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Figure 2

MAXIMUM AVAILABLE TAX AND BENEFIT PROGRAMS

$30,000 Single Parent with Two Children in Colorado, 2011
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Figure 3

WHEN WORK DOESN'T PAY

Marginal Tax Rates for Single Parent with One Child, 2014
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Figure

"THE EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT

» Number of Children and Filing Status, 2014
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Source: Urban Institute and Brookings Institution Tax Policy Center, Historical EITC Parameters



Figure 5

THE IMPACT OF EITC ON POVERTY RATES, 2012

By Marital Status and Number of Related Children under the Age of 18

Percentage of Families in Poverty
Using an Alternative Measure of

Family Characteristics Income
Number of Percentage
Related Change in
Children under EITC Excluded EITC Included in Poverty Rates
Marital Status 18 in the Family from Income Income from EITC
Single 0 22.29% 22.26% -.14%

1 29.11% 24.74% -15.02%
2 33.97% 28.31% -16.65%
3 48.03% 41.26% -14.10%
Married 0 4.44% 4.38% -1.39%
1 5.27% 4.17% -20.89%
2 6.10% 4.46% -26.86%
3 10.04% 7.09% -29.38%

Source: CRS Analysis of the 2013 Current Population Survey.



Figure 6

THE CHILDLESS EITC

Current Law Proposal
Phase-in Rate 7.65% 15.3%
Phases in up to $6,570 $6,570
Maximum Credit $503 $1,005
Phase-out Rate 7.65% 15.3%
Phase-out Starts* $8,220 $11,500
Phase-out Ends* $14,790 $18,070
Minimum Age 25 2]
Maximum Age 64 64

* Under both current law and the proposal, levels are $5,500 higher for married
filers.




Figure 7

THE CHILDLESS EITC

Ryan Proposal vs. Current Law, 2015
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Figure 8

'‘SUCCESS’ STANDARDS BY AGE GROUP
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Figure

SUCCESS RATES AT EACH LIFE STAGE

By Family Income
80% - & Born to Poor (Family Income <2007 FPL)
i Born to Non-Poor Family (Family Income > or = 200% FPL)
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Figure 10 GOVERNMENT SPENDING FOR EDUCATION
AND EARLY CARE

In 2008
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Source: Sara Edelstein et al, “How Do Public Investments in Children Vary with Age¢ A Kids' Share
Analysis of Expenditures in 2008 and 2011 by Age Group,” Urban Institute, Oct 2012.



Figure 11 REVENUES FOR PUBLIC ELEMENTARY AND
SECONDARY SCHOOLS

Since 1970
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Source: Table 202. “Revenues for public elementary and secondary schools, by source of
funds: Selected years, 1919-20 through 2009-10,” National Center for Education Statistics.



Figure 12 SOURCES OF FINANCIAL AID
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figure 13 TITLE IV FUNDING REPRESENTS GROWING SHARE OF
HIGHER EDUCATION OPERATING REVENUE
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Source: Moody's Municipal Financial Ratio Analysis; U.S. Department of Education Title IV Funding Reports




Figure 14

TRENDS IN AMERICAN PUBLIC SCHOOLING
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Figure 15

THE

YouthBuild

National
Farmwor
Jobs Program

A National
Lmergency
Grants

WIA Adult

.

Employment
Service/
gne
Funded
Activities

Wa,

—Peyser

WIA Pilot and
Demonstration
Projects

ccond Chance Act
Prisoner Reentry

‘-

WIA Youth
Activities

Job Clorps

Homeless

Project

I ibled Vete

Outreach Program

ans’

‘ |
7

Departmment
of Labox

Senior
Community
Service
Employment
Program

Local
Veterans’
Employment
Repr ntative
Program

Community
ed Job T
Grants
N N .
Reintegration of
-Offenders
—

H-1B Job
Grants

Workforce

Innovation Fund

Department
of Justice

Employ

Women in
Apprenticeship and
Nontraditional
Occupations
(WANTO)

and Other
Training

Green Jobs Act

located Workers

Youth
Opportunity
Job Grants

Workforce
Commission

ES
Statistical
Programs
—

Veterans
Workforce
Investment

Program

Indian
nent

Voc
Rehabi
Di

wtional
itation for
bled Veterans

Department
of Vetexramns
Affairs

Projects v

Tempor
for Needy Familic

Social

Department
of Health and
Hurman
Services

< P—

Assistance

ANE)

Ary

o —

Refugee and Entrant

AN

ance

Voluntar

Matching Grant I

Education

ith

Industry

In-Service
Lraining of
Rehabilitation
Personnel

Career and

Controlled

Technical

Education Basic
Grants to States

Postsecondar
and Technic
Institutions

wtional
ation

Rechabilitation
Services

NN
Departmment
of Education

NATION'S WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT SYSTEM

“IA] maze of confusing programs” — President Barack Obama,

ce and Entrant

2012

bal Work G

Entrant Assistance:
Targeted Ass
Grants

stance

Clommunity
Services Block
Grant

ance Discretionary

National
Institute for
Literac

State-
supported
cmployment

Services

Program

Tech-Prep
Education

Clarcer and
Technical
Education

Ass

stance Indian Set-

side

- and Seasonal < S e

Department ¥ Individuals
of the Interior

Department
of Agriculture

Employment and rrmworker

ini Program
Recreational

Departmment Programs

Indian Vocational of Defemnse
Trainin
United Tribes
Technical Colle

Source: Henry Ryder, The Noun Project via Education and Workforce Committee

Conservation

Envirvommmemntal b
by Youth

Protection Agency

Brownfield Job
T " National Guard

Youth Challeng




Figure 16

WORKING-AGE MEN BEHIND BARS

Rates of Incarceration by Race, Age, Gender and Education, 2008

White Black Hispanic
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Source: Pew Economic Mobility Project, Figure 2, “Collateral Costs: Incarceration’s Effect on
Economic Mobility,” 2010.



Figue 7PERCENTAGE OF FEDERAL INMATES WHO PARTICIPATED
IN BUREAU OF PRISONS REHABILITATIVE PROGRAMS
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Source: Data from 2000-2011 is from the Congressional Research Service. The 2012 and 2013 data
was provided by CRS via request with permission from the BOP.



