
 

 

March 12, 2020 

Chairman Gerald Connolly 

Ranking Member Mark Meadows 

Committee on Oversight and Reform 

2157 Rayburn House Office Building 

Washington, D.C. 20515 

 

Ref: Testimony of Indivar Dutta-Gupta, 

Hearing on “A Threat to America’s Children? The Trump Administration’s Proposed Changes to the 

Poverty Line Calculation.” (February 5, 2020) 

Dear Chairman Connolly and Ranking Member Meadows, 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak before the subcommittee about the importance of an accurate 

poverty measurement for children, families, and our society as a whole.  This is a crucial conversation for 

our nation. We know that measuring and understanding economic hardship is essential to creating a 

society in which everyone has at a minimum a decent standard of living.  

Disappointingly, the Trump Administration has been considering a change to the Official Poverty 

Measure that would move the measure in the wrong direction. As I mentioned in my testimony, our 

current method of measuring poverty falls short, but the administration’s proposal arbitrarily singles out 

and dubiously adjusts one aspect of the poverty measure without accounting for the broader 

ramifications to the measure’s usefulness, relevance, and accuracy. This change is technically dubious, 

economically unwise, and morally troubling. 

Below I have included responses to the questions for the record from Chairman Gerald E. Connolly. 

Please include this response in the official hearing record. 

Sincerely, 

 

Indivar Dutta-Gupta 

Co-Executive Director 

Georgetown Center on Poverty & Inequality 
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1. Why should people living outside of poverty be concerned about how our 

government and our society engages those in poverty? 
People outside of poverty should be concerned about poverty for three reasons:  

1. Poverty indicates that our economy and social structures are falling short. 

2. Poverty is socially and economically costly. 

3. People not living in poverty have a sizeable chance of experiencing low incomes or other 

hardship at some point in their lives. 

Poverty indicates that our economy and social structures are falling short 

Measuring income poverty is key to understanding the health of our economy. A well-functioning, 

inclusive economy ensures widespread economic prosperity and opportunity, including for people 

with the lowest incomes and regardless of race, ethnicity, or gender. The vast majority of U.S. 

households depend on income tied to current work (e.g., wages and salaries) or recent work (e.g., 

unemployment insurance compensation and Social Security benefits). Our reliance on income tied 

to formal work means that the performance of the labor market is closely tied to poverty rates. 

Indeed, macroeconomic performance is a key driver of poverty, with truly full employment among 

the most effective anti-poverty strategies. In contrast, an economy where poverty is not declining, 

even as incomes for the top ten percent of households rises substantially, is not well-functioning. 

Persistent poverty in the United States is in large part a consequence of poor political leadership and 

economic management, which have caused or intensified significant social and economic barriers, 

such as discrimination in the labor1 and housing markets,2 segregation,3 systemic racism,4 mass 

incarceration,5, 6 and unequal pay.7  

Poverty is socially and economically costly 

The strongly negative social and economic outcomes associated with poverty make the careful 

measuring and targeting of poverty for reduction crucial for advancing well -being and prosperity for 

all of us. Experiencing poverty, especially childhood poverty, is both associated with other forms of 

hardship and deprivation and itself causes harmful social and economic outcomes.8, 9, 10 These 

harmful outcomes mean that childhood poverty costs our economy more than $1 trillion annually.11 

Poverty results in greater health care and child welfare spending due to higher rates of infant 

mortality and obesity;12 higher likelihood of experiencing chronic conditions, like diabetes;13 and 

higher likelihood of child homelessness14—all social costly outcomes. Poverty also leads to greater 

public spending on law enforcement and incarceration15 due to higher arrest rates, higher 

imprisonment rates,16 and longer sentence lengths.17 Poverty results in lower earnings and 

employment rates,18 and lower levels of educational attainment,19 in turn reducing local, state, and 

federal tax revenues. 
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Nearly All of Us Risk Facing Economic Hardship 

Income poverty is more commonly experienced and relevant to policymakers than is often 

appreciated. In 2018, the most recent year for which data are available, 38.1 million people fell 

below the Official Poverty Measure’s (OPM’s)20 poverty threshold for their family size and 

structure—more than the resident populations of Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois combined. 21 This 

number includes nearly 11.9 million children under 1822 and more than 17 million people 

experiencing deep poverty, with incomes below half of the poverty line.23 

Many of us risk facing economic hardship or deprivation. Between the ages of 25 and 60, more than 

60 percent of people in the United States will experience at least one year in the bottom 20 percent 

of the income distribution.24 Two-thirds of people in the United States will either experience at least 

a year of unemployment or have a head-of-household family member experience a year of 

unemployment during their working years.25 According to Federal Reserve and Joint Committee on 

Taxation researchers, between 2007 and 2018, 40 percent of people in the United States spent at 

least one year in poverty.26 Poverty and economic hardship are not limited to discrete, small 

portions of the population—most of us, at some point in our lives, are likely to struggle to make 

ends meet. 

2. Your testimony states that if the Administration chose to use a Chained-

Consumer Price Index to inflate the Official Poverty Measure, many families 

would be stripped of their eligibility for programs like free school lunches, 

WIC, and SNAP. How would this affect the U.S. economy? 
Research strongly suggests that every family and every individual—regardless of race or gender—

require a stable and strong foundation, including adequate income, to be healthy and able to 

contribute to their communities and succeed in school, the labor market, and beyond. 27 Programs 

like Medicaid, the School Lunch Program, the Special Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program for 

Women, Infants, and Children (WIC), and SNAP provide this foundation, and are lifelines for people 

struggling to make ends meet.28 Choosing to use a Chained-Consumer Price Index to inflate the 

Official Poverty Measure would gradually shrink access to or the support received from highly 

effective programs, increasing hardship and poverty and hurting the U.S. economy. 

Foundational support programs like Medicaid and SNAP help keep people out of poverty and boost 

wages and educational outcomes. In 2010, Medicaid kept at least 2.6 to 3.4 million people out of 

poverty,29 and in 2017, SNAP kept 3.4 million people out of poverty.30, 31 Research has found that 

Medicaid expansions, which increase access to health care in-utero and in childhood, have resulted 

in higher high school and college completion.32, 33 Adults who participated in Medicaid as children 

pay more in taxes, resulting in a return of much of this investment.34 Children with access to SNAP 

benefits were eighteen percent more likely to graduate high school than similarly-situated students 

who did not have access to these benefits.35 Compared to similarly-situated women, women with 

greater access to SNAP benefits in utero and early childhood demonstrated increased educational 
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attainment, earnings, and income.36 Taking away access to these supportive programs would likely 

impact long-term earnings and educational attainment. 

Foundational support programs like SNAP help boost state and local economies, particularly during 

economic downturns. SNAP participants commonly redeem their benefits quickly, their spending 

has ripping effects, stimulating economies. During an economic downturn, every additional SNAP 

dollar redeemed is multiplied, expanding the economy by $1.70.37 An Economic Research Service 

study indicated that, in a slowing economy—like the one we are facing due to a poor response to 

COVID-19—a $1 billion increase in SNAP benefits would increase the Gross Domestic Product by 

$1.54 billion and create over 13,500 new jobs.38 According the U.S Department of Agriculture, 

during the height of the Great Recession, between 2008 and 2010, one new job was created by 

$10,000 of new SNAP funding.39  

3. Representative Ocasio-Cortez’s bill would require the Department of Health 

and Human Services, in collaboration with the Census Bureau and the Bureau 

of Labor Statistics, to include in the development of the poverty line, 

adjustments for “differences in the costs of goods and services among” 

states and regions. Is this a sound approach? What factors that contribute to 

poverty fail to be reflected in a single, national definition of poverty? 

Representative Ocasio-Cortez’s bill, the “Recognizing Real Poverty Act” presents an updated, 

comprehensive, research-based poverty measurement framework that reflects the changing nature 

of basic needs and people's lived experiences over time and across space. This is important because 

poverty can mean different things in different contexts. Twenty-five thousand dollars for a family of 

four may go farther toward meeting needs in rural Mississippi than in New York City. 

Thus, a national weighted average of affording a basic living standard can fall short of capturing the 

varied challenges families with low incomes face in different communities across the country. 

Housing and transportation costs in particular vary substantially from town to town and state to 

state. For example, according to the Economic Policy Institute’s Family Budget Calculator, typical 

housing costs for a family of four in Athens, Georgia are roughly $783 per month, much lower than 

the typical housing costs for those in the Atlanta, Georgia metro area ($1031 per month).40 Existing 

geographic adjustments, such as those used in the Supplemental Poverty Measure (SPM) are far 

from perfect, and substantial continued research is necessary to improve our methods. 

4. Does the current poverty threshold accurately reflect what it means to 

experience poverty in America today? 
No. First, the OPM’s poverty threshold is too low. That is not surprising, as the OPM is based on out -

of-date, overly simplistic assumptions (57-year-old analysis of 65-year-old-data) about household 

spending patterns.  
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The OPM has not adjusted to changing living standards. Over the past 65 years, our costs and 

standards of living have adapted as technology and health care have advanced and costs for goods 

and services such as housing, child care, and health care have continued to rise. Yet, despite major 

shifts in buying habits and substantial growth in living standards, the official poverty threshold has 

not kept pace, rising only based on inflation. As a result, the poverty line  has become increasingly 

detached from lived experiences of hardship in the U.S. To be sure, the OPM generally rises and falls 

as might be expected throughout the business cycle. And the OPM’s simple resource definition can 

be adapted and used efficiently and effectively to determine program eligibility. But a wealth of 

evidence suggests relying on a frozen-in-time household budget and updating it only for overall 

inflation is deeply inadequate for measuring income deprivation.  

Unsurprisingly, need far exceeds what is indicated by the OPM. For example, in 2018, the OPM was 

11.8 percent.41 However, in 2017, 29 percent of households with children with incomes of up to 130 

percent of the poverty line could not consistently afford adequate food.42 The Federal Reserve Bank 

reported that in 2018 nearly 40 percent of adults would struggle to cover an unexpected $400 

expense, and one-fourth of adults skipped necessary medical care because they were unable to 

afford the cost.43 According to the Urban Institute, nearly 40 percent of adults had trouble meeting 

their basic needs of food, health care, housing, or utilities in 2017. 44 Polling indicated that nearly 40 

percent of adults did not have confidence that they could pay a $1,000 emergency expense in 

2019.45 

Second, the OPM’s money income resource definition fails to account for important family 

resources, like the working family tax credits, SNAP, housing assistance, and other post-tax and in-

kind transfers that help families afford food, clothing, shelter, and utilities.  

5. What challenges do single-mother households face and how can we support 

single mothers and their families? 
In the United States, single mothers and their families face significant barriers to their economic 

security, navigating systems that are unaffordable and inaccessible. Women, particularly women of 

color, are more likely than other workers to be employed in low-paid jobs, likely influenced by 

disproportionate unpaid caregiving responsibilities, and gender and racial discrimination.46 Women, 

are overrepresented in tipped occupations, which can pay as little as $2.13 an hour under federal 

law.47 Women working in tipped occupations are more likely to live in poverty than their male 

counterparts.48 In addition, low-paid jobs are often characterized by unstable work schedules that 

lack flexibility for workers, especially challenging for single parents or others with caregiving 

responsibilities.49 

Despite need, quality child care remains unaffordable and inaccessible. Child care costs can be 

overwhelming to families when they have low incomes. In 2019, the average weekly child care 

payment for families with children under five was $171, about one-tenth (10.1 percent) of the 

family’s budget, but families with low incomes spent even larger portions of their budgets on child 

care. Families making less than $1,500 a month with children under five spent more than half (52.7 
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percent) of their incomes on child care expenses.50 They receive little help from the federal 

government: federal funding for child care assistance has failed to keep up with skyrocketing costs 

and has never met need.51 Providing child care support would help support single mother-headed 

families. The Institute for Women’s Policy Research found that providing child care for mothers who 

are pursuing higher education is likely to pay for itself.52 

 

Even as they struggle to afford child care, single mothers are less likely to have access to paid leave. 

Only 17 percent of workers in the U.S. have access to paid leave53 and women,54 particularly women 

of color,55, 56 are much less likely to have access to paid leave. As a result, without adequate paid 

leave policies, low-paid workers are more likely to have to reduce their hours or even leave the 

workforce entirely when faced with health or caregiving needs.57, 58 Inclusive paid leave programs 

have been shown to increase economic productivity,59 improve economic security, and increase 

workforce participation, particularly for women.60  Providing a comprehensive, national paid leave, 

would help support single mother headed families, particularly those who are experiencing poverty.  

Reproductive choice is particularly meaningful for ensuring economic security for women and their 

families. Women who carried unwanted pregnancies to term because they were denied abortions 

are more than four times as likely to experience poverty and three times as likely to experience 

unemployment compared to women who received an abortion.61 Access to abortions has been 

shown to increase Black women’s rates of high school graduation, lower teen fertility among white 

women, and increase women employment, overall.62 Access to abortion improves child well-being 

and development, too. Existing children of women who are denied abortions are less likely to 

achieve developmental milestones and more likely to live in poverty.63 

Instead of providing comprehensive services that encompass the needs of mothers and their 

families, the U.S. has significant penalties for single mothers and their families, contributing to rates 

of poverty among single mother families. In comparison to the U.S., other wealthy nations that have 

similar rates of single motherhood have much lower rates of single mother poverty. 64, 65 According 

to a study from the LIS Cross-National Data Center in Luxembourg, while the U.S. rate of single 

motherhood (12 percent) was less than twice as high as Denmark’s rate of single motherhood (8.4 

percent); the U.S single mother poverty rate (41.3 percent) was more than seven times greater than 

Denmark’s single mother poverty rate (5.7 percent).66 Despite the higher rates of poverty, children 

of unmarried mothers have similar upward mobility rates as children of continuously married 

mothers.67 And a careful analysis of poverty data make clear that reducing single motherhood itself 

is unlikely to substantially reduce overall poverty.68 

6. You have researched poverty extensively throughout your career. In your 

research, do people who are born into poverty have a high probability of 

escaping it? Why not? 
As noted earlier, many of us risk facing economic hardship or deprivation. Between the ages of 25 

and 60, more than 60 percent of people in the United States will experience at least one year in the 

bottom 20 percent of the income distribution.69 Two-thirds of people in the United States will either 
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experience at least a year of unemployment or have a head-of-household family member 

experience a year of unemployment during their working years.70 According to Federal Reserve and 

Joint Committee on Taxation researchers, between 2007 and 2018, 40 percent of people in the 

United States spent at least one year in poverty.71 As those researchers note, “There is substantial 

mobility in and out of poverty…However, many of those who are poor spend multiple years in 

poverty or escape poverty only to fall back into it.”72 Poverty and economic hardship are not limited 

to discrete, small portions of the population—most of us, at some point in our lives, are likely to 

struggle to make ends meet.  

Still, though many of us are at risk economic hardship, upward economic mobility is much less likely 

for those raised at the bottom of the income distribution. According to Pew Trusts, 43 percent of 

Americans raised in the bottom fifth of the income distribution will remain there as adults and 70 

percent will remain below the middle.73 Of the nearly 9 million children (11.8 percent) in the United 

States who experience persistent poverty (spending at least half of their lives through age 17 living 

below the poverty line), about 60 percent will experience some poverty between the ages of 18 and 

30, including 25 percent who will remain mostly poor between the ages of 18 and 30.74 People of 

color, particularly African Americans, have lower rates of upward mobility and higher rates of 

downward mobility than white people in the United States.75, 76 Significant social and economic 

barriers, such as discrimination in the labor77 and housing markets,78 segregation,79, 80 systemic 

racism,81 and mass incarceration82, 83 likely contribute to these lower rates of upward mobility 

among some communities. 

7. In the rare cases where someone is able to rise out of poverty, what helped 

spark that movement? 
Nearly 9 million children (11.8 percent) in the United States who experience persistent poverty and 

face immense challenges to financial security and upward mobility.84 Early childhood poverty is 

linked with toxic stress, which harms children’s development and may engender or exacerbate 

behavioral health challenges.85, 86, 87 The needs of children and their families experiencing poverty 

should be addressed early, persistently, and comprehensively. Programs like SNAP, Medicaid, and 

housing assistance have demonstrated beneficial long-term improvements employment, earnings, 

and educational outcomes and reducing poverty for both children and adults.88, 89, 90, 91, 92 

Supporting the basic needs of children consistently and early-on could decrease their long-term 

likelihood of experiencing poverty. 

Supporting employment and educational attainment can help reduce poverty for both children and 

adults. Persistently poor children whose parents have greater educational attainment and are more 

connected to the labor marker are more likely to exit poverty in adulthood. 93 Greater connectedness 

to the labor market and educational systems can help adults exit poverty, as well.94, 95 Adults ages 19 

to 30 who were persistently poor as children are less likely to experience poverty if they are 

consistently connected to work for school.96 Providing greater employment, education, and training 

services for adults could help reduce poverty among adults and their families. For example, program 

in Milwaukee, the New Hope Project, successfully tested a package of subsidized employment 
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programs, including making transitional jobs available to low-income adults and families.97 The 

program increased employment, earnings, income among participants and increased school 

achievement among children whose parents participated in the program.98 

8. Do other wealthy nations do more to help citizens in poverty? Are there 

methods that we should take into consideration from these nations when 

designing a new poverty line in America? 
Yes. When examining the more effective practices of peer nations, their stronger tax and transfer 

systems, especially for people who are not able to or are otherwise not working (e.g. children, 

elderly, people with disability, people experiencing unemployment), stand out.  Nations that invest 

more in tax and transfer systems, such as Denmark, tend to have lower rates of poverty and child 

poverty than the U.S. 99,100 Between 2015 and 2018, the U.S. has the highest overall relative poverty 

rate101 among all countries in the Organisation for Economic Co-Operation and Development 

(OECD).102   

One promising idea that has proven successful in several similarly wealthy nations is a child 

allowance program, a monthly cash payment to families for each child living in the home families 

intended to assist with the cost of raising children.103 In Australia, their child allowance, the Family 

Tax Benefit, is paid either per child or per family for eligible.104  The program has been successful: 

Between 2008 and 2012, reduce  its child poverty rate  from just over 19 percent to 13 percent, 

moving Australia from having the 19th lowest child poverty rate to the 7th lowest, according to the 

United Nations Children’s Fund.105 In 2014, Ireland’s National Policy Framework for Children and 

Young People instituted a Child Benefit, a monthly payment payable to the parents or guardians of 

children under the age of 16, and other allowances for essentials like footwear, clothing, school 

meals, and exceptional needs supplements.106 In 2015, Ireland saw its first reduction in the number 

of children in consistent poverty since 2008. At least 17 similarly wealthy nations, including Canada 

and the United Kingdom, have some form of a child allowance.107 

 

9. During the State of the Union Address, President Trump stated that “our 

economy is the best it has ever been” and that it is “lifting high our citizens 

of every race, color, religion, and creed.” Does a good economy directly 

correlate with economic improvements for those living in poverty? 
A well-functioning economy ensures widespread economic prosperity, including for people with the 

lowest incomes. By this measure, ours is not a well-functioning economy. The vast majority of U.S. 

households depend on income tied to current work (e.g., wages and salaries) or recent work (e.g., 

unemployment insurance compensation and Social Security benefits). Our reliance on income tied 

to formal work means that the performance of the labor market is closely tied to poverty rates. 

Indeed, macroeconomic performance is a key driver of poverty, with truly full employment among 

the most effective anti-poverty strategies.108 In contrast, an economy where poverty is not declining 

substantially, even as incomes for the highest-income households rises substantially, is not well-



9 

functioning. Though it was once true, a rising tide no longer lifts all boats. For example, wages for 

Black college graduates have actually fallen since the Great Recession,109 despite the longest 

economic expansion in U.S. history. 



10 

1 Bertrand, Marianne, and Sendhil Mullainathan. “Are Emily and Greg More Employable Than Lakisha and Jamal? A 

Field Experiment on Labor Market Discrimination.” The American Economic Review 94(4): 991-1013, 2004. 

Available at 

https://www.povertyactionlab.org/sites/default/fi les/publications/3%20A%20Field%20Experiment%20on%20Labo

r%20Market%20Discrimination%20Sep%2004.pdf. 

2 Desmond, Matthew, and Nathan Wilmers. “Do the Poor Pay More for Housing? Exploitation, Profit, and Risk in 

Rental Markets.” American Journal of Sociology, 124(4), January 2019. Available at 

https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/701697. 

3 “Public Education Funding Inequity in an Era of Increasing Concentration of Poverty an d Resegregation.” U.S. 

Commission on Civil  Rights, January 2018. Available at https://www.usccr.gov/pubs/2018/2018-01-10-Education-

Inequity.pdf. 

4 Hanks, Angela, Danyelle Solomon, and Christian E. Weller. “Systematic Inequality: How America’s Structural 

Racism Helped Create the Black-White Wealth Gap.” Center for American Progress, 21 February 2018. Available at 

https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/reports/2018/02/21/447051/systematic -inequality/. 

5 Levere, Andrea, and Vivian D. Nixon. “The New Pipeline: Poverty to Prison.” Prosperity Now, 6 April  2018. 

Available at https://prosperitynow.org/blog/new-pipeline-poverty-prison. 

6 DeFina, Robert, and Lance Hannon. “The Impact of Mass Incarceration on Poverty.” Crime and Delinquency, 59(4): 

562-586, 12 February 2009. https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128708328864. 

7 Boteach, Melissa, et al. “A Tax Code for the Rest of Us: A Framework & Recommendations for Advancing Gender 

& Racial Equity Through Tax Credits.” Georgetown Center on Poverty and Inequality and National Women’s Law 

Center, 13 November 2019. Available at https://nwlc.org/resources/a-tax-code-for-the-rest-of-us-a-framework-

recommendations-for-advancing-gender-racial-equity-through-tax-credits/. 

8 Chaudry, Ajay and Christopher Wimer. “Poverty is Not Just an Indicator: The Relationship Between Income, 

Poverty, and Child Well -Being,” Academic Pediatrics, 16(3):S23-S29, 2016. Available at 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acap.2015.12.010. 

9 Duncan, Greg J., and Katherine Magnuson. “The Long Reach of Early Childhood Poverty.” Stanford Center on 

Poverty and Inequality, retrieved 30 January 2020. Available at 

https://inequality.stanford.edu/sites/default/fi les/media/_media/pdf/pathways/winter_2011/PathwaysWinter11_

Duncan.pdf. 

10 Hoynes, Hilary W., and Diane Whitmore Schanzenbach. “Safety Net Investments in Children.” Brookings 

Institution, 8 March 2018. Available at https://www.brookings.edu/wp-

content/uploads/2018/03/HoynesSchanzenbach_Text.pdf. 

11 McLaughlin, Michael, and Mark R. Rank. “Estimating the Economic Cost of Childhood Poverty in the United 

States.” Social Work Research, 42(2): 73-83, June 2018. Available at https://academic.oup.com/swr/article-

abstract/42/2/73/4956930?redirectedFrom=fulltext. 

12 Hoynes, et al. “Safety Net Investments in Children.” 2018.  

13 Hoynes, et al. “Safety Net Investments in Children.” 2018. 

14 United States Conference of Mayors. “Hunger and Homeless Survey: A Status Report on Hunger and 

Homelessness in America’s Cities, a 23-city Survey.” December 2007.  

15 McLaughlin, et al. “Estimating the Economic Cost of Childhood Poverty in the United States.” 2018.  

16 McLaughlin, et al. “Estimating the Economic Cost of Childhood Poverty in the United States.” 2018.  

Endnotes 

https://www.povertyactionlab.org/sites/default/files/publications/3%20A%20Field%20Experiment%20on%20Labor%20Market%20Discrimination%20Sep%2004.pdf
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/sites/default/files/publications/3%20A%20Field%20Experiment%20on%20Labor%20Market%20Discrimination%20Sep%2004.pdf
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/701697
https://www.usccr.gov/pubs/2018/2018-01-10-Education-Inequity.pdf
https://www.usccr.gov/pubs/2018/2018-01-10-Education-Inequity.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/reports/2018/02/21/447051/systematic-inequality/
https://prosperitynow.org/blog/new-pipeline-poverty-prison
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0011128708328864
https://nwlc.org/resources/a-tax-code-for-the-rest-of-us-a-framework-recommendations-for-advancing-gender-racial-equity-through-tax-credits/
https://nwlc.org/resources/a-tax-code-for-the-rest-of-us-a-framework-recommendations-for-advancing-gender-racial-equity-through-tax-credits/
https://inequality.stanford.edu/sites/default/files/media/_media/pdf/pathways/winter_2011/PathwaysWinter11_Duncan.pdf
https://inequality.stanford.edu/sites/default/files/media/_media/pdf/pathways/winter_2011/PathwaysWinter11_Duncan.pdf
https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/HoynesSchanzenbach_Text.pdf
https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/HoynesSchanzenbach_Text.pdf
https://academic.oup.com/swr/article-abstract/42/2/73/4956930?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/swr/article-abstract/42/2/73/4956930?redirectedFrom=fulltext


11 

17 “Report of the Sentencing Project to the United Nations Human Rights Committee: Regarding Racial Disparities 

in the United States Criminal Justice System.” The Sentencing Project, August 2013. Available at 

https://www.sentencingproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/Race-and-Justice-Shadow-Report-ICCPR.pdf. 

18 Hoynes, et al. “Safety Net Investments in Children.” 2018. 

19 Hoynes, et al. “Safety Net Investments in Children.” 2018. 

20 Semega, Jessica, et al. “Income and Poverty in the United States: 2018.” U.S. Census Bureau, 10 September 

2019. Available at https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2019/demo/p60-266.html. 

21 Authors’ calculations based on “Resident Population of the U.S. in 2019, By State (including the District of 

Columbia).” Statista, December 2019. Available at https://www.statista.com/statistics/183497/population-in-the-

federal-states-of-the-us/. 

22 “Table B-1: People in Poverty by Selected Characteristics: 2017 and 2018.” U.S. Census Bureau, 10 September 

2019. Available at https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2019/demo/p60-266.html. 

23 “Table B-3: People With Income Below Specified Ratios of Their Poverty Thresholds by Selected Characteristics: 

2018.” U.S. States Census Bureau, 10 September 2019. Available at 

https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2019/demo/p60-266.html. 

24 Rank, Mark, and Thomas A. Hirschl. “The Likelihood of Experiencing Relative Poverty over the Life Course.” PLoS 

ONE 10(7), 22 July, 2015. Available at 

https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article/fi le?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0133513&type=printable. 

25 Rank, Mark, et al. “Chasing the American Dream: Understanding What Shapes Our Fortunes.” 2014.  

26 https://conference.nber.org/conf_papers/f129641.pdf 

27 Grant, Kali, et al. “Unworkable & Unwise: Conditioning Access to Programs that Ensure a Basic Foundation for 

Families on Work Requirements.” Georgetown Center on Poverty and Inequality, January 2019. Available at 

https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/tax-benefits/unworkable-unwise/. 

28 Grant, Kali, et al. “Unworkable & Unwise: Conditioning Access to Programs that Ensure a Basic Foundation for 

Families on Work Requirements.” Georgetown Center on Poverty and Inequality, January 2019. Available at 

https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/tax-benefits/unworkable-unwise/.  

29 Sommers, Benjamin D., and Donald Oellerich. "The poverty-reducing effect of Medicaid." Journal of Health 

Economics, 32(5): 816-832, September 2013. Available at 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016762961300091X. 

30 Using the Supplemental Poverty Measurement. 

31 Fox, Liana. "The Supplemental Poverty Measure: 2016." U.S. Census Bureau, revised September 2017. Available 

at https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/publications/2017/demo/p60 -261.pdf. 

32 Miller, Sarah, and Laura R. Wherry. "The Long-Term Effects of Early Life Medicaid Coverage." Journal of Human 

Resources, 30 January 2018. Available at 

http://jhr.uwpress.org/content/early/2018/01/25/jhr.54.3.0816.8173R1.abstract. 

33 Cohodes,Sarah R., et al. “The Effect of Child Health Insurance Access on Schooling: Evidenc e from Public 

Insurance Expansions.” Journal of Human Resources, 51(3): 727-759, November 2015. Available at 

https://muse.jhu.edu/article/629236. 

34 Brown, David W., Amanda E. Kowalski, and Ithai Z. Lurie. “Long-Term Impacts of Childhood Medicaid Expansions 

on Outcomes in Adulthood.” Review of Economic Studies, 87(2): 792 -821, March 2020. Available at 

https://academic.oup.com/restud/article/87/2/792/5538992. 

https://www.sentencingproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/Race-and-Justice-Shadow-Report-ICCPR.pdf
https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2019/demo/p60-266.html
https://www.statista.com/statistics/183497/population-in-the-federal-states-of-the-us/
https://www.statista.com/statistics/183497/population-in-the-federal-states-of-the-us/
https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2019/demo/p60-266.html
https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2019/demo/p60-266.html
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article/file?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0133513&type=printable
https://conference.nber.org/conf_papers/f129641.pdf
https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/tax-benefits/unworkable-unwise/
https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/tax-benefits/unworkable-unwise/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016762961300091X
https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/publications/2017/demo/p60-261.pdf
Available%20at%20https:/muse.jhu.edu/article/629236
Available%20at%20https:/muse.jhu.edu/article/629236
https://academic.oup.com/restud/article/87/2/792/5538992


12 

35 Hoynes, Hilary, Diane Whitmore Schanzenbach, and Douglas Almond. “Long-Run Impacts of Childhood Access to 

the Safety Net.” American Economic Review, 106(4): 903-930, April  2016. Available at 

https://gspp.berkeley.edu/assets/uploads/research/pdf/Hoynes -Schanzenbach-Almond-AER-2016.pdf. 

36 Hoynes, Hilary, Diane Whitmore Schanzenbach, and Douglas Almond. “Long-Run Impacts of Childhood Access to 

the Safety Net.” American Economic Review, 106(4): 903-930, April  2016. Available at 

https://gspp.berkeley.edu/assets/uploads/research/pdf/Hoynes -Schanzenbach-Almond-AER-2016.pdf. 

37 Wolkkomir, Elizabeth. “SNAP Boosts Retailers and Local Economies” Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, 6 

April  2018. Available at https://www.cbpp.org/research/food-assistance/snap-boosts-retailers-and-local-

economies. 

38 Canning, Patrick and Rosanna Mentzer Morrison. “Quantifying the Impact of SNAP Benefits on the U.S. Economy 

and Jobs.” U.S. Department of Agriculture, 18 July 2019. Available at https://www.ers.usda.gov/amber-

waves/2019/july/quantifying-the-impact-of-snap-benefits-on-the-us-economy-and-jobs/. 

39 Pender, John, et al. “The Impacts of Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program Redemptions on County -Level 

Employment.”  U.S. Department of Agriculture, May 2019. Available at 

https://www.ers.usda.gov/webdocs/publications/93169/err-263.pdf?v=1509.3. 

40 “Family Budget Calculator.” Economic Policy Institute, accessed 11 March, 2020. Available at 

https://www.epi.org/resources/budget/. 

41 “Income, Poverty, and Health Insurance Coverage in the United States: 2018.” U.S. Census Bureau, 10 

September 2019. Available at https://www.census.gov/newsroom/press-releases/2019/income-poverty.html. 

42 Sherman, et al. “Reducing Cost-of-Living Adjustment Would Make Poverty Line a Less Accurate Measure of Basic 

Needs.” 2019. 

43 “Report on the Economic Well -Being of U.S. Households in 2018.” Federal Reserve, May 2019. Available at 

https://www.federalreserve.gov/publications/files/2018-report-economic-well-being-us-households-201905.pdf. 

44 Karpman, Michael, Stephen Zuckerman, and Dulce Gonzalez. “Material Hardship among Nonelderly Adults and 

Their Families in 2017: Implications for the Safety Net.” Urban Institute, August 2018. Available at 

https://www.urban.org/sites/default/fi les/publication/98918/material_hardship_among_nonelderly_adults_and_t

heir_families_in_2017.pdf. 

45 Boak, Josh, and Emily Swanson. “AP-NPORC Poll: Many Feeling Vulnerable Despite Economic Gains.” ABC News, 

9 July 2019. Available at https://abcnews.go.com/US/wireStory/ap-norc-poll-feeling-vulnerable-economic-gains-

64212609.  

46 Boteach, Melissa, et al. “A Tax Code for the Rest of Us: A Framework & Recommendations for Advancing Gender 

& Racial Equity Through Tax Credits.” Georgetown Center on Poverty and Inequality and National Women’s Law 

Center, 13 November 2019. Available at https://nwlc.org/resources/a-tax-code-for-the-rest-of-us-a-framework-

recommendations-for-advancing-gender-racial-equity-through-tax-credits/. 

47 Li, Huixian. “The Tipped Minimum Wage & Working People of Color.” Georgetown Center on Poverty and 

Inequality, Spring 2018. Available at https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/GCPI-

MW-fact-sheet-2018.06.08.pdf. 

48 Li, Huixian. “The Tipped Minimum Wage & Working People of Color.” 

49 Grant, et al. “Unworkable & Unwise: Conditioning Access  to Programs that Ensure a Basic Foundation for 

Families on Work Requirements.” 2019. 

50 Glynn, Sarah Jane. “Fact Sheet: Child Care.” Center for American Progress, 16 August 2012. Available at 

https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/news/2012/08/16/11978/fact-sheet-child-care/. 

https://www.cbpp.org/research/food-assistance/snap-boosts-retailers-and-local-economies
https://www.cbpp.org/research/food-assistance/snap-boosts-retailers-and-local-economies
https://www.ers.usda.gov/amber-waves/2019/july/quantifying-the-impact-of-snap-benefits-on-the-us-economy-and-jobs/
https://www.ers.usda.gov/amber-waves/2019/july/quantifying-the-impact-of-snap-benefits-on-the-us-economy-and-jobs/
https://www.ers.usda.gov/webdocs/publications/93169/err-263.pdf?v=1509.3
https://www.epi.org/resources/budget/
https://www.census.gov/newsroom/press-releases/2019/income-poverty.html
https://www.census.gov/newsroom/press-releases/2019/income-poverty.html
https://www.federalreserve.gov/publications/files/2018-report-economic-well-being-us-households-201905.pdf
https://www.federalreserve.gov/publications/files/2018-report-economic-well-being-us-households-201905.pdf
https://www.federalreserve.gov/publications/files/2018-report-economic-well-being-us-households-201905.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/98918/material_hardship_among_nonelderly_adults_and_their_families_in_2017.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/98918/material_hardship_among_nonelderly_adults_and_their_families_in_2017.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/98918/material_hardship_among_nonelderly_adults_and_their_families_in_2017.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/98918/material_hardship_among_nonelderly_adults_and_their_families_in_2017.pdf
https://abcnews.go.com/US/wireStory/ap-norc-poll-feeling-vulnerable-economic-gains-64212609
https://abcnews.go.com/US/wireStory/ap-norc-poll-feeling-vulnerable-economic-gains-64212609
https://abcnews.go.com/US/wireStory/ap-norc-poll-feeling-vulnerable-economic-gains-64212609
https://nwlc.org/resources/a-tax-code-for-the-rest-of-us-a-framework-recommendations-for-advancing-gender-racial-equity-through-tax-credits/
https://nwlc.org/resources/a-tax-code-for-the-rest-of-us-a-framework-recommendations-for-advancing-gender-racial-equity-through-tax-credits/
https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/GCPI-MW-fact-sheet-2018.06.08.pdf
https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/GCPI-MW-fact-sheet-2018.06.08.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/news/2012/08/16/11978/fact-sheet-child-care/


13 

51 Dastur, Nina, et al. “Building the Caring Economy: Workforce Investments to Expand Access to Affordable, High -

Quality Early and Long-Term Care.” Georgetown Center for Poverty and Inequality, Spring 2017. Available at 

http://www.georgetownpoverty.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Building-the-caring-economy_hi-res.pdf. 

52 “U.S. Economic Activity Could Grow by Tens of Bil l ions of Dollars If We Invested More in Single Mothers 

Attending College, Report Shows.” Institute for Women’s Policy Research, 3 February 2020. Available at 

https://iwpr.org/u-s-economic-activity-could-grow-by-tens-of-bil lions-of-dollars-if-we-invested-more-in-single-

mothers-attending-college-report-shows/. 

53 Acosta, R. Alexander, and Will iam J. Wiatrowski. “National Compensation Survey: Employee Benefits in the 

United States, March 2018.” Bureau of Labor Statistics, U.S. Department of Labor, March 2018. Available at 

https://www.bls.gov/ncs/ebs/benefits/2018/ employee-benefits-in-the-united-states-march-2018.pdf. 

54 Rossin-Slater, Maya, Christopher Ruhm, and Jane Waldfogel. “The Effects of California’s Paid Family Leave 

Program on Mothers’ Leave-Taking and Subsequent Labor Market Outcomes.” IZA, December 2011. Available at 

http://ftp.iza.org/dp6240.pdf. 

55 “The Cost of Doing Nothing: The Price We All Pay Without Paid Leave Polices to Support America’s 21st Century 

Working Families.” U.S. Department of Labor, 4 September 2015. Available at 

https://www.dol.gov/wb/resources/cost-of-doing-nothing.pdf. 

56 Glynn, Sarah Jane, and Jane Farrell. “Latinos Least Likely to Have Paid Leave or Workplace Flexibility.” Center for 

American Progress, 20 November 2012. Available at https://www.americanprogress.org/wp- 

content/uploads/2012/11/GlynnLatinosPaidLeave1.pdf. 

57 “Caregiver Statistics: Work and Caregiving.” Family Caregiver Alliance, National Center on Caregiving, 2016. 

Available at https:// www.caregiver.org/caregiver-statistics-work-and-caregiving. 

58 “Families Caring for an Aging America.” The National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine, 2016. 

Available at https://www.nap.edu/read/23606/chapter/6. 

59 Bassanini, Andrea, and Danielle Venn. “Assessing the Impact of Labour Market Policies on Productivity: A 

Differences-in-Differences Approach.” OECD, 15 June 2007. Availabl e at 

http://www.oecd.org/social/soc/38797288.pdf 

60 Glynn, Sarah Jane, Alexandra L. Bradley, and Benjamin W. Veghte. “Paid Family and Medical Leave Programs: 

State Pathways and Design Options.” National Academy of Social Insurance, September 2017. Available  at 

https://www.nasi.org/sites/default/fi les/ research/NASI%20PFML%20brief%202017-%20Final.pdf 

61 Greene Foster, Diana. “Socioeconomic Outcomes of Women Who Receive and Women Who Are Denied Wanted 

Abortions in the United States” American Journal of Public Health, 7 February 2018. Available at 

https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/10.2105/AJPH.2017.304247. 

62 Bernstein, Anna, and Kelly Jones. “The Economic Effects of Abortion Access : A Review of the Evidence.” Institute 

for Women’s Policy Research, 18 July 2019. Available at https://iwpr.org/publications/economic-effects-abortion-

access-report/. 

63 “Women’s access to abortion improves children’s l ives” University of California, San Francisco, Advancing New 

Standards in Reproductive Health, January 2019. Available at 

https://www.ansirh.org/sites/default/fi les/publications/files/womens_access_to_abortion_improves_childrens_liv

es.pdf. 

64 Heuveline, Patrick and Matthew Weinshenker. “The International Child Poverty Gap: Does Demography 

Matter?” Demography 45: 173-191, 2008. Available at: 

https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1353/dem.2008.0007.pdf 

https://iwpr.org/u-s-economic-activity-could-grow-by-tens-of-billions-of-dollars-if-we-invested-more-in-single-mothers-attending-college-report-shows/
https://iwpr.org/u-s-economic-activity-could-grow-by-tens-of-billions-of-dollars-if-we-invested-more-in-single-mothers-attending-college-report-shows/
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/10.2105/AJPH.2017.304247
https://iwpr.org/publications/economic-effects-abortion-access-report/
https://iwpr.org/publications/economic-effects-abortion-access-report/
https://www.ansirh.org/sites/default/files/publications/files/womens_access_to_abortion_improves_childrens_lives.pdf
https://www.ansirh.org/sites/default/files/publications/files/womens_access_to_abortion_improves_childrens_lives.pdf
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1353/dem.2008.0007.pdf


14 

65 Misra, Joya, et al. “Family policies, employment and poverty among partnered and single mothers.” Research in 

Social Stratification and Mobility, 30(1):113-128, March 2012. Available at 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0276562411000709?via%3Dihub. 

66 Brady, David and Rebekah Burroway. “Targeting, Universalism, and Single-Mother Poverty: A Multilevel Analysis 

Across 18 Affluent Democracies.” Demography, 49(2):719 -746, May 2012. Available at 

https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/23252475.pdf?refreqid=excelsior%3A9e4cd35f8d3e2558d25ad4cdd30f1e25 . 

67 DeLeire, Thomas and Leonard M. Lopoo. “Family Structure and the Economic Mobility of Children.” Pew Trust, 

April  2010. Available at https://www.pewtrusts.org/-

/media/legacy/uploadedfiles/pcs_assets/2010/familystructurepdf.pdf. 

68 Brady, David, Ryan M. Finnigan, and Sabine Hubgen. “Rethinking the Risks of Poverty: A Framework for Analyzing 

Prevalences and Penalties.” Cross-National Data Center in Luxembourg, April  2017. Available at 

http://www.lisdatacenter.org/wps/liswps/693.pdf. 

69 Rank, Mark, and Thomas A. Hirschl. “The Likelihood of Experiencing Relative Poverty over the Life Course.” PLoS 

ONE 10(7), 22 July, 2015. Available at 

https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article/fi le?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0133513&type=printable. 

70 Rank, Mark, et al. “Chasing the American Dream: Understanding What Shapes Our Fortunes.” 2014.  

71 Larrimore, Jeff, Jacob Mortenson, and David Splinter. “Presence and Persistence of Poverty in U.S. Tax Data.” 

National Bureau of Economic Research, February 2020. Available at  

https://conference.nber.org/conf_papers/f129641.pdf 

72 Larrimore, Jeff, Jacob Mortenson, and David Splinter. “Presence and Persistence of Poverty in U.S. Tax Data.”  

73 “Pursuing the American Dream: Economic Mobility Across Generations.” The Pew Charitable Trust, July 2012. 

Available at 

https://www.pewtrusts.org/~/media/legacy/uploadedfiles/pcs_assets/2012/pursuingamericandreampdf.pdf 

74 Ratcliffe, Caroline and Emma Cancian Kalish. “Escaping Poverty.” U.S. Partnership on Mobility from Poverty, 18 

May 2017. Available at https://www.mobilitypartnership.org/publications/escaping-poverty. 

75 Akee, Randall, Maggie R. Jones, and Sonya R. Porter. ”Race Matters: Income Shares, Income Inequality, and 

Income Mobility for All  U.S. Races.” National Bureau of Economic Research, August 2017. Available at 

https://www.nber.org/papers/w23733 

76 Chetty, Raj, et al. ”Race and Economic Opportunity in the United States: An Intergenerational Perspective.” 

National Bureau of Economic Research, issued March 2018, updated December 2019. Available at 

https://www.nber.org/papers/w24441  

77 Bertrand, Marianne, and Sendhil Mullainathan. “Are Emily and Greg More Employable Than Lakisha and Jamal? 

A Field Experiment on Labor Market Discrimination.” The American Economic Review 94(4): 991-1013, 2004. 

Available at 

https://www.povertyactionlab.org/sites/default/fi les/publications/3%20A%20Field%20Experiment%20on%20Labo

r%20Market%20Discrimination%20Sep%2004.pdf. 

78 Desmond, Matthew, and Nathan Wilmers. “Do the Poor Pay More for Housing? Exploitation, Profit, and Risk in 

Rental Markets.” American Journal of Sociology, 124(4), January 2019. Available at 

https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/701697. 

79 Sharkey, Patrick. ”Mobility and the Metropolis: How Communities Factor Into Economic Mobili ty.” The Pew 

Charitable Trusts, December 2013. Available at https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-

analysis/reports/0001/01/01/mobility-and-the-metropolis 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0276562411000709?via%3Dihub
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/23252475.pdf?refreqid=excelsior%3A9e4cd35f8d3e2558d25ad4cdd30f1e25
https://www.pewtrusts.org/-/media/legacy/uploadedfiles/pcs_assets/2010/familystructurepdf.pdf
https://www.pewtrusts.org/-/media/legacy/uploadedfiles/pcs_assets/2010/familystructurepdf.pdf
http://www.lisdatacenter.org/wps/liswps/693.pdf
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article/file?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0133513&type=printable
https://conference.nber.org/conf_papers/f129641.pdf
https://www.pewtrusts.org/~/media/legacy/uploadedfiles/pcs_assets/2012/pursuingamericandreampdf.pdf
https://www.mobilitypartnership.org/publications/escaping-poverty
https://www.nber.org/papers/w23733
https://www.nber.org/papers/w24441
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/sites/default/files/publications/3%20A%20Field%20Experiment%20on%20Labor%20Market%20Discrimination%20Sep%2004.pdf
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/sites/default/files/publications/3%20A%20Field%20Experiment%20on%20Labor%20Market%20Discrimination%20Sep%2004.pdf
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/701697
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/reports/0001/01/01/mobility-and-the-metropolis
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/reports/0001/01/01/mobility-and-the-metropolis


15 

80 “Public Education Funding Inequity in an Era of Increasing Concentration of Poverty and Resegregation.” U.S. 

Commission on Civil  Rights, January 2018. Available at https://www.usccr.gov/pubs/2018/2018-01-10-Education-

Inequity.pdf. 

81 Hanks, Angela, Danyelle Solomon, and Christian E. Weller. “Systematic Inequality: How America’s Structural 

Racism Helped Create the Black-White Wealth Gap.” Center for American Progress, 21 February 2018. Available at 

https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/reports/2018/02/21/447051/systematic -inequality/. 

82 Levere, Andrea, and Vivian D. Nixon. “The New Pipeline: Poverty to Prison.” Prosperity Now, 6 April  2018. 

Available at https://prosperitynow.org/blog/new-pipeline-poverty-prison. 

83 DeFina, Robert, and Lance Hannon. “The Impact of Mass Incarceration on Poverty.” Crime and Delinquency, 

59(4): 562-586, 12 February 2009. https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128708328864. 

84 Ratcliffe, Caroline and Emma Cancian Kalish. “Escaping Poverty.” U.S. Partnership on Mobility from Pov erty, 18 

May 2017. Available at https://www.mobilitypartnership.org/publications/escaping-poverty. 

85 McEwen, Craig, and Bruce McEwen. “Social Structure, Adversity, Toxic Stress, and Intergenerational Poverty: An 

Early Childhood Model.” Annual Review of Sociology, 43:72, 19 April  2017. Available at 

http://www.annualreviews.org/doi/ pdf/10.1146/annurev-soc-060116-053252. 

86 Cygan-Rehm, Kamila, et al., “Bounding the Causal Effect of Unemployment on Mental Health: Nonparametric 

Evidence from Four Countries.” IZA Institute of Labor Economics, March 2017. Available at 

http://ftp.iza.org/dp10652.pdf. 

87 Hodgkinson, Stacy, et al. “Improving Mental Health Access for Low-Income Children and Families in the Primary 

Care Setting.” Pediatrics, 139(1), January 2017. Available at 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5192088/#B4 

88 Brown, David W., Amanda E. Kowalski, and Ithai Z. Lurie. "Medicaid as an Investment in Children: What is the 

Long-Term Impact on Tax Receipts?" NBER Working Paper No. 20835, January 2015. Available at 

https://www.nber.org/papers/w20835.pdf. 

89 Chetty, Raj, Nathaniel Hendren, and Lawrence F. Katz. "The Effects of Exposure to Better Neighborhoods on 

Children: New Evidence from the Moving to Opportunity Project." American Economic Review 106(4): 855 -902, 

August 2015. Available at https://pubs.aeaweb.org/doi/pdfplus/10.1257/aer.20150572. 

90 Sommers, Benjamin D., and Donald Oellerich. "The poverty-reducing effect of Medicaid." Journal of Health 

Economics, 32(5): 816-832, September 2013. Available at 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016762961300091X. 

91 Sherman, Arloc, and Tazra Mitchell. "Economic Security Programs Help Low-Income Children Succeed Over Long 

Term, Many Studies Find." Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, 17 July 2017. Available at 

https://www.cbpp.org/research/poverty-and-inequality/economic-security-programs-help-low-income-

childrensucceed-over. 

92 Hoynes, Hilary, Diane Whitmore Schanzenbach, and Douglas Almond. "Long-Run Impacts of Childhood Access to 

the Safety Net." American Economic Review, April  2016. Available at 

https://gspp.berkeley.edu/assets/uploads/research/pdf/Hoynes -Schanzenbach-Almond-AER-2016.pdf. 

93 Ratcliffe, Caroline and Emma Cancian Kalish. “Escaping Poverty.” U.S. Partnership on Mobility from Poverty, 

2017.  

94 Ratcliffe, Caroline and Emma Cancian Kalish. “Escaping Poverty.” U.S. Partnership on Mobility from Poverty, 

2017. 

https://www.usccr.gov/pubs/2018/2018-01-10-Education-Inequity.pdf
https://www.usccr.gov/pubs/2018/2018-01-10-Education-Inequity.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/reports/2018/02/21/447051/systematic-inequality/
https://prosperitynow.org/blog/new-pipeline-poverty-prison
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0011128708328864
https://www.mobilitypartnership.org/publications/escaping-poverty


16 

95 McKernan, Signe-Mary, and Caroline Ratcliffe. “Events that Trigger Poverty Entries and Exits.” The Urban 

Institute, December 2002. Available at https://www.urban.org/sites/default/fi les/publication/60726/410636-

events-that-trigger-poverty-entries-and-exits.pdf. 

96 Ratcliffe, Caroline and Emma Cancian Kalish. “Escaping Poverty.” U.S. Partnership on Mobility from Poverty, 

2017. 

97 Dutta-Gupta, Indivar, et al. “Lessons Learned From 40 Years of Subsidized Employment Programs.” Georgetown 

Center on Poverty and Inequality, Spring 2016. Available at  

https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/employment/lessons -learned-from-40-years-of-subsidized-

employment-programs/. 

98 Dutta-Gupta, Indivar, et al. “Lessons Learned From 40 Years of Subsidized Employment Programs.”  2016. 

99 OECD (2020), Poverty rate (indicator). doi: 10.1787/0fe1315d-en (Accessed on 10 March 2020) 

https://data.oecd.org/inequality/poverty-rate.htm 

100 Wilson, Valerie and Jessica Schieder. “Countries Investing More in Social Programs Have Less Child Poverty.” 

Economic Policy Institute, 1 June 2018. Available at https://www.epi.org/publication/countries -investing-more-in-

social-programs-have-less-child-poverty/. 

101 The relative poverty rate is the share of individuals l iving in households with post-tax, post-transfer incomes 

below half of median income. https://data.oecd.org/inequality/poverty-rate.htm 

102 “Poverty Rate” Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, accessed 10 March 2020. 

https://data.oecd.org/inequality/poverty-rate.htm 

103 Roadmap to Reducing Child Poverty. National Academy of Sciences. 

104 “Family Tax Benefit.” Australian Government, Department of Social Services, updated 21 August 2019. Available 

at https://www.dss.gov.au/families-and-children/benefits-payments/family-tax-benefit. 

105 Roadmap to Reducing Child Poverty. National Academy of Sciences. 

106 “Better Outcomes, Brighter Futures: The National Policy Framework for Children and Young People, 2014 -

2020.” Government of Ireland, Department of Chi ldren and Youth Affairs, 13 March 2019. Available at 

https://www.gov.ie/en/publication/775847-better-outcomes-brighter-futures/. 

107 Roadmap to Reducing Child Poverty. National Academy of Sciences. 

108 Dutta-Gupta, Indivar, et al. “Lessons Learned From 40 Years of Subsidized Employment Programs: A Framework, 

Review of Models, and Recommendations for Helping Disadvantaged Workers.” Georgetown Center on Poverty 

and Inequality, Spring 2016. Available at https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/employment/lessons -

learned-from-40-years-of-subsidized-employment-programs/. 

109 “The State of the Union for Black Workers.” Economic Policy Institute, 4 February 2020. Available at 

https://www.epi.org/blog/the-state-of-the-union-for-black-workers-myths-and-facts/. 

https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/60726/410636-events-that-trigger-poverty-entries-and-exits.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/60726/410636-events-that-trigger-poverty-entries-and-exits.pdf
https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/employment/lessons-learned-from-40-years-of-subsidized-employment-programs/
https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/employment/lessons-learned-from-40-years-of-subsidized-employment-programs/
https://data.oecd.org/inequality/poverty-rate.htm
https://www.epi.org/publication/countries-investing-more-in-social-programs-have-less-child-poverty/
https://www.epi.org/publication/countries-investing-more-in-social-programs-have-less-child-poverty/
https://data.oecd.org/inequality/poverty-rate.htm
https://data.oecd.org/inequality/poverty-rate.htm
https://www.dss.gov.au/families-and-children/benefits-payments/family-tax-benefit
https://www.gov.ie/en/publication/775847-better-outcomes-brighter-futures/
https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/employment/lessons-learned-from-40-years-of-subsidized-employment-programs/
https://www.georgetownpoverty.org/issues/employment/lessons-learned-from-40-years-of-subsidized-employment-programs/
https://www.epi.org/blog/the-state-of-the-union-for-black-workers-myths-and-facts/



