Appendix Tables




Appendix table 1—Method of data collection by State

Phone survey and State

State Phone survey only documents received in the malil
Alabama u
Alaska O
Arizona d
Arkansas O
California ad
Colorado O
Connecticut d
District of Columbia 0
Florida O
Georgia ad
Hawaii O
Idaho 0
lllinois u
Indiana 0
lowa 0
Kansas O
Kentucky ad
Louisiana d
Maine o
Maryland 0
Massachusetts a
Michigan ad
Minnesota O
Mississippi O
Missouri 0
Montana O
Nebraska O

—Continued
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Appendix table 1—Method of data collection by State—Continued

Phone survey and State

State Phone survey only documents received in the mail
Nevada O
New Hampshire O
New Jersey O
New Mexico O
New York 0O
North Carolina U
North Dakota O
Ohio O
Oklahoma O
Oregon a
Pennsylvania ad
Rhode Island U
South Carolina O
South Dakota 0
Tennessee g
Texas t
Utah O
Vermont O
Virginia 0
Washington O
West Virginia O
Wisconsin O
Wyoming O
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Appendix table 2—State re-engineering efforts that occurred as a result of welfare

reform prior to FY 2000 by category of change

Program Changes in Conforming Increased
Changes in Changes in the accessibility client tracking the State food program
organizational role of the case and changes in and stamp monitoring
structures worker certification accountability program and and evaluation
State systems systems TANF program
Alabama O O O
Alaska O O
Arizona
Arkansas 0 0
California 0 O 0 ad 0
Colorado O 0 O 0
Connecticut O g g t 0
District of
Columbia 0 0 O
Florida O ad t O
Georgia O d t
Hawaii 0 O
ldaho O 0 O O O O
Illinois a O
Indiana O d
lowa O ad g O
Kansas O ad t a
Kentucky O O
Louisiana O d a
Maine 0 O ad O
Maryland O O O O U
Massachusetts O 0
Michigan O O
Minnesota O O
Mississippi O g 0 ad O
Missouri 0 O O
Montana O g t
Nebraska O O O
Nevada O O O
New Hampshire O O O
New Jersey O ad t u
New Mexico O O 0 O 0
—Continued
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Appendix table 2—State re-engineering efforts that occurred as a result of welfare reform
prior to FY 2000 by category of change—Continued

Program Changes in Conforming Increased
Changes in Changes in the accessibility client tracking the State food program
State organizational role of the case and changes in and stamp monitoring
structures worker certification accountability program and and evaluation
systems systems TANF program
New York 0 O O
North Carolina ad O
North Dakota U U
Ohio a g g g a
Oklahoma O O
Oregon 0 a a
Pennsylvania 0 a 0
Rhode Island g
South Carolina U
South Dakota U g
Tennessee O
Texas U
Utah
Vermont U
Virginia 0 u
Washington 0
West Virginia 0 0 u
Wisconsin O O O O U
Wyoming 0 O g
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Appendix table 3—State re-engineering efforts that occurred during FY 2000 by category

of change
Program Changes in Conforming Increased
Changes in Changes in the accessibility client tracking the State food program
organizational role of the case and changes in and stamp monitoring
structures worker certification accountability program and and evaluation
State systems systems TANF program
Alabama
Alaska O g O ad O
Arizona U O
Arkansas O ad
California O O
Colorado
Connecticut O
District of
Columbia .
Florida O
Georgia ad a g
Hawaii
Idaho O O
lllinois O O
Indiana 0 O
lowa H
Kansas
Kentucky 0
Louisiana O O
Maine O O
Maryland O
Massachusetts 0
Michigan
Minnesota O
Mississippi
Missouri O
Montana U 0
Nebraska
Nevada U
New Hampshire O
New Jersey ] O
New Mexico d
—Continued

86 0 Re-engineering the Welfare System/FANRR-17

Economic Research Service/lUSDA



Appendix table 3—State re-engineering efforts that occurred during FY 2000 by category
of change—Continued

Program Changes in Conforming Increased
Changes in Changes in the accessibility client tracking the State food program
State organizational role of the case and changes in and stamp monitoring
structures worker certification accountability program and and evaluation
systems systems TANF program
New York 0 O 0
North Carolina 0
North Dakota a ad
Ohio O O O
Oklahoma O O
Oregon g a ]
Pennsylvania O O
Rhode Island U U
South Carolina O a 0
South Dakota a O
Tennessee O
Texas O
Utah O O
Vermont ad
Virginia ad O
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin a
Wyoming
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Appendix table 4—States by size of food stamp caseload

Size of food stamp caseload

State Small Medium Large
Alabama 0
Alaska O
Arizona O
Arkansas O
California O
Colorado O
Connecticut O
District of Columbia 0
Florida O
Georgia ad
Hawaii O
Idaho ad
Illinois O
Indiana 0
lowa O
Kansas O
Kentucky O
Louisiana O
Maine O
Maryland O
Massachusetts 0
Michigan ad
Minnesota
Mississippi O
Missouri O
Montana d
Nebraska o
Nevada 0
New Hampshire O
New Jersey g
New Mexico O
New York
North Carolina

——Continued
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Appendix table 4—States by size of food stamp caseload—Continued

State

Size of food stamp caseload

Small

Medium Large

North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah
Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin

Wyoming

O o o o
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Appendix table 5—States making changes to the role of the caseworker as a result of

welfare reform prior to FY 2000 by goal

Goal of re-engineering change

Reduce Increase Increase
coordination fragmentation efficiency in coordination
between FSP in the provision the between FSP
of services operation and programs
of FSP other than
State TANF Other

Alaska o
Arizona a g
Connecticut u
Hawaii g ad
Idaho O
Kansas u
Louisiana O
Maryland 0 0 u
Michigan g ad
Mississippi O ad
New Mexico
New York
South Carolina ad O
South Dakota O
Tennessee O
Virginia O 0 O
West Virginia O
Wisconsin O
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Appendix table 6—States making changes to the role of the caseworker as a result of welfare reform
prior to FY 2000 by required level of approval

Level of approval

Civil Labor
Service unions or
Board or Governor’s State State
State office legislature employee
personnel agency
State agency Other

Alaska 0
Arizona d
Connecticut O
Idaho 0
Kansas
Louisiana O
Maryland g O O
Michigan O ad O U
Mississippi 0
New Mexico O
New York 0 o
South Carolina O O
South Dakota 0
Virginia O O
West Virginia O o
Wisconsin ad O
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Appendix table 7—States increasing access to their Food Stamp Program as a result of
welfare reform prior to FY 2000 by type of change

Type of change

Certification Local office

State process practices Increasing outreach
Alabama 0
Alaska O
Arizona O O O
Arkansas O O
California O g O
Colorado O d u
Connecticut O g O
District of Columbia 0 0 U
Florida U
Georgia O g u
Idaho 0 0 O
Indiana O O O
lowa -
Kansas 0 d
Kentucky O
Maine O
Maryland O O O
Massachusetts ad O
Minnesota O ad
Mississippi O
Missouri O
Montana O g
Nebraska O
Nevada 0 O O
New Hampshire ad
New Jersey O a
New Mexico U

—Continued
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Appendix table 7—States increasing access to their Food Stamp Program as a result of
welfare reform prior to FY 2000 by type of change—Continued

Type of change
Certification Local office
State process practices Increasing outreach
New York g
North Carolina O
North Dakota O
Ohio | g
Oregon a g O
Pennsylvania O
South Carolina O
South Dakota O O
Texas U
Utah O a O
Wisconsin g ad
Wyoming ad ad

Economic Research Service/lUSDA

Re-engineering the Welfare System/FANRR-17 0 93



panunuoD—
a O 0 BURIUOIN
O O O 1INOSSIN
a 0 ©10SQUUIN
ad sln@snyoessepn
ad O pue|Alen
0 sesue)|
a euelpu|
ad O O 0 oyep|
ad e1b1099
o U eiqun|oD jo 1ouisIa
O a O 1N21199UU0)D
0 O opelojoD
d d eiulojed
O 0 0 0 sesueyly
O 0 0 O euozuy
suoledlya-al alels
suoned|dde sS4 apinoud pue
aye) Aluo suoreol|dde
SH Jo} BuiAldde sinoy Buiuans 0] S9921J0 Sd axel
SJual|d 1sisse Jo/pue salouabe Jayjo all||ares 01 sadijo S921J0 SH O} S821JJ0 S 1e
01 ,Slauned puaxaam Te SIa)IoM ysijgels3 all||ares uoneuodsues) 31ed plIiyd
areAld, asn apinold uoneIsino ysliqeis3 anoidw 9pInoid

abueyo jo adA |

abueyo jo adAy

AQ 0002 A4 01 Jouid wioal asejjom Jo 1 nsal e se saolioelad ao14J0 20| Bulbueys sareisS—g a|gel xipuaddy

Economic Research Service/lUSDA

94 0 Re-engineering the Welfare System/FANRR-17



: BuiwoAm
O u O O UISUOISIM
H O yein
g sexa|
0 e10MRQd Y1Nnos
g euljoied yinos
U elUBAJASUUSY
O O ad uobaio
O O O 0 01yo
O BeuljoJe) YlioN
a Aaslar maN
0 O aliysdweH maN
0 O u | epensN
suoieoNIa2-al arels
suoneddde sS4 apinoid pue
el Aluo suoneoldde
S4 Joy BuiAldde sinoy Buiuans 0] S321}J0 Sd el
Suald 1sisse lo/pue salouabe Jaylo alljjares 0] sadljo Sad1jJj0 S4 01 S901J0 S e
01 ,siaunred puaaam 1e siayiom ysijgels3 aljjeres uoneuodsuel aled plIyo
areald, asn apinoid uonelsinQ ysljgeis3 anoidwi| apinoid

abueyo Jo adA L

panunuo)—abueys jo adAy

A 000Z A4 01 Jolid wiojal arejjom Jo 1 nsal e se saoloe.d 992140 20| Buibueys saleiS—g a|qel xipuaddy

Re-engineering the Welfare System/FANRR-17 0 95

Economic Research Service/lUSDA



O O sexa]
0 euljoJed yinos
g a g a olyo
0 O O d NI0A MaN
ad epeAsN
0 O 0 eueluon
O snasnyoessen
0 0 pue|Alen
0 eueipu|
a a a sesuexly
g euozuy
suoneolyIa9-al alels
apinoid pue
suoneoidde s+ suoneoidde
S4 Joj BulA|dde sinoy Buiuana axel Aluo SH 9yel
SETRRSISN] Jo/pue salouabe Jayio 0] sadljjo 0} S921440 S921J0 SH 01 S921J0 S 1e
0} ,Slauned pusaam e siaylom all[|ores aylj|eres uoneuodsuen aled pliyo
areaud, asn apinoid uoneisino ysiiqeis3 ysiigeis3 anoidw| apinold

abueyd jo adA |

abueyos e Jo adA1 Aq 000Z Ad Bulinp saanoeud adiyjo [e20| abueyd

01 Buluue|d sare1S—e6 9|qel XIpuaddy

Economic Research Service/lUSDA

96 0 Re-engineering the Welfare System/FANRR-17



Appendix table 10—States making changes to improve outreach as a result of welfare
reform prior to FY 2000 by method of outreach

Method of outreach

Distribute PSAs or Referrals Distribute
printed notices on from other food stamp
materials TV or radio soci_al applications
service
State programs Other
Arizona O
Arkansas O
California d
Colorado O O
Connecticut O
District of Columbia g O
Florida O
Georgia O
Idaho O O O
Indiana O
lowa O
Kansas U
Maryland O
Massachusetts g
Minnesota O
Mississippi O
Nevada 0 O
New Jersey a g
New Mexico u
Ohio g g
Oregon g
South Dakota a
Utah ad O
Wisconsin O
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Appendix table 11—States increasing their use of databases for client record matching
as aresult of welfare reform prior to FY 2000 by type of database

Type of Database

State New hire Criminal records Social Security
Administration

Alabama o

Arizona O O

Colorado ad O O
Connecticut ad

Georgia ad O

Illinois a

Indiana g O

Louisiana 0

Maryland O

Mississippi ad
Montana O O
New Hampshire a O O
New Jersey a O

New Mexico ad O U
North Dakota d 0
Ohio d

Oklahoma ad

Pennsylvania ad O
Tennessee O O
Texas g

Utah O

Vermont g

Wisconsin a

Wyoming d
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