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CHART 1

AID TO THE AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED: FEDERAL
GUARANTEED MINIMUM MONTHLY INCOME

Under current law, each State determines the level of assistance
It will provide to needy, aged, blind and disabled persons. As of
March 1971, the monthly level of assistance provided in the fifty
states for an aged woman with no other income ranges from a low
of $60 to a high of $200. For an aged couple, monthly assistance
levels range from $97 upto $350. Similar variations exist with
respect to the blind and disabled.

1.R. Ilwould establish a Federal program for the aged, blind,
and disabled with nationally uniform levels of assistance. In the
first year after the bill would become effective (from July 1972
to June 1973), an aged, blind, or disabled individual would be
eligible for a Federal assistance payment sufficient to bring his
monthly Income up to $130. For a married couple both of whom
are aged, blind, or disabled the Federal minimum assistance level
for fiscal year 1973 would be $195 per month. In fiscal year
1974, these amounts would be increased to $140 per month
for an individual and $200 per month for a couple. In fiscal 1975
and later years the minimum Federal assistance level for an
individual would be further Increased to $150 per month ($1,800
per year). The amount for a couple would remain at $200 per
month ($2,400 per year).

States could, if they wished make assistance payments which
would supplement the Federal benefits and assure aged, blind,
and disabled persons higher levels of total income.



3

Chart 1

Aid tothe Ad, Blinand Disabled

Federal guaranteed minimum
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CHART 2

AID TO THE AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED: FEDERAL ELIGIBILITY
STANDARDS

Under present law, each State largely determines the terms and
conditions of eligibility for the programs of aid to the aged, blind,
and disabled. H.R. 1 would establish a Federal basic assistance
pro.gramunder which eligibility requirements would be nationallyuniform.

Aged, blind, and disabled individuals and couples would be
eligible for Federal assistance payments only if their total counta-
ble income from other sources were less than the minimum
Federal assistance levels ($150.monthly for Individuals, $200
monthly for couples when the bill is fully effective in 1975). Count.
able Income would not include the amount of any State supple-
mental assistance. Other forms of unearned income would
generally be countable, with certain specified exceptions (for
example irregular unearned income of $60 or less ppr quarter).

Eligibility under H.R. 1 for aid to the aged, blind, and disabled
could be established only if the resources of the individual (or
the couple) were lass than $1,500. In determining this limitation
the value of the home, household goods, personal effects, and
property needed for self.support would, if found reasonable, be
excluded. Also, life insurance policies would not be counted if
the face value of all policies was less than $1,500.

Atpresent, each State determines the definition of blindness
and disabilit. (However, federally matched assistance based on
disability is Itmited to persons aged 18 or over). H.R. 1 would
adopt essentially the definitions of disability and blindness used
in the social security disability insurance program. It would also
make assistance based on disability available to children under
age 18.

Under H.R. 1, individuals would not be eligible for assistance
on the basis of disabilities caused, even partially, by drug or
alcohol abuse unless they were undergoing appropriate treatment
for these conditions at approved institutions. This limitation on
eligibility would appl ion f such treatment were available.

Present law permits States to deny eligibility to aged, blind, and
disabled persons if they have relatives wh6 are required to pro.
vide them support. States may also require a lien against theIndividual's home as a condition of eligibility H.R. 1 would take
Into account the Income and resources of the relatives of appli.
cants for assistance only if the relative were"the applicant's
spouse or the parent of an applicant who Is a minor. There is no
provision in HR. 1 under which a lien would be Imposed against
the applicant's home.

In determining eliglbiity for and the amount, of assistance
under H.R. 1 the value of support and maintenance would be
counted whether furnished in cash or kind. The room and board
furnished to those living in someone else's household would be
valued at one-third of the basic Federal assistance levels (i.e.,
one.third of $150 for an individual or one.third of $200 for a
couple when the bill is fully effective in 1975).
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Chart 2

Aid to the Agd blind,, and Pisabled
Federal Eligibility Standards

*Countable income below $150 monthly for an
individual, $200 for a couple

#Countable resources below $1500
* Disability, blindness defined as under
social security program

* Disabled children eligible
* Drug addicts and alcoholics eligible if undergoirni
any treatment that may be appropriate

* Relative responsibility limited to spouse,
parent of minor child

*No lien under Federal program

*Value of lodging attributed
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CHART 3

AID TO THE AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED: STATE
SUPPLEMENTATION

H.R. 1 would establish Federal minimum levels of assistance for
the aged, blind, and disabled which, when the bill becomes fully
effective In fiscal 1975, would assure individuals a monthly in.
come of $150 and assure couples a monthly income of $200. As
of March 1971, 18 States have assistance levels for aged Individ-
uals which exceed $150 and 22 States pay more than $200 to
aged couples.

States wishing to continue (or institute) higher levels of as.
sistance for the aged blind, and disabled than the Federal mini-
mum specified in H.R. 1 could, at their option, supplement the
Federal benefits. Any such State supplementation would have to
follow the Federal rules for the treatment of income (for example
the first $720 earned in a year by an aged person and one.third
of earnings in excess of $720 would have to be disregarded).

H.R. 1 would permit States to enter into agreements with the
Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare for Federal adminis-
tration of State supplemental benefits. Under these agreements,
supplemental payments would have to be made to all persons
eligible for Federal assistance payments under H.R. 1 except that
States could req~ihp a period of residence in the State as a condi-
tion of eligibility.

In addition, State supplementary payments if administered by
the Federal Government would have to follow rules prescribed by
the Secretary of Health Education, and Welfare as necessary "to
achieve efficient and effective administration."

The States would not be required to reimburse the Federal
Government for any part of the costs of administering State
supplementation. States would, however, have to pay for the full
amount of the supplemental payments subject to a savings clause
which limits the total amount of certain State expenditures for
assistance to the aged, blind, and disabled and to families to
1971 levels.

If the State elected to administer its own supplemental )a
ments, there would be no Federal sharing of administrative cos
and the savings clause would not apply. The State would have to
follow the Federal Income exclusion rules but would otherwise
be free to establish all terms and conditions of eligibility for
supplementation.

H.R. I would require States to provide supplemental payments
at a level sufficient to maintain current welfare payment levels
(adjusted upward for the loss of food stamp eligible ity) until the
state government took some afflrmatiyv a'qtlpn to elirnlate or set
a different level of sUpl0l-iehtation.
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Chart 3

Aid tothe Aged, Blind,and Disabled
State Supplementation

*Almost 20 States currently pay more
than #150 monthly to an aged, blind, or
disabled individual with no other income,
and more than $200 to a couple

* If State chooses to supplement Federal
welfare payment, Federal earned income
disregard and other income exclusions must
apply. If State wishes to have its supenin
program Federally administered,
- 100% Federal funding of administmtiw costs
- Payments must be made to all Federal

recipients
-Secretaryl administrative procedures apply
- Duration of residence requirement

permitted
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CHART 4

AID TO THE AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED: ADMINISTRATIVE
PROVISIONS

H.R. 1 would provide for the basic Federal program of aid to the
a ged, blind and disabled to be administered by the Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare, The bill would require the
Secretary of HEW to prescribe requirements for the filing of
applications, the furnishing of evidence, and the reporting of
events and changes in circumstances as necessary to determine
eligibility for assistance. Individuals who failed promptly to make
required reports or to furnish evidence requested could be penal.
ized b a reduction in their assistance payments. The penalty
would be a $25 reduction for the first failure, $50 for the second,
and $100 for each failure after the first two. (The bill also Includes
criminal penalties for cases of fraud). In addition, the Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare could require other Federal
agencies to.provide any information which was needed to deter-
mine or verify eligibility for or the amount of benefits.

H.R. 1 would permit the Department to pay as an advance
against future benefits up to $100 to individuals who at the time
they Initially applied for assistance were facing a financial emer-
gency and appeared to be eligible. Persons applying for assist-
ance on the gasis of disability could be paid benefits for up to 3
months pending the determination of whether they were disabled.
Payments under this provision would not be considered overpay-
ments If the individual were subsequently determined not to be
disabled.

H.R. 1 also includes administrative provisions dealing with the
frequency of payments, payments on behalf of eligibles to other
persons, payments to the blind or disabled for 2 months following
their recovery from blindness or disability, adjustment for over-
payments and underpayments procedures for hearings and re-
view, and the representation olfclaimants.

In addition to administering the basic Federal payments, the
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare would also admin.
sister State supplemental payments for those States agreeing to
Federal administration. H.R. 1 would encourage States to enter
into agreements of this sort by providing no Federal sharing In
administrative costs If the State administers its supplementation
program, by providing 100 percent Federal funding of adminis-
strative costs if the program Is federally administered, and by
making Federal administration necessary In order for a State to
benefit from the savings clause Which limits certain of their
welfare costs to 1971 levels.
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Chart 4

Aid to the Aged Blind and Disabled
Administration Prov'lions

# Federally administered; HEW to require such
reports and evidence as are needed to
establish eligibility

# Penalties of $25to $100 for failure to make
required repot orfurnish evidence promptly

*Aif Federal ageiices required ft.iurnish
informaion needed toverify eligibility

*Upto $100 may be advanced pendinr
veritication of eligibility.; up to 3 months
benefits may be paid pending disability
determination

*State supplementary uIyments may be
Federally administered; incentives
provided for Federal administmtion
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CHART 5
AID TO THE AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED: COMPARISON OF

H.R. 1 AND 1970 SENATE BILL
The 1970 Senate bill would have established, effective April

1971, a nationally uniform minimum assistance level for the aged
blind, and disabled of $130 per month for an individual or $206
for a couple. H.R. 1 would establish, effective July 1972, a nation.
ally uniform minimum assistance level of $130 per month foraed, blind, or disabled individuals or $195 per month for couples.
W.R. 1 would also rovide for further increases to $140 and $200
in fiscal year 1974'and to $150 and $200 in fiscal year 1975.

Although last year's Senate bill would have established Federal
minimum assistance levels, it would have kept the programs of
aid to the aged, blind, and disabled as State-administered pro.
grams. It would have required States to follow the definitions of
blindness and disability used in the social security program of
disability insurance and would have prohibited the imposition of
liens against an individual's property as a condition of eligibility
for aid to the blind. Otherwise, however, the Senate bill would
have left to the States the determination of such eligibility re-
quirements as the level of allowable resources. H.R. Iby con.
trast, would make the basic program of assistance to the aged
blind, and disabled a wholly Federal responsibility with Federal
administration and Federal determination of all conditions of
eligibility. State supplemental payments wouldhave to conform
to the Federal eligibility requirements if they were federally
administered, except that the States could impose a duration of
residency requirement.

The 1970 Senate bill would also have retained the current law
matchin provisions under which the Federal Government pays a
portion (50percentto 83 percent, depending primarily upon Stateper capita income) of the total assistance payment. All States
would, however, have been assured sufficient Federal funding that
their costs in future years for assistance to the aged blind, and
disabled at the levels required by the bill would not have had to
exceed 90 percent of their costs for these programs in calendar
year 1970. H.R. 1 would eliminate the matching provisions of
present law. The basic Federal benefits for the aged blind, and
disabled ($150 for individuals or $200 for couples when the bill
is fully effectie In ,1975) would be financed entirely from Federal
funds. Any State supplemental benefits would be financed en-
tirely from State funds. AS a result, it is estimated that in fiscal
year 1973 there would be 21 States In which total Federal pay-
ments for persons in the ad, biOnd, and disabled categorieswould be less under H, 1 tanunder.current law; these States
would be protected b a savings c,64 4 In the bill .

Because of tht .stl4!Jbh1ent of Uniform minimum assistance
standards and the. ad o tI.n of uniform definitions of d sability
and blindness; both the'1970S•ent" bill and H.R. 1 would n mke
many persons- eli ble-fo6ra1d-to the-aged, blindý and disabledfor the first time, Under last year's Senate bill, tes W9ul dbe
reH Ired tQ:pr Id medI assi fo| n1w eli tb es. Under
sons whO would be 0 f f_ r . . . u"tr ent•tl W
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Chart 5

Aid to the Aged,, Blindand Disabled
1970 Senate @*I

* State required to gu.rAn.
tee minimum monthly
income of l3Oforsinle
persort, 20O for couple;
nofod"plglbllty

.stte-administered
*Federal matching as
under parent law (between
50% and 83Y., regardless oF
pIyment level set by State);
fwAl relief provision-guar-
anteed. Stais savingsof
10% below current costs
of aid to ad blinddisabled

*State sets eligibility
standards

*All cash assistance
recipients must be
covered under Medicaid

H.R. I
oF-edmI .uffr"anted minimum
mwnth Income of $150
for leeeeee " n, O$200for
couple; no food stamp
eligibility

o Federally administered
e 100% Federal payment brinr

monthly incme upto *0 (02oo
for couple);optional Stte
supplementation wholly from
Stcte funds; 21 States receive
lower Federal matcig under
this, butsavino ow mits
State fare costs to current
level if"r ncondi onsa- met

*Federal eligibility
standards

*Medicuid coverage may
remain at 197f eJigibility
level

I |11 II _ I lil _ I . IIIII II . IIIIII . I _ H a l ] III I
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CHART 6

AID TO THE AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED: RECIPIENTS UNDER
PRESENT LAW AND NUMBER ELIGIBLE UNDER H.R. 1

Under present programs of aid to the aged, blind, and disabled,
there were 2.8 million recipients in 1967. By March 1971 that
number had Increased to 3.1 million, of whom 2.1 million were
aged, about 80,000 were blind and just under 1 million were
disabled. The department of Health, Education, and Welfare
estimates that the caseload in these programs would continue to
Increase under current law at a rate of 2 percent per year for the
aged and 5 percent per year for the blind and disabled. Using
these assumptions, it is estimated that there would be 3.4 million
recipients of aid to the aged, blind, and disabled by 1973 and 3.6
million by 1977.

By providing increased levels of assistance in many States and
by setting uniform Federal standards with respect to the limitation
on resources, the definitions of disability and blindness and other
factors, H.R. 1 would make 6.2 million persons eligible for as.
sistance when the bill first became effective in fiscal 1973. This
represents 2.8 million more than the number of projected
recipients under present law. In 1974 and 1975 the minimum
Federal assistance standards would be increased under H.R. 1.
This increase In standards together with continued caseload
growth from other factors (estimated by the Department at 2
percent annually under the bill for the blind and disabled as well
as for the aged) would bring the number of recipients to 7.1 million
in 1975. The caseload growth factors would increase this to 7.2
million by 1977, which is exactly double the 3.6 million pro-
jected under present law.
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Chart 6

Aid to the Aged., Blind.,and Disabled
Recipients under present law and
number eligible under H. R. i

7.2rmil

1967 197 1977'
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CHART 7

PROVISIONS IN H.R. 1 AFFECTING SOCIAL SERVICES
Under present law, social services for recipients of Aid to

Families with Dependent Children and for recipients of assistance
for the aged blind, and disabled are provided by the States with
75 percent Federal matching of the costs involved. This matching
is provided on an open.ended basis so that each State determines
the amount of-funds it wfll receive under these programS. It Is
estimated that the Federal share of social services for fiscal year
1972 will be $965 million nationally with individual States
receiving amounts ranging from less than $1 million In Wyoming
to a high of $236 million In California.

Under H.R. 1, Federal matching for State-provided social
services would remain at 75 percent, but open.ended matching
would be available only for child care and family planning services.
Other services would be eligible for Federal funding only to the
extent that the Congress appropriates funds; In fiscal year 1973,
appropriations could not exceed $800 million for social services
other tan child care and family planning.

H.R. 1 would provide a three-part formula for the allocation
among the States of funds for those services which are subject
to the closed.end appropriation. First, each State would receive
funds equal to its allocation for the prior year; second, $50
million would be allocated among those States which in the
preceding year had relatively low expenditures for social serve.
in relation to the number of welfare recipients; and third, any
remaining appropriations would b~eeflocated in proportion to the
number of persons receiving Federal assistance payments under
the provisions of the bill. Atable j Iglng the allocation of funds
among the States appears on pages 4-41.

H.R, 1 would also provide Jpr 100 percent Federal funding of
child care and other services provided by the Departmeet of
lab e i n be __H " -Fduation, andfWelfare to
enabTlepersons, getting Fader al asistance payments to partici.
pfa in workLtraining,,or rohablJtation programs.

The bill's imitation on s~cla setvices expenditures would not
affect the existing ONh!d welfare $ rvio program. Another provi.slon of the bill would sexPnd FdWral support for child welfare
services by establishing an ado t6n and foster care services
program under which"7tates • •75 pejlent F~grql
mo tofn gefcr ex en8 t services (Incluldtng
.pa eymentpto anrtr-vlding foster care), F6o

tIs program, the a l! dio0, 0tuor an appropriation of 150
rr;1llon Tor fiscal,,yI'trlrn Ubsquentyears to$220

llllon for fiscal year -J7B and ! n
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Chart 7
Provisions in H.RI Afectn Sorces
*Federal welfare progrumm" des 100% funding
for suppotve services required for participation in
work, training, and rehabilitatfonprogrum

0100% Federal funding of child care for Federal
welfare recipients
Stae-administerd social services programsfor
i4ed blind, and disabled persons and needy
families, with:

- 75% Federal matching
- Fedeml matching for child care and family

planning on open-erded basis
- Federal funds for other services limited to

amounts appropriated
-Formula foralloting Federal funds based on

present State funding levls and number oF
welfare recipients, with additional amounts
for States with lower serMv exenditre rates

.Child welfare services it grnt program
continued, with additional ermvarkmeauthori7*Eon
for foster care and adoption services
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CHART 8

SAVINGS CLAUSE
In a number of States present welfare recipients would have

less total Income under the new Federal program established by
H.R. 1 than they now receive under current programs. In addition,
H.R. 1 would make such persons Ineligible for food stamps which,
when available, are generally worth about $120 per year for assist-
ance recipients who are aged, blind, or disabled and up to about
$1,000 for a family of four.

If a State wished to assure that welfare recipients within its
borders would not suffer a net loss In Income as a result of H.R. 1,
it would have to supplement the basic Federal payments in an
amount sufficient to bring each of the recipients' income up to an
amount equal to the level of assistance now provided plus the
value of food stamps available at that level of Income.

There would be no formula for direct Federal matching of these
supplemental State payments, but States would be assured under
a savings clause, that the total cost of providing such supplemen.
tation Tor families and for the aged, blind and disabled would
not exceed the level of expenditures for such assistance in calen.
dar year 1971. Thus the State would pay the full cost of any sup-
plementation until those costs reached 1971 levels; the Federal
Government would then pay 100 percent of all costs above that
level.

It Is estimated that If all States elected to maintain current
assistance levels adjusted to compensate for the loss of food
stamps, there would be 25 States which would spend more in
fiscal year 1973 than they did in calendaryear 1971. The Federal
payments under the savings clause for those 25 States in 1973
would total $1.1 billion.

A State would be eligible for the protection of the savings clause
only if it agreed to Federal administration of the supplemental
payment program..Also, the savings clause would only apply to
assistance payments up to the level of the State's existing pro-
grams (with an Increase permitted equal to the value of food
stamps). Thus the savings clause would not apply to State sup-
plementation based on a paymenlevel Increased by more thanhe value of food stamps, or to supplementation provided to
families headed by a fully employed male or to supplementationfor families headed by on unemployed lather unless the State
now made welfare payments to such a family.
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Chart 8

Savings Clause
Under savings clause in H.R. 1, Federal
Government pyys,
* No part of State supplementation

until State costs exceed 1971 costs
# 100%7 of costs above 1971 level

Subject to these limitaations:
* Applies only if State agrees to

Federal administration of State
supplementation program

* Applies only to the extent that
State supplemeutation- does not
exceed 1971 payment levels
,(adjustedc atState~s o•pion to
compensate for loss of food
stamp eligibility)
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CHART 9

FISCAL RELIEF TO THE STATES
The Department of Health,' Education, and Welfare estimates

that in fiscal 1973 under existing law, State and local govern.
ments will spend $5.1 billion (Includinge $0 million In adminis.
trative costs) as their share of assistance families with children
and to the aged, blind, and disabled. Under H.R. 1, their expendi-
tures for welfare payments (supplementing the wholly Federal
benefits) would be $3.5 billion on the assumption that all States
maintained current assistance levels with an Increase to compen-
sate for the loss of food stamp eligiIbillty by the recipients. This
$3.5 billion does not Include any administration costs since the
estimate also assumes that States will elect to have the Federal
Government administer their supplemental payment programs.
Thus ofthe $5.5 billion estimated Increase in total Federal welfare
expenditures under H.R. 1, $3.9 billion represents Increased pro-
gram costs and $1.6 billion represents a replacement of State
funds with Federal funds.



19

Chart 9

Fisca I Relief to States

Fiscal year 1973 welfare costs,
including administrative costs

Total
cost

FederalI
cost

Present $14.5biL $9.4bil.
law Mouc",-

184 biV. Is.9b6b.

State
cost

$5.1 bil.

3Sbi1.

Change - 1.6bil.

Thus under H.R. 1, $1.6 billion
in State funds would be
replaced y• y t un&

HoR. 1

+3.o9bt b+.5.5bil.
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TABLE 1.--OLD.AGE ASSISTANCE: MONTHLY AMOUNT FOR BASIC NEEDS UNDER FULL STANDARD AND
PAYMENT STANDARD AND LARGEST AMOUNT PAID FOR BASIC NEEDS FOR AN AGED WOMAN, BY STATE,
MARCH 1971

Largest amounl Id for basic

Monthly amount for basic needs Percent
of full

State Payment standard' standard
for basic

Other than needs In
Full standard Total rent Rent Amount col. (1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Alabama ..................... $146 $146 $106 $40 $103 71
Alaska ....................... 250 250 200 80
Arizona ...................... 118 118 73 45 118 100
Arkansas ..................... 104 104 69 35 100 96
California .................... 178 178 115 63 178 100

Colondo ..................... 137 137 137 100Connectlcut ................. 176 176 176 100
Delawar ........ ............ 130 130 69 61 130 100
District of Columbia ......... 204 153 85 868 153 75
Florida ....................... 114 114 64 50 114 100

Georgia ...................... 96 96 66 30 87 91
Guam ........................
HawaII ..................... 12 127 72
Idaho ........................ 153 153 88 65 153 100
Illinois ....................... 183 183 86 97 183 100



Indiana ...................... 185 185 85 100 80 43
Iowa ..a...................... . 122 113 81 32 113 93
Kansas ...................... 133 133 78 '55 133 100
Kentucky ..................... 94 94 71 23 94 100
Louisiana .................... 143 143 108 35 100 70
Maine ........................ 115 115 72 43 115 100
Maryland .................... 128 95 54 41 95 74
Massachusetts ............... 170 170 123 47 170 100
Michigan ..................... 126 162 77 85 162 100
Minnesota ................... 148 148 78 70 148 100
Mississippi .................. 120 120 80 40 60 58
Missouri .................... 166 166 126 40 85 51
Montana ..................... 120 111 82 29 111 92
Nebraska ................... 182 182 82 100 182 100
Nevada ...................... 168 168 117 51 168 100
New Hampshire .............. 173 173 103 70 173 100
New Jersey .................. 157 157 82 '75 157 100
New Mexico ................. 116 116 79 37 116 100
New York .................... 159 159 84 "75 159 100
North Carolina ............... 112 112 40 872 112 110
North Dakota ................ 149 149 87 '62 149 100
Ohio ........................ 122 122 64 $58 122 100
Oklahoma .................... 127 127 97 30 127 100
Oregon ....................... 141 113 74 39 113 80
Pennsylvania ................. 146 146 81 65 146 100
Puerto Rico .................. 54 54 34 '20 22 40
Rhode Island ................ 164 164 84 80 164 100
South Carolina ............... 87 87 52 35 80 92
South Dakota ................ 180 180 80 100 180 100
Tennessee ................... 102 102 69 33 97 95

S fonotes at ena d1 table.



TABLE 1-OLD AGE ASSISTANCE, BASIC NEEDS FOR AN AGED WOMAN-Continued

Largest amou~f Id for basic

Monthly amount for basic needs Percent
of full

State Payment standard a standard
for basic

Other then needs In
Full standard Total rent Rent Amount col. (1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Texas ........................
U tah .........................
Verm ont .....................
Virgin Islands ................
Virginia ......................

Washington ..................
West Virginia ................
W isconsin ....................Wyom ing ....................

115
129177

192
146
108
139

115
90

177

1 P~

192
76

108
139

82
67
92

92
43
63
94

33
'23
85

100
33

'45
45

115
90

177

192
76

108
104

100
70

100
52

100
75

'Payment standard for an aged woman living alone In rented
quarters for which monthly rental, unless otherwise Indicated, is at
least as large as the maximum amount allowed by the State for this
Item.

Data not reported.
I Utilities Included in rent.
'Estimated average.
'Heat Included in rent. Higher rent authorized with supervisory

approval.

Note: The full standard is the amount necessary for basic needs
as defined In the State's plan. The payment standard Is the amount
from which Income "available for basic needs" Is subtracted to
determine the amount of assistance to which an aged woman is
entitled. This Is also the amount used to determine whether or not
financial eligibility exists. The largest amount paid Is the total
monthly payment for basic needs made under State law or agency
regulations to an aged woman with no other Income.



TABLE 2.-OLD.AGE ASSISTANCE: MONTHLY AMOUNT FOR BASIC NEEDS UNDER FULL STANDARD AND
PAYMENT STANDARD AND LARGEST AMOUNT PAID FOR BASIC NEEDS FOR AN AGED COUPLE, BY
STATE, MARCH 1971

Largest amountjpaid for basic
nee a

Monthly amount for basic needs Percent
of full

Payment standard' standard
for basic

Other than needs In
State Full standard Total rent Rent Amount col. (1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Alabama ..................... $242 $242 $202 $40 $206 85
Alaska ....................... 350 350 (')4() 350 100
Arizona ...................... 164 164 14 8 164 100
Arkansas ..................... 159 159 124 35 159 100
California .................... 320 320 230 90 320 100

Colorado ..................... 274 274 274 100
Connecticut ................. 224 224 12 98 224 100
Delaware.................. 184 184 113 71 184 100
District of Columbia 36.......... 18 2 163 373 236 75
Florida ....................... 160 160 110 50 160 100

Georgia ...................... 157 157 122 35 157 100
Guam w ................. .
Guamai..................... 1991 i 199
Idaho ........................ 190 190 125 65 190 100
Illinois ....................... 224 224 127 97 224 100

See footnotes at end of table.



TABLE 2.-OLD.AGE ASSISTANCE, BASIC NEEDS FOR AN AGED COUPLE--Continued

Largest amount ald for basic

Monthly amount for basic needs Percent
of full

State Payment standard' standard
for basic

Other than needs in
Full standard Total rent Rent Amount col. (1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Indiana ...................... 247 247 147 100 160 65
Iowa ......................... 186 172 128 44 172 92
Kansas ...................... 175 175 120 '55 175 100
Kentucky ................. 156 156 128 30 156 100
Louisiana .................... 231 231 196 35 188 81

Maine ........................ 198 198 130 68 198 100
Maryland ..................... 183 129 88 41 129 70
Massachusetts ............... 247 247 200 47 247 100
Michigan .................... 210 210 125 85 210 100
Minnesota .................. 205 205 130 75 205 100

Mississippi .................. 184 184 144 40 130 71
Missouri. .................... 242  242  192  50  170  70

Montana ..................... 192 175 138 37 175 91
Nebraska .................... 235 235 135 100 235 100
Nevada ....................... 269 269 206 63 269 100



New Hampshire ..............
New Jersey ..................
New Mexico ..................
New York .....................
North Carolina ...............
North Dakota .................
O hio ..........................
Oklahom a ....................
Oregon........................
Pennsylvania .................
Puerto Rico ..................
Rhode Island .................
South Carolina ...............
South Dakota ................
Tennessee ...................
Texas ........................
U tah .........................
Verm ont ......................
Virgin Islands ................
Virginia .....................
Washington ..................
West Virginia .................
W isconsin ....................
W yom ing .....................

I' Payment standard for the specified type of family living by Itself
In rented quarters for which monthly rental, unless otherwise Indi-
cated, Is at least as large as the maximum amount allowed by the
State for this Item.

I Data not reported.
' Utilities Included in rent.
' Estimated average.
' Heat included in rent. Higher rent authorized with supervisory

approval.

Note: The full standard Is the amount necessary for basic needs as
defined In the State's plan. The payment standard Is the amount
from which Income "available for basic needs" Is subtracted to
determine the amount of assistance to which an aged couple Is en-
titled. This is also the amount used to determine whether or not
financial eligibility exists. The largest amount paid Is the total
monthly payment for basic needs made under State law or agency
regulations to an aged couple with no other Income.

228
232
155
219
147
192
200
206
200
218
88

211
121
220
142
184
182
233

247
186
164
195

228
232
155
219
147
192
200
206
160
218

88
211
121
220
142
184
144
233

247
97

164
195

158
142
118
134
75

130
120
176
120
139

68
131
86

120
109
151
108148

147
64
99

150

70
'90

37
4185
'72
'62
'80

30
40
79

'20
80
35

100
33
33

'36
85

100
33

'65
45

228
232
155
219
147
192
200
206
160
218

35
211
121
220
142
184
144
233

247
97

164
178

100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
80

100
40

100
100
100
100
100
79

100

100
52

100
91



TABLE 3.-AID TO THE BLIND: MONTHLY AMOUNT FOR BASIC NEEDS UNDER FULL STANDARD AND
PAYMENT STANDARD AND LARGEST AMOUNT PAID FOR BASIC NEEDS FOR A BLIND PERSON, BY STATE,
JULY 1970

Monthly amount for basic needs Largest amountpald for basic

Payment standard ' Percent of full
Amount standard for

State Full standard Total Other then rent Rent basic needs

A71
Alabama ..................... $105 $105 65 $40 $75 71
Alaska ....................... 250 250 50 65 2000
Arizona ...................... 118 118
Arkansas .................... 9 98 3598
California .................... 185 185 122 63 185 100

Colorado ..................... 100 100 58 '42 100 100
Connecticut .................. 176 176 78 98 176 100
Delaware ............District of Columbia .......... 1I l•RJ a 49 IR A•J

Florida ....................... 114 114 64 50 75 66

Georgia...................... 96 96 66 30 87 91
Guam ........................ (1 ) 1:) () g
Hawaii....................... . 1 7
Idaho ......................... 153 153 88 65 153 100
Illinois....................... L81 181 86 95 181 100



Indiana ....................... 144 144 85 '59 95 66
Iowa .......................... 122 105 75 30 105 86
Kansas ....................... 112 112 74 38 112 100
Kentucky ..................... 94 94 71 23 94 100
Louisiana .................... 106 106 71 35 101 95

Maine ........................ 115 115 72 43 115 100
Maryland ..................... 128 95 54' 41 95 74
Massachusetts ............... 180 180 (') 180 100
Michigan ..................... 156 15671 85 156 100
Minnesota .................... 148 148 78 70 148 100

Mississippi ................... 112 112 72 40 60 54
Missouri .................... 155 155 115 40 90 58
Montana .................... 120 111 82 29 111 92
Nebraska .................... 182 182 82 100 182 100
Nevada ....................... 155 155 80 75 155 100

New Hampshire .............. 173 173 103 70 173 100
New Jersey ................... 173 173 98 375 173 100
New Mexico .................. 116 116 79 37 116 100
New York ..................... 159 159 84 "75 159 100
North Carolina ............... 126 126 54 '72 126 100

North Dakota ................. 149 149 87 62 149 100
Ohio .......................... 122 122 64 '58 122 100
Oklahoma................ 127 127 97 30 127 100
Oregon ....................... 151 151 110 41 15 100
Pennsylvania ................. 150 150 105 45 105 70

See footnotes at ecd of table.



TABLE 3.-AID TO THE BLIND.-Contlnued

Monthly amount for basic needs

Payment standard'

Total Other than rent Rent

Largest amountraid for basic

Percent of full
Amount standard for

basic needs

Puerto Rico ..................
Rhode Island ................
South Carolina ...............
South Dakota ................
Tennessee ...................
Texas ........................
Utfk....................*
Verm ont ..... ...............
Virgin Islands .........
Virginia ......................
Washington .................
West Virginia .........
W isconsin ....................
Wyom ing .....................

1Payment standard fora blind person living alone In rented quarters
for which monthly rental, unless otherwise Indicated, Is at least as
large as the maximum amount allowed by the State for this item.

SEstimated average.
'Data not reported.
' Utilities included In rent.'Heat Included In rent. Higher rent authorized with supervisory

approval.

Note: The full standard is the amount necessary for basic needs
as defined In the State's plan. The payment standard Is the amount
from which Income "available for basic needs" Is subtracted to
determine the amount of assistance to which a blind person Is
entitled. This Is also the amount used to determine whether or not
financial eligibility exists. The largestamount paid isthe total month.

payment for basic needs made under State law or agency regula-
tons to a blind person with no other Income.

State Full standard

54
164
98

180
102
115
129
177
52

153
192
146

54
164
98

180
102
115
110
177
52

153
192
76

342
84
63
80
69
8282
92
40
58
9243

20
80
35

100
33
33

'28
85
12
45

10033

22
164
95

180
97

109
100
177
52

153
192
76

40
100
97

100
95
9578

100
100
100
10052



TABLE 4.-AID TO THE PERMANENTLY AND TOTALLY DISABLED: MONTHLY AMOUNT FOR BASIC NEEDS
UNDER FULL STANDARD AND PAYMENT STANDARD AND LARGEST AMOUNT PAID FOR BASIC NEEDS FOR
A DISABLED PERSON, BY STATE, JULY 1970

Monthly amount for basic needs Largest amount ald for basic

Payment standard I Percent of full
Amount standard for

State Full standard Total Other than rent Rent basic needs

Alabama ..................... $122 $122 $82 $40 $71 58
Alaska ................... 250 250 185 65 200 80
Arizona ...................... 118 118 73 45 118 100
Arkansas ..................... 98 98 63 35 90 92
California .................... 166 166 103 63 166 100
Colorado ..................... 101 101 58 '43 101 100
Connecticut .................. 176 176 78 98 176 100
Delaware. . - ,-.,-,.I 13a 80- 40- 40 80 62
District of Columbia .......... 178 151 83 '68 151 85
Florida ....................... 114 114 64 50 75 66
Georgia ...................... 96 96 66 30 87 91

uam ........................
Guamai..................... 127 12 72 (4)12?

Idaho ........................ 153 153 88 65 153 100
Illinois ....................... 181 181 86 95 181 100
Indiana ...................... 144 144 85 '59 80 56
Iowa .......................... 122 113 81 32 113 93
Kansas ....................... 112 112 74 38 112 100
Kentucky ..................... 94 94 71 23 94 100
Louisiana .................... 95 95 45 250 66 69

Bee footnotes at end of table.



TABLE 4.-AID TO THE PERMANENTLY AND TOTALLY DISABLED.-Continued

Monthly amount for basic needs Largest amo=,f id for basic

Payment standard Percent of full
Amount standard for

State Full standard Total Other than rent Rent basic needs

Maine. ................ 115 115 72 43 115 100
Maryland .................... 128 95 54 41 95 74
Massachusetts ............... 167 167 120 47 167 100
Michigan ..................... 156 156 71 85 156 100
Minnesota ...... Y............ 1-40- 148 78 70 148 100
Mississippi ................... 112 112 72 40 60 54
Missouri .................... 155 155 115 40 80 52
Montana ..................... 120 111 82 29 111 92
Nebraska .................... 182 182 82 100 182 100
New Hampshire .............. 173 173 103 70 173 100
New Jersey .................. 157 157 82 175 157 100
New Mexico .................. 116 116 79 37 116 100
New York .................... 159 159 84 2"75 159 100
North Carolina ............... 112 112 40 72 112 100
North Dakota ................ 149 149 87 62 149 100
Ohio ......................... 122 112 54 '58 112 92
Oklahoma .................... 127 127 97 30 127 100
Oregon ....................... 141 113 74 39 113 80



Pennsylvania .................
Puerto Rico ..................

Rhode islandd .................
South Carolina ...............
South Dakota ................
Tennessee ...................
Texas ........................

U tah .........................
Verm ont .....................
Virgin Islands ................
Virginia ......................
Washington ..................

West Virginia ................
W isconsin ....................
Wyoming .....................

' Payment standard fore disabled person IlvIngalone in rented quar-
tersfor which monthly rental, unless otherwise Indicated, Is at least
as largas s the maximum amount allowed by the State for this item.

SEstimated average.
SUtilities Included in rent.
Data not reported.

* Heat Included in rent. Higher rent authorized with supervisory
approval.

Note: The full standard is the amount necessary for basic needs
as defined In the State's plan. The payment standard Is the amount
from which income "available for basic needs" is subtracted to
determine the amount of assistance to which a disabled person is
entitled. This is also the amount used to determine whether or not
financial eligibility exists. The largest amount paid Isths total month-

payment for basic needs made under State law or agency regula.
tons to a disabled person with no other Income.

146
54

164
87

180
102
115

129
177
52

152
190

146

146
54

164
87

180
102
115

99
177
52

152
190

76

81
34

84
52
80
69
82

74
92
40
57
90
43

65
120

80
35

100
33
33

125
85
12

595
100

133

146
22

164
80

180
97

109

99
177
52

152
190

76

100
40

100
92

100
95
95

77
100
100
100
100

52



CHART A

PERSONS AGED 65 OR OVER RECEIVING OAA MONEY PAYMENTS, OASDHI CASH BENEFITS.
OR BOTH PER 1,000 POPULATION AGED 65 OR OVER, JUNE OF SELECTED YEARS 1940-1969

NtIMER PER 1O000
1,000

800 - OASDHI

200 OAA

$00 PolI

400

30

Io0

Is" I"S W1o0 190 960 I55 1969
wgo-ua-am- u se



TABLE 5.-NUMBER OF PERSONS AGED 65 OR OVER RECEIVING OASDHI CASH BENEFITS, OAA MONEY
PAYMENTS, OR BOTH, BY STATE, FEBRUARY 1970

Number Number per 1,000 aged population

Both
State Unduplicated OASDHI' OM Both OASDHI Undupl= . OAS)HI OAA OASDHI

total and OAA cata d total and OAA

Total' .......... 17,719,000 16,903,000 2,060,000 1,243,000 896 855 104 63

Alabama ............. 296,000 250,000 111,000 4600 940 794 351 205
Alaska............. 5,500 4,900 1,600 1,000 780 700 227 148
Arizona........... 135,000 129,000 13,500 7,700 942 902 94 54
Arkansas ............. 219,000 190,000 57,200 28,100 957 830 250 123
California ............ 1,570,000 1,496,000 316,000 242,000 908 865 183 140

Colorado ............. 166,000 153,000 34,500 21,100 905 832 187 114
Connecticut .......... 251,000 248,000 8,000 4,700 897 883 28 17
Delaware ............. 38,800 38,300 2,200 1,700 883 870 50 38
Districtof Columbia.. 51,900 50,400 2,800 1,400 774 752 42 21
Florida ............... 794,000 770,00 64,300 40,000 929 901 75 47

Georgia .............. 321,000 281,000 92,700 52,800 901 789 260 148
Hawaii ............... 39,400 38,600 2,200 1,400 896 877 50 32
Idaho ................ 61,500 60,300 3,500 2,300 918 900 52 34
Illinois ............... 943,000 924,000 38,100 19,600 861 844 35 18
Indiana .............. 439,000 434,000 16,700 11,400 898 888 34 23

See footnotes at end of table.



TABLE 5.-NUMBER OF PERSONS AGED 65 OR OVER RECEIVING OASDHI CASH BENEFITS, OAA MONEY
PAYMENTS, OR BOTH, BY STATE, FEBRUARY 1970-Continued

Number Number per 1,000 aged population

Both
State UnduplIcated OASDHI OAA Both OASDHI Undupli. OASDHI OAA OASDHI

total and OAA cated total and OAA

Iowa .................. 317,000 309,000 23,900 15,700 906 883 68 45
Kansas......... .. ~3Q0 j 14,70Q 856 53 126
Kentucky ........ 340 64,80 38,000 194 14
Louisiana..........268,000 2' 119,000 72,700 917 757 409 249
Maine ................ 106,000 103,000 10,700 7,400 908 880 91 63

Maryland ............. 245,000 240,000 8,300 3,500 865 848 29 12
Massachusetts ....... 543,000 531,000 50,800 38,300 857 838 80 60
Michigan ............. 695,000 680,000 37,700 22,400 919 898 50 30
Minnesota ........... 363,000 354,000 21,900 12,900 890 868 54 32
Mississippi ........... 201,000 171,000 72,400 42,300 926 788 334 195

Missouri ............. 495,000 462,000 93,100 59,800 886 e26 166 107
Montana ........... 61,800 60,000 3,600 1,800 909 882 53 27
Nebraska ............ 163,000 158,000 8,100 3,500 903 878 45 19
Nevada............ 25,400 24,300 3,400 2,300 908 868 121 81
New Hampshire ...... 71,100 70,000 4,400 3,300 888 875 55 42



New Jersey ...........
New Mexico ..........
New York .............
North Carolina..
North Dakota ....

Ohio ..................
Oklahoma ............
Oregon ..............
Pennsylvania .........
Puerto Rico ..........

Rhode Island .........
South Carolina .......
South Dakota ........
Tennessee ...........
Texas ................

Utah .................
Vermont .............
Virginia ..............
Washington ..........
West Virginia .........

Wisconsin ............
Wyoming .............

601,000
61,000

1,720,00C
371,000

60,300

870,000
268,000
202,000

1,116,000
146,000

91,400
171,000
73,500

340,000
865s000

66,800
43,400

310,000
287,000
175,000

595,000
56,000

1,686,000
350,000

58,700

845,000
235,000
200,000

1,093:000
125,000

90,700
157,000
71,400

312,000
771,000

64,600
42,200

303,000
279,000
167,000

16,100
9,300

93,100
37,900

3,900

58,100
74,900
7,400

47,800
21,300

3,800
19,000
4,400

52,900
233,0O0

3,600
4,400

12,000
23,200
12,700

9,800
3,900

58,700
16,500
2,300

32,700
42,000

4,900
24,0800

190

3,100
5,1002,400

25,000
139,000

1,400
3,200
5,300

15,600
4,500

887
890
871
917
914

871
924
929
891
931

896
919
918
909
904

903
851
875
916
894

878
812
854
864
889

846
810
917
873
796

889
844
892
834
806

873
827
856
891
852

429,000 422,000 18,600 11,200 923 908
26,200 25,600 1,600 1,100 872 853

State data estimated as of Jan. 31, 1970, by the Social Security Does not Include Guam and the Virgin Islands; data not reported.
I State dat estimated as of Jan. 31. 1970,Administration.

24
135
47
94
60
58

258
34
38

136

38
102
55

141
244

48
87
34
74
65

14
57
30
41
35

33
145
23
20
1

31
27
29
67

146

19
63
15
50
23

40
54

24
35

by the Social Security I Does not Include Guam and the Virgin Islands; date not reported.
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TABLE 6.-NUMBER OF AGED BLIND, AND DISABLED WELFARE
RECIPIENTS, DECEMBER 6F EACH YEAR, 1936 TO DATE

(Thousands of recipients]

Year Aged Blind Disabled

1936.
1937.
1938.
1939.
1940.

1941.
1942.
1943.
1944.
1945.

1946.
1947.
1948.
1949.
1950.

1951.
1952.
1953.
1954.
1955.

1956 .....
1957 .....
1958 .....0.
1959 .....
1960 .....

1961 .........
1962.....
1963.64 .........
S965 ..........

1966 ...........
196/.

...... ,t~ ••

0o a 6o 6 o 00 0 a 0o 0

0 0o 6 6oe0 0 0 0

1,108
1,579
1,779
1,912
2,070,

2,238
2,230
2,149
2,066
2,056

2,196
2,332
2,498
2,736
2,786

2,701
2,635
2,582
2,553
2,538

2,499
2,480

2,3702,305

,229

2,120
2,087

2,073
2,0731111

45.2
56.1
66.6
69.8
73.4

77.3
79.1
75.7
72.3
71.5

76.7
81.1
85.8
92.7
97.5

97.2
98.5
99.6

102.0
104.0

107.0
108.0
110.0
108.0
107.0

103.0
98.7
96.9
95.5
85.1

83.7
82.6
80.7
8O6A
81.0

69

124
161
192
222
241

266
290
325
346
369

389
428
464509
557

588
646
702
803
935

0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0ee

0 ae
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TABLE 7.-PROPORTION OF POPULATION RECEIVING PUBLIC
ASSISTANCE MONEY PAYMENTS (RECIPIENT RATES) BY
PROGRAM, JUNE OF EACH YEAR, 1940 TO DATE

[All data excludes recipients receiving only vendor payments for medical care)

Recipients of
Recipients of Recipients of aid to the perma-

old-age assist- aid to the blind nently and totally
ance per 1,000 per 100,000 disabled per

population, aged population, aged 1,000 population,
June of each year 65 and over 18 and over aged 18 to 64

1940.....
1941.
1942.....
1943 .....
1944 .....

1945 .....
1946 .....
1947 .....
1948 .....
1949 .....

1950 ......
1951 ......
1952 ......
1953 ......
1954 ......

1955.
1956.
1957.
1958.
1959.

1960 ..............
1961 ..............
1962 ..............
1963 ..............
1964 ........

1965 ..............1, 66 .......... ,...967 ........968 .............
1969 ........

19704 ...... .....

217
233
234
2"9
205

194
194
202
205
218

225
213
199
189
181

172
166
160
153
146

139
132
126
122
118

115

109

104

100

78
81
87
89
86

82
76
79
83
87

93
93
93
93
94

95
96
97
96
96

93
90
85
82
80

77
68
66
63
61

1.1
1.6
1.9
2.3

2.5
2.7
2.9
3.2
3.5

3.6
3.8
4.1
4.4
4.7

5.1
5.4
5.7
6.2
6.8

60 7.7



TABLE 8.-ESTIMATED FEDERAL SHARE OF SOCIAL SERVICE COST

(In thousands)

Estimated Federal share,
fiscal year 1972

Foster
care

Child under Social
welfare AFDC I services I

Estimated Federal share, fiscal year 1973 (H.R. 1)

Foster Child Closed-
care. Adoptions care Family end

Child under and foster (State plan. social
Total s welfare AFDC' care matched) ning services

Alabama........ $1,009 $1,271 $5,417
Alaska ............. 124 194 2,469
Arizona ......... .. 491 49 3,990
Arkansas ........... 577 191 2,004
California ......... 3,334 10,600 235,936

Colorado ........ .. 547
Connecticut ......... 514
Delaware........ 172
District of Columbia. 166
Florida ........... 1,404

252 18,511
135 12,375
370 4,175
72 10,131

457 18,658

Georgia ....... 1,210 1,006 15,912
Guam .......... 100 ... . 110
Hawaii ... . 218 59 2,520
Idaho ....... ..... 256 238 1,727
Illinois.... ... 1,925 6,726 31,987

Indiana.. 1,160 744 4,125
Iowa........... 666 314 8,973
Kansas......... 532 1,873 7,415
Kentucky ........... 881 1,066 7,447
Louisiana ......... 1,073 864 2,318

Maine.......... 306 862 3,783
Maryland .......... 795 1,849 23,077
Massachusetts .. 1,041 120 7,767
Michigan ............ 1,835 2,310 44,483
Minnesota......... 903 8,335 15,540

$7,697 $1,320 $1,690 $2,834 $1,300 $471 $6,400
2,787 140 258 263 10 22 2,326
4,530 630 65 1,498 287 202 3,535
2,772 746 254 1,513 300 65 3,047

249,870 4,415 14,098 15,458 14,000 1,577 209,276

19,310 705 335 1,828 423
13,024 660 180 2,358 628
4,717 205 492 456 200

10,369 198 96 530 710
20,519 1,846 608 4,941 4,668

18,128 1,588 1,338 3,814 10,025
210 110 .......... 86 38

2,797 267 78 613 52
2,221 318 316 609 38

40,638 2,540 8,946 8,806 381

154 13,248
88 10,194

119 2,360
192 7,414
718 17,669

3.R6 11,555
4 116

82 2,567
4 1,807

825 23,935

6,029 1,527 989 4,301 1,300 161 2,710
9,953 864 418 2,274 59 88 8,245
9,820 685 2,491 1,741 75 79 7,527
9,394 1,150 1,418 2,597 100 190 4,967

14,255 1,405 1,149 3,210 1,342 319 14,260
1

4,951 384 1,146 791 1,370 38 3,235
25,721 1,036 2,459 3,174 1,812 460 19,268

8,928 1,363 159 4,409 9,000 148 5,158
48,628 2,420 3,072 7,565 1,580 412 31,573
24,778 1,180 11,086 3,222 235 141 15,610

$14,015
3,019
6,2175,925

258.824

16,693
14,108 ;
3,832
9,140

30,450

28,706
354

3,659
3,092

45,433

10,988
11,948
12,598
10,422
21,685

6,964
28,209
20,237
46,622
31,474

State Total



Mississippi .......... 756
Missouri ............ 1,037
Montana .......... .. 238
Nebraska ............ 383
Nevada ............. 150

355 960
346 13,894
201 2,095
324 5,530
193 1,450

New Hampshire... 230 570 1,639
New Jersey ........ 1,238 470 28,050
New Mexico........ 355 222 5,830
New York ......... 2,802 4,000 109,623
North Carolina ....... 1,347 984 15,244

North Dakota ........ 227 390 2,453
Ohio .............. .. 2,240 640 18,295
Oklahoma......... 650 2,273 6,911
Oregon .............. 498 1,159 34,251
Pennsylvania ....... 2,347 1,219 61,864

Puerto Rico........1,088 ......... 3,991
Rhode Island ........ 240 88 5,797
South Carolina ...... 802 46 4,929
South Dakota ....... 236 361 2,407
Tennessee ........... 1,050 964 17,693

Texas ................ 2,720 1,567 20,969
Utah ................. 367 157 3,563
Vermont ............. 176 305 1,647
Virgin Islands ....... 94......
Virginia ............. 1,095 1,596 " 3•. 2'

Washington.......... 719 1,582 35,498
West Virginia ........ 509 312 11,'925
Wisconsin ........... 1,020 4,355 33,365
Wyoming ........... 147 55 839

2,071 984 472
15,277 1,357 460
2,534 294 267
6,237 486 431
1,793 178 257

1,936
3,628

578
1,187

386

950
50
75

600
38

2,439 283 758 601 150
29,758 1,626 626 5,472 2,100

6,407 450 295 922 155
116,425 3,708 5,320 13,590 19,725
17,575 1,770 1,309 4,120 525

3,070 278 519
21,105 2,959 851
9,834 843 3,023

35,908 639 1,541
65,430 3,102 1,621

514 35
8,689 2,000
1,956 82
1,643 1,500
8,940 75

5,079 1,425.......... 2,865 75
6,125 296 117 705 82
5,777 1,044 61 2,220 75
3,004 Ot2 480 156 540

19,707 1,36 1 1,282 3,107 11,025

25,256 3,600 2,084 9,338 3,000
4,087 466 209 992 50
2,128 210 406 376 75

94 102 ... 66 38
15,951 1,435 2,123 3,658 15

37,799 934 2,104
12,746 654 415
38,740 1,337 5,792

1,041 172 73

2,736
1,348
3,700

277

30
38
75
38

224
255
24
4425

3,671
9,349
2,452
3,824
1,674

171 1,046
296 15,287
102 5,147

1,790 88,890
396 14,724

5 2,500
579 15,179
327 6,982

51 32,802
625 29,966

337 7,015
58 5,124

269 2,14010 2,112
257 11,595

915 21,898
17 3,978
10 554
4 31

331 12,830
56

39 24,856
5 895

Total .......... 46,000 64,691 964,752 1,075,443 60,000 86,036 165,000 93,149 14,200 800,000 1,218,385

8,237
15,099
3,690
6,572
2,558

3,009
25,406
7,071

133,023
22,844

3,851
30,257
13,213
38,176
44,329

11,720
6,382
5,8093.988

28,642

40,835
5,712
1,631

241
20,392

39,029
14,796
35,799

1,460

'Based on February 1971 State estimates. a State estimates not available, projection assumes proportionate
'Does not Include funds for adoptions and foster care for which growth in each State program and national growth based on prior.

$150.000,000 would be authorized under H.R. 1. year experience.
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TABLE 9.-PROJECTED AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED WELFARE
RECIPIENTS UNDER CURRENT LAW, PERSONS ELIGIBLE FOR
FEDERAL PAYMENTS UNDER H.R. 1, AND PERSONS ELIGIBLE
FOR STATE SUPPLEMENTARY PAYMENTS ONLY

[in millions]

Fiscal year-

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977

Recipients under current law:

Disabled ........................

Total, current law.. ....

Persons eligible for Federal pay.
ments under H.R. 1:

A bed..............B lind .......... ... .. ....... .
Disabled ........................

Total, H.R. 1 ................

2.2
.1

1.1

2.3.1
1.1

2.3
.1

1.1

3.4 3.4 3.5

4.8
.1

1.3

5.0
.1

1,5

5.4
.11.6

6.2 6.6 7.1

2.3.1
1.1

2.4
.1

1.2

3.5 3.6

5.4
.1

1.6

5.4
.f

1.7

7.2 7.2
Persons eligible for State supple.

mentary payments only:
Aged..-, ........................g.6
Blind. ....................
Disabled ........................ .3

.5 .3 ,3 .3
.3 .2 .2 ".2

Total, State supplementation. 9 s7 .7 *5 .5 .4



TABLE 10.--EXPENDITURES FOR ASSISTANCE TO RECIPIENTS, BY SOURCE OF FUNDS, FISCAL YEAR 1970
[Dollar amounts In thousands)

Total Vendo syvments for Total including vendor payments for medicalcareassInstancg Prc -- Federal funds State funds Local funds
vent~orPecnpaymentfor 0Per- Per. Per.

State medical care Amount total Amount cent Amount cent Amount cent

Total .................... $12,112,866 $4,915,474 40.6 $6,600,341 54.5 $4,396,103 36.3 $1,116,422 9.2

Alabama....................
Alaska .... .......... ..... ..........
Arizona .....................
Arkansas.................
California............

Colorado ....................
Connecticut ..................
Delaware ....................
District of Columbia ................
Florida ............ .........

Georgia ........... ...............
Guam... ..............
Hawaii .. .. .. ...... .......... ... ....
Idaho .................. ..............
Illinois ........... ..........

Indiana ...................... .....
Iowa ................................
Kansas.. ...................
Kentucky ..................... .....
Louisiana ..........................

See footnotes at end of table.

170,230
7,947

37,772
89,104

2,381,852

119,863
164,825
16,342
67,184

159,298

222,465
1,084

38,108
23,188

547,050

99,381
101,295
105,414
154,879
214,217

46,636
714

1,181
17,084

992,476

38,212
78,326

4,285
22,447
42,102

72,786
142

16,449
8,439

188,797

44,786
24,341
44,064
51,533
49,849

27.3
9.0
3.1

19.2
41.7

31.9
47.5
26.2
39.3
26.4

32.7
13.1
43.2
36.4
34.5

45.1
24.0
41.8
33.3
23.3

132,603
3,712

28,707
69,602

1,169,322

70,531
77,494

9,685
29,219

117,789

167,447
542

17,936
15,922

262,978

52,727
55,986
59,309

117,312
163,222

77.9
46.7
76.0
78.1
49.1

58.8
47.0
59.3
51.1
73.9

75.3
50.0
47.1
68.7
48.1

53.1
55.3
56.3
75.7
76.2

37,602
4,235
9,065

19,502
929,1

40,763
87,331

6,658
27,964
41,510

49,070
542

20,172
7,266

284,072

34,394
35,109
24,146
37,567
50,995

22.1 25 (')
53.3 .............
24.0 ........ ............
21.9 . . ..................
39.0 282,680 11.9..

34.0 8,568 7.1
53.0 ....... ......
40.7 ........... ..........
48.9 ......................
26.1 ......... ... .. .. ..

22.1 5,948 2.7
50.0 ......................
52.9 ......................
31.3 ..... ..... ..........
51.9 .............. ... ..

34.6 12,260 12.3
34.7 10,200 10.1
22.9 21,959 20.8
24.3 ......................
23.8 ....... ............



TABLE 10.-EXPENDITURES FOR ASSISTANCE TO RECIPIENTS, BY SOURCE OF FUNDS, FISCAL YEAR 1970-Continued
[Dollar amounts In thousands]

Total Vendor payments for Total including vendor payments for medical oan
. undlng madlil care Fledral funds Stats funds Local funds

Amounl nt tt r. eo t r per.
medical cars Amount total Amount aent Amount cent Amount centState

Maine .................................... 48,657
Maryland .............................. 182,580
Massachusetts .......................... 538,248
Michigan ................................. 253.143
Minnesota ............................... 201,488

Mississippi ........ .............. 81,020
Missouri ................................. 213,405
Montana .................................. 21,347
Nebraska ............................... 52,427
Nevada ................................. 14,653

New Hampshire .......................... 18.692
New Jersey ............................... 322,114
New Mexico ............................. 48,584
Now York ..................... 2.284,466
North Carolina .......................... 14,054

10,448 21.5 33836 69.5
89,659 49.1 90.073 49.3256.254 47.6 260.070 48.3

207,854 45.9 226,256 49.9
109,068 54.1 114,731 56.9

12,739 26.2 2.082 4.3
84K89 46.5 7,668 4.2

278.129 51.7 49 ()
226,888 50.1 .................

44,749 22.2 42,008

9,394 11.6 66,443 82.0 14,577 18.0 ......................
59,845 28.0 138,624 65.0 74,781 35.0 ......................
8,915 41.8 13,836 64.1 4,778 22.4 2,733 12.8

17,305 33.0 31,670 60.4 14,718 28.1 6,039 11.5
6,896 47.1 8,629 58.9 4,132 28.2 1,892 12.9

6,074 32.5 10,982 58.7 5,241 28.0 2,470 13.2
82,085 25.5 136,052 42.2 146,057 45.3 40,005 12.4
12,626 26.0 36,200 74.5 12.383 25.5 .....................

1,201,186 52.6 1,038,365 45.5 678,967 29.7 567,133 24.8
39,950 27.9 104,790 73.3 20,667 14.4 17,598 12.3



North Dakota ....... ..........
Ohio ......... ............
Oklahoma ..................
Oregon . . . ... ..... .......
Pennsylvania. ... .............

Puerto Rico ..... ............
Rhode Island .....................
South Carolina..............
South Dakota ......................
Tennessee ......................

Texas ........ .............
Utah ................................
Vermont .. ........... ...........
Virgin Islands ...............
Virginia..... .. ........ .. ........ ...
Washington.......... ......... ......
West Virginia ........... ............. . .Wisconsin ............................

Wyoming ...........................

23,758
315,403
218,284
82,644

654,255

75,622
64,859
61,156
24,127

128,653

11,396 48.0
100,244 31.8
88,723 40.6
15,660 18.9

268,624 41.1

44,514
31,885
29,726

7,041
22,032

58.9
49.2
48.6
29.1
17.1

477,598 134,067 28.1
41,341 14,806 35.8
28,891 12,441 43.1

1,885 1,053 55.8
93,150 26,656 28.6

196,475
65,297

217,300
6,789

81,115
17,406

144,643
1,433

41.3
26.7
66.6
21.1

16,710
181,347
153,827
46,514

326,792

133,674
33,075
47,981
16,394
97,971

339,749
27,966
18.739

'738
59,876

94,340
48,768

119,072
4,202

70.3
67.5
70.5
56.3
49.9

44.5
51.0
78.5
68.0
76.2

71.1
67.7
64.9
39.1
64.3

48.0
74.7
54.8
61.9

52.0 ..... ................
25.3 ......................
24.5 44,892 20.7
23.0 1,029 15.2

6,052
127,420
64,457
36,130

310,926

25.5
40.4
29.5
43.7
47.5

41,948 55.5
31,785 49.0
13,174 21.5
7,724 32.0

24,960 19.4

995 4.2
6,636 2.1

....16.537 ....i5

.... ,Q...... .........

5., 723.... .. . ..

5,723

.2.....8............0
.......... ,...........

.,.....,...........,~o

9,284 1.

28.9
32.3
35.1
60.9
25.8

137,849
13,373
10,152

1,147
23,989

102,135
16,528
53,336

1,558

oshtn 0.05 noppinomuaedera!fuds because of the statutof limimttion on the aggregate amounton es thntht obtained by applying formula for computing A = F nds thMt can be made evelable or a fiscal year.
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Table 11.-Estimated Calendar Year 1971 State and Local
Share of Money Payments

(Millions)

State Total Adults Families

Total .................... $,042.6 $1,312.9 $2,729.7

Alabama......................032.7 24.6 8.1
Alaska ......................... 9.5 3.4 6.1
Arizona ......................* 18.7 5.8 12.9
Arkansas .....................* 15.5 11.6 3.9
California ..................... 960.2 435.1 525.1

Colorado ...................... 41.9 18.8 23.1
Connecticut .................. 53.3. 11.6 41.9
Delaware ...................... 6.9 2.4 4.5
District of Columbia ........... 34.1 8.4 25.7
Florida ............ *.. 98.0 24.9 73.1

Georgia .................... 44.4 21.3 23.1
Hawaii ...................."17.2 3.2 14.0
Idaho .......................... 6.2 1.8 4.4
Illinois ........................ 224.5 51.7 172.8
Indiana ....................... 27.0 5.4 21.6

Iowa ........................... 43.4 19.2 24.2
Kansas ........................ 28.3 7.4 20.9
Kentucky ...................... 28.2 14.6 13.6
Louisiana................. 50.3 34.6 15.7
Maine,.................. 14.5 4.7 9.8

Maryland ................ 54.7 9.6 45.1
Massachusetts................ 192.3 56.4 135.9
Michigan ...................... 174.1 37.0 137.1
Minnesota ..................... 60.9 16.1 44.8
Mississippi .................... 15.4 11.8 3.6

Missouri ...................... 52.5 33.6 18.9
Montana ...................... 5.1 1.9 3.2
Nebraska ...................... 12.2 3.1 9.1Nevada........................ 3.2123
New Hampshire ............... 11.8 6.8

New Jersey .................... 181.4 19.8 161.6
New Mexico .................. 11.9 9.5 2.4
New York ...................... 663.5 126.0 537.5
North Carolina ................ 33.3 18.0 15.3
North Dakota ............... 4.5 1.9 2.6
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Table 11.-Estimated Calendar Year 1971 State and Local
Share of Money Payments-Continued

(Millions)

State Total Adults Families

Ohio ........................... 110.3 23.3 87.0
Oklahoma ..................... 46.8 31.8 15.0
Oregon................. 31.8 7.1 24.7
Pennsylvania................. 265.1 54.0 211.1
Rhode Island............. 20.9 3.2 17.7

South Carolina ................ 8.3 4.5 3.8
South Dakota .................. 5.4 1.5 3.9
Tennessee .................... 34.7 16.2 18.5
Texas ......................... 85.9 52.2 33.7
Utah ................. .. 9.6 2.4 7.2

Vermont ....................... 6.5 2.5 4.0
Virginia ....................... 34.9 7.9 27.0
Washington ................... 71.4 19.5 51.9
West Vrginia ................ 16.0 6.5 9.5
Wisconsn..................... 40.4 14.3 26.1

Wyoming ...................... 2.5 .5 2.0
Guam ................... .6 .1 .5
Puerto Rico ................... 19.2 4.2 15.0
Virgin Islands .................. 7 .1 .6



TABLE 12.-ESTIMATED SAVINGS IN WELFARE EXPENDITURES FOR STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
UNDER H.R. 1, FISCAL YEAR 1973

(In millions of dollars)

State and local savings In welfare expenditures I

Adult Family Hold harmless Administrative
State Total categories category payment costs

Alabam a ...................................
Alaska .....................................
Arizona ....................................
Arkansas ...................................
California ..................................
Colorado ...............................
Connecticut ................................
Delaware ...................................
District of Columbia .......................
Florida .....................................
Georgia ....................................
H aw aii .....................................
Idaho ......................................
Illinois .....................................
Indiana ....................................
Iow a .......................................
Kansas .....................................
Kentucky ...................................
Louisiana ..................................
M aine ......................................

32.4
2.5

21.51J.7
234.9

13.3
21.3

1.8
12.6

170.3
51.8
7.0
1.5

62.1
8.6

26.7
14.2
12.6
65.4

3.6

15.7
-12.0

5.8
12.4

-14.0
8.0

-22.9
1.4
1.4

35.4
22.3

2.4
-1.6

-69.0
.8

20.6
8.4

15.3
31.4

5.2

10.1
-. 6

'12.2
4.6

16.6
3.5

-7.0
-. 4

10.7
s128.9

19.7
3.5

-1.5
7.1

-6.2
2.9
2.2

-8.3
22.3

-10.8

14.5
0 ... o 00*oo

135.4

.1

105.3
10.5

,, .. I .. ,.....

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

8.0

6.6
.6

3.5
2.7

96.9
1.8

12.6
.7
.5

6.0

.5

18.7
3.5
3.2
3.6
5.6

11.7
1.2



M aryland ..................................
Massachusetts .............................
M ichigan ...................................
M innesota .................................
M IssissippI ................................

M issouri ...................................
M ontana ...................................
Nebraska ..................................
N evada ....................................
New Hampshire ............................

New Jersey ................................
New M exico ................................
New York ..................................
North Carolina .............................
North Dakota ..............................

O h io .......................................
Oklahom a ..................................
Oregon .............................
Pennsylvania ..............................
Rhode Island ..............................

South Carolina .............................
South Dakota ..............................
Tennessee ................................
Texas ......................................
Utah ............................. ....

See footnote@ at end of table.

41.9
44.3
45.4
15.2
23.3
12.1
2.5
3.1
1.1
2.3

50.1
7.3

188.4
31.9
1.0

64.0
38.3
15.951.3
6.3

13.8
2.5

34.2
57.1

3.4

10.9
-50.9
-44.5
-13.0

12.7

-2.6
2.0

-7.2
-4.5..
-7.2

--43.0
6.0

-98.2
19.6

-1.7

18.8
29.6
8.4

-38.5
-6.0

4.7
-4.1
17.6
54.8
2.7

25.3
-8.7
17.0

-9.2
4.1..

-10.4
-. 6.

-6.2
-2.6

-56.3
-. 3

-41.0
7.5

-1.9

37.9
2.1
4.5

-48.2
2.3

4.6
-4.7
13.6

-9.1

91.1
55.9
33.6

... o........e.

16.0
14.8
4.7

11.7

137.2
213.6

+oo.......l..

3.9

e........e.e...

o..o.........o. .124.8

7.2

1.:... o.10.2
+............

5.7
12.8
17.0

9.1
1.1
1.7
.9
.4

12.2
1.6

114.0
4.8 t
.7

7.3
6.6
3.0

13.2
2.8

4.5
1.1
3.0

11.4
.7



TABLE 12.-ESTIMATED SAVINGS IN WELFARE EXPENDITURES FOR STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
UNDER H.R. 1, FISCAL YEAR 1973--Continued

pn millions of dollars)

State and local savings In welfare expenditures a

Adult Family Hold harmless Administrative
State Total categories category payment costs

Vermont ................................... 1.1 -5.4 -3.2 9.3 .4
Virginia .................................... 10.4 -26.4 -12.0 45.5 3.3
Washington ............................... 11.4 -12.4 -7.2 28.2 2.8
W est Virginia .............................. 18.3 8.0 8.5 .............. 1.8
Wisconsin ......................... 33.3 15.3 8.3 .............. 9.7

Wyoming ................................... 1.2 .3 -. 5 .7 .7
G uam ....................... ............... 2 .1 .1 ............... 02
Puerto Rico ................................ 26.1 4.6 16.9 .............. 4.6
Virgin Islands .............................. 1.1 .2 .7............... .2

Total ................................. 1,643.6 -82.3 140.8 1,124.9 460.2

Estimates assume States maintain current benefit levels Includ. I This estimate Incorporates a State expectation of major program
Ing food stamp benefits, and turn over program administration to change under current law.
the Federal agencies.



TABLE 13.-POTENTIAL STATE SAVINGS UNDER ASSISTANCE PROVISIONS OF H.R. 1I
[In millions of dollars)

Fiscal year-

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977

Alabama ................................... $32.4 $38.4 $45.4 $47.2 $49.1
Alaska ..................................... 2.5 3.1 3.7 4.4 5.1
Arizona................................... 21.5 22.6 23.8 2.2 26.5
Arkansas ................................... 19.7 20.4 21.3 22.1 22.9
California .................................. 234.9 294.9 356.5 402.5 447.7

Colorado ................................... 13.3 16.6 19.8 21.5 23.1
Connecticut ................................ 21.3 25.7 30.2 34.8 39.1
Delaware, 1.8 2.1 2.5 3.0 3.6
District oR C*umb'ia...................12.6 17.0 21.5 23.4 25.1
Florida ..................................... 170.3 177.8 185.3 192.9 200.2

Georgia .................................... 51.8 53.4 55.0 56.7 58.3
Hawaii ..................................... 7.0 7.8 8.6 9.6 10.7
Idaho ...................................... 1.5 1.9 2.2 2.8 3.4
Illinois ..................................... 62.1 78.9 95.6 112.4 129.2
Indiana .................................... 8.6 10.5 12.6 14.7 16.9

Iowa .......................................... 26.7 28.6 30.5 32.6 34.6
Kansas ..................................... 14.2 15.6 17.0 18.7 20.3
Kentucky .................................. 12.6 13.6 14.5 15.5 16.3
Louisiana .................................. 65.4 68.5 71.7 74.9 78.1
Maine ...................................... 3.6 4.4 5.4 6.4 7.5

Bee footnotes at end of table.



TABLE 13.-POTENTIAL STATE SAVINGS UNDER ASSISTANCE PROVISIONS OF H.R. 1 '--Continued
[In millions of dollars)

Fiscal year-

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977

Maryland .................................. 41.9 44.7 47.5 50.4 53.2
Massachusetts ........................... 44.3 57.3 70.4 83.7 96.9
Michigan ................................... 45.4 58.2 71.2 84.2 97.2
Minnesota ................................. 15.2 19.4 23.8 28.1 32.6
Mississippi ................................ 23.3 24.2 25I, 26.4 27.5

Missouri ................................... 12.1 14.9 2045 22.6 24.7
Montana ...................... 2.5 2.7 2.9 3.2 3.5
Nebraska .................................. 3.1 3.9 4.7 5.6 6.6
Nevada .................................... 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.8 2.1
New Hampshire ............................ 2.3 2.9 3.6 4.4 5.2

New Jersey .............................. 50.1 64.4 78.6 93.1 107.6
New Mexico ............................... 7.3 7.8 8.2 8.7 9.1
New York ................................. 188.4 238.7 289.2 339.6 390.1
North Carolina ............................. 31.9 33.0 34.1 35.2 36.4
North Dakota .............................. 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.8 2.2

Ohio ....................................... 64.0 69.3 74.6 79.9 85.3
Oklahoma ................................. 38.3 40.2 42.0 43.9 45.6
Oregon .......... ..... ............... 15.9 17.4 18.9 20.5 22.0
Pennsylvania ........................... . 51.3 69.9 88.5 107.2 125.9
Rhode Island .............................. 6.3 7.7 9.3 11.0 12.7



South Carolina ............................. 13.8 14.5 15.2 16.0 16.7
South Dakota .............................. 2.5 2.8 3.3 3.7 4.3
Tennessee ................................. 34.2 35.1 36.1 37.0 38.0
Texas ...................................... 57.1 59.7 61.4 65.1 67.7
Utah ...................................... 3.4 3.6 3.9 4.3 4.7

Vermont ................................... 1.1 1.3 1.7 2.1 2.5
Virginia .................... ............ 10.4 12.9 15.5 18.2 20.9
Washington ................................ 11.4 15.9 20.6 25.2 30.0
West Virginia .............................. 18.3 18.7 19.2 19.7 20.3
Wiscons n .............................. 33.3 35.5 37.6 39.9 42.1

Wyoming............................... 1.2 1.3 1.5 1.9 2.2
Guam ....................................... 2 .2 .3 .3 .3SPuerto Rico ................................ 26.1 27.6 29.1 30.7 32
Virgin Islands ........................... 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.4 1

Total ........... .......... 1,643.6 1,911.1 2,185.5 2,438.1 2,687.4
'Assumes that the States, through supplemental payments, maintain January 1971 payments levels Including the value of food stamps

and agree to Federal administration of supplemental payments.


