or costs) of
foods used by the household during the week
prior to the household interview (7) and the
food intake of housechold members the duay

before, the day of, and the day following
the interview (8). Food con~umption belia
and prices paid by households eligible for
the Foud Stamp Program were considered

most appropriate as a sturting point for o
thrilty food plan used to actermine propr:
henefits,

The food plan was developed by starting
with usuul food consuniption patterns calcr
lnted from survey data. This approach wa:
used because researchors belicve that a
nutritious diet that disrupts usual enting
habits the least is most likely to be rc-
ceptable o familics. These tood consumpti
patterns are estimated quantities as
purchased ol foods (classified into 3! food
groups) that survey houscholds used to p
puare a week's meals and snacks for people
Ziven scx-uge categories. Each food group
has an average nutritive value and price
ussociated with it, based on selections
within groups typical of those made by sul
vey households. A computerized mathematic
model was used to find the combination of
food groups at a given total cost that met
dietary standards for each sex-age categor
with the least change from quantities in
food groups in the consumption pattern. T
combination of food groups is the food plar
for the sex-age category.

Dietary standards for the 1983 plan, bas:
on the 1980 RDA (2), were determined afte
extensive study of the dietary change need
in food consumption putterns to meet variot
sets of standards (l, 4, 5). These standar
and the rationale for their use are
deseribed in the March 1983 issue of the
Journal of Nutrition Education (1). Briefly
they are:

. RDA for food cnerpy, protein, six
vitumins (A, Bie, thiamin, riboflavin, niaci
und ), and three minecals (ealcium, magne
sium, and phosphorus).

» RDA for iron, except 90 percent of th
RDA for the child | to 2 years old.

. Eighty percent of RDA for zine, folaci.
and vitamin E. Levels below RDA were used
in recogrnition of the limited food compositio

20 family fconomicys Review 1984 Nao. 1
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Another consideration was that the U.8. food
supply does not provide enough zinc and
folucin to meet RDA for the population.

. 0.02 milligrams of vitamin Bg ser gram
ot protein in the toed plan. The Yood and
Nutrition Board based RDA for vitumin B3
on this ratis.

. Moderate levels of fat (35 percent of
energy or less), cholesterol (350 milligrams
per day or less), caloric sweeteners (12
percent of energy or less), and sodium
(1,600 milligrams per 1,000 calories or
less),

None of the food consumption patterns for
the food plan met all of the dietary stand-
ards (table 2). Nutritional shortcomings
occurred despite the fact that, in deriving
the consumption patterns, quantities of
food in food groups were proportionately

adjusted to make the patterns provide cnough

food to meet the midpoint of the RDA range

[

and folacin were the prodblem nutricnis,
Young children, teenage giris, and women
had the groeatest shortapes. Levels of
sweeteners, and sodium i consumption
patterns for almost all eatepories ovceeded

tat,

the specified standards, and also excceded
the cholesterol standard. Therefore, 1n
developing the food plans, adjustment to (.
patterns was requirerd for all sex-uge
categories.

In the food plan there i an allowunce for
some discard of edible [ood durcing prepura-
tion, as plate waste, or because of spoil-
age. Food specified in the 1983 food plan is
sufficient to provide the dietary itandard
for calories and nutrients for cach sex-age
category und to allow lor some food diseard

Table 2. Nutritional shortcomings in fvod consumption patterns' used as a basis for the

1983 thrifty food plan

Nutrient

Sex-age category with pattern not
mecting dietary standards

Below standard:

Cealcium, zine ....

Children, 1-2 years; males, 51 years and over,

fenudes 12 years and over

Iron
MUEZNESIUM seveecestotctssrenans

L R R R R A N R L I I I I R N A N

Children, 1-2 years; females,
Males, 15-19 years and 51 years and over;

12-50 years

females 12 years and over

Folacin

Above standard:

FAl (eiverasonassanasssssnssnses Most
SWCELENEerS tesaevesnerssanrsasssas Most
Sodium coviieicicessscrasssacnnan All

Cholesterol

L N R N N RN

Mules, 31 years and over; females, 12

Prunarily males,

years uand over

15 years and over

! Fstimuted quantities as purchased of fuvous in 31 food groups used to prepare all meals
and snacks for a week. Developed using data from USDA's Survey of Food Consumption in

Low-Income Households.
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1533 'l:hrlfty Food Plan of ecconomical food scurcns of thoe nuat
ents which were short of gonls in consy
ticn patterns {table 2) and contain low
moderate levels ct fat, cholesterol, cala
sweeteners, and sodium,

Differences in the 1983 and 1975 thrl
food plans result from differcnces in he

Table 3 summarizes the weekly fquantities
ot tood from U1 mujur food groups: in the
food consumption patterns and tne 1883 and
1975 thrifty food plans, totaled for the
four-person housebold.

The Juss theify ford plan meets all die- . .
tary standards aud tood cost specifications. feod consumption pratterns and dictary
| ards used in their development. For mo

To achizve these, ndjustments to food con- ; o i
sex-yge categories, lower quantities of

sumption patterns were required. Genersily,
these adjustments increased the quantities fats, sugars, bakery products, and ey
1983 than in 1875 resulted partly from |
consumption of foods in these food grot
hiouseholds in the 1977-78 survey than

Table 3. Quantities of food for a week' for a 4-person household,* by foad consumption
pattern, and 1983 and 1975 thrifty food plans !

Food Thrifty food plan
Food group’ consumption
’ pattern
1983 1975

Pounds"

Potatoes (fresh weight) coeeeievsenrsnne 4.7 4.8 f.2
Other vegetables, fruit i iieaieaens 2.1 24.2 FALURE
Cereal, flOUP tiiierieritrrssatnsasvneresen 5.3 9.3 7.3
HredU ceeveerrtocarnnceserescasnsansssons 4.2 5.3 5.9
Other bakery products c.i.iiiviiniivaeas 2.9 2.5 3.9
Milk, chevse, 1ce cream

(milk cquivalent 1o quarts)® oo .., 15.4 14.2 14.5
Meat, poultry, fish i iiiiieeoasscaaes 17.2 V.9 3.3
EEES (N0u) everiviaensosnsencsarnsnsnons 16.5 12.9 13.9
Dry beans, peas, nuts

(dry, shelled wuight), it b es b 1.1 2.0 1.7
Fats, 0ils civeeieinernioerniiieraieninas ’ 2.2 2.3 2.6
Supgar, SWeUls cierieiiiartiesincsacsanen 3.8 2.4 3.6

*Quantities are for fond as purchased or brought into the household from garden or far
Food is for preparation of all meals and snacks for a week. Food quantities are increased
5 percent above the amount required to meet dietary standards for the thrifty {ood plan t
allow for nutrients lost as discarded edible food.

*Man and woman 20-50 yeurs, children 6-8 and 9-11 vears.

“Samit quantitics of coffre, tea, seasonings, soft drinks, punches, and ades that are a
part of the food plan are not shown.

“Quantities in pounds, except milk which is in quarts, and eggs which are by number.

“¥Froven concentrated fruit juices are included as single-strength juice.

®Quantities of dry and evaporated milk and vogurt included as their fluid whote milk eq
alents in terms of calcium content,

‘Count 1| pound of canned dry beans--pork and beans, kidney beans, etc.--as 0.33 pou

22 fam.ly Ecanomies Review 1984 No. 1 194, Exhibic 1
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1965-66 survey. More meats, drv hbeans,
vegetabhles, fruit, cereal, und tlour were
nceded in the 1983 plan than in the 1475
plan, purtly to help pravide desiced levels
of folacin and zine, nutrients aot con-
sidered in the earlier plan. Lower standuards
for fat and newly introduced standards for
caloric sweeteners and cholesterol for the
1983 plan were ulso factors.

Another, and perhaps more understandable,
way to show the 1983 thrifty food plan is in
terms of nouschold measures of tfood as
served on a daily basis. Selected foods in
the plan for tour individuals are shown in
tahle 4§.

Table 4. A day's food as served for 4 individuals:

Procedures lsed to Fstimate Costs

To estimate the cost of toods in tae

thrifty food plan, an assumption s mule

that familics following the plan select the

xinds and amounts of foods in caeh of the

food groups that low-ircome survev iiouse-
holds selacted on the nverage., For exampic,

the percentage of total meat used by the
selected survey families that was ground
beef, beef chuck, stewing beefl, and so

forth, is assumed in the plan, These average

sclections are believed to provide the most

reliable basis for food puides to be used
nationwide.
The average prices paid for almost 2,400

different foods are used as a hasis for
estimating the costs., These prices reflect
differences in container size, brands,
quality of food, and price levels of stores
selected by low-income families.

1983 thrifty food plan

Chi ld Child Wonun Shn
Food ' (mit 6-8 9-11 20-50 20-50
years years vears veurs

------- Number of units = = - - = « -

Vegetables, fruil coeieieeeeaesnnesns /2 cup 3.4 4.0 4.4 4.3
Cerenl, pusta, dry cieeeiieieesonass 1 oz" 2.7 2.8 2.8 2.7
Bread® cveeieiesereerenrerannsenanns 1 slice 6.2 6.7 5.8 5od
JaKery products eeeeeesrresessnesas 1 slice .9 1.2 .3 1.2
Mk, YOQUIt c.ineeeicncnnncassaasses 1 cup 1.7 2.1 ot .9
Cheese (per weeK) covcverecenrcannes 1 oz 1.2 1.6 4.4 2.0
Meat, pouitry, fish, boned” ........ 1l oz 2.1 2.4 4.1 4.0
Fgos (per week) wieiiiennnienninees no. 1.8 2.4 4.2 .9
Cooked dry beans, peas, NUtS «.... 1/2 cup .3 .4 .7 .7
Fats, Ol ciiieieieiiosanecressnanns 1 thsp 2.3 2.7 .9 Jol
SUPAL, SWOCTS cieerveosessssasasases 1 thsp 3.7 4.2 .1 4.9
Soft drinks, punches, ades ........ 1 cup 2 o2 .l O

‘Excludes commercially prepared mixtures, except bread and bakery products.

"1 oz of dry cereal or pasta is about 1 serving.

IBread is commerciaily prepared bread and bread assumed to be made at home from flour

und meal and some milk, fat, and sugar, in terms

of food as purchased. Ingredients used

other than flour and meal in homemade bakery products in execess of those required to nake

bread are included in the greoup of the ingredient.

commercially prepared types
“Lean parts of meat and poultry. Includes some

Bukery products shown are only

bacor:, sausage, and Iuncheon meats.

185.
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Cost of toods in the food plans are
csUmated each month by use of the following
procedures:

1. Prices puid by the low=-incone survey
nouscholds are updated by use of the per-
centage change in price indexes of detailed
food expenditure categories from the time of
the survey to the month of the estimate.
Indexes for these food expenditure catego-
rivs are based on prices collected each
month by the Burcau of Labor Stalistics
(B.S) from a representative sample of stores
in selected cities across the country. For
example, survey houscholds used us a busis
faop the thrifty food plan paid an average
price of about $1.00 a pound for ground bheef
in 1977-78. If the index for the food
r xpenditure category contsining ground beef
reported by BLS in a given month were G0
pereent higher than the index reported in
1477-7%, a price of $1.60 ($1.00 plus 60
percent of $1.00) would be used for ground
heef in estimating the cost of the thrifty
frod plan for that month.

1. The updated prices for foods in each
food proup for cach food plan are weighted
by the average amounts of foods used by the
survey households to derive prices per
unit--pound, quart, or numher--for the food
groups.

3. The prices per unit sre then multiplied
by the number of the units of food groups in
the plan for euch sex-age category (table 1)
to determine the cost of foods from each
food group.

4. Costs for the foorl groups for each
category are totaled. These totals, rounded
to the nearest 10 cents, are rcleased us the
cost of food at home for a week. Unrounded
wrekly costs are multiplied by 4.333, then
rounded to the nearest 10 cents to estimate
the cost ftor the month.

The pgeneral cost level of the 1981 food
oan is the same as for the 1975 food plan;
however, the 1983 food plan for some sex-age
categories cost more, while the plan for
other categories cost less than in earlier
plans. Costs tor the new plans for women 51
venrs and over are substantially higher, The
new plans for preschool-age children, teen-
1ge girls, women 20 to 50 years, and men 5i
vears and over are also mnre ¢ostly. Con-
versely, new plans for school-nge chiidren,
teenage boys, and men 20 to 50 years are

less costly. These changes 1in food cost
relationships result from changes o tood
consumptinn patterns and the costs nssoci-
ated with changing patterns to maert the
dietary standards for the varwous sex-age
arteyrories,

Sample Meal Plans

Sample meals, with recipes and lists of
foods used in their preparation, have heen
developed for families of four persons
following the revised thrifty foad plan.
These meal plans illustrate some of the many
ways food in this revised food plan cnn be
combined into economical and nutritious
diets. Copies of the meal plans, Making Fooc
Dollars Count--Nutritious Mcals at Low Cost,
UsDA 11G-240, are available for 50 cents fro
the Consumer Information Center, Puebio,
Colo. 81009,

Food Plan Development--An Ongoing Projecrt

The maintenance of the USDA food plans--
development, interpretation through publi-
cations for leasders and consumers, and
periodie estimates of costs--is an ongoing
project of HNIS. The food plans are
evaluated and revised, as required, when ne
information hecomes available on food con-
sumption, food prices, food composition, and
nutritional requirements.

Each food plan is only one of many com-
binations of food groups that could be
developed at the given cost level. Amounts
in food groups in the food consumption
pattarns could be changed in other ways to
provide nutritious diets. While such other
comhinations would deviate further from con-
sumption patterns, they might be acceptable
to some families.

Other food plans at similar costs could be
developed if selections of food groups were
not assurwed to be typical of the selections
of survey houscholds. If the foods within
the groups were limited to those that are
vspecially inexpensive or especially nutri-
ent dense, the quantities in food groups in
the food plans probably would not be
roquired to deviate {rom food consumption tc
thie extent the 1983 food plans do. For exam
ple, if only nontat dry and fluid skim milk
were userd, the extra calorics and cost of

24 Faomily Economics Feview 1984 Na,
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the typical assortment of milk assumed in

the 1983 food plans could be uscd for other
foods in the food plan. For purposes of
establishing food plans at different costs

for use nationwide and estimating the
nutrient content and cost of foods in the
food plans, tfoods within food proups used on
the average by households with different
levels of {ood costs are believed to he most
reasonable. '
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Technical, Conceptual, and
Administrative Lessons of the
Income Survey Development
Program

This publication contains papers presented
at a conference in October 1982 evaluating
the results of the Income Survey Development
Program (ISDP). The ISDP was established in
1975 by the U.S. Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare (now known as the
U.8. Department of Health and Human
Services) and the U.S. Department of
Commerce to carry out research on measure-
ment concepts, data collection, and data
processing strategies needed for the Survey
of Income and Program Purticipation (S[PP),
The SIPP, which is scheduled to begin data
colleetion in October 14H3, will be a national
longitudinul household survey to collect
data on cash and in-kind income, assets and
liabilities, taxes, expenses, program eligi-
bility and participation, lubor force history
and status, disability, and pension coverage
The SIPP will provide more comprehensive
household data than either the Consumer
Expenditure Survey or Current Population
Survey, the primary sources of Federal data
on households.

Seventeen papers that were background
recading for conference participants ure
organized into seven chapters and cover
what was learned from the [SDP and identify
where further rescarch is needed. \ paper
by the editor that was written after the
conference, "Measuring Income and Program
Participation," provides an averview by dis-
cussing the need for comprehensive income
data and summarizing the papers and con-
ference discussions. Extensive refercnces
include an annotated ISDP bhibliogruphy of
materials generated over the 7-year history
of the program. This publicution 15 avaii-
able for 35 from the Center for Coordination
of Research on Sociul [ndicators, Social
Science Research Council, 605 Third Avenue,
New York, N.Y, 101533.
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Countz

Carson City
Churchill
Clark
Douglas
Elko
Humboldt
Lyon

Washoe

NQTES:

UTILITIES COST ANALYSIS
AVERAGE BILLS

Caseload W
Gas Electric Water Sewer Garbage Total Percentage P

$46.05 $49.90 $10.11  $14.89 $4.00 $124.95 2.27

46.05 49.90 6.00 4,70 4,00 110.65 1.47
33.75 68.14 22.00 7.91 6.00 137.80 77.6% 10
46.05 49.90 17.17 12.09 5.45 130.66 17
46.05 49.90 11.50 7.25 5.50 120.20 1.47
46.05 49.90 15.00 12.50 6.75 130.20 1.37
46.05  49.90 15.14 7.70 5.00 123.79 1.62
33.34 49.90 27.10 5.70 6.94 122.98  10.47 1
WEIGHTED AVERAGE/STATEWIDE $130.29

Only eight counties were studied because of the difficulty in
obtaining data from the others, however, the eight studied
account for 96.6% of the ADC population.

Gas and electric averages are based on major suppliers in the
area and figures obtained from the Public Service Commission.

Water, sewer and electric rates are based on phone calls to the
suppliers in the various counties,

Carbage rates are average for the area.

198, ’ Exhibit I
Page 13



8B

Thursday, January 2, 1986 .
* Reno Gazstte~Journal

PSC chief: Utility bills down, investor faith up

By Mike Norrls/Gazette-Journal

The state Public Service Commission

has some good news as northern Neva-
dans greet 1986: gas and electric bills
have fallen from this time last year.

“All of the energy costs in northern
Nevada are lower this New Year's Day
than they were last year at this time,"

Commission Chairman Scott Craigic
reporied this week.
In addition, investor confidence

remains strong in Nevada power com-
panies — an important factor in helping
gel money lo finance the utility expansion
as the population increases — Craigie
said.

“Both the customers and the companies

‘661
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are gelting what they need,'’ he said.

Craigie said he was pleased by the
reductions because they reflect some suc-
cess in the commission’s 2-year-old effort
to stabilize energy rates while maintain-
ing investor conlidence in ulility com-
panies.

This must also be a *long-term” goal
for Nevada, he said.

“The long-term picture has got to be a
combination of rate stabilization . . . and,
at Lhe same time, keeping utilities finan-
cially strong enough to attract investment
capital.”

The average monthly electrical bill for
a Sierra Pacific Power Co. customer has
dropped from $50.75 a month to $49.90 in

the past year. For gas buyers, prices are
down from $36.33 to $33.34.

In addition, about 6,000 Sierra Paciflic
customers whose bills are averaged
received rebate checks this week and will
also see their monthly bills drop.

The average monthly bill sent to cus-
tomers of the Southwest Gas Corp., which
serves primarily Carson City, has fallen
from $50.63 to $48.05, Craigie said.

He cited a combination of reduced fuel
costs and PSC-ordered reductions in rate-
increase requests as reasons for the
declining bills. Power companies had
sought increases totaling $48 million, but
the PSC eventually approved only $1.5
million, he said.

Nevada utilities are selling stock above
“book value” for the first time in a dec-
ade, he said, explaining evidence of inves-
tor confidence. He said wtility stocks are
up lo $20 a share compared to $12 a share
1'% years ago.

In addition, he said Sierra Pacific’s
bond rating may be increased {rom BBB |
to A. The improved rating is important,
he said, because it will aliow the utility to
obtain more investment capital at a lower
cost and permit utilities to “‘build for
growth.”

He also noled the utilities’ rate of
return, which is approved by the PSC, has
steadily declined in the last two years
from 12.12 percent to 11.4 percent — “but
they've earned less than that.”



ANALYSIS OF COSTS FOR HOUSEROLD SUPPLIFS/OPFRATION,
CLOTHING, MEDICAL SUPPLIES, PERSONAIL CARE AND RECREATION

The Need Standard allowances for household supplies/operation, cloth-
ing, medical supplies, personal care and recreation have been estimated
indirectly based upon factors used by the State of Utah in their 1984
Need Standard Study.

Utah uses information from the ongoing Consumer Expenditure Survey by
the Bureau of Labor Statisties. The basis premise of the estimates is
that if low income households have attained a minimally acceptable
level of food consumption, then minimally acceptable levels of consump-
tion for other expenditure groups may be inferred from the expenditure
ratios actually selected by households having the same economic and
demographic characteristics,

The following allowances were used hased upon the household's food
allowance (USDA Thrifty Food Plan):

Household Supplies/Operating: 6.87%

Clothing: 18.47

Medical Supplies: 3.4%

Personal Care: 6.87%

Recreation: 14.6%
200.
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County
Carson City
Churchill
Clark
Douglas
Elko
Esmeralda
Eureka
Humboldt
Lander
Lincoln
Lyon
Mineral
Nye
Pershing
Storey
Washoe

White Pine

TELEPHONE BASIC RATES

Caseload Weighted
Phone Company Rate* Percentage Portion
.Nevada Bell $§10.90 2.2% .2398
Chur;hill County Tel. 7.00 1.4% .098
Centel 7.45 77.6% 5.7812
Continental 11.75 % .08225
CP National 8.30 1.4% .1162
Nevada Bell 10.90 17 .0109
Nevada Bell 10.90 .027 .00218
Nevada Bell 10.90 1.32 L1417
Nevada Bell 10.90 .5% .0545
Lincoln County Tel. 5.75 .37 .01725
Nevada Bell 10.90 1.67% L1744
Nevada Bell 10.90 JT% .0763
Nevada Tel. 8.00 .8% .064
Nevada Bell 10.90 3% .0327
Nevada Bell 10.90 027 00218
Nevada Bell 10.90 10.47% 1.1336
Nevada Bell 10.90 6% 0654
WEIGHTED AVERACE/STATEWIDE $8.10
*Rate includes mandatory $1.00 interstate access charge.
Exhibit D
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TRANSPORTATION COSTS

FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS - VEHICLES:

Tederal Regulations require the state to consider automobiles as a resource.
ADC households are allowed to maintain resources up to a $1,000 maximum. The
value of one automobile is exempt from consideration as long as the equity
value does not exceed $1,500. The equity value in excess of $1,500 is applied
towards the family's $1,000 resource limit., If the $1,000 resource limit is
exceeded the family 1s not eligible for ADC.

Examples: Family A Family B
Value of Vehicle $5,000 $5,000
Encumbrances 2,000 3,000
Equity Value 3,000 2,000
Ixempt Portion 1,500 1,500
Considerable Value 1,500 ) 500
Property Limit 1,000 1,000

NOT ELIGIRBLE FLIGIBLE

AUTOMOBILE OPERATION COSTS:

45% of clients surveyed in the "Expenditure Survey" had automobiles. Costs
and usage of the autos varied widely,

Information provided by the Department of Motor Vehicles shows the minimum
registration fee is $25 (for a car probably at least 10 years old with little
value). The registration fee for a $6,500 car value is $105.

Surveys of automobile insurance carriers show the costs of minimal coverage to
be $126 in Northern Nevada and $121 in the South per six-month period. This
coverage would only meet the mandatory state law requirements and is based on
a single, unemployed female over age 25 with a good driving record.

The "Expenditure Survey" showed clients made approximately eight trips per
month for necessary shopping/medical with an average round trip mileage of
10.5 miles. Total monthly miles were 84. Using the mileage allowance given
to state employees for use of private autos (24¢ per mile), costs for main-
tenance, gas, oll, etc. would be $20.16 per month.

Considering the minimums for registration, insurance and operating costs, it

is estimated automobile ownership and usage may run $509 per year or $42.42
per month,

No figures were included for monthly payments to purchase an automobile
because only 11%Z of people surveyed had a payment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION OPTION:

The 557 of households that do not own automobiles must depend upon public

transportation (or friends and relatives) to obtain the necessities for their
family.

Exhibit D
202,
Page 17



Citifare rates in Reno are 60¢ for adults and 35¢ for a child over age six fer
a one-way trip. Las Vegas Transit System charges $1.00 for adults and 40¢ for
a child over age six for a one-way trip. Children age six and under ride free
when accompanied by an adult.

Assuming the eight necessary trips reported in the "Expenditure Survey" for an
adult and four trips for children over age six, costs for public transporta-
tion in the North may be $12.40 per month and in the South $19.20.

FAMILIES WITH WORKING ROUSEHOLDERS:

Transportation costs for working mothers have not been included in the Need
Study. The reasoning for this 1is working mother households only represent
about 6-87% of the ADC caseload and these households are given a deduction from
their income to cover work expenses, Also, some working households receive
assistance from the Job Training Program (JTPA) or the Work Incentive Program
(WIN) to meet transportation costs,

SUMMARY :

Transportation costs at a minimal level may average between $18 and $42 per
month,

MW/sm

203. Exhibit D
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CHILD CARE ANALYSIS

The average payment being paid by the Work Incentive Program (WIN) to
licensed homes and day care centers is $8.50 per day for children age
two and over, and $10.00 per day for children/infants under age two.

Working mothers, which represent 6-8% of the ADC caselcad receive a
deduction from their income for the child care they pay up to a maxi-
mum of $160 per month per child.

Also, many working mothers receive assistance from JIPA or WIN to
cover the cost of child care.

No allowance for child care is being recommended to include in the Need
Standard.

204, Exhibit p
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SCHOOL SUPPLIES/FEES ANALYSIS

To determine what a low income family may have to expend for school supplies
and fees the Nevada Department of Education and the eight largest school
districts were contacted.

Officials from the Department of Education advised the Nevada law requires a
free education for children up to age eighteen., In fact, if a family cannot
afford paper, pencils and supplies for school, the school district must supply
the necessities.

Information obtained from the individual school districts shows that there are
generally no mandatory fees. Most all have book and locker deposits, however,
they are refundable and may be waived for low income families.

Based on the information obtained, no cost was determinable for school
supplies/fees.

205, Exhibit D
Page 20



SUMMARY OF MARKET BASKET SURVEY - AVERAGE COSTS

Household Size

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8+

BASIC NEEDS:

Rent /Mortgage $319.00 $319.00 $373.00 $373.00 § 468.00 $ 468.00 $ 468.00 § 468.00
Food 82.56 137.50 190.26 237.40 278.92 332.31 365.40 415,98
Utflities 130.29 130.29 130.29 130.29 130.29 130.29 130.29 130.29
Household Supplies/Operating 5.61 9.35 12.94 16.14 18.97 22.60 24,85 28.29
Clothing 15.19 25.30 35.01 43.68 51.32 61.15 67.23 76.54
Medical Supplies 2.81 4.68 6.47 8.07 9.48 11.30 12.42 14.14

S Personal Care 5.61 9.35 12,94 16.14 18.97 22.60 24.85 28.29

=)

' Recreation 12,05 20.08 27.78 34.66 40.72 48.52 53.35 60.73
TOTAL BASIC NEEDS $573.12 1$655.55 $788.69 $859.38 $1,016.67 $1,096.77 $1,146.39  $1,222,26
SUPPLEMENTAL ITEMS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Telephone $ 8.10 $ 8.10 $ 8.10 §$ 8.10 % 8.10 § 8.10 § 8.10 § 8.10
Transportation 18-42 18-42 18-42 18-42 18-42 18-42 18-42 18-42
Child Care **%k**No Allowance Recommended/See Detailed Analysis*#*##*
School Supplies/Fees kk%***No Allowance Recommended/See Detailed Analysisi#x*
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APPENDIX F

Review of Charts Showing What Nevada's Need
Standard and Payment Levels for Different
Household Sizes Would be Under

Different Options
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REVIEW OF CHARTS SHOWING WHAT NEVADA'S NEEID STANDART AND PAMMENT
LZVELS FOR DITTZRENT SOUSEHCLD SIZES WOULD 3E UMNDER DIFTZRENT COPTIONE
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CURRENT NELED STANDARD AND
PAYMENT LEVEL

HOUSEIOLD

SIZE
185%
| $ 320.05
2 423.65
l
3 © 521.25
N 4 630.85
=
-
5 734.45
6 838.05
7 941.65
8 : 1,045.25

g
fu
1]

ETE

.
-
e

NEED
STANDARD
100%
$173.00
229.00
285.00
341.00
397.00 .
453.00
509.00

565.00

PAYMENT
ALLOWANCE
100%
$1732.00

229.00
285.00
34100
397.00
453.00

509.00

565.00
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POVERTY LESS THE THRIFTY FOOD PLAN (Adjusted)
NEED STANDARD AND PAYMENT LEVELS

PAYMENT
HOUSEHOLD i
S1Z1 185% GROSS NEED 20% 80% T0% 60% S50%
1 $ 647.50 $350.00 $315.00 $280.00 $245.00 $2 10.60 $175.00
2 814.00 440.00 J96.00 J52.00 J08.00 264.00 220.00
J 980.50 | 530.00 477.00 424.00 371.00 Jis.o0 265.00
4 1,147.00 620.00 . 558.00 496.00 434.00 372.00 310.00
5 1,313.50 110.00 639.00 564.00 497.00 426.00 355.00
6 1,480.00 800.00 720.00 640.00 560.00 480.00 400.00
7 1,646.50 §90.00 8‘0 1.00 712.00 623.00 534.00 445.00
8 1,813.00 980.00 842.00 784.00 686.00 588.00 490.00
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POVERTY GUIDELINES
NEED STANDARD AND PAYMENT LEVELS

PAYMENT
HOUSEHOLD )
SIZE 185% GROSS NEED 90% 80% T0% 6% 50%
| $ 810.30 $ 438.00 $ 39420 $ 350,40 $ 306.60 $262.80 $219.00
2 1,087.86 - 588.00 529.20 470.40 411.60 352.80 294.00
J 1,365.30 738.00 664.20 590.40 ° - 516.60 442.80 369.00
4 1,642.80 888.00 799.20 11040 621.60 532.80 444.00
5 1,920.30 1,038.00 934.20 830.40 726.60 622.80 509.00
6 2,197.80 1,188.00 1,069.20 950.40 831.60 T742.80 594.00
1 2,475.20 1,338.00 1,204.20 1,070.40 . 936.60 802.80 669.00

8 2,752.80 1,488.00 1,339.20 1,190.40 1,041.60 892.84 74:4.00
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CPrl1 OVER 1969 STANDARD
NEED STANDARD AND PAYMENT LEVELS

PAYMENT
HOUSENOLD |
SIZE 185% GROSS NEED 90% B0Ya 0% 60% 50%
1 $ 895.40 $ 484.00 § 43560  $ 387.20 § 33880  $290.40  $242.00
2 1,208.05 653.00 581.70 522.40 457.10 391.80 326.50
3 1,498.50 ~ 810.00 729.00 648.00 567.00 486.00 405.00
4 1,746.40 944.00 849.60 755.20 660.80 566.40 472.00
5 2,059.05 1,113.00 1,001.70 890.40 719.10  667.80 556.50
6 2,312.50 1,250.00 1,125.00 1,000.00 875.00 750.00 625.00
7 2,553.00 1,380.00 1,242.00 1,104.00 ©  966.00 . 828.00 690.00

8 2,789.80 1,508.00 1,357.20 1,206.40 1,055.60 904.80 754.00



CPI OVER 1975 STANDARD
NEED STANDARD AND PAYMENT LEVELS

| PAYMENT
HOUSEHOLD |
SIZE 185% GROSS NEED 90% 80% 0% 60% 50%

| $ 623.45 $ 337.00 $303.30 $269.60  $235.90  $202.20  $168.50
2 825.10 446.00 401.40 356.80  312.20 267.60 223.00
3 1,026.75 555.00 499.50 444.00 . 388.50 333.00 271.50

S 4 1,228.40 664.00 597.60 531.20 464.80 398.40 332.00

' 5 1,430.05 773.00 95.70 618.40 541.10 463.80 386.50
6 1,631.70 882.00 793.80  , 705.60  617.40 529.20 441.00
7 1,833.35 991.00 §91.90 19280 693.70 594.60 495.50
8 2,035.00 1,100.00 990.00 880.00 - 770.00 660.00 550.00
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HOUSEHOLD
SIULE

2

CLIENT EXPENDITURE SURVEY (Overall 'Avemgc)
NEED STANDARD AND PAYMENT LEVELS

PAYMENT

185% GROSS NEED 90% 80% ‘ 10% 60%
$ 621.60 $336.00 $302.40 $268.80 $235.20 ‘$201.60
161.75 415.00 373.50 332.00 290.50 249.00
784.40 424.00 341.60 339.20 | 296.80 254.40
728.90 394.00 354.60 3J15.20 275.80 236.40
1,122.95 607.00 546.30 485.60 ;124.‘)0 364.20
895.40 484.00 435.60 387.20 | 338.80 290.40
1,017.50 550.00 495.00 440.00 - 385.00 330.00
847.30 458.00 412.20 366.40 - 320.60 274.80

50%

$168.00

207.50

212.00

197.00

J03.50

242.00

275.00

229.00




CLIENT EXPENDITURE SURVEY (Average with Costs)
NEED STANDARD AND PAYMENT LEVELS

¢ =8¢

EIENE
Side

- -

“LTC

- -

- e

PAYMENT
HoOUSEHOLD : , :
SIZE 185% GROSS NEED 20% 80% T0% 60% 50%
| $ 961.85 $521.00 $468.90 §$416.80 $364.70 $3|2.t-30 $260.50
2 962.00 520.00 468.00 416.00 3J64.00 R I?..()(l1 260.00
R 952.75 - 515.00 463.50 412.00 360.50 309.004: 257.50
4 836.20 452.00 406.80 361.60 316.40 271.20 226.00
) 1,309.80 708.00 637.20 566.40 | 495.60 424.80 354.00
6 1,048.95 567.00 510.30 453.60 396.90 340,20 283.50
1 1,056.35 571.00 513.90 456.80 399.70 - 342.60 245.50
8 847.30 ‘ 458.00 412.20 320.60 274.80 229.00

366.40
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MARKET BASKET SURVEY
NEED STANDARD AND PAYMENT LEVELS

PAYMENT
HOUSEHOLD
SIZE 185% GROSS NEED 90% B0Y% T0% 60% 50%
1 $1,060.05 $ 573.00 $ 515.70 $458.40 $401.10 $343.80 $286.50
2 1,213.60 656.00 590.40 524.80 459.20 393.60 328.00
3 1,459.65 _789.00 710.10 (.31._20. 55230 . 473.40 394.50
4 1,589.15 859.00 773.10 687.20 60'!.3(‘) 515.40 429.50
5 1,881.45 1,017.00 915.30 $13.60 711.90 610.20 508.50
6 2,029.45 1,097.00 987.30 877.60 767.90 658.20 5.48.50
7 2,120.10 1,146.00 1,031.40 916.80 802.20 687.60 573.00
8 2,260.70 1,222.00 1,099.80 977.60 '855.40 733.20 611.00



APPENDIX G

Letter of Support to Governor Bryan
from NACO and Other Parties
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NACO >

NEVADA ASSOCIATION OF COUNTIES

308 NORTH CURRY STREET, SUITE 205 e CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89701
(702) 883-7863

May 13, 1986

- Governor Richard H. Bryan
Capitol Complex
Carson City, NV 89710

Dear Governor Bryan:

As you are aware, cne of the priorities of the Nevada Asscciation of
Counties is to seek a higher level of funding at the 1987 Nevada
Legislative Session for the ADC and Medicaid programs. Attached is a
list of those organizations and individuals that join us in support of
an increase in the ADC payment levels.

We greatly apprec.lated your request to the 1985 Legislature to
increase the meximum ADC payment level for a family of three from
$233.70 per month to $270.00 per month. We also were gratified by the
Legislature's decision to grant a final payment level of the present
$285.00 per month. While this increase was a historical step in the
right direction, much remains to be done.

Even after the 1985 increase, the current payment level of $285.00 per
month is only $12.00 per month higher than the maximum levels paid in
1969. This level remains woefully inadequate to meet tcday's needs.

An Interim Committee of the Legislature formed under S.C.R. 45 is in
the process of examining the adequacy of the current standard of need
in light of today's costs for the basic necessities of life in Nevada.
The Comnittee has utilized four methodologies for studying that
adequacy. Although final recommendations have not yet been
formulated, the Committee has found:

1. That federal poverty gquidelines for a family of three are $737.50
per month. ;

2. That the standard of need last fully examined in 1969, adjusted
for CPI, would require $810.00 per month today.

3. That a "market basket survey" of the cost of basic necessities in

Nevada today shows to be §789.00 per month excluding any
allocation for such items as phone and transportation.

221,




Governor Richard H. Bryan
May 13, 1986
Page 2.

4, That a "client expenditure survey" which examined how mich current
ADC recipients as well as those working who come close to
qualifying for the program shows that an average of $515.16 per
month is spent by this group on basic necessities. This total
excludes contributions from other sources, such as focd stamps,
housing subsidies, and contributions from non ADC household
memders.

We ask that you support the recommendations of the Committee for an
increased needs standard effective in 1987. While increasing the
standard of need in and of itself will not increase benefit levels
that new standard will become the key eligibility test for ADC and the
Children's Health Assurance Program (CHAP). Because both ADC and CHAP
recipients receive Medicaid there will be a need to increase the
Medicaid appropriation accordingly. The Welfare Division is currently
working on projections of the cost of increasing this standard.

As you are aware persons who cannot qualify for Medicaid often turn to
the counties to meet their medical needs. In 1986 and 1987 we project
an expenditure by the counties of $22.2 million an increase of nearly
129% since our 1982/1983 expenditure of $9.7 million. We consider
ourselves to be partners with the state in meeting medical needs of
the indigent. We feel that over the past several years the state has
failed to assume its share of the responsibilities in this
partnership. During the same five year pericd that cur cost have
increased by nearly 129%, the state Medicaid appropriation has risen
by only seven percent. Increasing the ADC needs standard and
therefore the Medicaid caseload will hopefully arrest this trend.
Even with this assistance ; however, counties will need continued
authority to assess the additional 3¢ ad valorem tax for medical
assistance to indigents under N.R.S. Chapter 428, which was passed at
the last session of the legislature. That authority will "sunset”™ if
not renewed at the next session.

We also ask that you appropriate sufficient funds to increase the
maximum grant levels provided to ADC recipients. As noted the work of
camittee under SCR 45 has amply demonstrated the inadequacy of
present payment levels. Nevada's inadequate payment levels also
negatively affect Native American households even though Indian
General Assistance payments are funded solely with federal dollars.
By Bureau of Indian Affairs regulation, the maximum Indian General
Assistance payment in Nevada cannot exceed the state's ADC levels. In
our 1984 letter to you we suggested that funding be provided to
increase the maximum payment level for a family of three of the Utah
level of $362.00 per month. We renew that request.

We recognize that other areas of state gové.rnment will be in financial

stress in 1987. GramrRudman or subsequent legislation may require
cuts in federal funds to meny programs. Despite these pressures,
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however, we ask that progress which began in the last session be
continued.

As we noted in our letter of 1984 a dramatic increase in Nevada's
poverty population is proceeding hand in hand with the rapid growth
of our general population. This problem simply will not go away and
unless the state makes an adequate response these problems will only
be mltiplied in the future. County governments and private
non-profit agencies are bursting at the seams attempting to meet these
needs. We desperately need our partner in state government to do its
fair share.

We remind you that two thirds of the recipients of ADC are children.
As you have recognized in your support for Nevada's educational
system, our children are our future. Bowever, unhealthy and hungry
children cannot learn. Please do not forget these children in
formulating your budget priorities.

Sincerely,

{'.\r\.&\ak S‘U\(\f\, & C\i«‘\

Mark Schrader
NACO President

MS/1s
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The below listed groups, agencies, and individuals have reviewed
the contents of this letter and expressed their full support and
endorsement of the requests made above:

4.
5.
6.
7.

9.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14,
15.
ls6.
17.
18.
19,
20.
21.
22.
23.

24.

League of Women Voters of Nevada, Sandy Medcalf, Las Vegas,
President

Soroptomist International, Sierra Nevada Region
Women of Nevada, Jan Evans, Legislative Coordinator

Greater Nevada Health Systems Agency

Inter-Tribal Council of Nevada, Board of Directors

Nevada Apartment Association

Nevada Network Against Domestic Violence, Mary Jenkins,
President '

American Civil Liberties Union of Nevada, Jim Shields,
Director

State Association for Retarded Citizens

United Way of Southern Nevada

United Way of Northern Nevada

Mavor Peter Sferrazza, Reno

Ann Martin Women's Political Caucus, Reno

Women's Democratic Club of Clark County

Nevada Chapter, National Association of Social Workers
Pro-Child, Las Vegas

Robert Bradshaw, Chief, Reno Police Department

Truckee Meadows Human Services Association, Washoe County
Operation Life, Las Vegas

Poor People Pulling Together, Las Vegas

Nevada Self-Help Foundation, Reno

Nevada Association of Latin Americans, Inc., (NALA), Las
Vegas

Cloyd Phillips, Director, Community Services Agency, Reno
Nancy Becker, Chairperson, Executive Committee, Pro Bono

Project of the Clark County Bar Association
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25.
26.
27.
28,
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34,
3s.

36.

. 37,

38.

39.

40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.

46.

47.
48.
49.

50.

Washoe County Public Defender's Office

E.E.L.P. of Southern Nevada, Las Vegas

Reno-Sparks YWCA

Family Counseling of Northern MNevada, Reno

Planned Parenthood of Nortﬁerﬂ Nevada

Communityv Cooperative Services, Reno

Northern Nevada Center for Independent Living

Mineral Manor Tenants' Council, Reno

Washoe Association for Retarded Citizens

Senior Citizens Service Center, Reno

Dr. Ted Brandhurst, Director, Parents United, Washoe County
Friends In Service Helping (FISH)], Carson City

Friends of Citizens Under Stress (FOCUS), Carson City

Janice Ayers, Executive Director, Retired Senior Volunteer
Program for Carson City, Storey, Lyon, Douglas, Churchill,
and Pershing Counties

Major Kenneth Angel, Executive Director, Debbie Angel,
Community Relations Office, Connie Wilson, Human Services
Director, Salvation Army of Northern Nevada

Phyllis Raiser, Clerk, Reno Friends Meeting

Jewish Family Services, Las Vegas

Sheila Leslie, Director, El Centro De Latino, Reno

Ccmmunity Welfare, Inc., Pamela Pittsford, Director, Reno
Community Citizen Concern Program, Las Vegas

Happy Days Child Care, Laura Peterson, Reno

Louise Osborne, Social Services Director, Salvation Army of
Southern Nevada

Aileen O'Neill, Las Vegas
Jan Jenkins, Las Vegas
Rene Diamond, Las Vegas

Professor James W. Hulse, UNR
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56.
5-7.
58.
59.

60.

6l.
62,
63.

64.

65.
66'

67.

71.
72.
73.
74.

75.

David Bianchi, Fallon

Lois Bianchi, Fallon

Dr. Janet Carter, Sparks
Profeséor Richard Siegel, U.N.R.
Maya Miller, Carson City

Rusty Mash, Esq., Reno

Nick Colonna, Reno

Professor Elmer Rusco, U.N.R.
Henry Cavallera, Esg., Reno

Fallon Paiute-Shoshone Reservation, Richard Hicks, Tribal
Chairman

Ely Shoshone Colony, Sally Marques, Chairperson
Duck Water Shoshone Tribe, Jerry Millett, Chairman
Duck Valley Shoshone-Paiute Tribe, Whitney McKinney, Chairman

Wylene Johnson, Director of Social Services, Las Vegas Paiute
Colony

Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribal Council, Joseph H. Ely, Chairman
Reno-Sparks Colony, Lawrence Astor, Chairman

Nancyann Leeder, President, Washoe Legal Services Board of
Directors, Reno

Judith Hill, President, Nevada Legal Services Board of
Directors, Las Vegas

Clark County Legal Services Board of Directors, Johnnie
Rawlinson, President

Nevada Indian-Rural Legal Services Board of Directors, Donald
K. Pope, President

Jewish Community Council of Northern Nevada

Alberta Martin, President, United Methodist Women, Sparks
Reverend David Swope, Sparks United Methodist Church
Rabbi Myra Soifers, Reno

Sally Snow, Chairperson, United Methodist  Women of
Reno-Sparks

226.



76.

77.
78.
79.
80.
81.
82.
83.
84.

85.

86.

87.
88.
89.
90.
91.
92.
93,
94,

95.

Dr. Donald L. DeNocn, Director, Campus Christian Association,
U.N.R.

Committee to Aid Abused Wcmen, Reno

Temporary Assistance for Domestic Crisis, Las Vegas
Advocates to End Domestic Violence, Carson City
Comnittee Against Family Violence, Winnemucca
Douglas County Council to Prevent Family Abuse
Support, Inc., Ely

Domestic Violence Intervention, Fallgn

Child Assault Prevention Project, Sparks

Washoe County Social Services Department, May Shelton,
Director

Clark County Social Services Department, Barbara Brady,
Director

University Medical Center, Las Vegas
Washoe County District Health Department
White Pine County Welfare Department
Douglas County Social Services Department
Carson City Welfare Department

Lyon County Welfare Department

Churchill County Welfare Department

Elko County Welfare Department

Nye County Social Services Department
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APPENDIX H

State ADC Need Standards in Order
of Dollar Amounts
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STATE ADC NEED STANDARDS IN ORDER QF

AUGUST 1986

DOLILAR AMOUNTS

RAaNK  S5TATE NEED PAYMNT % NEED PD
1 VIERMONT 812 %9531 &3 .39%
a2 ALASKA $740 5740 100.00%
3 WASHINGTON #7288 k442 &3 . 46%
4 uraH %4693 B37 4 34.26%
3 DIST OF COLUMBIA $604 %327 50.00%
& OHI0 5632 5290 44 ., 48%
7 WISCONSIN Hé&4l #5435 83.02%
a8 TLLINGCIS $4&632 $302 a7 . 78%
4 ARIZONA $6521 B2F3 a7 .18%

10 - LOUISIANA B&00 8190 3L .67%
11 CALIFQORNIA %587 %3587 100.00%
iz PENNSYLUVANIA %587 3463 42.18%
13 TEXAS %574 %184 32.06%
14 IDAHO K539 %304 34.87%
13 NEUVADA £559Q 1350 100_00%
16 MAINE 334 5389 72.57%
17 MINNESOTA %5283 %528 100.00%
18 NEW YORK w497 %497 100.00%
19 WEST VIRGINIA w497 K249 30.10%
20 NORTH CaROL.INA 4922 246 30.00%
21 CONNECTICUT 487 s4a7 100.00%
2z OKLAKOMA w471 5310 &3 . 82%
=23 HAaWATL 54468 w468 100.00%
24 MICHIGAN kA&7 %417 89 .29%
25 MARYLAND K485 329 72.31%
26 MASSACHUSETTS HAZP 5432 ?8. 41%
27 CAL.ORADG w421 $346 82.19%
a8 RHODE ISLAND 409 %409 100.00%
29 NEW JERSEY %404 8404 100.00%
30 MONTANA 5401 332 82.79%
31 FLORIDA %400 w252 &63.00%
aa OREGON 6397 %397 L00Q .00%
33 NEW HAMPSHIRE %389 %389 100 .00%
34 AL ABAMA h384 $1.18 30.73%
38 NAORTH DAKOTA “+371 371 100.00%
36 S50UTH CaAROLINA $ 367 346D 100.00%
a7 KANSAS $3468 %368 100.00%
a8 GEORGIA #3AG6E B223 60 . 93%
39 I0WaA $3960 5340 100.00%
40 WYOMING #3460 5340 100.00%
41 NEBRASKA 350 B350 100.00%
42 TENESSEE 5399 %153 43, 13%
43 SOUTH DAKOTA w329 #3329 100.0Q0%
A4 VIRGINIA w322 6291 F0.37%
45 MIHS0URI %312 274 87 .82%
A& INDIANA $307 6276 a9 . 90%
a7 DELAWARIE HRAPE $298 100.00%
A48 MISSISSIPRT $286 %214 74.83%
4% NEW MEXTCO 4258 4258 100.00%
30 ARKANS A S +234 sl 8g2.00%
51 VIRGIN [5L.ANDS G209 w171 81 . 832%
Ha KENTUCKY 5197 51?7 100.00%
53 GUaM %165 %1465 100.00%
34 PUERTO RICO 6160 30 50.00%
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STATE ADC PAYMENTS IN QORDER OF DOLLAR AMOUNTS

RANK STATE NEED PAYMNT %4 NEED PD
i AlLASKA %740 %740 100.00%
a2 CALIFORNIA 387 8387 100.00%
3 WISCONSIN 641 %345 g85.02%
4 VERMONT %812 s531 &3 .39%

2 MINNESQOTA 528 4528 100.00%
-] NEW YORK 5497 5497 100.00%
7 CONNECTICUT %487 5487 100.00%
a HAWATI $448 5448 100.00%
@ WASHINGTON %728 4462 &3 .446%

10 MASSACHUSETTS w439 5432 98 .41%

11 MLICHIGAN #4467 s4L7 89 .29%

1a RHODE ISLAND 409 5409 100.00%

13 NEW JERSEY . €404 w404 100.00%

14 OREGON 5397 397 100.00%

15 MATINE %334 #1389~ 72.57%

14 NEW HAMPSHIRE #3892 ®389 100.00%

17 UTAaH 8493 8376 349.26%

18 NORTH DaKOoTaA %371 #3371 100.00%

1% SOQUTH CARCL.INA #1369 $369 100.00%

20 KANSAS 368 #3648 100.00%

a1 FENNSYLUVANIA %387 #3463 &2 .18%

az I0wa %360 360 100.00%

a3 WYOMING $3460 %360 100.00%

a4 NEBRASKA 3580 #3550 100.00%

a5 COLORADO w421 $346 B2 . 19%

28 MONTANA %401 $332 82.79%

azv MARYLAND 5453 4329 72.31%

289 50UTH DAKOTA 5329 %329 100.00%

29 DIST OF COLUMBIA #6354 w327 50.00%

30 OKLAHOMA 54a71 310 65.82%

31 IDAHO w354 304 54.87%

a2 ITLLINQIS %4632 %302 qQ47 . 78%

33 DELAWARE +2986 1298 100.00%

34 ARIZONA el $293 A7 . 18%

C1s) VIRGINIA w322 $291 P0.37%

3é6 OHIO $4632 H2P0 44 .48%

a7 INDIANA %307 w276 89 .90%

28 NEVADA BRDO B27TH D0.00%

av MISSQURT 4312 w274 ]7 .82%

40 NEW MEXICO S HR2%8 $2%8 100.00%

4L FI.ORINDA %400 w232 63 .00%

4z WEST VIRGINIA wAP7 $249 30.10%

43 NORTH CARCLINA E492 h246 50.00%

<4 GEORGIA #3466 Ha23 60 . 23%

45 MISSISSTPPI w284 fi2l4 74.83%

44 KENTUCKY B197 $197 100.00%

47 ARKANSAS %234 H192 82.05%

48 LOUISIANA 600 #1990 L. 6T7%

a9 TEXAS w374 %184 32.06%

40 VIRGIN ISLANDS 5209 5171 81 .82

51 GUAM 51463 5163 100.0Q0%

Sa TENESSEE %337 #1353 45 .13%

33 ALABAMA $384 £118 30.73%

34 PUERTO RICO 6160 %80 50.00%
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5TATE ADRC PAYMENTS IN QRDER OF DOLLAR AMOUNTS

RANK  STATE NEED ~ PAYMNT % NEED PD
1 ALASKA %740 5740 100.00%
2 CALIFORNIA 587 BBE7 100 .00%
3 WISCONSIN %641 345 89 . 02%
4 VERMONT $812 5531 63 .39%
5 MINNESOTA #5328 %329 100.00%
& NEW YORK $497 8497 100.00%
7 CONNECGTICUT %AB7 5487 100.00%
8 HAWAII $468 $468 100.00%
® WASHINGTON 729 5442 463 .46%

10 MASSACHUSETTS $439 5432 98 . 41%
11 MICHIGAN $467 Q17 89 . 29%
12 RHODE ISLAND $409 $409 100.00%
13 NEW JERSEY $404 $404 100.00%
14 OREGON %397 397 100.00%
15 MA INE $534 $389 72.57%
164 NEW HAMPSHIRE $389 %389 100.00%
17 UTAH $693 %376 54.26%
18  NORTH DAKOTA $371 $371 100.00%
19 SOUTH CAROLINA $349 #3649 100.00%
20 KANSAS $368 %348 100.00%
21 PENNSYLUVANIA 5587 $365 62 . 18%
a2z I0WA $360 5360 100.00%
23 WYOMING #3460 %3460 100.00%
24 NEBRASKA #3350 B350 100.00%
25 COLDRANO $421 #3446 82.19%
26 MONTANA %401 +332 a2 . 79%
a7 NEVADA #5350 %330 460 .00%
28 MARYLAND #4583 53R 72.31%
29 SOUTH DAKOTA $929 $329 100 .00%
20 DIST OF COLUMBIA h&S4 %327 50.00%
31 DKLAHOMA %471 $310 65 . 32%
32 IDAHO 5554 %304 84.87%
33 ILLINGIS 54632 $3082 47 .78%
34 DELAWARE #2298 5298 100.00%
345 ARIZONA $621 $293 47 .18%
36 VIRGINIA #3222 $291 90 .37%
37 OHIO HLBR $290 44 . 48%
a8 INDIANA 5307 $27 & 89 .90%
39 MISSOURE HILA 4274 a7 .82%
40 NEW MEXICO 258 w258 100.00%
41 FI.ORIDA $400 fRB2 43 .00%
42 WEST VIRGINIA Ha97 BRAP 30 .10%
a3 NORTH CAROLINA H492 BRAG 30.00%
44 GEORGIA 5366 +283 &0 . 93B%
45 MISSISSIPPI $284 %214 74.33%
46 KENTUCKY 6197 w197 100.00%
a7 ARKANSAS +234 192 82.05%
48  LOUISIANA $400 $190 a1.67%
49 TEXAS $574 $184 32.06%
50 VIRGIN ISLANDS $209 51,71 81 . 82%
51 GUAM w163 BLAS 100.00%
88 TENESSEE H D39 $153 43 . 13%
53 AL ABAMA #2384 5118 30.73%
54 PUERTO RICO $160 $80 50.00%
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STATE ADC PAYMENTS IN ORDER OQF DOLLAR AMAOUNTS

RANK STATE NEED PAYMNT % NEED PD
1 ALASKA #7490 %740 100.00%
2 CALIFORNIA %387 w387 100.00%
3 WISCONSIN 5641 8543 85.02%
4 VERMONT ' +812 +531 &3 .39%
3 MINNESQTA 8529 528 100.00%
é NEW YORK 8497 wA97 100.00%
7 CONNECTICUT 487 €487 100.00%
8 HAWAILT 8468 84468 100.00%
P WASHINGTON w728 1462 &3 . 446%

10 MASSACHUSETTS 8439 5432 ¥8.41L%
11 MICHIGAN BA4&7 $417 8% .29%
i2 RHODE ISLAND ’ 8409 #4909 100.00%
13 NEW JERSEY $404 %404 100.00%
14 DREGON w397 ®397 100.00%
13 MAINE #1336 +38%9 TR2.537%
1s NEW HAMPSHIRE 5389 w389 100.00%
17 NEVADA $550 383 70.00%
18 UTaH 54693 8376 54.26%
12 NORTH DaAKOTA %371 %371 100.00%
20 SOUTH CAROLINA %369 8369 100.00%
a1 KANSAS 5368 €368 100.00%
22 RENNSYL.VANTA 387 $365 &2 .18%
23 I0WA #2360 3460 100.00%
24 WYOMING $360 $360 100.00%
23 NEBRASKA #3350 #3350 100.00%
26 COL.ORADO w421 #3446 82.19%
27 MONTANA 5401 %332 8a.79%
28 MAaRYL.AND $435 5329 72.31%
29 SOUTH DAKAOTA “329 329 100.00%
320 DIST OF COLUMBIA #6549 w327 50.00%
31 OKLAHOMA w47 %310 63 .82%
32 IDAHO 3549 %304 54.87%
a3 TLILINQIS $a32 8302 q47 .78%
34 DELAWARE 6298 290 100.00%
35 ARTIZONA BhHAL w293 47 . 18%
3é UIRGINIA w322 6291 20.37%
37 aQHIAO B652 $290 a4 . 48%
38 INDIANA #8307 BT E 89 .90%
39 MISS0URI $312 2T A 87 .32%
40 NEW MEXICO $258 €258 100.00%
41 FLORIDA H400 B232 &3.0Q0%
42 WEST VIRGINIA BAT7 ha2a9 50.10%
43 NORTH CARQIL.INA %492 E2A6 30.00%
44 GEORGIA w366 223 60, 93%
4% MISSISSIPRI w286 BR214 74, .63%
aéb KENTUCKY w197 ®1L97 100.00%
a47 AREKANSAS w234 8192 g82.03%
a8 LOUISIANA H$&H00 $190 31 .67%
49 TEXAS 8374 #1334 32.06%
30 VIRGIN ISLANDS $209 $171 81 .82%
51 GliaM BLAD L&D 100.00%
52 TENESSEE $#33Y 153 Q5. 13%
33 Al.ABAMA 7384 %1183 30.73%
54 FUERTO RICO %160 %80 50.00%
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STATE ADC PAYMENTS IN ORDER OF DOLLAR AMQUNTS

RANK  STATE NEED PAYMNT % NEED PD
1 AlL.ASKA 740 5740 100.00%
2 CALIFORNIA #3587 €587 100.00%
3 WISCONSIN $641 ®545 85.02%
4 UVERMONT 812 w531 &5 .39%
S MINNESOTA 2528 B328 100.00%
é NEW YORK B4P7 497 100.00%
7 CONNECTICUT %487 5487 100.00%
8 HAWALITL ha68 468 100.00%
? WASHINGTON $728 54462 43 . 46%

10 NEUADA 5330 440 80.00%
11 MASSACHUSETTS HA3P $432 ?9.41%
1z MICHIGAN w4467 %417 89.29%
13 RHODE ISLAND #4309 $409 100.00%
14 NEW JERSEY #4404 %404 100.00%
13 OREGON H3P7 %397 100.00%
16 MAINE %336 389 72.57%
17 NEW HAMPSHIRE 389 389 100.00%
1a UTAH %693 4374 o4.26%
19 NORTH DAKOTA w371 %371 100.00%
20 SOUTH CAROLINA #1369 5369 100.00%
21 KANSAS %348 H3468 100 .00%
22 PENNSYL.UANIA $587 5365 &2 .18%
a3 I0WA %3460 w3460 100.00%
a4 WYOMING %360 #3460 100.00%
23 NERBRASKA #3350 #3350 100.00%
2& COLORADO $421 w346 82 .19%
27 MONTANA %401 332 82.79%
a8 MARYL.AND $4A55 #1329 72.31%
29 S50UTH DAKOTA 5329 w329 100.00%
30 DIST OF COLUMBIA B&54 w3az7z 50.00%
31 QKL.AHOMA $471 w310 &5 .8a%
Iz IPDAHO 5554 304 B4q.87%
33 ILILINGIS t&632 4302 47 .78%
34 NELAWARE 298 w298 100.00%
35 ARTZONA B&21 #3293 47 . 18%
36 UIRGINIA na22 B291 P0.37%
37 OHIO $632 #2290 44 . 48%
328 INDIANA w307 w27 b B89 .90%
a9 MISS0URI %312 %274 87 .82a%
a0 NEW MEXICO %238 w258 100.00%
41 FLORIDA $400 252 43 .00%
42 WEST VIRGINIA HAaA97 w249 B0O.10%
43 NORTH CAROLINA BA92 H246 50.00%
44 CEORGIA w366 4223 &0 . 928%
43 MISSISSIPPT 42864 $214 T4, 83%
A& KENTUCKY w197 LT 100.00%
a7 ARKANGAS %234 w192 82.05%
48 LOUIS IANA B&O0 #1720 31.67%
q% TEXAS T w374 184 32.06%
30 VIRGIN ISLANDS %209 %171 81.82%
31 GUAM 4165 165D 100 .00%
D TENESSEE 4339 H183 43 . 1.3%
33 AlL.AaBAaMA #3884 $1183 30.73%
54 RPUERTO RICO %160 W80 30.00%
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STATE ADC PAYMENTS IN ORDER OF DOLLAR AMOUNTS

RANK  S5TATE NEED PAYMNT % NEED PD
1 ALASKA : %740 %740 100.00%
2 CALIFDORNIA B387 *387 100..00%
3 WISCONSIN F&AL 543 85.02%
4 VERMONT %812 €331 65 .39%
9 MINNESQOTA w1528 %528 100.00%
é NEW YORK w497 5497 100.00%
7 NEVADA GB350 BL495 20 . 00%
8 CONNECTICUT %487 w487 100.00%
P HAWATT 468 54468 100.00%

10 WASHINGTON ‘$728 $462 &3 . 46%
11 MASSACHUSETTS £439 5432 98 .41%
1z MICHIGAN BA&67 w417 89 .29%
13 RHAODE ISLAND %409 5409 100.00%
14 NEW JERSEY 5404 5404 100.00%
15 OREGON $397 %397 100.00%
lé Ma INE 5336 %3989 72.57%
17 NEW HAMFSHIRE 5389 389 100.00%
ia UTAH 5693 B374 34.26%
19 NORTH DAKOTA %371 $371 100.00%
20 SOUTH CARQL.INA $3&P B36F 100.00%
a3 KANSAS #3468 #3468 100.00%
az PENNSYLVANIA 387 . %363 &2.18%
23 I0WA %3460 $360 100.00%
24 WYOMING $360 $360 100.00%
25 NEBRASKA #3350 #3330 100.00%
26 COL.ORADO a2 ®#34& 8a.19%
ar MONTANA %401 %332 82 .79%
28 MARYL.AND 5435 %329 72.31%
a9 SCOUTH DAKOTA +329 $329 100.00%
a0 DIST OF CoL.UMBIA &G4 w327 50.00%
31 OKL.AHOMA 5471 $310 a5 . 82%
a2 IDAKMA B354 B304 34.87%
33 ILLINGIS he&32 %302 a7 . 78%
34 DELAWARE 298 B296 100.00%
35 ARTZONA LYY=k 293 a7, 18%
36 VIRGINIA w322 havl 20.37%
37 OHI0 B632 $290 44 . 4A8%
238 INDIANA w307 . w276 89 .90%
a2 MISSOURTI #3312 w274 a7.a32%
40 NEW MEXICO 258 H2H8 100 .00%
41 FLORIDA Hh400 BR252 63.00%
42 WEST VIRGINIA %497 BRAP 50.10%
43 NORTH CAROLINA HAP2 h2da 50.00%
44 GEORGLA 5366 H223 &0 . 23%
A5 MISSISSIPPT K284 B2alL4 74.83%
44 KENTUCIKY w197 w197 100.00%
a7 ARKANSAS 234 w192 32.03%
4g LOUISIANA B46H00 #1920 a1 . 67%
4% TEXAS w274 %184 d3a2.046%
50 VIRGIN ISLANDS 209 %171 81.82%
51 GUnM fil&S 165 100.00%
52 TENESSEE 5339 41533 45 . 13%
533 AlL.ABAMA %3834 %1183 30.73%
54 PUERTO RICO 140 w80 350.00%
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STATE ADC IPAYMENTS IN ORDER OF DOLLAR AMOUNTS

RANK STATE NEED PAYMNT % NEED PD
1 Al.ASKA %740 5740 100.00%
a CAILIFORNIA “387 8387 100.00%
3 NEVADA 550 $530 100.00%
4 WISCONSIN 5641 %3435 85.02%
=] VERMONT s812 %531 &5 . 39%
é MINNESOTA 5528 #3328 100.00%
7 NEW YORK B497 ®BAP97 100.00%
8 CONNECTICUT 8487 %487 10Q.00%
Q HAWATIT . %468 54468 100.00%

10 WASHINGTON %728 w462 &3 . 4&4%
11 MASSACHUSETTS %439 - 4432 f8 . 41%
i2 MICHIGAN w467 %417 89 .29%
13 RHODE ISLAND $409 %409 100.00%
14 NEW JERSEY 5404 %404 100.00%
13 OREGON 397 w3IF7 100.00%
14 MAINE 3336 w389 T72.37%
17 NEW HAMPSHIRE 4389 $389 100 .00%
18 uTaH $493 +37& 34.26%
19 NORTHH DAKOTA $371 371 100.00%
20 SOUTH CAROLINA 5369 w369 100.00%
ai KANSAS 8368 #3468 100.00%
a2z PENNSYL.VANIA 8587 #3865 &2 .18%
a3 ICWA #3360 %360 100.00%
a4 WYQMING %360 #3340 100.00%
a5 NEBRASKA #3350 %350 100 .00%
as COoOLORADO A2l B3 b 82.19%
ar MONTANA w401 4332 82.79%
29 MARYL.AND K455 %329 72.31%
a9 S0WTH DAKQATA $329 K329 100.00%
30 DIST OF COLUMBIA 5654 #3827 50.00%
31 QKLAHOMA G471 310 &5 . 82%
32 IDAHO B354 w304 54.87%
33 ILLINOIS he3a2 5302 47 . 78%
34 DELAWARE H298 H$298 100.00%
33 ARIZONA hé2l wWaEY3 a7 . 18%
36 VIRGINIA H322 B2PL R0.37%
a7 QHIOD 632 BRI 0 44, 48%
a8 INDIANA B307 "7 b 89 .920%
39 MIBHE0URT 312 w274 |87 . 824
40 NEW MEXICO 258 w258 100.00%
a1 FLORIDA %400 HaBa &63.00%
g WEST UIRGINIA ®APT B4 50.10%
43 NORTH CAROLINA B2 $246 50.00%
44 GEQORGIA H366 BR23 60 . 93%
45 MISSISSIPPT 286 hR14 74 . 83%
4é6 KENTUCKY 61,97 %197 100.00%
a7 ARKANSAS w234 %192 82.05%
48 LOUISIANA #4600 5190 31.67%
49 TEXAS w374 $184 32.06%
50 VIRGIN ISLANDS ‘209 *171 a1 .82%
31 GUAM H165 163 100.00%
a2 TENESSEE 4339 #153 45 . 13%
53 ALABAMA %384 5118 30.73%
34 PUERTO RICO %140 $80 30.00%
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