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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The evolution of welfare policy in recent years has increasingly
cast assistance programs in a short-term, remedial role. Certain events--such
as family breakups, loss of employment, and perhaps intergenerational poverty
—-leave people in positions of severe economic need. For people in these
situations, assistance programs are intended primarily to provide help until
the family can become financially independent, with incentives and services
tailored to make the transition to independence occur as quickly and perma-
nently as possible, For others, however, the need for assistance may have
been triggered by the sudden onset of a disability, or by lack of sufficient
savings at time of retirement. For the permanently disabled and the elderly,

long-term assistance may be required.

In forming policies to help people become independent, it is essen-
tial to understand the dynamics of participation in assistance programs. What
events actually precipitate the need to apply for help? How long do people
usually receive assistance? What events take them off the assistance rolls?

Do they stay off, or do they quickly return?

Recent studies have revealed much useful information about the
dynamics of participation in the Aid to Families with Dependent Children
(AFDC) program. Similar information about the Food Stamp program has been
lacking. Because the Food Stamp Program serves a much broader population than
AFDC, it cannot be assumed that the two programs have similar participation

dynamics.

This report presents information on the dynamics of the food stamp
caseload through the analysis of two data bases. Short-run dynamics are
examined with administrative data originally collected to evaluate the effects
of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliacion Act of 1981 (OBRA). Moncthly data were
collected over a three-year period (October 1980 cthrough December 1983).
Long-run dynamics of food stamp receipt are examined over an eleven-year
period (1973-1984) using annual data from the Panel Study of Income Dynamics
(PSID).

xi
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What are the circumstances that lead to food stamp recipiency?

In general, people who start receiving food stamps do so for two
primary reasons. First, they may experience a major change in household
composition which creates a new family unit without sufficient income.
Alternatively, the members of an intact household may experience a loss of an
income source, for example, through unemployment. The barriers to achieving
economic independence are likely to be more serious for the first type than
for the second, because & new household head must undertake economic

responsibility.

The PSID data show that 32 percent of households beginning food
stamp receipt experienced a major change in household composition (e.g., loss
of the head of household or spouse, or new family formation) in the year in
which the food stamp spell began or in the preceding year. Many of these
households began receiving AFDC at the same time. For another 31 percent of
the households beginning food stamp spells, earnings or other taxable income
had fallen by at least $500 from the preceding year without changes in the
adult composition of the household. Less common precipitating events included
decreases in rumber of adults other than the head and spouse, and increases in

household size.

This pattern contrasts sharply with that observed for AFDC. Bane
and Ellwood (1983) found that 75 percent of households beginning AFDC receipt
experienced a major change in household composition (e.g. a wife or unmmarried
woman becoming a female head of household). Only 12 percent of AFDC spell
beginnings were associated with a loss of earnings. These contrasting results
between the AFDC and Food Stamp Programs reflect the very different caseload
composition of the two programs. The very factors that make some food stamp
recipients categorically ineligible for AFDC--absence of children, or (in some
States) presence of both parents--may reduce barriers <to economic

independence.

How long do people tend to receive food stamps?

Much concern has been focused recently on long-term recipients of
welfare. This in turn has resulted in increased emphasis on employment and
training programs and other initiatives designed to speed the transition to

independence. With regard to households and individuals that receive

xii
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assistance for only a few months, less intensive work requirements, such as
job search, may be most appropriate. For households that require long-term
assistance but are elderly or disabled, employment and training programs are
moot. It is therefore of interest to determine the duration of food stamp

receipt, both for the population as a whole and for particular subgroups.

A key result of these analyses therefore is that more than half of
all continuous episodes of food stamp receipt end within 7 months. Because
some households receive food stamps continuously for several years, however,
the average length of participation is 18 months. For some types of house-
holds, i.e. AFDC recipients and the elderly, participation tends to last
considerably longer than for the caseload as a whole: half of all episodes
for AFDC recipients go on for 1% months or more, and half of all episodes for
elderly recipients, for 19 months or more. For other types of food stamp
recipients, i.e. work registrants, earned income cases, and singles, program
stays are shorter; half of all episodes in these categories last six months or

less.

Intermittent contact with the Focd Stamp Program lasts longer. Two-

thirds of spells in the PSID--defined as sets of consecutive calendar years in
which a household received food stamps in one or more months——last only one or
two years. The average length was 4.6 years; it was greater for households
receiving AFDC and households with elderly heads, and less for households with

earners and single individuals.

These numbers are in striking contrast with corresponding statistics
for the AFDC program, which tend to show substantially longer periocds of
recipient dependency. Working with data from the Survey of Income and Program
Participation, Ruggles (1988) found that half of all continucus episodes of
AFDC receipt end within 11 months, compared with the 7 month median reported
here for the Food Stamp Program. Likewise, Bane and Ellwood (1983) found from
the PSID that less than half of AFDC recipients ended intermittent contact
with the AFDC program within two years. As noted above, over two-thirds of
food stamp recipients did so with regard to the Food Stamp Program. Thus,
long-term dependency is less prevalent in the Food Stamp Program than in the
AFDC Program.
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What factors affect patterns of participation?

If agency staff could predict the future dependency of food stamp
cases based on their characteristics at the time they first appear in the food
stamp office, they might be able to tailor their case management services. We
therefore examined case closings and reopenings in a multivariate context.
Among specific factors considered were recipients' demographic character-
istics, presence of earned income, participation in other income support
programs, geographic and macroeconomic factors, and program attributes.
Strong relationships emerged with respect to each of these sets of variables,

which are in general consistent between the short-run and long-run analyses.

Among demographic characteristics, we find that continuous time on

the program is greater for households with more children, fewer adults, older
heads, and black heads. The effects of these variables on periods of inter-
mittent contact with the program are similar, with the exception of the effect
of the age of the head of household. This exception presumably reflects the
fart that households with younger heads, although quicker to get off the food
stamp rolls, are then more likely to reopen within a few months than house-

holds with older heads.

Sources of household income are important predictors of the length

of time on the program. Presence of earners in the household at the start of

an episode reduces both length of continuous participation and length of
intermittent participation for most household types. Conversely,

participation in other income support programs-—AFDC, Social Security, or GA--

increases length of both continuous and intermittent participation.

Among geographic and macroeconomic factors, there are no consistent

regional effects. The local unemployment rate at the time of an episode
beginning, however, had strong effects on both continuous and intermittent
receipt for childless households: participation tended to last longer in

areas with higher unemployment rates.

Finally, both the short-run and long-run models contained pre-post

indicators of important program attributes, namely, the implementation of the

OBRA changes and the elimination of the purchase requirement (EPR), respect-
ively. While these indicators may be capturing other secular changes, it is
at least suggestive that households that began to receive food stamps post-EPR

had substantially lower annual rates of leaving the Food Stamp Program.
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Are multiple episodes more typical than single episodes?

Policies aimed at moving people out of welfare dependency intend not
only to end the spell of assistance receipt, but also to leave the individual
in a position of continuing independence. It is important therefore to

consider patterns of recidivism among former food stamp recipients.

The data suggest that while the majority of food stamp recipients
participate for only a single continuous period, multiple spells are by no
means rare. Elderly Social Security and SSI recipients and young childless
couples are least likely to reopen (14 to 19 percent within six months of
closure). Raeopening is most common for intact families with case heads over
40 and for single-parent GA cases without earnings (35 to 42 percent within
six months of closure). From the alternative perspective of time elapsed
since the beginning of participation, one-third of all cases begin a second

spell within two years.

Taking into account the length of the original episode and the
likelihood of reCutning to the program, cne can estimarte how many months of
food stamps a case would be expected to receive in the five years after it
begins a spell. The groups with the greatest food stamp participation over
this period are eldérly individuals and couples who also get Social Security
or SSI, and AFDC recipients (28 to 37 months of food stamps). Those that
participate least are individuals and young childless couples who do not

participate in any other income maintenance programs (12 to 14 months).

These findings indicate that the success of policies promoting self-
sufficiency cannot be judged simply in terms of the length of a single spell
of public assistance. Recidivism, even though it appears to exist for a
minority of cases, is important. Policies designed to reduce the incidence of
multiple episodes--such as education and training programs that increase the
earnings potential of recipients who already have a work history and would
thus be expected to leave the rolls quickly-—might be cost-effective in the

long run.
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What are the circumstances surrounding leaving the program?

The likely success of alternative policies designed to reduce
welfare dependency may be inferred from examination of the changes that house-
holds experience concurrent with leaving the Food Stamp Program. The PSID
data show that marriage of the head of the household occurs in the same year
in 5 percent of all cases (10 percent for households which leave the AFDC
program at the same time). An additional 53 percent of such households experi-
ence an increase in earnings or other taxable income in the year of leaving
the program or in the following year, while 4 percent of the households cease
to exist due to the death of the last sample member. The corresponding values
for households that continue to receive food stamps are 2 percent, 34 percent,

and 0 percent.

Thus by far the most important route out of food stamp dependency is
recipients' increased earnings--in contrast to the AFDC program, where more
than half of all exits are associated with marriage or loss of categorical

eligibility.

Conclusion

The analyses summarized above provide much evidence on the variety
of food stamp recipients. While some segments are as economically dependent
as the AFDC population, and for the same reasons, other segments, which are
unburdened with young children or which contain multiple able-bodied adults,
are much less so. Still other groups of recipients, in particular the
elderly, are even less likely to achieve economic independence than AFDC
recipients. Thus, the Food Stamp Program, which is the sole income mainte-
nance program available to all poor people regardless of age, family
structure, or other characteristics, fills a variety of needs for a diverse

population.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this report is to present analyses pertaining to the
dynamics of food stamp receipt. The analyses cover many different dimensions
of this topiec, including short-run versus loang=-run behavior; rates of closings
and reopenings; reasons for openings and closings; and behavior of both

households and individuals.
The analyses address the following questions:

l. What are the circumstances that lead to food stamp
recipiency?

2. How long do people tend to receive food stamps?
3. Are patterns of participation affected by:
e recipients' demographic characteristics;
¢ presence of earned income;
¢ participation in other income support programs;
e geographic or macroeconomic factors; and
e program attributes?

4. Are nultiple episodes more typical than single
episodes? :

S. What are the circumstances surrounding leaving the

program?

The central decision that directed the techmical approach to this
task was to use two data bases to answer these questions: an administrative
set that had originally been collected for the purpose of evaluating impacts
of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (OBRA), and the Panel Study
of Income Dynamics (PSID). Although these data sets differ in several
important ways, perhaps the most striking difference is that OBRA data were
collected monthly over a period of three years, while PSID data on food stamp
receipt were collected annually over a period of 11 years. By conducting
parallel analyses on the two data bases, we are able to estimate both long~run

and short-run effects.
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An additional advantage of using both data bases is that not all of
the research questions listed above can be addressed by either one taken
separately. Table 1.1 shows the appropriateness of the two data bases for
answering each of the research questions. The primary limitation of the PSID
in the context of the research questions is that receipt of food stamps is
known only for the year as a whole, so that multiple episodes cannot be
explored. The primary limitation of OBRA is that households are only observed
when they are actually receiving food stamps, so that reasons for opening and
reasons for closing cannot be determined. In addition, some particular
demographic and geographic variables are present in only one or the other of
the two data bases. With regard to program attributes, we have for each data
base chosen a single major event that occurred during the observation period,
and divided the period into "pre" and "post" segments. For the OBRA data
base, that event was the implementation of the OBRA changes, in October 198l.
For the PSID, the event was the elimination of the purchase requirement (EPR),

which occurred in 1979.

All analysis of food stamp participation to date has focused on the
household as the unit of analysis. When using administrative data sets like
OBRA, there is no alternative. The PSID offers the opportunity, however, to
examine participation behavior of individuals. As explained in Chapter 4, we
feel that the concept of a spell of receipt for a family over a number of
years is ambiguous, and we have therefore performed our descriptive analyses

of length of receipt for individuals as well as for families.

In the chapters that follow, we first present a review of the liter-
ature on the dynamics of food stamp receipt. We then discuss our findings on
short-run dynamics, based on the OBRA data, followed by our findings on long-

run dynamics, based on the PSID.



Table 1.1

APPROPRIATENESS OF PSID AND OBRA DATA BASES FOR

ANSWERING RESEARCH QUESTIONS

' Research Questions PSID
l. What are the circumstances that Yes
lead to food stamp recipiency?
2. How long do people tend to receive Yes
food stamps? (intermittent)
3. Are patterns of participaticn

affected by: Yes

* recipients' demographic characteristic}
presence of earned income;

e participation in other income support
programs;

* geographic or macroeconomic factors; and

e program attributes?

Are multiple episodés more typical No
than single episodes?

What are the circumstances sur- Yes
rounding leaving the program?

Table of Contents

OBRA

No

Yes
(continuous)

Yes

Yes

No
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CHAPTER TWO

BREVIEW OF THE LITERATURE ON
PARTICIPATION IN THE FOOD STAMP PROGRAM

A small but growing body of literature exists which examines the
dynamics of participation in welfare programs. While most of these studies
deal with the Aid to Families with Dependent Children Program (AFDC), some
focus on the Food Stamp Program, or on a combination of programs which

includes food stamps.

The purpose of this chapter is to summarize methodological issues
and substantive findings concerning the length of participation in the Food
Stamp Program, recidivism, and reasons why people begin to receive or stop
receiving food stamps. Subgroup variation for each of these topics is also
discussed. While we concentrate on studies examining food stamp participa-
tion, we also refer to selected works on AFDC dependency which have made

important methodological contributions to the dynamics literature.

2.1 Methodological Issues in the Study of the Dynamics of Welfare
Receipt

Long (1985)1 provides an assessment of studies on food stamp and
AFDC participation in the context of important methodological issues. She

further organizes her review intc descriptive and multivariate analyses.

Four fundamental problems related to the adequacy of available data

plague descriptive studies of welfare dependency:

1. Due to the problem of left and right censoring (the problem of
truncated observation periods), meaningful estimates of spell duration cannot

be achieved by simple averaging of observed completed spells.

2. Households rarely remain completely imtact over time, making it
difficult to decide whose participation in the program to track. Analyses
that select only those households that do not change are biased, and all rules

defining longitudinal families are at some level arbitrary.

lA list of references appears at the end of the report.
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3. Annual data which are the most readily available tend to yield
overestimates of spell duration and underestimates of turnover, because they

ignore breaks in recipiency of less than a full calendar year.

4, The two types of data available for analyses of welfare depend-
ency tend to be longitudinal data sets rich in socioceconomic variables but
having only annual observations (e.g., the Panel Study of Income Dynamics), or
administrative data measured at shorter time intervals but lacking important
analytic variables and covering a much shorter period of time (e.g., the OBRA

data).l

The present analysis addresses the above four issues in a variety of
ways. With respect to the problem of censoring and how to estimate spell
duration, hazard rate analysis is employed in both a descriptive and a
multivariate context. Also, the PSID data covers a period of ll years (from
1973 through 1983) and the OBRA data base (with monthly observations) covers

39 months, long enough to capture all but a small fraction of spells.

With regard to the problem of the appropriate unit of observation--

the household or the individual-—our approach is to analyze lengths of spells
both for individuals within families and for far 'ies themselves using the
PSID data. Further, we have developed a method to track families over time
which allows changes to occur without disregarding the basic continuity of a
family unit. The OBRA data are based on the food stamp household as the unit

of observation.

While PSID data come from an annual survey, the OBRA data are taken
from monthly administrative records. The analyses of these two nationally
representative data bases are therefore complementary, with each providing

information on issues which the other cannot address.

In addition to these basic challenges, multivariate analyses of
welfare dependency face another set of unsolved or poorly solved methodo-

logical problems according to Long. These are:

lRecen:ly data from the Survey of Income and Program Participation
have alsc become available. While these data combine the advantages of a rich
set of variables and monthly observations, like administrative data they cover
only a short period of time (about 2 1/2 years), and in addition they cover
only a relatively small number of food stamp households (around 1,300).
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l. Litcle work has been done on developing a theoretical model
underlying the decision {o participate in welfare programs. (The exception
for AFDC research, according to Long, is Hutchens (1981); Fraker and Moffirtt
(1988) have done the same for the Food Stamp Program.) Consensus on the
appropriate exogenous variables to include in equations to be estimated is

lacking.

2. No solution has yet been found to the problem of left censoring
of data, although hazard rate analysis--used increasingly in the field--
corrects adequately for right censoring.

3. No solution has yet been found to the problem of unmeasured
heterogeneity, other than attempts to include normally unmeasured
characteristics such as psychosocial traits, or the inclusion of a random

disturbance term (Tuma (1982)).

4. No solution has yet been found to separate duration dependence

from unmeasured heterogeneity (Tuma (1982); Flinn and Heckman (1982)).

Long identifies and critically discusses the approaches used by a
set of studies of AFDC and food stamp recipiency, giving particular attention
to the ways in which the authors have dealt with the issues outlined above.

The summary matrices from her report are reproduced in Appendix A.

2.2 Findings on Food Stamp Program Participation

In this section, we review findings from selected studies with
regard to four of the research questions addressed by the present project.

The questions are as follows:

* What are the circumstances that lead to food stamp
recipiency?

e How long do people tend to receive food stamps?

e Are multiple episodes more typical than single
episodes? :

¢ What are the circumstances surrocunding leaving the

program?

The findings of the previous studies are summarized in Table A.3 in

Appendix A.
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2.2.1 Circumstances Leading to Food Stamp Recipiency

Most food stamp studies have examined household characteristics or
characteristics of the head of the household at the time of beginning a food
stamp spell to determine why people participate in the program. A consistent

finding in these studies is that participation in other welfare programs,

especially AFDC, tends to be a strong predictor of beginning a food stamp
spell (Coe (1979); Kirlin and Merrill (1985); Carr, Doyle and Lubitz (1984);
Merck (1980)). In addition, the household's earnings and employment status of

the household head at the onset of a spell have been found to be significant

factors. In particular, the likelihood of food stamp participation increases
when there are no earnings in the household or when the household head is
unemployed (Coe (1979); Kirlin and Merrill (1985)). Other demographic

characteristics such as age, sex and race of household head have inconclusive

impscts, according to a study by Carr, Doyle and Lubitz (1984). A study that
focused exclusively on the participation decision by the eligible elderly,
however, found that sex, age, and education of the household head, as well as
stigma and distance to the food stamp office had a significant impact on the

probability of beginning a spell of food stamps (Hollonbeck and Chls (1984)).

Work by Bane and Ellwood (1983, 1985) examined the effect of
"trigger events" on the probability of beginning a spell of AFDC. Several
studies of food stamp participation have likewise attempted a dynamic approach
to explaining why people begin to receive food stamps (Coe (1979); Lubitz and
Carr, (1985)). 1Instead of analyzing static characteriscics of households,
these researchers examined events that occurred around the time of entry into
the program that could have precipitated the decision to seek assistance.
Such events typically affect a household's eligibility to receive food stamps
or signal a new financial hardship. Changes in income or labor force status
of earners in the household were found by Lubitz and Carr (1985) to be better
predictors of entry than a change in household composition. Coe (1979), on
the other hand, found a positive impact on entry of an increas: in family

size.l

lfor an interesting study of why eligible households chcose not to
participate in the Food Stamp Program, see Coe (1983a). On the same topic but
with a focus on nonparticipation among the elderly see Hollonbeck and Ohls
(1984).
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The current study relies on the trigger event approach to help

explain why people enter the Food Stamp Program.

2.2.2 Duration of Receipt

The topic that has received most attention from researchers of the
dynamics of food stamp behavior has been that of estimating how long people
tend to receive food stamps, once they start. As noted above, Long (1985)
explained the methodological pitfalls of calculating duration of food stamp
spells, the most important of which is the problem of right censoring or
truncated observation periods. Raesearchers have used a variety of measures of
spell duration including average length of stay, turnover rates, survival
rates, and percentage of spells that end after one month, two months, one

year, two years, and so on.

Studies of the length of time people receive food stamps are widely
disparate in their methods, data and findings, making comparisons difficulc or
impossible. 1In general, however, studies concur that households move in and
out of the program at a brisk rate, and that any given stay in the program
tends to be short, under a year or two. This gqngtal insight into the
dynamics of food stamp receipt is consistent with analogous findings in
studies of AFDC dependency (see, for example, Bane and Ellwood (1983, 1985).

Coe (1979), in a study of determinants of turnover in the food stamp
population, used the PSID data to examine food stamp participation behavior of
households which did not use food stamps in 1973 in the years that followed.
The percentage of households which received food stamps in any one year varied
between 7.1 and 8.5 percent. However, only 2.8 percent of the households used
food stamps in every one of the four years, while 14.8 percent used food
stamps in at least one of the four years. Of all households that did receive
food stamps in 1973, 50 percent had stopped receiving benefits by 1977. 1In a
later article (Coe (1981)), he found that 21.7 percent of the sample had
received benefits at least one year within the periods 1968-1971 and
1972-1978.

Kirlin (1982) used administrative data from the Massachusetts NPA
caseload (covering a period of 13 months), and Kirlin and Merrill (1985)
examined administrative data from a Chicago welfare office (covering 23

months). Both studies found a very high rate of departure from the program in
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only the second or third month after the spell began. For example, in the
Illinois data 22.5 percent of all food stamp households that did not close in
the first month of receipt closed in the second month. For the remaining
months the monthly departure rate never exceeded 8 percent. The median spell
length in the Chicago office was 9 months; the average estimated spell length

was 18.9 months.

In two studies of turnover using the Income Survey Development
Program (ISDP) data (Carr, Doyle and Lubitz (1984) and Lubitz and Carr
(1985)), the turnover rate has also been found to be quite high. For example,
in Carr, et al. (1984), the ratio of annual to monthly participation was
estimated at 1.7, indicating that the number of households who ﬁarticipate in
the program over the course of a year is about 70 percent greater than the
number who benefit in a given month. Earlier studies using data from the
Seattle and Denver Income Maintenance Studies estimated annual to monthly
participation ratios ranging from 1.4 to 1.7 (Springs (1977) and Merck
(1980)).

In a study by Wolf (1985), using the same OBRA data analyzed in this
report, the estimated spell duration for food stamp receipt in the post-OBRA
period ranges between a low of 5.4 months for non-AFDC households with

earnings to a high of 15.2 months for AFDC households without earnings.

2.2.3 Patterns of Recidivism

Few researchers have looked at the incidence and causes of recidi-
vism, that is, the return of a household to the program for another spell of
food stamps. This is primarily a function of short observation periods in
most data sources. Furthermore, it is almost always impossible to tell if the
first spell observed in the data is the first spell ever for that individual
or family. Some argue, however, that repeat spells of welfare merit separate
analysis: their duration as well as reasons for beginning and ending are

different from those of first spells.

Kirlin and Merrill (1985) found evidence suggesting the existence of
two kinds of food stamp cases. The first case type tends to have long spells
that, once closed, tend not to reopen. Stayers tend to be AFDC or SSI
recipients, large households whose heads have little education, are nonwhite

and are unemployed. The second type tends to have short and/or frequent

- 10
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spells (movers). Carr, Doyle and Lubitz (1984) found that the incidence of
multiple spells, even within a relatively short period of time, is relatively
high: 11%Z of their sample of ISDP household heads either reopened or reclosed
a food stamp spell within one year. Although no study of the effect of having
had a past spell on the probability of opening a new spell has been done for
food stamps, Plotnick (1981l) and Hutchens (1983) found that previous receipt
of AFDC had a significantly positive effect on the likelihood of repeated

experience with that program.

2.2.4 Circumstances Surrounding Leaving the Program

The determinants of exits from the Food Stamp Program have attracted
some attention by researchers, although the findings here too are somewhat
meager. Several circumstances and characteristics have been found to have an
impact on the probability of ending a spell of food stamp receipt. The mosc
important of these is receipt or the termination of receipt of some other form
of public assistance, particularly AFDC. Although a family's eligibility for
food stamps does not necessarily end when its eligibility for AFDC ends, the
concurrence of these two events is frequently observed (Coe, 1979; Kirlin
(1982); Carr, Doyle and Lubitz, (1984)). Other factors include an increase in
earnings (Lubitz and Carr (1985)) and administrative actions such as recerti-
fications (Kirlin (1982); Kirlin and Merrill (1985)). The host of additional
characreristics that have been tested for their effects on the probability of
closure include marital status, age, disability, family size, female headship,
and length of spell to date. Lubitz and Carr (1985), who focused on the role
of trigger events in leading to c¢losures, isolated an increase in the number
of earners in a household, an increase in income, marriage, and beginning
receipt of unemployment insurance as events that trigger the ending of a

spel.]..1

lFor some early analysis of the effect of macroeconomic variables,
particularly the unemployment rate, on aggregate participation rates in the
Food Stamp Program, see Seagrave (1975) and MacDonald (1977).

11
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CHAPTER THREE

SHORT RUN DYNAMICS

The purpose of this chapter is to explain the short=-run dynamics of
food stamp receipt, based on analysis of the OBRA data. The following

research questions are addressed:

. How long do people tend to receive food stamps?

e Are patterns of participation affected by:
-- recipients' demographic characteristics;
-= presence of earned income;
-— participation in other income support programs;
—— geographic or macroeconomic factors; and
-- program attributes?

e Are multiple episodes more <typical cthan single

episodes?

The first two sections that follow present a description of the data
used, and a discussion of methodological issues encountered and their
resolution. Findings are then presented with respect to average length of
continuous receipt, effects of various factors on length of receipt, and

multiple episodes. Conclusions are presented in the final section.

3.1 Description of the OBRA Data

The OBRA data base, 30 called because it was initially collected for
the purpose of analyzing impacts on the Food Stamp Program of the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act (OBRA) of 1981, contains information abstracted from
case records of 6,621 food stamp households located in sixty sites throughout
the nation. The selected sitas were distributed throughout 29 States,
covering all seven food stamp regions. The data cover a period of 39 months,
from October 1980 through December 1983.1

1a list of the sites appears in Appendix B. For a discussion of the
data abstraction and file .construction, see two Urban Institute memoranda:
Barnes and Nightingale (1985), and Bergsman (1986). (A list of references
appears at the end of this report.)

13
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The OBRA data have several special strengths for explaining caseload
dynamics. First, they are monthly, the preferable time unit for analyzing
food stamp receipt. Second, they are administrative data, and therefore are
not subject to recall error. Third, they describe the experience of a nation-
ally representative sample of food stamp recipients over a period of three

years, which gives them some generality.

Several drawbacks of the OBRA data should also be noted, however.
First, because they are administrative data, they do not provide any infor-
mation on non-recipients. Therefore, they cannot shed any light on the
decision to participate. Second, they do not contain detailed information on
individuals. For example, while they indicate the presence of two adults in a
household, they do not indicate the relationship of the adults to the children
or to each other, nor the age of the adult who was not the food stamp appli-
cant. Third, they represent a one-time data collection effort which ended
five years ago. In addition, the period they covered was not necessarily
typical of recent food stamp experience, as it spanned an economic recession
and some important changes in food stamp policy. Fourth, although the data
are not subject to recall error, they are subject to errors of abstraction and
transcription. Finally, because of two idiosyncrasies of data collection,
sample reductions are required before caseload dynamics can be analyzed. The
more serious one of these is that the date at which the current spell of food
stamp receipt began is known only for cases whose current spells began during
the abstraction period.. Dropping the left-censored spells—i.e., those which
began an unknown length of time before the onset of data abstraction--reduces

1 1n addition, it appears that closures

the sample size by about one third.
are not recorded reliably in the last month of abstraction (December 1983).2
This may be because an important indicator of closure, namely the failure of
cases to receive benefits in the following month, was not available at this
point. For the current analysis the data have, therefore, been truncated in

November 1983.

lrssues of left- and right=censoring are discussed in Section 3.2
below.

2The number of closures recorded per month in the last year of the

0B3A data ranges from 154 to 212, with the exception of December 1983, in
which only 58 closures were recorded.

la
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The variables that are available for analysis in the OBRA data base

are as follows:

Indicators of the calendar month, the spell duration,
and left and right censoring of the dataj;

Reason for closure;
Information on prorating of benefits;
A monthly reporting indicator;

Household size and counts of persons in the household
aged 3 and under, 6 and under, 17 and under, 18 to 64,
and 65 and over;

Age, race, sex, marital status, citizenship, and
boarder status of applicant;

Count of food stamp eligibles in the household and of
persons for whom food stamp eligibility is unknown;

Count of work registrants in the household and persons
for whom work registration status is unknown;

Values of liquid assets, real property, licensed
vehicles, and total assets and resources;

Components of the calculation of the food stamp
allotment, namely gross monthly income, earnings
deduction, standard deduction, allowable medical
expenses, dependent care costs, shelter costs, shelter
deduction, and adjusted net monthly incomej

Number of known earners, amount of monthly earnings,
indicator of additional unknown amount of earnings, and
indicator of possible additional earmed income; and

For each of the following sources of unearned income,
the monthly amount and indicators of additional unknown
amounts and of possible additional income from that
source: Social Security, veterans' benefits, railroad
retirement income, unemployment compensation, SSI,
other disability benefits, AFDC, GA, alimony and child
support, education grants, Lloans and. scholarships,
contributions, interest and other.

In addition, several site-level variables were linked with the analysis file,

namely:

15
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* a rural/urban indicator;

1

. the FNS geographic region®; and

e the local (county level) unemployment rate.

The OBRA data were initially assembled to analyze the impacts of the
OBRA legislation on food stamp payments and caseload. While the OBRA changes
are clearly not the focus of our report, we have included a pre/post OBRA
indicator in all of our multivariate models to allow us to observe any marked

variations in dynamic behavior after October 1, 1981.2

In comparing these two periods, it is helpful to keep in mind the
state of the general economy. Unemployment rates were on average lower in the
pre-OBRA than in the post-OBRA period, both in the nation as a whole and in
the 60 selected sites. Between October 1980 and September 1981, the national

unemployment rate was quite stable, fluctuating only between 7.2 and 7.6

lGeographic regions have been consolidated from seven to three,
namely the Northeast, the South, and the West. In our analyses, the Northeast
region contains the 11 sampled States in the FNS Northeast, Middle Atlancic,
and Midwest regions, namely, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, Illinois, Michigan, Ohio, and
Wisconsin. The South consists of the nine sampled States in the FNS Southeast
and Southwest regions: Alabama, Florida, Kentucky, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas. Finally, the West
consists of the nine sampled States in the FNS Mountain Plains and West
regions: - Colorado, Iowa, Missouri, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota,
California, Nevada, and Washington.

2ye also attempted to develop an indicator of monthly reporting
status, but this was not successful. The monthly reporting flag contained in
the OBRA data base did not appear to be coded reliably, and it was strongly
negatively related to closure behavior. Since we believe that cases on
monthly reporting are more likely to close than other cases, both because it
is the more volatile cases that become monthly reporters and because the
additional procedural requirement itself leads to some terminations, we could
not put much credibility in this variable. While we were able to determine
with & fair degree of detail the monthly reporting requirements of the 29
sampled States in the early 1980's, it became clear that implementation dates
could not be defined. For all but a handful of the States, monthly reporting
was not fully implemented until virtually the end of the observation period;
in most States, it was implemented gradually for different types of cases and
different counties throughout the period in a way that defied our ability to
code it after the fact. We therefore have not included a monthly reporting
indicator in our models.

16
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percent. From October 1981 on, however, unemployment climbed steadily for
over a year, reaching a peak of 10.8 percent in December 1982. During the
remaining year of the observation period, it fell just as steadily, reaching
8.2 percent by December 1983. This qualitative pattern was essentially
replicated in the 60 sites. Thus the pre-~OBRA period was a time of approxi-
mately constant unemployment while the post-OBRA period exhibited first an

increase and then a decline in the unemployment rate.

3.2 Methodological Issues

A number of methodological issues arose in the course of these
analyses. In this section we discuss: (1) handling of left- and right-
censored spells; (2) choice between discrete and continuous-time models; (3)
choice between current and baseline characteristics to estimate the models;
(4) functional forms; and (5) disaggregation of the data into "household

types."

3.2.1 Left~ and Right—Censored Spells

The ideal data set for analyzing caseload dynamics would take a
cohort of cases beginning at a particular time and follow all cases until the
last one closed. The distribution of spell lengths for the cohort would then
correspond to the probability that a randomly chosen spell would last one
month, two months, and so on} and the arithmecic mean of spell lengths for the

cohort would be an estimate of mean or expected spell length.

The OBRA data differ from this ideal in that they contain many
spells which are left-censored--that is, which commenced an unknown length of
time before data abstraction began--and many others which are right-censored--
that is, which were still ongoing at the end of the abstraction period. There
is no generally accepted method for analyzing left—censored spells. We have
therefore dropped them from the analysis. When right-censored spells are
present, on the other hand, the standard approach is ta use hazard rate
analysis to calculate distributions and means of completed spell lengths. In
this approach, the focus is shifted from the length of a spell to the hazard
rate, or the probability that & spell is terminated after t months conditional
on it having run for at least t - 1 months. The hazard rate for the fifth

month of a spell, for example, is calculated as:
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the number of spells exactly 5 months long
the number of spells 5 or more months long.

If a spell is right censored, then it is only used in the hazard rate
calculations up to the last month in which it is actually observed. For
example, if a case is in its fifth month of receipt in the last month of
observation, and does not close in that month, then it is counted in the

denominators of the hazard rates for durations of 1 through 5 months.

Once the hazard rates have been calculated, the distribution of
lengths of spells is calculated iteratively, as follows. Let h(t) be the
hazard rate for a spell of length t; f(t) be the probability that a spell
lasts exactly t months; and F(t) be the probability that a spell lasts more

than t months. Then it can be seen that
h(t) = £(c)/F(c=-1).

Also, f(t) = F(t-1) - F(t). Finally, we know that F(0) = 1, so that £(l) =
h(l). We can then calculate F(l) as F(0) - £(1), calculate £(2) as h(2) x
F(1), and so on, up to £(38) and F(38) (because we have 38 months of data).

The final element calculated, F(38), is the probability that a
completed spell lasts more than 38 months. The distribution of lengths of
spells longer than 38 months cannot be observed. It is desirable, however, to
calculate a single summary statistic representing the mean length of spell.
This can only be done by making some assumptions about closure rates for spell
lengths beyond 38 months. One such assumption is that moncthly hazard rates
beyond month 38 are constant for these long spell lengths, and equal to the
hazard rate for the longest spells observed. That is, if two percent of all
spells of length 38 months or longer close after exactly 38 months (which is
to say that two percent of those spells that opened in month 1 and were still

open in month 38 closed in month 38), then we will assume that in each cohort,
two percent of the spells that are still open after t months close in the next

month for all t greater than 38.

A feature that emerges from the descriptive analyses below is the
marked concentration of closures at such points as six, twelve, eighteen,
twenty-four, and thirty-six months after opening. These patterns presumably
represent the effects of expired certification periods. This pattern is

likely to persist into later years as well; that is, cases will be relatively
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effect may get diluted, however, if some cases' recertifications are delayed
Yy

or additional recertifications are scheduled.

Given this patterm, it would be unreliable to project the closure

rate from a single month ad infinitum when calculating mean lengths of

spells., If we used an anniversary month for our benchmark, the closure rate
would be too high; if we did not use an anniversary month, the closure rate
would be too low. OQur approach for projecting closures in the descriptive
analyses has therefore beem to use the actual hazard rates through month 24,
and then to use the weighted average of the hazard rates for months 24 through
35 as representing long-term behavior. Thus the cycle of a full year is

captured in the ex:rapola:ion.l

The mean length of spell is then estimated as follows. Suppose that
the long-run hazard rate is estimated as 3 percent. In other words, the
probability of a spell lasting exactly t mnnthsrgiven that it had already
lasted t - 1 months would be 3 percent, for t greater than 24. It can then be
shown that the expected value of the length of a spell conditional on it being
more than 24 months long is 24 + 1/.03, or 57 months.z The expected value, or

lThe hazard rate for the anniversary month is taken from the twenty-
fourth rather than the thirty-sixth month because the sample size is
substantially larger for the former, hence it is considered a more reliable
estimate. Since the yearly cycle begins in the month after the anmniversary,
however, the weights used are the number of cases at risk of closing in months
25 through 36, rather than 24 through 35.

2The probability that a spell lasts e=xactly 24 + x months
conditional on it lasting at least 24 months is equal to

.03 x ,97%71,
The conditional expec:edréglug_éf;chs length of spell is therefore

26+ (lx.03+2x.03x.97+3x.03x.972...)
Let the term in parentheses be M. : Then, -

97 M=(lx.03x.97+2x.03x.972...)
Subtracting this from M yig;ﬂstJ“

.03 M= .03+ .03x .97+ .03x.97%2 ...,

-
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mean length of all spells would then be calculated as the probability that a
spell lasted 24 or fewer months times the mean length of such spells, plus the

(small) probability that a spell lasted over 24 months times 57.

Our confidence in this estimate is greater the higher the percentage
of spells that are actually completed in the observation period. For popula-
tions in which a substantial proportion of spells lasted longer than the
observation period, the mean is not a very reliable or meaningful statistic.
The hazard rates for very long spells may be based on only a handful of
observations, and therefore be quite unstable; this instability is transmitted
to the estimated mean. The median length of stay, in contrast, can always be

estimated reliably with the data available to us.

Multiple active and inactive spells are recorded for many cases. We
have included all non-left-censored spells in the analyses. Our rationale for
this decision is presented in Appendix C. In principle, we are seeking to
analyze the distribution of length of spell for a spell chosen at random,
rather than for a case chosen at random. Over the observation period, some
cases will experience several shorter spells while other cases will experience
only one longer spell. By including all non-left-censored spells, we ensure

that we do not undersample the shorter spells.

3.2.2 Discrete versus Continuous-Time Models

In modelling the dynamics of a socioeconomic process, we analyze a
variable X-—in this case, a household's food stamp activity status--which
varies over time. We may think of elapsed time as being either discrete or
continuous in nature. In the former case, we measure X at specified
intervals-——a week, a month, or a year——and develop a model to explain the
observed series of evenly spaced values of X(t). In the latter case, we
record the specific dates at which X(t) changes from one value to another, and

develop a model to explain the amount of time between such changes.

Although different quantitative methods would be implemented, one
would not expect the results of an analysis to differ substantially depending
on whether one viewed time as discrete or continucus. We have in this case
chosen to estimate discrete multivariate models, for several reasons. First,
receipt of food stamps thought of as a dynamic process has an underlying

periodicity of a month, in that a case either does or does not receive food
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stamps each month. (Other dynamic processes, such as employment or family
formation, are not in themselves periodic; a person could gain and lose
employment several times during the course of a month, complicating the
interpretation of a discrete time model.) Using a discrete-time approach, we
can take advantage of the monthly nature of the OBRA data, which corresponds

exactly to the phenomenon we are studying.

In addition, discrete~time models are more readily interpretable.
Coefficients can be directly interpreted as the impact of a variable on the
monthly closure rate measured in percentage points, an easily understood

concept.

Finally, discrete-time models allow full flexibility for analyzing
the impact of elapsed time. . It is clear that closure rates vary
systematically with the length of the spell, declininj‘génerally over time but
with sharp peaks in months corresponding to therrénds of certification
periods. This pattern, which is of policy interest, can only be expressed in

a discrete=time model.

It is sometimes claimed that multivariate logistic estimation of a
discrete~time hazard rate model produces estimates of the standard errors
which are biased downward, because of the inclusion of multiple observations

1 In fact, however, the s:an&ééd errors are estimated

from the same spell.
based on the number of spells, not the total number of case months or years.

This issue is discussed in detail in Appendix D.

3.2.3 Current versus Baseline Characteristics

The effects of case characteristics on case closure and reopening
behavior can be examined from two points of view. For expository purposes,
let us consider the effects of the presence of earnings. On the one hand, we

could ask how much more likely a case which has earnings in a given month is

to close in that month than an otherwise similar case which does not have
earnings. This analysis would show the effects of current case character-
istics on closures. On the b:hg:,hagd, we could ask how much more likely a

case which had earnings at the time its spell began is to close in a given

lsee, for example, Bane and Ellwood (1983), pp. 80-81.
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month than an otherwise similar case which did not have earnings when its
spell began. This latter analysis would show the effects of initial case
characteristics on closures, and would further enable us to calculate the
number of additional months of food stamp receipt associated with a given

characteristic.

It is clear that the two analyses could yield different results.
While both address interesting questions, we have chosen to focus on the
latter, as being of greater policy interest. That is, we predict food stamp
dependency of a case over time as a function of its characteristics when we

first observe it receiving food stamps.

3.2.4 Functional Forms

Our focus on transition rates implies that our dependent variables
are dichotomous. Hence ordinary least squares is not the most appropriate

quantitative technique; it i1s inefficient, and standard errors are biased.

A standard technique to use in such situations is a logistic regres-
sion. This igs thereforé our estimation method. Because logistic coefficients
cannot be directly interpreted, we have converted them to percentage point
impacts at the mean. This was done by multiplying them by
P * (1-p), where p is the mean probability of a transition in the sample.
While this formula is only an approximation, it is suitable for small
effects. The resulting impact measures, which represent the change in the
probability of closure with respect to a one-unit change in the corresponding
independent variable, are analogous in interpretation to least squares coeffi-

cients in a linear probability model .}

lThe derivation is as follows. The logistic form may be written as:
Xb
p = —=
1 + eXb
Then ap LI bj * (1+eXb) - X0« bi,* eXb
) & (1 + &XP)?
J

’b'*eXb *(1+eXb_eXb)

] 1+ eXb 1+ eXb

= bj * p * (1-p), as claimed.
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Although most of the variables in the models could be expressed in
continuous form (e.g., amount of earnings, number of children, etc.), we have
in many cases used dichotomous or categorical forms because of an unwilling-
ness to assume that the effects are linear. The particular categories used
were chosen based on exploratory work on the models. For example, we have
expressed age as a set of ranges, e.g., under 30, over 59. This is because we
feel more confident that cases headed by an elderly individual are different
from other households than that each additional year of age of the household
head has the same effect.

3.2.5 Household Types

We anticipate that different models of behavior are appropriate for
different types of food stamp cases. For example, number of children and
receipt of AFDC income, which are important explanatory variables for one-
adult households with children, are irrelevant as explanatory variables for
households which consist of one or two adults only. Similarly, whether the
head of household is ‘elderly is important to know for childless households,
but probably irrelevant (because of its unlikeliness) for single-adult

households with children.

Rather than estimate a single model for all households which
includes numerous interaction terms, we have chosen to estimate four separate
models for households according to their family structure: one adult with
children, multiple adults with children, one adult only, and multiple adults
only. Within each of these household types, we can give reasonable

interpretations to the effects of particular characteristics.

3.3 Length of Spells

The concept of the average lengrh of food stamp episodes is subject
to two interpretations. Firsc, we may ask of a cohort that begins to receive

food stamps this month, how many cases will continue to receive benefits for
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one month, for two months, for three months, and so on. That is, we seek to

determine the distribution of the lengths of completed spells. This

information has direct implications for the costs of the program relative to

the flow of new applicants.

An alternative interpretation is to ask of those cases that are
active this month, how many are in their first month of an active spell, how
many are in their second month, and so on. This question, which 1is analogous
to the question asked of unemployed persons in Department of Labor surveys
regarding how many months they have been unemployed so far, provides
descriptive information about the composition of the caseload at a point in

time. This interpretation thus pertains to the distribution of the lengths of

ongoing spells.

In principle, the average completed spell could be either longer or
shorter than the average ongoing spell. If all spells lasted exactly 12
months, for example, then the average length of completed spells would be 12,
while the average length of ongoing spells would be only 6&.1 That 1is,
because ongoing spells are observed, on average, halfway through their course,
observed completed spells would tend to be about twice as long as observed

ongoing rpells.

This phenomenon may be countered, however, by the fact that a longer
spell is more heavily weighcad than a shorter one in analyzing ongoing spells,
although they are equally weighted when analyzing completed spells. Suppose,
for example, that there are 100 three-month and 10 24-month spells that begin
each month. Then the average length of a completed spell is 4.9 months. The
average length of an ongoing spell may be calculated by noting that of the
short spells, we will observe at any time 100 which have just begun, 100 in
their second month, and 100 in their third month; while of the longer spells,
we will observe 10 each in their ith month, for i = 1 to 24. Averaging these
values yields a mean value of 6.7 months--which is greater than the mean

length of completed spells. It should be noted, however, that only the

lTha: is, the average of 1, 2, 3, . . . , 12. This assumes that new
spells begin at a constant rate each month.
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presence of some very large spells can lead to the mean ongoing episode
exceeding the mean completed episode in length~-i.e., spells that are

substantially more than twice as long as the mean completed episode.

The distribution of lengths of completed spells is of more general
interest than the distribution of lengths of ongoing spells. We have
therefore focused our discussion on the former, relegating the latter to

Appendix E.

Results have been obtained for the food stamp population as a whole,

and for five subgroups of special policy interest, namely:
. cases which also receive AFDC;
. cases which contain one or more work registrants;
. cases which contain one or more earners;

* cases in househoids which contain one or more persons
aged 65 or older:* and

. cases consisting of one person only.

The characteristics of each of these subsets are defined as of the first month
of receipt of food stamps in the spell, with the exception of AFDC receipt.
This characteristic is defined as of the first two months of receipt of food
stamps, to allow for the possibility that households which applied for both
AFDC and food stamps did not begin to receive AFDC until a month later. It
should be noted that these five subgroups are not mutually exciusive, nor are

they exhaustive of the food stamp populatiom.

The distributions of lengths of completed spells are shown in Table
3.1. The first column shows the proportions of all completed spells that are
one month long, two months long, etc., and the estimated mean length of
completed spells.

11t would have been preferable to define a subset of cases, rather
than households, which contained one or more elderly individuals, and to
identify the elderly as those over age 59, rather than those over age 64. The
OBRA data only permit the identification of elderly individuals as indicated
here, however.
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Figure 3.1 presents the same information in graphic form for all
cases. This figure shows clear periodic peaks that undoubtedly correspond to

the ends of certification periods.

The second column of Table 3.1 shows the cumulative frequency of
closure by month-—-that is, the proportion of all episodes that ended within

one month of opening, within two months of opening, and so on.

The remaining columns show corresponding statistics for the five
previously mentioned subsets of the food stamp population. The frequency
distributions of completed spells for these subgroups are 1illustrated

graphically in Appendix F.

With regard to the food stamp population as a whole, Figure 3.1
shows that completed spell lengths are somewhat concentrated at six and twelve
months, no doubt indicating the impact of the regular six- and twelve- month
recertifications. It can furthermore be seen from the second column of Table
3.1 that almost half of all spells (48.5 percent) end within six months. The
median spell length--the amount of time after which at least 50 percent of
spells have closed--is ﬁherefore 7 months. Small concentrations of completed
spells nccui =t twenty~four and thirty-six months (see Figure 3.1). About 20
percent of all spells last more than two years, and about 14 percent of all
spells last more than three years. The mean length of a spell is about 18

months.

It is interesting to compare these numbers with corresponding
figures in Kirlin and Merrill (1984), based on a sample of all food stamp
recipients in the Southeast District Office (SEDO) in Chicago. Kirlin and
Merrill found a median spell length of 9 months (vs. 7 months in Table 2.1)
and estimated the average spell length as 19 months (vs. 18 months in Table
2.1). Their results are thus similar to these, especially in the relationship

between the median and the estimated mean spell lengths.

Patricia Ruggles (1988) examined the length of AFDC spells using the
1984 Survey of Income and Program Participation. She found a median spell
length of 11 months, substantially longer than the 7 month median in the Food
Stamp Program. This suggests that the Food Stamp Program serves segments of
the population that become economically independent more quickly than do AFDC

recipients.
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Figure 3.1

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTHS OF COMPLETED EPISODES OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT:
ALL CASES
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lable 4.1

DISTHIBUTION OF LENGING OF COMPLLETED EPISOLES OF FOOD STAMP AFCETPT:
FRVQUENCTES AND CUMULATIVE FREQUENCIH S
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Another summary measure of spell length that may be calculated is

the turnover rate: the ratio of the number of households receiving benefits

during the course of a year to the average number .receiving benefits in a
given month. For the last year of the OBRA data, this statistic was equal to
1.5. This may be compared to the rate of 1.7 found by Carr, Doyle, and Lubitz
in their analysis of the ISDP data, cited above in Chapter 2. Thus, somewhat
more continuity of receipt is apparent in the OBRA data of 1983 than in the
ISDP data of 1979.

We now turn to the distribution of completed spell lengths of

subgroups of food stamp recipients.

AFDC Recipients. Almost half (47 percent) of all spells end within

12 months; approximately one third last over fwo years. Case closures are
somewhat concentrated at three, six, twelve, and eighteen months after
opening. The mean episode length is 31 months. AFDC recipients thus appear
to receive food stamps for substantially longer perioéi than other food stamp
recipients. They may of course continue to receive food stamps after leaving

the AFDC program.

Kirlin and Merrill found that 43 percent of AFDC-food stamp cases in
Chicago closed within 12 months, and they estimated the mean episode length to

be 37 months--somewhat greater than the estimate shown here.

Work Registrants. More than half of all spells for cases containing

a work registrant end within five months. Only 14 percent last more than two
years. Closures are concentrated at three and six months, and to a lesser
extent at nine and twelve months. The estimated mean episode length is 15

months.

Earned Income Cases. Like cases containing work registrants, cases

with one or more earners present have almost a 50 percent chance of closing
within six months, and are especially likely to close at three, six, nine, and
twelve months. Only 11 percent of spells last over two years; the estimated

mean episode length is 12 months.

Elderly. Around haLf of ;il episcdes for households which contain
one or more elderly members close within 18 months; a quarter continue for
three years or more. A relatively high proportion of cases close at six,
twelve, and twenty-four months. The mean estimated episade length is 42

months.
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Table 3.2

Table of Contents

MEDIAN LENGTH OF COMPLETED SPELLS FOR ONE-PERSON CASES

Male Female
Age White Black Hispanic Total White Black Hispanic Total
18 ~ 24 k | 6 2 4 5 6 8 6
(202) (149) (32) (383) (176) (94) (26) (296)
25 - 64 4 6 5 5 7 12 11 9
(494) (303) (61) (858) (246) (122) (57) (425)
65+ 24 12 12 17 24 22 37 24
(34) 17) (10) (61) (96) (53) (25) (174)
Total 4 6 4 8 11 14
(130) (469) (103) (518) (269) (108)

Note: Sample sizes in parentheses.
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The dependent variable in the closure models is an indicator of
whether or not a case closed in a given month. The explanatory variables that
are used fall into the following categories:

e Household composition: number of adults, number of

children, presence of preschoolers (aged 6 and under),
and presence of children aged 3 and under;

. Demographics of applicant: age, race, and sex;

o Sources of income: earnings, AFDC, GA, Social
Security, SSI, unemployment compensation; and

e Site characteristics: urban/rural classification, geo=-
graphic region, county unemployment rate.
All of these are measured at the beginning of the spell of receipt. In
addition, the number of months a case has been active is used as a measure of
duration dependence, and an indicator that the spell began after October 1,

1981 is used as a measure of the net effect of OBRA legislation.

The expected directions of impact of the included variables are
based on our understanding of case volatility. In general, we would expect
households with more potential :arns~" ro be more volatile, and hence more
likely to close in a given month, while households with more dependent
children would be less likely to close. The applicant's demographics will be
related to probability of finding employment or remarrying. Receipt of public
assistance is expected to reduce the probability of closure, as indicating a

greater level of dependency.

Although it seems %o be obvious that earned income cases are more
volatile than other cases, we have learned in ocher work (Hamilton, et. al.,
1988) thar this is not an unqualified truism. For the typical food stamp
recipient who is also receiving some form of public assistance such as AFDC or
GA, the presence of earnings at the beginning of a spell of receipt does
indeed indicate an increased potential for leaving the rolls. The most
volatile cases of all, however, are those that currently have no income--
neither earned nor unearned. These cases are clearly in transition, and can
be expected to find some other means of support shortly, either through
employment or through receipt of some form of public assistance. It follows
that in a subpopulation that is largely NPA, the presence of earnings in the

initial moonth of food stamp receipt need not be strongly positively associated
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with the closure rate over the course of the spell, and may even be negatively
associated with it. The usual positive relationship between earnings and
closure could be anticipated to appear more strongly if the model were based

on current rather than initial characteristics.

With regard to site characteristics, our exploratory analyses
indicated that closure rates tended on average to be higher in the West, and
lower in the Northeast, than in the South. Part of this is no doubt due to
differences in unemployment rates, also included in the models, which in this
time period were lowest in the West and highest in the Northeast. Higher

closure rates are naturally expected in sites with lower unemployment rates.

Model specifications were developed using ordinary least squares
(OLS). Our general criterion for including variables was that the estimated
coefficient exceed the estimated standard error, except that the post-OBRA

indicator was explicitly kept in every model.

Because of the large resource cost of the logistic regressions, we
did not run alternative forms with and without wvariables which came close to
meeting this condition. We have previously found, however, that significance
levels, as well as impacts at the sample mean, are fairly stable when moving
between OLS and logistic regression. We therefore felt confident in running
the single preferred OLS version as a logistic. In some cases we included
some marginal variables in the logistic models, on the ground that a loss of
power through including toc many variables was preferable to a risk of
excluded variable bias. The implication of this approach is that variables
which were far from being statistically significant in the OLS versions of the

equations do not appear at all in the logistic models presented below.

3.4.1 Single Pareant Households

Table 3.3 shows the logistic regression model for single-adult
households with children. The mean closure rate per month for such households
is 6.1 percent. (That is, on average, about 6 percent of single-parent house-
holds close each month.) This rate varies significantly, however, with many

of the characteristics of the household and the site.

Cases with more children are less likely to close in a given month,

although the impact is not large. Other things equal, an additional child
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Table 3.3

LOGISTIC MODEL OF CLOSURES:
ONE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN

Variable
Intercept

Number of children
under 18

Presence of Children
Under 7
Under 4

Demographics of applicant:
Under age 30
Over age 39
Male
Black
Hispanic

Receipt of other program—
maric income:

AFDC

GA

Unemployment Compensation

Social Security
Earned income present

Site characteristics:
Urban
Unemployment rate
Northeast
West

Duration of spell:
2 months
3 months
4 months
5 months
6 months
to 11 months
12 months
18 months

~

Spell started post-OBRA

Sample size (case months):
Mean monthly closing rate:

Coefficient

-0.0614%*

=0.2724%%*
0.1642*

0.2071%*
=0.2134*

0.2939%*
=0.439]1 %
~0.2634%*

=0.7202%%*
=0.4251%%x

0.1995
=0.434A/%>

0.154Q%*

0.3601%**
=1.2645
=0.6915%%*
-0.0819

0.3397% %
0.7012%%*
0.3093%
0.2313*

0.8522%*
0.2686%**
0.7257%%*
0.6046%**

0.0709

19,100
0.0614

Fraction of concordant pairs: 0.6570

RZ: 0.0562

Standard

Error

0.1619
0.0321

0.0973
0.0853

0.0838
0.1177
0.1092
0.0727
0.1063

0.0748
0.1282
0.1388
0.1702

0.0740

0.0919
0.9159
0.0921
0.0857

0.1113
0.1059
0.1255
0.1360
0.1177
0.0912
0.1598
0.2263

0.0673

**Sratistically significant at the 1 percent level.
w*Statistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.
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Impact
-0.1306

-0.0035

0.0095

0.0119
-0.0123
0.0169
-0.0253
-0.0152

=0.0415
=0.0245

0.0115
-0.0250

0.0089

0.0207
-0.0728
-0.0398
=-0.0047

0.0196
0.0404
0.0178
0.0133
0.0491
0.0155
0.0418
0.0348

0.0041
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will reduce the closure probability by about 0.4 percentage points. Holding
constant the number of children, presence of children under age 7 reduces the
closure rate by 1.6 percentage points, while presence of even younger children

(under age 4) slightly increases the closure probability.

The age, race, and sex of the head of household also have important
influences. A case with a household head under age 30 is 1.2 percentage
points more likely, and a case with a household head over age 39 is 1.2
percentage points less likely to close in a given month than a similar
household with a head aged 30 to 39 (the excluded category in the equation).
The head being male rather than female increases the closure rate by 1.7
percentage points, while cases headed by blacks and Hispanics are 2.5 and 1.5
percentage points less likely, respectively, to close than otherwise similar

cases headed by whites,

Receipt of other programmatic income--in particular, AFDC and GA--

significantly lowers the probability of food stamp clogsure. Cases that were
receiving benefits from these two programs in their first month of food stamp
receipt are, respectively, 4.2 and 2.5 percentage points less likely to close
than similar cases that were not receiving such benefits. Presence of
earnings, on the other hand, increases the monthly probability of closure by

0.9 percentage points.

Characteristics of the sites as well as characteristics of the

individuals are significantly related to closure rates. Being in an urban
area increases the probability of closure, by 2.1 percentage points. There is
also significant variation among the regions of the country; relative to the
excluded region, the South, cases in the Northeast are 4.0 percentage points

less likely to close.

Finally, time elapsed since opening is an important predictor of

closure. Looking at the impact column, it can be seen that closures are
especially likely in months 3, 6, 12, and 18--common times of recertifica-
tion. (The excluded category was month l; closure rates in months 13 through
17, and 19 and beyond, did not differ significantly from the rate in the firsc
month, and thus do not appear as sgpaéa:e indicators). Closura rates also

tend to be higher in the first year in general relative to later years.
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Two summary statistics presented in Table 3.3 should also be
explained. The RZ value, a measure of goodness of fit, is analogous to the

square of the multiple correlation coefficient in a linear regression. It is

calculated as:
(model chi-square - 2p)/(-2 * L(0)),

where p is the number of variables in the model, excluding the intercept, and
L(0) is the log likelihood of a model which only included an intercept.
Ignoring the 2p correction, R? would equal 0 if the model was of no value; 1,
if it predicted perfectly; and an intermediate value corresponding to the

proportion of the log likelihood explained by the model, in all other cases.

The fraction of concordant pairs is a measure of predictive power of

the model. It is constructed by pairing each case month in which a closure
occurred with each month in which a closure did not occur, and determining for
each of these pairs whether the model predicts a greater probability value for
the member of the pair in which the closure occurred. If so, that pair of
observations is a concordant pair. If the fraction of concordant pairs is 1,
that means the model discriminates perfectly: all case months in which a

closure occurred had higher predicted probability values than all case months

in which a closure did not occur.l

3.4.2 Intact Families

Table 3.4 shows the logistic model of closures for multiple-adult
households with children. For this household type, the mean monthly closure
rate is 9.0 percent. It is significantly reduced by the presence of addi-~

tional children aged 6 or under (1.0 percentage point per child).

As wvas true for one-parent households, the probability of closure is
significantly higher if the head of household is under 40, and significantly
lower if the head is black. Again, receipt of AFDC and GA have powerful

impacts in the expected direction—3.8 and 6.5 percentage points, respect-

lThe statistic presented here is actually equal to the fraction of
concordant pairs plus one~half the fraction of tied pairs (pairs in which the
predicted or actual value are the same for the two observations). It is equal
to {(g/2 + 1), where g is Goodman and Kruskal's gamma correlation. (See
Goodman and Kruskal (1979).)



Table 3.4

LOGISTIC MODEL OF CLOSURES:
MULTIPLE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN

Variable
Intercept

Number of children
Under 18
Under 7

Demographics of applicant:
Under age 30
Over age 39
Black

Receipt of other program—
matic income: .
AFDC
GA
Unemployment Compensation
Social Security '

Site characteristics:
Urban
Northeast
West

Duration of spell:
months

months

months

months

months

to 11 months

12 months

13 or more months

NP LN

Spell started post-0BRA

Coefficient

-2.2260

=0.0420
=0.125 %%

0.0988
=0.2937%%*
~0.3568%%*

=0.4572% %%
=0.7862%%*
0.1167
-0.1989

0.1207*
=0.2080%**
0.17Q02%

0.5368%**
0.8763%%*
0.6225%%*
0.3559%%
1.0539%
0.2286%
0.4338%*
~0.2736%*

g.0081

Sample size (case months): 15,287

Mean monthly closing rate:

0.0903

Fraction of concordant pairs: - 0.6370

R2: 0.0420

Standard
Error

0.1355

0.0267
0.0383

0.0775
0.0798
0.0770

0.0783
0.1452
0.0817
0.1218

0.0671
0.0795
0.0745

0.1130
0.1109
0.1224
0.1366
0.1225
0.1076
0.1886
0.1224

0.0651

wrkStatistically significant ;: the 1 percent level.
#wkStatistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.
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Imgact
-0.1828

-0.0034
-0.0103

0.0081
=0.0241
-0.0293

=0.0375
-0.0646

0.0096
-0.0163

0.0099
-0.0171
0.0140

0.0441
0.0720
0.0511
0.0292
0.0865
0.0188
0.0356
0.0225

0.0007
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ively. Presence of earnings, receipt of unemployment compensation and the
unemployment rate itself were not significant predictors. Cases of this type
have relatively lower closure rates in the Northeast and relatively higher

closure rates in the West than in the excluded region, the South.

The pattern of the impact of months elapsed since case opening is
similar to that for one-parent households: large impacts at 3, 6, and 12
months (and also at 9 months) and generally higher rates in the first year
than in later years. Since the excluded category is the first month, the
significant negative coefficient in the last group, 13 or more months,
reflects the difference between the first month and the second and subsequent

years.

3.4.3 Single Individuals

As seen in Table 3.5, single individuals have a mean closure rate of
8.7 percent per month. This rate is 2 percentage points higher for recipients
under age 30 and 3.1 percentage points lower for elderly recipients than for
recipients aged 30 to 59 (the excluded category). Significant differences are
also seen by sex and race: the closure rate is 2.. peicentage points higher
for males than for females, and 2.7 percentage points lower for blacks than

for whites.

Receipt of GA, Social Security, or SSI reduces the monthly probabi-
lity of closure by 3.4 to 7.5 percentage points, while receipt of earnings
does not have a statistically significant effect. Urban/rural classification
and the local unemployment rate also do not have any significant effects.
Closure rates are higher, other things equal, in the West, and lower in the

Northeast.

The spell duration indicators show very high impacts not only for
the third, sixth and twelfth months, but also for the twenty-fourth and
thirty-sixth months. This is undoubtedly associated with the fact that some
important subgroups of single recipients (e.g., Social Security and SSI
recipients) typically have l2-month certification periods. As for other types

of cases, closure rates are generally high in the first year.
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LOGISTIC MODEL OF CLOSURES:
ONE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITHOUT CHILDREN

Standard
Variable Coefficient Error
Intercept -2.3613 0.1309
Demographics of applicant:
Under age 30 0.2815%%* 0.0584
Over age 59 -0.3894%%x 0.1112
Male 0.3583%%* 0.0572
Black =0.3464%%* 0.0617
Hispanic -0.1771* 0.1027
Receipt of other program-
matic income:
GA ~0.4407%** 0.0838
Social Security =0.7127%%* 0.1126
SsSI =0.9526%** 0.1180
Earned income present 0.1113 0.0737
Earnings over $600 per month 0.6645 0.5183
Site characteristics:
Unemployment rate -1.4049* 0.8275
Northeast =0 . 4423%r* 0.0839
West 0,281 3% 0.0807
Duration of spell:
2 months 0.8056%% 0.085
3 months 0.9611%"* 0.0889
4 months 0.7332%%* 0.1018
5 months 0.2123* 0.1277
6 months 0.8057%%* 0.1130
7 to 11 monchs 0.2694% 0.0868
12 months 1.0344%%x 0.1456
24 or 36 months 0.8130%** 0.2582
Spell started post-OBRA -0.0719 0.0601
Sample size (case months): 18,806

Mean monthly closing rate: 0.0865
Fraction of concordant pairs: 0.7160

g%: 0.0924
***S:stistic;lly significant at the 1‘§=rcent level,

**Statistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.
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Impact
-0.1865

0.0222
-0.0308
0.0283
-0.0274
-0.0140

=-0.0348
-0.0563
-0.0752

0.0088

0.0525

-0.1110
-0.0349
0.0222

0.0636
0.0759
0.0579
0.0168
0.0636
0.0213
0.0817
0.0642

=0.0057
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3.4.4 Multiple Adult Households Without Children

Table 3.6 shows the closure rate model for multiple-adult childless
households. These cases have a mean monthly closure rate of 8.7 percent. As
with the other types, cases with younger heads are more likely to close and
cases with older heads are less likely to close. Hispanics as well as blacks
have significantly lower closure rates than whites for this type of case.

Closures were significantly less likely in the Northeast than in the South.

For this type of household, the presence of earnings has an
ambiguous effect: cases with earnings are less likely to close than other
cases, while cases with sﬁbstan:ial earnings are more likely to close than
other cases. This latter effect, however, is not statistically significant;
only 3 percent of case months come from spells in which earnings exceed $600

in the first month of food stamp receipt.

To interpret these coefficients, we note that just over half of all
case months for this household type are NPA--that is, do not receive GA,
Social Security, or SSI. The greater volatility of nonearners among the NPA
cases more than counterbalances the greater volatility of earners among the PA

cases.

This can be seen explicitly by examining some univariate statistics
for this subgroup. For all cases, the closure rate for earners exceeds that
for nonearners by 1.8 percentage points (10.9 versus 8.l1). Only 7 percent of
cases receive GA, Social Security, or SSI, and have earnings as well, and
their closure rate does not differ significantly from nonearners receiving GA,
Social Security, or SSI. Among NPA cases, on the other hand, the closure rate
is 2.3 percentage points higher for nonearners (13.7 versus ll1.4), indicating
that cases with no income at the time of initial receipt have the highest

closure rate of all.

High closure rates are seen in the second, third, sixth, and twelfth
months for this type of case. Although the point estimate of the differential
rate for the twenty-fourth and thirty-sixth months is also high, there were
too few instances to achieve statistical significance. As with the others,

closure rates are relatively higher in the first year of recipiency.
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LOGISTIC MODEL OF CLOSURES:

MULTIPLE~-ADULT HOUSEEOLDS WITHOUT CHILDBREN

Variable

Intercept

Demographics of applicant:
Under age 30
Over age 59
Black
Hispanic

Receipt of other program=-
matic income:

GA

Social Security

SSI

Earned income present _
Earnings over $600 per month

Site characteristics:
Urban
Northeast

Duration of spell:
months

months

months

months

months

to 11 months
12 months

24 or 36 months

~SNounmp LN

Spell started post-OBRA

Coefficient

=2.2464

0.4688%**
=0.5378%%*
=0.3912%%*
=0.4422*

-0.2817
=0.4781%%*
=0.5155%%*

-0.2127*

0.3851

0.1116
=0.6235%**

0.5908% %>
0.9831%*
0.7362%**
0.2715

0.9696%%*
0.3705%*
117179
0.7576

 =0.0778

Sample size (case months): 4,927
Mean monthly closing rate: 0.0865
Fraction of concordant pairs: 0.6890

82: 0.0645

Standard
Error

0.1802

0.1200
0.1754
0.1325
0.2317

0.2521

0.1724
g.1705

0.1218

0.2797

0.1205
0.1269

0.1774
0.1734
0.1972
0.2426
0.2086
0.1677
0.2759
0.5395

0.1176

***Statisticallf siéﬁifiggg&\ggrche 1 percent level.
*¥Statistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.
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Impact
-0.1774

0.0370
-0.0425
=0.0309
-0.0349

-0.0223
-0.0378
-0.0407

-0.0168

0.0304

0.0088
-0.0492

0.0467
0.0777
0.0581
0.0214
0.0766
0.0293
0.0925
0.0598

- =0.0061
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3.4.5 Summary of Models

The results of the closure models are summarized in Table 3.7.
Although the coefficient values vary among the four types of households and
also, to some extent, the presence and statistical significance of various
factors, there are a number of common themes running through the four closure

models. These are:

. Cases headed by younger applicants are more prone to
close than cases headed by older applicants. Those
headed by applicants under age 30 are several
percentage points more likely to close per month, and
those headed by the elderly are several percentage
points less 1likely to close per month, than those
headed by applicants aged 40 to 59.

. Cases headed by blacks are less prone to close than
cases headed by whites, by about 3 percentage points.

* Cases receiving other forms of programmatic income in
addition to food stamps are substantially less likely
to close in a given month. This income source may be
AFDC for households with children, or social security
or SSI for households without children.

. Cases are substantially more likely to close in months
corresponding to certification period lengths--e.g., 3,
6, and 12 months after opening-—and in the first 12
months of activity in general.

Some notable variations among the four household types are:

* On average, closure rates are lowest for one-parent
households with children (6.1 percent per month) and
about equal for the other three types (8.7 to 9.0
percent per month).

o For those households with children, having more
children 1is associated with a lower probabilicy of
closure.

* The presence of earnings has a small positive effect
for single-parent households, a small negative effect
for multiple adult household without children, and no
statistically significant effect for the other two
types.
It may appear surprising at first that the economic variables--
presence of earnings and the unemployment rate-—have such weak effects. With

regard to the counterintuitive finding of a small negative effect of earnings
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Number of children/
young children

Earned income present
Head of household:
Younger
Older
Male
Black
Hispanic
AFDC
GA
Social Security
SSI
Urban

Unemployment rate

Mean monthly rate

Table 3.7

SIGNIFICANT DETERMINANTS OF CLOSURES

One Adult
with
Children

I+ 1 +

6.12
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Multiple
Adults with

Children

9.0%
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3.4.6 Estimates of Spell Length Based on Multivariate Models

The models presented in the preceding sections can be used to infer
the impact of various initial characteristics on the expected length of an
active spell, For purposes of this analysis, we have used a set of 17
subgroups ideatified by household type, sources of income, and in some cases
age of household head. These subgroups are mutually exclusive, and account
for over 90 percent of food stamp spells of receipt. The first colummn of
Table 3.8 shows the proportion of the total spells accounted for by each sub-

group.1

Within each subgroup, there can of course be substantial variationm
among the variables that are not held constant. We have preserved this
variation by using the actual population in the sample from each subgroup as
the basis for the analyses. For example, to estimate the expected length of
spell for one-parent households with GA income and no earnings, we have
calculated this statistiz for each one-parent household with GA income and no
earnings using the model presented in Table 3.4, and conditioning on the
characteristics of the individual cases, then taken the average. Thus the
result represents the expected value for a "typical" one-parent GA/food stamp
case. This approach was preferable to using the sample means because of the

nonlinearity of the models.

To determine the expected length of an active spell for a case with
given characteristics, the conditional probability of‘closure, or hazard rate,
was first calculated by month elapsed since opening, based on the models in
Tables 3.3 through 3.6. This conditional probability eventually becomes a

constant value--after 18 months for Type l cases, for example.2 Given these

lrthis differs from the proportion of the food stamp caseload
accounted for by each subgroup by not taking into account the average length
of spell. Thus, this column shows that AFDC cases comprise only 18 percent of
spells; but as these spells tend to be long ones, AFDC recipients in fact
comprise over 40 percent of cases at any point in time.

2For Type 3 and 4 cases, the long run hazard rates were calculated
as appropriately weighted averages of the hazard rates for "anniversary"
months (e.g. 24 and 36), and other months beyond the first year of receipt.
(Tbis is the same approach as was used in calculating mean lengths of spells
in Section 3.2 above.)
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EXPECTED LENGTH OF SPELL FOR SELECTED SUBGROUPS

Type 1: Single-Parent
Households

AFDC, no earnings
AFDC with earnings
GA, no earnings
NPA, no earnings
NPA with earnings
All spells

Type 2: Intact Families

AFDC, case head under 40
AFDC, case head over 40
NPA, case head under 40
NPA, case head over 40
All spells

Type 3: Single Individuals

SSI and/or Social Security,
elderly

GA, under age 30

GA, age 30-59

NPA, under age 30

NPA, age 30-59

All spells

Type 4: Childless Couples

Social Security, elderly
NPA, under 30

NPA, age 30-59

All spells

Proportion
of all Spells

46
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hazard rates, it is straightforward to calculate the unconditional closure

probabilities-~i.e., the proportions of a cohort that close after 1 month, 2
months, etc. To calculate the mean length of spell, we then sum the infinite

series:
prob (spell length = j) x j.

The first part of the sum, from j=1 to j=18, is calculated arithmitically.
The tail of the sum——-from j=19 to infinity-—is calculated algebraically.

The results of these calculations are shown in column 2 of Table
3.8. Among one-parent households, this value varies from 11 and 12 ‘months,
respectively, for NPA cases with and without earnings at opening, to 33 months

1

for AFDC cases without earnings at opening. AFDC cases with earnings and GA

cases without earnings fall in between.

Among two-parent households, the expected length of spell varies
from 10 months for NPA cases with a young head of household to 28 months for
AFDC/food stamp cases with an older head.

The greatest expected spell length-~52 months--is seen for a
subgroup of single individuals, namely elderly-people receiving SSI or Social
Security income. Among non-elderly single individuals, expected spell lengths

are 21 months for GA recipients and 9 to 17 months for NPA cases.

Finally, among childless couples, expected spell lengths are 29
months for elderly on Social Security, and 6 to 10 months for NPA cases.

3.5 Becidivism

The final research question we address pertains to households' rate
of return to the Food Stamp Program after a spell of receipt has ended. We
first examine the relative frequency of single versus multiple spells and the
occurrence of administrative churning, and then perform multivariate analyses
of reopening rates. The multivariate models are then used to calculate
probability of reopening within six months and food stamp activity rates over

a five-year period.

lmean spell length for all cases containing an elderly member was
estimated as 42 months in Section 3.2.
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3.5.1 Multiple Spells

In order to perform a meaningful comparison of the number of active
spells experienced by a set of cases, it is necessary that the comparison span
the same number of months for each case. Multiple spells would have a
different interpretation for a case which appeared in Month 1 of the

observation period than for a case which first appeared in Month 24.

The total number of months in the observations period is 38. A
trade-off must be made in this analysis between number of months over which
spells are counted and number of cases included in the analysis. For example,
we could look at the occurrence of multiple spells over a three-year period,
at the cost of basing our analysis on only the handful of cases that entered

the sample in the first two months.

We have chosen to examine the occurrence of multiple spells over a
two~year period. This enables us to include over 40 percent of the analysis
sample (those that began a spell in the first 14 months of the abstraction
period). For each such case, we have counted only those spells that began
within two years of its first appearance. For example, if a case first
appeared in Month 1, we did not count any spells that began in or after Month
25.

The results are presented in Table 3.9. We see that for 69 percent
of all cases beginning a spell, no further spell is begun within the next two
years. About a quarter of cases start a second but not a third spell, and

about 7 percent of cases start three or more spells.

Some variation in this pattern is seen among the five subgroups of
interest. Cases containing work registrants or earners at the time of com—
mencing their first spell are more prone to experience multiple spells. On
the other hand, AFDC recipients, singles, and especially the elderly are less

prone than other cases to experience multiple spells within a two-year period.

3.5.2 Administrative Churning

Administrative churning refers to the phenomenon of circumstantially
eligible cases being closed for a brief period of time due to failure to meet

some procedural requirement, such as filing a monthly report or appearing for
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MULTIPLE SPELLS OVER TWO YEARS

Number of AFDC
Spells All Cases Recipients
1 68.02 74.02
2 23.7 2l.1
3 5.9 4.3
4 1.3 0.6
5 0.1 0.0
6 0.05 0.0
TOTAL 1002 1002
n 2139 - 534

Work Earned Income
Registrants Cases Elderly Singles

62.62 64.12 82.3% 72.1%

26.4 26.5 17.1 20.5
9.1 7.4 0.6 5.4
1.6 1.8 0.0 1.9
0.0 0.2 0.0 0
0.2 0.0 0.0 0.1
1002 1002 100% 100%
384 551 175 755
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a recertification. It could be argued that "true" closure rates are over-

stated, and "true"

spell lengths are underestimated, if churning is treated
the same as other closures and reopenings. Some researchers (e.g. Ruggles
(1988)) have dealt with this problem by ignoring apparent closures of one

month's duration.

In the analyses presented here, we have treated all closures iden-
tically, for several reasons. First, we feel that it is of primary importance
to analyze the data as reported. Second, administrative churning cannot be
reliably distinguished from other types of closures and reopenings. While it
is possible that cases not receiving food stamps benefits for a single month
were circumstantially eligible during that month, it is not a certainty; and
the situation is even less clear for cases closed for two months. Third,
cases subject to administrative churning may have their benefits restored
retroactively, so that they would not show up in these data as having been
closed. Finally, we take account of recidivism in our calculations of total

time on food stamps.

Table 3.10 shows the proportion of cases of various types reopening
after one and two month closures. These statistics are based on all spells
that ended in or before August 1983, so that it is .known for all these cases
whether a reopening occurred within that amount of time. For the caseload as
a whole, less than 1 percent of closures were followed by reopenings after one
month; this proportion is lower for AFDC recipients and cases with elderly
members, and higher for single individuals. Somewhat more cases reopened
after two months of being closed: 2 percent for the caseload as a whole, and
2.4 percent for cases with earnings at the time of the initial spell
beginning. These are the maximum estimates of the degree of administrative
churning with loss of benefits—that is, 1 to 2 percent of closures. These
are presumably overestimates, in that at least some of these cases were
circumstantially ineligible when they were closed. It is, if course, possible
that many more cases were closed and reopened without loss of benefits, but on

that point the data are mute.

3.5.3 Multivariate Models of Reopenings

It is to be expected that many of the same factors that influence

the probability of a case closing influence in the opposite direction the
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PROPORTION OF CASES REOPENING AFTER ONE

AND TWO MONTH CLOSURES

One Month
All cases 0.82
AFDC recipients 0.4
Work registrants 0.7
Earned income cases 0.9 '
Elderly 0.4
Single individuals 1.2

2.02

1.2

2.2

2.4

0.4

2.2

Two Months

NOTE: Based on 4,107 spells that began during the abstraction period and

closed in or before August 1983.
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probability of it reopening, as these factors measure the degree of dependence
on the Food Stamp Program. The relationships could be attenuated, however,
because with the passage of time, characteristics in the first month of
receipt of the preceding spell become less and less accurate descriptors of
the current circumstances. The reopening models have nonetheless been
estimated based on these measures to enable us to predict long term activity
rates conditional on the characteristics of a case when it is first observed

beginning a spell of food stamp receipt.

Time duration differs from other explanatory variables in that it
plays a very different role in the closure and reopening models. While cases
are especially prone to close on the anniversary of their opening because of
certification period lengths, they are not especially prone to reopen on the
anniversary of their closing. In fact, the most salient feature of the time
dependence of inactive spells is the strong tendency of cases to reopen

quickly.

One Parent Households

The mean monthly probability of reopening for one-adult households
with children, as shown in Table 3.11, is 3.6 percent. This probability is
significantly higher for cases that received GA at the beginning of their
prior food stamp spells, and for cases headed by applicants either under 30 or
over 39. Reopenings are less likely in urban than in rural areas, and more
likely in areas of high unemployment. Recpening rates are substantially

higher in the first six months after closure than thereafter.

Two Parent Households

Table 3.12 shows that the mean monthly reopening rate for multiple-
adult households with children is somewhat higher, at 4.0 percent. The
coefficients for numberss of children indicate that the presence of an

l vhile the presence of

additional child under age 7 has practically no effect
an additional child aged 7 to 18 increases the probability of a reopening by

0.6 percentage points. Cases headed by Hispanics are significantly more prone

lsince a child under age 7 is also a child under age 18, the net
impact of adding a young child is the sum of the two impacts shown for
children in the tables, i.e. 0.0056 - 0.0085 = -0.0029.
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Table 3.11

LOGISTIC MODEL OF REOPENINGS:
ONE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN

Standard
Variable Coefficient Error Impact
Intercept -3.7007 0.2518 -0.1267
Number of children

Under 18 0.1263%* 0.0576 0.0043

Under 7 -0.1381 0.1098 -0.0047
Presence of children

Under 7 0.3583* 0.1972 0.0123
Demographics of applicant:

Under age 30 0.2953% 0.1456 0.0101

Over age 39 0.4448% 0.1921 0.0152
Receipt of other program-
matic income:

GA 0.5398%%* 0.1747 0.0185
Earned income present 0.1481 0.1209 0.0051
Earnings over $600 per month -0.3143 0.2185 -0.0108
Site characteristics:

Urban =0.3057%* 0.1315 -0.0105

Unemployment rate 2.3131* 1.2704 0.0792
Time elapsed since closure:

1 month 0.9218%* 0.1327 0.0316

2 months 0.3646%* 0.1590 0.0125

7 to 11 months =0.6713%%* 0.1496 -0.0230

13 or more months =1.2340%%*k 0.1760 -0.0423

Sample size (case months): 11,968
Mean monthly reopening rate: 0.0355
Fraction of concordant pairs: 0.6540

g2: 0.0600

**kStatistically significant at the 1 percent level.
**Statistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.
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LOGISTIC MODEL OF REOPENINGS:
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MULTIPLE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN

Standard
Variable Coefficient Error
Intercept -3.3705 0.2063
Number of children
Under 18 0.1465%%* 0.0423
Under 7 =0.2242% %% 0.0808
Presence of children
Under 4 0.1516 0.1383
Demographics of applicant:
Under age 30 0.3055%* 0.1291
Over age 39 0.2656%** 0.1263
Black -0.2108 0.1300
Hispanic 0.2597* 0.1410
Heceipt of other program-
matic income:
AFDC 0.2521%% 0.1209
GA 0.47Q07** 0.2111
Earmings over $600 per month -0.,2236* 0.1183
Site characteristics:
Unemployment rate 2,5572% 1.0172
Northeast =0.44Q8%** 0.1169
West -0.2699%* 0.1155
Time elapsed since closure:
1 month 0.9205%%* 0.1322
2 months 0.3236%** 0.1l564
3 months 0.2402 0.1656
7 to 11 months =0.453 1% 0.1429
13 or more months =1,4322%%* 0.1882
Spell started post-0OBRA -0.1844% 0.1006
Sample size (case months): 13,115
Mean monthly reopening rate: 0.0395
Fraction of concordant pairs: 0.6720

g2: 0.0640

*e*Statistically significant at the 1 percent level.
**Stactistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.
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Impact
-0.1279

0.0056
-0.0085

0.0058

0.0116
0.0101
-0.0080
0.0099

0.0096
0.0179

0.0970
-0.0167
=-0.0102

0.0349
0.0123
0.0091
-0.0172
-0.0543

-0.0070
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to reopen, as well as cases in areas of high unemployment. Reopening rates
are higher in early months after closure, dropping off gradually for 9
months. Closures of spells that started post-OBRA are somewhat less likely to

be followed by reopenings.

Single Individuals

The mean monthly reopening rate for this type of household, as shown
in Table 3.13, is 2.7 percent. Hispanic individuals tend to have lower
reopening rates than whites, and elderly a lower rate than nonelderly. There
is a higher probability of reopening in the early months after closure, and

lower probability for spells that began post-OBRA.

Childless Couples

Finally, as shown in Table 3.14, multiple—adult households without
children have a monthly reopening rate of 3.4 perceﬁt; significantly lower for
the elderly and higher for recipients of GA and SSI. Reopenings are heavily
concentrated in the first month after clo§ure. Again, reopening rates are

lower for spells that started post-OBRA

Summary
Several interesting findings emerge from these reopenings models,

which are summarized in Table 3.15.

e Reopenings are significantly less likely for childless
households headed by elderly individuals. Although
these households have very low closure rates, such
closures are likely to be permanent, possibly because
they are more likely to be associated with death or
institutionalization.

. For two of the household types, reopenings are
significantly more likely in areas with high
unemployment rates.

* Reopenings are markedly concentrated in the early
months after closure. If a case does not reopen within
a few months, it is much less likely to reopen at
all,

. For three of the four household types, reopening rates
were significantly lower for spells that began after
the OBRA legisiation went into effect. This could
reflect changes in the eligibility limit for receipt of
benefits or the concurrent economic recovery in the
final year of the observation period. While explora-
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Table 3.13

LOGISTIC MODEL OF REOPENINGS:
ONE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITHOUT CHILDREN

Variable
Intercept

Demographics of applicant:
Over age 59
Black
Hispanic

Site characteristics:
Unemployment rate
Northeast
West

Time elapsed since closure:
1 month
2 months
3 months
7-12 months
13 or more months

Spell started post-OBRA

Sample size (case months):

Mean monthly reopening rate:
Fraction of concordant pairs:

R2: 0.0576

Coefficient

~3.1992

=0.3685%*
0.1273
=0.7004%x*

1.2539
-O .2255
-0.1670

1.0413 %%
0.4819w%w*
0.4107%*
=0.36847*
=1.3513%%*

=0.3750%*

18,203
0.0269
0.6490

Standard
Error

0.1987

0.1742
0.1029
0.2225

1.2757
0.1374
0.1340

0.1403
0.1631
0.1714
0.1454
0.1759

0.0996

**rSratistically significant at the 1 percent level.
**Statistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.
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Impact
-0.0838

-0.0097
0.0033
-0.0183

0.0328
-0.0059
=0.0044

0.0273
0.0126
0.0l108
-0.0096
-0.0354

-0.0098
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LOCISTIC MODEL OF REOPENINGS:
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MULTIPLE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITHOUT CHILDREN

Variable
Intercept

Demographics of applicant:
Under age 30
Over age 59
Black

Receipt of other program—
matic income:
GA
Unemployment Compensation
Social Security
- §SI

Site characteristics:
Urban
West

Time elapsed since closure:
1 month
13 or more months

Spell starcedrpost—OBRA

Sample size (case monchs):
Mean monthly reopening rate:

Fraction of concordant pairs:

R2: o0.0282

Coefficient

-2.9121

-0.2561
=1.0072%%*
-0.2360

0.8508%*
0.3043
0.3553
0.7621%*

=0.2325
-0.2193

0.9843%**
=-0.4255*

=0.2977*

4,360
0.0342
0.5880

Standard
Error

0.2185

0.1913
0.3019
0.2290

0.3570
0.2755
0.2727
0.2716

0.1850
0.1880

0.2119
0.2347

0.1768

*rkStatistically significant at the 1l percent level.
**Statistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Stactistically significant at the 10 percent level.
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-0.0961

-0.0332
-0.0078

0.0281
0.0100
0.0117
0.0252

-0.0077
=0.0072

0.0325
-0.0140




SIGNIFICANT DETERMINANTS OF REOPENINGS

Number of children

Earned income present

Head of household:
Under age 30
Over age 39
Over age 59
Hispanic

AFDC

GA

SSI

Urban

Unemployment rate

Spell started post
OBRA

Mean monthly rate

Table 3.15

One Adult
with
Children

+*

0.0355

58

Multiple
Adults with
Children

+

0.0395
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One Multiple
Adult Adults
Only Only

-+
+
0.0269 0.0342
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tion of the implementation process of OBRA is beyond
the scope of this project, it is suggestive that such a
marked change in recidivism was seen after October
1981.

3.5.4 Probability of Reopening Within Six Months

Table 3.16 shows the expected proportion of cases of various types
that would reopen within six months after closing. This probability was
calculated for each case in each subgroup based on the models presented in
Tables 3.11 through 3.14.1 The findings were:

e Among single-parent households, 42 perceat of GA/food

stamp cases are expected to reopen within six months,
but only 28 to 31 percent in AFDC and GA cases;

s Among two-parent households, 28 percent of NPA cases
with a head under age 40 would reopen within six
months, compared with 33 to 38 percent of AFDC cases
and NPA cases with an older head;

. Among single individuals, 23 to 24 perceant of non-
elderly GA and NPA cases would reopen within six
months, while only 19 percent of elderly SSI or Social
Security recipients would do so; and

e Among childless couples, 14 percent of the elderly
receiving Social Security and 18 to 23 percent of non-
elderly NPA cases would reopen within six months.
Thus, among all the subgroups the highest reopening rates are seen among
single-parent households that are GA recipients and dual parent households
with older heads that are receiving AFDC. The low reopening rates of elderly
SSI and Social Security recipients are also interesting.r This phenomenon may
occur because their case closures are often associated with death or instictu-
tionalization, and are hence likely to be permanent. Unfortunately the OBRA

data do not provide usable information on reasons for closure.

lr¢ i is the probability that a case reopens in month i
conditional on having been closed through month i-l, then the probability of
reopenings during and of the first six months can be calculated as:

1 - (l-pi) * (1=py) ... * (1-pg).



PROBABILITY OF REOPENING WITHIN SIX MONTHS
FOR SELECTED SUBGROUPS

Type 1: Single-Parent
Households

AFDC, no earnings
AFDC with earnings
GA, no earnings
NPA, no earnings
NPA with earnings

Type 2: Intact Families

AFDC, case head under 4C
AFDC, case head over 40
NPA, case head under 40
NPA, case head over 40

Type 3: Single Individuals

SSI and/or Social Security,
elderly

GA, under age 30

GA, age 30-59

NPA, under age 30

NPA, age 30-59

Type 4: Childless Couples

Social Security, elderly
NPA, under 30
NPA, age 30-59

Table 3.16

Proportion
of Caseload

60
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Probability of
Reopening within
6 Months

28.4%
3l.3
41.9
28.2
29.6

33.12
38.4
28.3
34.9

18.57
22.9
23.7
23.2
22.9

13.5%
17.8
22.9
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3.5.5 Proportion of Time Receiving Food Stamps

Combining the closure and reopening models, we have calculated the
proportion of time over a five-year period during which cases with various
characteristics could be expected to receive food stamps. This was done using
a Monte Carlo approach, as follows. For each case in each subgroup, two
arrays of probabilities were calculated based’on the case characteristics:
the probability of such a case closing given that it had been active for j
months, and the probability of such a case reopening given that it had been
inactive for j months, for j=1 to 60. (In most of the the closure and
reopening models presented above, these probabilities became constant numbers
for j greater than 12 or 18 months.) A hypothetical history of the case was
then created for a 60-month period beginning with & case opening, by
generating a new random number from a uniform distribution every month. If
the case was currently active and the random number for the month was less
than the probability of closure, then the case was determined to have
closed. Conversely, if‘the case was currently inactive and the random number
for the month was less than the probability of reopening, then the case was
determined to have reopened. A count was kept of the number of months in
which the case was active. This procedure was repeated for each case a
sufficient number of times to yield 5,000 realizations of the five-year period
in each of the 18 subgroups. The number of months active was then averaged

over the 5,000 realizations for each subgroup.

Table 3.17 shows the results of these simulations. Each entry in
the table thus represents the average experience of 5,000 cases of a
particular type, with representative variations in other characteristics. The

findings are as follows:

*» The highest food stamp activity rates are seen among
single parent AFDC cases without earnings (58 percent),
dusl-parent AFDC cases with older head (58 percent) and
single elderly receiving SSI or Social Security (62
percent).

e Other groups with high activity rates are single parent
AFDC cases with earnings, single parent GA cases, and
elderly childless couples receiving Social Security
(all 50 to 55 percent).
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Type 1: Single-Parent
Households

AFDC, no earnings
AFDC with earnings

GA, no earnings
L35, 7Y hd

A St ®

Table 3.17
ACTIVITY RATE OVER FIVE YEARS
FOR SELECTED SUBGROUPS

Proportion

of Spells

Table of Contents

Activity Rate
Over S5 Years

57.7%
54.7
51.2

11 1

NPA with earnings

Type 2: Intact Families

AFDC, case head under 40
AFDC, case head over 40
NPA, case head under 40
NPA, case head over 40

Type 3:

5.3

Single Individuals

SSI and/or Social Security,

elderly
GA, under age 30
GA, age 30-59
NPA, under age 30
NPA, age 30-59

Type 4:

Childless Couples

Social Security, elderly
NPA, under 30
NPA, age 30-59

32.8

47.02
58.3
27.6
41.7

61.62
38.2
44.3
20.6
23.9

50.2%
19.9
32.6
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. The groups with the lowest activity rates are several
NPA case types: single parent, dual parent with a
younger case head, single non-elderly individuals, and
non-elderly childless couples (all 20 to 33 percent).

e The remaining groups have intermediate activity
rates: dual-parent AFDC cases with a younger case
head, dual-parent NPA cases with an older case head,
and single GA recipients (all 38 to 47 percent).
It is clear that overall activity rates can reflect the effect of factors
working in opposite directions; for example, among intact families, NPA cases
with an older case head have a somewhat greater expected activity rate than
AFDC cases with a younger case head. Likewise, single-parent AFDC cases with
earnings have a higher expected activity rate than elderly couples receiving
Social Security because of their higher reopening rate, despite the fact that

the latter group have longer spells on average.

3.6 Conclusions

This chapter.has presented descriptive and multivariate analyses of
the OBRA data base pertaining to short-run caseload dynamics. Some of the

main findings were:

e While nearly half of all episodes of food stamp receipt
end within six months, the mean completed episode of
receipt is about 18 months in length.

e  Subgroups of the food stamp population which tend to
receive benefits for a shorter period of time include
cases which contain work registrants, earners, or only
one person.

e  Subgroups which tend to receive benefits for a longer
period of time include cases which contain AFDC
recipients or elderly individuals.

¢ Nearly one third of all cases experience multiple
spells of receipt within a two~year period. Work
registrant and earned income cases are more prone to do
so, while cases containing elderly individuals are less
prone to do so.

Although both quantitative and qualitative variations were seen
among the various models, certain relationships appeared with striking

consistency:
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Greater food stamp dependency~-as measured by high mean
length of spell, 1low probability of closure, high
probability of reopening, or the summary activity rate
measure--was associated with increased age of the
recipient, the recipient being black, receipt of other
forms of programmatic income, and a high unemployment
rate, at the time the spell began.

For families with <children, additional <children
increased food stamp dependency, while the presence of
earnings decreased dependency.

Reopening rates apparently fell significantly, although
closure rates did not increase, in the post-OBRA
period. '
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CHAPTER FOUR
THE LONG-RUN DYNAMICS OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT

The purpose of this chapter is to describe the findings of the
analysis of long-term participation in the Food Stamp Program, with regard to
the following research questions:

. What are the circumstances that lead to food stamp
recipiency?

* What are the circumstances surrounding Lleaving the
program?

e How long do people tend to receive food stamps?
* Are patterns of participation affected by:

-~ recipients' demographic characteristics;

-~ presence of earned income;

-- participation in other income support programs;
-~ geographic or macroeconomic factors; and

—— program attributes?

The analysis of the OBRA data in the previous chapter focused on the
short-run dynamics of food stamp receipt, using administrative data covering a
period of 39 months. This analysis, in contrast; focuses on the long-run
dynamics of food stamp receipt using data collected by the Panel Study of
Income Dynamics (PSID) covering an eleven-year period from 1973 to 1983.

This chapter is organized as follows. Following a description of
the data, we discuss a number of methodological issues that are peculiar to
the analysis of the PSID data. Sections 4.3 and 4.4 present findings
pertaining to circumstances surrounding beginnings and-endings of food stamp
spells, respectively. In Section 4.5, the distribﬁﬁiﬁggraf lengths of food
stamp spells are calculated for both households and‘ individuals, and the
results are compared. Multivariate models of closures are then presented in

Section 4.6, along with their implications for expected spell duration.

4,1 Description of the Data

The PSID is a nationally representative, longitudinal survey of

households conducted by the Survey Research Center at the University of
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Michigan. The original 1968 PSID sample of 5,000 American families was made
up of approximately 2,000 low-income families drawn from the Census Bureau's
Survey of Economic Opportunity (1966-67) and a fresh probability sample of
approximately 3,000 additional households taken from the Survey Research
Center's national sampling frame. The PSID is especially well suited to
analyses of welfare dynamics due to the oversampling of families in poverty,
the extraordinarily long period of time of observation (currently seventeen
waves of data are available), and the rich amount of information on income,

socioeconomic status, family composition, and welfare recipiency.

The findings in this chapter are based on an extract from the PSID
database, consisting of 11 waves of data for the entire sample of 5,130
families in 1973, expanded to 6,647 families by 1983. The records were
organized with the goal of conducting event history analysis, where each
record pertains to one year for each of the years the family or individual is
followed. Records are maintained for households even though they may have

failed to respond in one or more years.l

We analyze the years 1973 to 1983.
Food stamp spells already in progress in 1973 are not analyzed because they
are left-censored, so that in essence we aral'yze food stamp behavior starting
in 1974. This is appropriate, because the program was not implemented

nationwide until 1974.

Although thousands of variables are available for use as covariates
in the PSID data, not all variables were collected consistently across all
years of the panel. We have selected our covariates from variables that were
available for all 1l years, including:

. Indicators of the year, food stamp spell duration, and
left and right censoring of the data;

. Household composition variables, including number of
adults and children, marital status, family type, and
presence of elderly;

lUntil recently, the records for such households and individuals
were purged from the data, resulting in an unknown degree of response bias for
certain research questions. Only within the past year has it been possible to
integrate information on death and other causes of non-response with the rest
of the PSID.
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. Age, race, sex, education, and other demographic
information about the head of household;

J Sources and amounts of all income, earned and unearned;
and

* County unemployment rate, and area of residence.

4.2 Methodological Issues

Section 3.2 in the #revious chapter described the general
methodological approach used in the analyses of both short-run and long=-run
dynamics of participation in the Food Stamp Program, including the treatment
of left- and right-censored spells, the choice between discrete and
continuous—-time models, the decision between estimating the effects of current
or baseline characteristics, functional forms, and the develcopment of a
typology of households. In this section we discuss some new issues that are
peculiar to analyzing the PSID data: problems with annual observations;
interpretation of a "s.pell" of food stamp receipt; choice of a unit of
analysis; longitudinal definition of a family; definition of trigger events

for spell beginnings and endings; and use of family and individual weights.

4.2.1 Interpreting Annual Observations

While the annual nature of the data lend themselves to dynamic
analyses, in most cases we do not know the month in which particular events,
such as the beginning of a food stamp spell, occurred. This feature of the

data implies a substantial degree of uncertainty with respect to the timing of
events within the year, and therefore with respect to paths of causation. For

example, we may observe that in year t a family reports receiving food
stamps. We can also observe that in the beginning of year t the family was
intact, with a head and spouse. At the end of the year, the couple has
divorced. Identifying the divorce as the reason why the family began to
receive food stamps depends on whether the divorce——or perhaps a separation
followed by a divorce——occurred before or after the first month of the food

stamp spell. This information is simply unavailable.

Another important feature of the data is that variables are measured
at different points in time during the year. Some variables, such as

household composition, marital status, and demographic characteristics, are
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observed the day of the interview. Other variables, such as education and
race, are recorded once or sporadically through the individual's stay in the
study. (Race was observed in 1972 and never again.) Finally, all income and

most employment variables pertain to the entire calendar year.

Suppose, for example, that a family is interviewed in March 1981 and
again in March 1982. The record for that family for the year 1981 consists of
information about household composition and demographics as of March 1981 plus
information on earned and unearned income for the following 12 months. This
combination of time frames suggests that interpretations of subgroup
variations or the effect of earned or unearned income on food stamp dependency
must be made with caution. For example, a single woman living alone may have
been interviewed in March 198l1. Six months later she has an out-of-wedlock
baby and goes on AFDC. The record for this year shows an apparent paradox: a
single woman with no children receiving AFDC. The sheer length of time, 12
months, between the observation of some characteristics and others introduces

problems of interpretation.

4.2.2 Defining a Spell of Food Stamp Receipt

Having only a point-in-time observation of whether or not a
household is receiving food stamps in a given year raises the question of our
temporal unit of analysis. Throughout this analysis we seek to explain
"spells of food stamp teceip:", that is, sets of years in which a family
participates in the Food Stamp Program for all or part of the time. The use
of the word "spell" to denote such periods of time, however, can be mis-
leading, given the common application of cthis term in social science
licerature using event history analysis. Traditionally, "spell" means a period
of time in which a state or condition is experienced continuously. For
example, one analyzes spells of unemployment, spells of marriage, spells of
schooling. In this analysis, as explained above, the data do not permit
knowledge of whether or not food stamps were received every week or month of
the year in which a family reports having received them. Thus although we use
the word "spell" to indicate periods of food stamp receipt, the reader must

keep in mind that a spell does not necessarily imply continuous receipt.
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Despite this drawback, modeling the dynamic process underlying food
stamp receipt is more than warranted using these data, given the exceptional

features of this database described above,

4.2.3 Choice of Unit of Analysis

One of the controversies in the literature on welfare dynamics is
whether the household or the individual is the proper unit of observation.!
The choice between the individual and the household has important implications
for measuring the length of time spent receiving food stamps, frequency of use
and so on. We have chosen to analyze length of food stamp participation at
the descriptive level for both households and individuals. By comparing the
findings for households and individuals, we hope to shed light om the

methodologically important issue of the choice of the unit of observation.

Administrative data sources, such as OBRA, do not offer the oppor-
tunity of analyzing length of food stamp receipt by individuals--or even
families, to be exact. Instead, they follow food stamp cases, as defined by
policy and regulations. If a family moves to another State, or perhaps even
to another county, it is assigned a new case ID, and information on the
continuity of its receipt of benefits is lost.. Furthermore, if the head of
household changes, due to death, divorce, or marriage, a new case ID may be
assigned to the remaining members. The PSID data give us a valuable
opportunity to follow receipt of benefits by families through such changes.

As will be seen below, however, any lougifudinal definition of a
family is essentially arbitrary. The concept of how long a "family" receives
food stamps becomes less solid the more it is consideréd. A family could in
principle continue to exist indefinitely, if it contained several generations
and the birth of new children replaced losses through deaths and split-offs.
Such a family could also receive food stamps longer than any of its individual
members. Conversely, members of a newly split-off family could continue to
receive food stamps while the main family stopped receiving them. In this

instance, there would be individuals who were receiving benefits longer than

lsee Duncan and Hill (1985) for a discussion of the advantages of
analyzing the individual rather than the household using the PSID data.
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either family. The problem here is that a family is an ever-changing set of
individuals——each of whom may or may not have received benefits in a given

year in whatever household they resided.

These problems, while existing in principle even over the course of
a few months, are more serious for a data set covering a great number of
years, such as the PSID, than for one covering only a few years, such as
OBRA. In fact, only 13 percent of the original PSID families interviewed in
1968 had undergone no compositional change by 1982. It is because of the
inherent ambiguity of the concept of receipt of food stamps by a family that

we have analyzed spells of receipt by individuals as well.

4.2.4 Defining a Loogitudinal Family

While tracking an individual over time is relatively straight-
forward, tracking a family over time is fraught with difficulties. The
essential problem is determining apptoériate rules to govern the definition of
a successor family, that is the portion of a family that is the '"same family"
as the one before a 'change, such as a divorce, occurred. Suppose, for
example, that a family exists in 1973, consisting of a wairied couple and
three children. In 1974, the family has split into two groups, where one
group contains the mother and two children, and the other group contains the
father and one child. Which group, if either, should be considered the old

family? Such changes in family composition are quite common, as noted above.

The designation of a successor family after a change matters a great
deal for the analysis of participation in the Food Stamp Program. If one
fraction of the family continues to receive food stamps, and the other does
not, determination of the length of the food stamp spell will depend on the
set of rules identifying the successor family. If one were to use the PSID
definition, then whichever group stays with the head (who is by definition
male) would be the successor family. Thus, in our example above, the father
with the one child would be the same family, while the mother and the two
children would be a new family. We rejected this definition because of its
sex bias and arbitrariness. Instead, we developed a definition of a longi-
tudinal family based on following the majority of members. OQur primary rule
is thus that the group containing the majority of family members after a split

is the successor family.
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In cases of an even split, additional rules are necessary. A
compositional change that occurs which leaves the head and spouse relationship
intact is nonproblematic: the head and spouse unit constitutes the successor
family. For example, an adult child splitting off to form his/her owm
household is a new family, and the parent is the old family. In ocher
situations that occur occasionally, we have used the following additional
rules:

e The group containing the majority of children 1is
designated the successor family.

. If an equal number of children are in each group after
the split, the group with the majority of adults is the
successor family.

* In the case of an equal split of adults and children
the successor family is chosen at random.

e Similarly, if a childless couple splits through divorce
or separation, a coin toss determines the successor
family. (An exception to this rule is if one spouse is
a sample member and the other spouse is not a sample
member. In this case, the sample member is considered

- the successor family and is followed.) If a head or
spouse in a childless couple dies or is institution-
alized then the surviving spouse is the successor
family.

Although we believe that the above definition 1is the most
appropriate for this analysis because it captures faﬁily compositional change
while taking account of legitimate compositional continuity, we wish to
emphasize that any definition of a longitudinal family is necessarily
arbitrary. One can only create rules and decide when it is necessary to toss
a coin. Taking the basic starting point of our approach-—to follow the
majority of family members——and then ti&ying up the loose ends is about the

best one can do.

4.2.5 Trigger Events

Bane and Ellwood (1983) used the PSID data to analyze the dynamics

of AFDC recipiency through analysis of trigger events preceding case openings

and closings. They identify the following potential trigger events for case

openings:
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o wife becoming a female head;

. single, divorced, widowed, or separated woman without a
child becoming a female head with a child;

. decrease in female head's earnings;
e decrease in other adult's earnings;
+ decrease in other income;

. increase in family size; and

. moving.

Because of the indeterminacy of the relative timing of events, a change in
household composition was considered to have triggered the beginning of an
AFDC spell if it occurred either during the year that the AFDC spell began or
during the preceding year. Under this broad definition, a divorce in the
beginning of one year could be interpreted as triggering the start of an AFDC
spell as much as 23 months later; and a divorce at the end of a year could be
interpreted as triggering the start of an AFDC spell that occurred as much as
11 months earlier. Changes in earnings were considered substantive if they
exceeded $500 in 1978 dollars.

Bane and Ellwood defined the events hierarchically, i.e., a decrease
in the earnings of a female head would be considered the trigger event for an
AFDC spell beginning. only if neither of the first two trigger events had
occurred. They found that 45 percent of spell beginnings could be attributed
to a wife becoming a female head, another 30 percent to an unmarried woman
without a child becoming a female head with a child, and another 12 percent to

a fall in a female head's earnings.

The authors similarly defined trigger events for case closings,

namely:
o female head becoming wife;
e female head losing child;
e female head's earnings increasing;
. earnings of others increasing;

. other income increasing;
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¢ decrease in family size; and

*  moving.

They found that 32 percent of closings occurred after a female head became a
wife, 14 percent after a female head lost a child (e.g. the child turned 18),
and 32 percent after a female head's earnings increased.

The role of trigger events in food stamp spells beginnings and
endings was examined by Lubitz and Carr (1985), using the 1979 ISDP panel.
They considered such events as a decrease in the numbef of earners, a decline
in income, a break-up of the household, and exhaustion of UI benefits as
potential triggers for entering the Food Stamp Program. Analogously, an
increase in income, an increase in the number of earners, receipt of UI
benefits, and marriage were considered to be potential triggers for leaving
the Food Stamp Program. Their analysis differs from this primarily in that
they were using monthly rather than annual data.

In adapting Bane and Ellwood's methodologfiéb our analysis of the
Food Stamp Program, we have made two changes, First;r;;‘did Lubitz and Carr,
we have redefined the trigger events to be more appropriate for the Food Stamp
Program. Bane and Ellwood were looking at female~headed AFDC households only;
the composition of a food stamp household, in contrast, is unrestricted. We
have therefore replaced the trigger events whicﬁrbeé:ain to women becoming
heads or marrying with more general events which pertain to a change in the
identity or marital status of the head--including death of head or spouse, and
divorce and marriage for either a male or a female head.  Likewise, we examine
changes in the combined earnings of the household rather than focussing on the

earnings of one member.

The second major change that we have made is to calculate the
relative frequency of trigger events for households that did not experience
openings_or closures. For example, Bane and Ellwood found that 45 percent of
women who began an AFDC spell recently became female heads. Before concluding
that becoming a female head leads to AFDC recipiency, one would want to know

what percentage of women who did EEE begin an AFDC spell recently became

female heads. Similarly, we #ish to know how many households that continued
to receive benefits experienced a trigger event such as marriage or an

increase in earnings.
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4.2.6 Weighting

As described above, the PSID data consist of two subsamples drawn in
1968, one of which was representative of the population and another which
oversampled poor families. We have employed the weights provided by PSID in
all descriptive analyses. (For a more detailed description of how these
weights are calculated and then adjusted for nonresponse and death through the

years, see Procedures and Tape Codes, 1984 Wave XV1l pp. 66-71.)

4.3 Circumstances Surrounding Food Stamp Spell Beginnings

We have used a dynamic approach to the question of why people begin
a food stamp spell. That is, instead of simply reporting the static
characteristics of households who begin a spell of food stamps, such as size,
age groups, and type of family composition, we look for trigger events that
have occurred directly before the food stamp spell that are likely to have
caused the household to seek assistance in covering their food expenses. Our
approach is modeled closely after Bane and Ellwood's hierarchical approach, in
that the following events are hypothesized to trigger a food stamp spell:
. A decrease in the number of adults in the household
which alters the identity or marital status of the head
of household. This may occur through divorce, separa-

tion, or death. Note that the loss of a wife 1is
treated symmetrically with the loss of a husband.

e Formation of a new (split-off) household.

. A decrease in the number of adults, other than the head
and spouse.

e A drop in the combined taxable income of a household of
$500 or more (1978 dollars).

* An increase in family size, through births or through
children or adults moving into the household.

Following Bane and Ellwood, changes in household composition are considered
potential trigger events if they occur either in the year that food stamp
receipt began or in the year preceding. Income changes are measured by
comparing income for the year in which food stamp receipt began with income

for the preceding year. The events are made to be mutually exclusive by
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Table 4.1

DISTRIBUTION OF TRIGGER EVENTS ASSOCIATED WiTH HOUSEHOLDS
BEGINNING A FOOD STAMP SPELL

Househalds not Beglinning

Households Beqinning a Food Stamp Spell a food Stamp Spel|
Synchronous with Not Synchronous
Synchronous Other Weltare or with Weltare or
with AFDC Socla) Security Social Securlty Under 400% ot
Al Speils Beginning Spells Beginnlng Spells Beginning Al Poverty
Type ot Trigger Event
Change In ldentity or marital status 16.4% 36.8% 16.8% 13,4% 6.0% 6.2%
of head: divorce, death
Newly formed househoild 15.4 6.4 3.3 17.9 3.4 4.2
Other net decrease In number of 7.9 1.8 7.6 8.0 9.0 1.3
adults present
Decrease in taxable income 30.9 33.2 46.1 29.1 30.1 19.5
Other net Increase In household size 8.6 4.0 7.1 9.4 6.9 7.3
None of the above 20.8 1.9 19.2 22.3 44.6 55.5
Percent of total spells beglaning 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Unweighted number of spells 2573 21 228 2074 - -
Weighted proportion 100.0% 11,88 7.9% 80,38 100,0% 34.4%
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The second through fourth columns show that there are significant
variations in the distribution of trigger events by type of food stamp spell
beginning. For openings that are synchronous with AFDC spell beginnings, we
see many more changes in identity or marital status of head: this event
occurs in 37 percent of AFDC/food stamp openings, compared with only 16
percent of food stamp openings in general. Although split-offs and other net
decreases in number of adults present are relatively less common among
AFDC/food stamp openings than among other food stamp openings, we still find
that changes in the adult composition of the household of all types occur in
over half of AFDC/food stamp openings.

Food stamp openings that are synchronous with beginnings of spells
of other welfare or Social Security are in contrast relatively more likely to
be triggered by a decrease in taxable income. Changes in the adult

composition of the household occur in just over a quarter of these openings.

Finally, since the bulk of food stamp openings are not synchronous
with either a welfare or Social Security spell beginning, it is not surprising
that the distribution of trigger events for openings of that type is very

similar to the distribution for all food stamp openings.

The final two columns show that these events are far less common
among households that do not begin food stamp spells. The main difference
that is seen between these last two columns is that substantive decreases in
earnings are less common among the poorer third of the non-recipient popula-
tion than among the non-recipient population as a whole. We see that less
than a fifth of the poorer non-recipient households experienced a change in
adult composition in the curreant or preceding year (compared with 40 percent
of households beginning a food stamp spell and 51 percent of households
beginning both an AFDC and a food stamps spell). Similarly, less than a fifth
experienced a substantive decrease in earnings (compared with 31 percent of
households beginning a food stamp spell and 42 percent of households beginning
with both another unearned income and a food stamp spell). Thus, some 30

percent of all households Sﬁiihniqg a_spell of fadd;fggggéi;g‘but only 45

percent of poorer households mot beginning a spell of food stamps, experienced

one of the five trigger events.
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4.4 Circumstances Surrounding Food Stamp Spell Endings

The analysis of the reasons why a spell ends proceeds analogously to
the analysis of the reasons why a spell begins. That is, we identify trigger
events that could potentially cause a food stamp spell to end, and report
their distribution for spells ending with an ending of an AFDC spell, for
spells ending with the ending of a spell of other unearned income, and for all
other spell endings. The trigger events for closures are defined symmetrical-
ly with the trigger events for openings. We check first for death or
institutionalization of the last family member. We then look for a change in
the identity or marital status of the head of household due to a marriage or
reconciliation, and then for addition of other adults. Next, we look for an
increase in household earnings. Finally, if none of the above events
occurred, we look for a decrease in family size that might account for the
family no longer needing food s:amfs. We eliminate right censored spells from
the analysis, because the year following the last year of a spell must be

observed in order to identify trigger events.

The time frﬁmes in which trigger events for closings may occur are
defined inversely to those for openings~—that is, a change in household
composition may be thought to trigger a food stamp closure only if it occurs
in the last year of food stamp receipt, while a change in income may be a
trigger if it occurs either in the last year of food stamp receipt or the
following year. Suppose, for example, that a person loses his job, goes on
food stamps for several months, finds a new job, and leaves the food stamp
rolls, all within a single year. Then the increase in the person's earnings
that triggered leaving food stamps would be seen as a higher level of earnings
in the year after receipt of food stamps than in the year during which food
stamps were received. On the other hand, a person may have been receiving
food stamps continuously for several years, and had no earmings at all until
the year in which he becomes employed and leaves the food stamp rolls. In
this instance, the increase in earnings that triggered leaving food stamps
would be seen by comparing the level of earnings in the last year of receipt

with the level in the preceding year.

The results of this analysis are shown in Table 4.2. We see that
about a fifth of all spell endings are synchronous with spells of AFDC, other

welfare, or Social Security, ending as well.
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Table 4.2

DISTRIBUTION OF TRIGGER EVENTS ASSOCIATED W{TH HOUSEHOLDS
ENDING A FOOD STAMP SPELL

Spelis Ending

Table of Contents

Synchronous with Not Syachronous
Synchronous Other Welfare or with Welfare or
with AFOC Soclal Security Soclal Security

Al Spelils Ending Spells Ending Spells Ending Ongolng Spelis
Type of Trigger Event
Change in identity or
marital status of ‘head
of househcld: marriage, 4.68 9.7% 2.71% 3.9 2,18
reconcl i iatian, new
cohabltation | Sl
Other net increase 1o 5.9 5.8 6.3 5.9 1.5
number of adults present
increase In taxable 53.1 64.6 17.0 51.8 33.5
income
Death of only/all 4.1 L) 2,7 4,7 0.0
sample member(s)
Other net decrepse In
size of household 5.8 6.3 4.6 5.8 7.8
None of the above 26.6 12.4 36.6 27.8 49.2
100,04 100,02 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Percent ot total
spells ending 100.0% 12,78 8.3% 79.0% _—
Unweighted number
of spellis 2341 byl 199 1821 -—
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Only a small number of food stamp spell endings~-4.6 percent--can be
associated with marriage of the head of household. This percentage is more
than doubled, however, for those households which leave AFDC at the same time
they leave food stamps. That is, nearly one out of ten households that
simultaneously end AFDC and food stamp spell experience a marriage in the last

year of AFDC and food stamp teceipc.l

We see furthermore that the marriage
rate among households that continue to participate in the Food Stamp Program
is only 2.1 percent--less that half the rate for households that close. We
conclude that marriage is an important trigger event, especially for AFDC

recipients.

Other net increases in the number of adults present actually occur
in more households which continue to receive food stamps (7.5 percent) than in
households which stop receiving food stamps (5.9 percent). It is therefore

unlikely that this is an important trigger event.

Taxable income increased without a concommitant increase in the
number of adults present for over half of households that ended a food stamp
spell-——and for nearly two-thirds of households that simultaneously ended an
AFDC and a food stamp spell--compared with only a third of households that did
not end a food stamp spell. Another 4 percent of food stamp closures are
attributable to death of the only household member(s)--an event which of
course cannot occur -to a household that continues to receive food stamps.
Other net decreases in the size of the household were, however, somewhat less
common among households that stopped receiving food stamps (5.8 percent) than

among households that continued to receive benefits (7.8 percent).

To summarize, nearly three-quarters of households ending a food

stamp spell experienced one or more of the five potential trigger events,

compared with half of households that did not end a food stamp spell. For

both ending and ongoing recipient households, increases in income were much

lThis number is subtantially lower than the fraction of AFDC spell
closings that Bane and Ellwood (op. cit.) found to be associated with a
marriage of the head-—32.4 percent. It is not clear from reading Bane and
Ellwood whether they include in their count former AFDC recipients who got
married the year after they left the AFDC rolls. If so, that could account
for part of the differences. In addition, some AFDC recipients who marry and
stop receiving AFDC may continue to receive food stamps.
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more common than changes in household composition. The events that were
substantially more frequent among closing cases than among ongoing cases were
marriage (especially for AFDC cases); increases in earnings; and death of the

last household member.

4.5 Length of Spells

The next question to be addressed is, how long do recipients tend to
continue receiving food stamps, once they start? We proceed using the same
hazard rate methodology as in the analysis of the OBRA data (described in
Section 3.2) for both households and individuals, and then compare the
results. It should be recalled that a spell, as measured here, represents
receipt in one or more months of consecutive calendar years rather than

necessarily continuous receipt.

4.5.1 Distribution of Lengths of Spells for Households

Table 4.3 shows the distribution of lengths of food stamp spells for
all households and for four subgroups: families receiving AFDC; families
containing one or more earners; families whose head is over the age of 59; and

1 Characteristics are always measured

households containing only one person.
during the first year of the spell. The first column shows the weighted
proportions of spells that last one year, two years and so 6n up to eleven or
more years. This is the probability density function, or equivalently, the
estimated probability per year that an exit from the Food Stamp Program occurs
during that year. The second column shows the weightéd cumulative proportion
of spells that ended after one year, two years, etc. This is known as the

“survivor function".

The mean number of years food stamp spells lasted is shown for all
cases and for three of the four subgroups. This statistic is calculated
based on the assumption that the hazard-rate of ending a spell each year after

the tenth year is equal to the average rate for spells lasting 8, 9 and 10

lHouseholds containing one or more work registrants, the other
subgroup of interest, cannot be identified in the PSID.
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Table 4.3

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTHS OF SPELLS OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT FOR HOUSEHOLDS:
FREQUENCIES AND CUMULATIVE FREQUENCIES

Table of Contents

Households
Number of Recelving Households Househol ds Single-Parson
Years All Households AFDC with Earners with Elderly Head Househol ds
Freq. Cum, Freq. Cum. freq. Cum, freq. Cum. Freq. Cum.
t 4).8% 41.8% 25.9% 25,91 46.4% 46.4% 34.5% 34.5% 39.4% 39.4%
2 19.5 61.3 19.6 45.5 18.5 64,9 22,0 56.5 22.4 61.7
3 9.9 n.2 10.4 55.9 9.9 4.8 10.7 67.2 1.1 72.8
4 6.6 77.8 10.4 66.3 6.7 81.5 6.5 713.6 5.4 78.2
5 2.8 80.6 2.0 68.3 2.4 83.9 3.7 77.3 2.7 80.9
6 1.7 82.3 2.8 n. 1.0 84.9 2.6 19.9 3.1 84.0
7 2.0 84.3 0.6 n.a 2.6 81.5 0.0 719.9 0.2 84,2
8 1.2 85.5 3.3 75.0 0.7 88.2 0.0 19.9 0.t 84.3
9 1.1 86.6 0.0 75.0 1.4 89.6 0.0 79.9 3.6 87.9
10 1.7 88.3 0.0 75.0 2.0 9t.6 0.0 719.9 3.5 91.4
i+ 1.7 100.0 25.0 100.0 8.4 100.0 20.1 100.0 8.6 100.0
Mean tength in years: 4.56 10.38 3.69 N.A, 3.79
Unweighted number
of spetls: 2,981 759 2,322 349 553
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years. The unweighted number of spells upon which the mean is based is shown

in the last row of the table.l

For the caseload as a whole, two~fifths of all spells end the same
year they began, and an additional omne-fifth last no more than two years.
After the fourth year, spells end at a steady, slow rate, with approximately
11 percent of all spells still ongoing after ten years. The mean length of a
spell is estimated as 4.6 years. Although this statistic does not measure the

length of time families continuously receive food stamps, it does indicate the

length of time families have at least occasional contact with the program.
Thus, while the average length of continuous food stamp spells was estimated

to be about one and a half years in Chapter 3, the total length of time a
family is sporadically dependent on the program may be much longer.2

The remaining columns in Table 4.3 show ihe distribution of spell
lengths for the four subgroups described above. The highlights of cthese

calculations include the following:

» Not surprisingly, families receiving AFDC during the
first year they receive food stamps tend to have much
longer spells than average, with a mean length of 10.4
years. Only one in four spells ends after the first
year., 252 of food stamp spells beginning with an AFDC
spell last more than ten years, a figure that mirrors
Ellwood's (1986) finding for, all AFDC spells,
regardless of food stamp receipt.

ls mean was not calculated for elderly-headed households because the
sample size was too small. As no cases in this subgroup closed in their
eight, ninth, or tenth year of receipt, the estimated mean would have been

infinite.

21t must be borne in mind, however, that the length of spell as we
measure it 1s in part an artifact of the calendar year. Two households with
identical patterns of food stamp receipt would show spell lengths different by
a year if one of them first received food stamps in December and the other in

January.

3There may be a certain amount of underreporting of AFDC receipt,
although this should not affect our estimates of spell lengths unless those
who do not report differ systematically from those who do. Ellwood (1986)
suggests that in cases where unspecified "other welfare" is reported by a
single mother with dependent children, the likelihood is very high that this
is really AFDC income. We also include such cases as AFDC cases.

83



Table of Contents

e Families with earned income have the shortest mean
spell length of the subgroups since they receive stamps
for an average of only 3.7 years. Close to half (46X)
of households with an earner leave the program after
only one year, and over 907 leave by the tenth year.

e Families in which the head is elderly have relatively
long spells with only about one-third leaving the
program after one year. About 20 percent of the spells
last more than ten years, which is a greater percentage
than for all subgroups except households receiving
AFDC.

e Single-person households receive stamps for an average
of 3.8 years, and end spells at a rate that is about
average for the entire population.

Comparing these findings with the analogous results in Bane and
Ellwood (1983) reveals both an important substantive insight and an important

methodological insight. First, the distribution of lengths of spells for food

stamp households that also receive AFDC is very similar to that found by Bane
and Ellwood for all AFDC households, reinforcing the notion that AFDC recipi-
ents avs more dependent on welfare than food stamp recipients in general.
Second, despite the very close similarity in the estimated frequencies, the
mean length of spell presented here for AFDC/food stamp cases (10.4 years) is
more than twice as great as that calculated by Bane and Ellwood for AFDC
recipients (4.7 years). The reason is the extreme sensitivity of the calcula-
tion to hazard rates beyond, say, the first five or six years of receipt,
which are estimated based on very small samples. Table 4.3 shows, for
example, that only 3.3 percent of AFDC/food stamp spells ended during the
eighth, ninth and tenth years combined—implying a hazard rate of only 3.9
percent per year.l This leads to extremely long estimated spell lengths for
that substantial portion of the caseload that remained active for more than 10
years. In these circumstances, the mean length of spell may be of limited use

as a summary statistic.

Table 4.4 takes a closer look at the spells of single person house-

holds. The small number of observations precludes examination of racial

.033

.283 + .283 + ,.283
spells lasted up through their seventh year.

lrnis is calculated as s Since 28.3 percent of
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Table 4.4

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTHS OF SPELLS OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT
FOR SINGLE-PERSON HOUSEHOLDS ONLY:
FREQUENCIES AND CUMULATIVE FREQUENCIES

Table of Contents

Race® Age In Years
Number of
Years White Black < 26 26~-59 > 59 Male Female
Freq.” Cum, Freq. Cum, fFreq. Cum, freq. Cum, Freq. Cus. Freq, Cum. fFreq. Cum,
1 42,18 42.1% 35.58 35.5% 44,08 44.011 42,38 42,33 30.4% 30.4% 50.3% 50,3% 32.9%5 32.9%
2 22.4 64.5 17.5 53.0 26.3 70.3 22.8 65.1 17,2 47.6 26.6 76.9 20.3 53.2
3 13.3 17.8 5.6 58.6 1.4 81.7 11.6 76.7 10.2 57.8 7.1 84.0 13,4 66.6
4 6.3 4.2 1.7 60.4 2.3 84.0 5.3 82.1 9.3 67.1 2.7 86.7 6.9 73.4
5 3.5 86.7 3.3 63.7 0.5 84.5 4.8 86.9 3.3 70.4 1.4 88.1 3.4 76.8
6 3.7 90.4 0.0 63.7 3.6 88.1 0.0 86.9 5.1 75.6 0.0 68,1 4.2 81.0
t 7 0.0 90.4 1.3 64,9 0.0 88,1 0.6 87.5 0.0 75.6 1.3 89.3 0.0 81.0
8 0.0 90.4 1.4 66.3 0.0 8e,1 0.4 87.9 0.0 75.6 0.0 89.3 0,1 81.1
9¢ 9.6 100.0 33.7 00,0 11.9 w000 2.y 100.0 24.6 100.0 1.7 100.0 18.9 100.0
Unweighted number
of spells; 183 348 186 230 137 2315 318

30ther races excluded due 1o small number of observations.
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groups other than blacks and whites, simultaneous analysis of race, age, and
sex, and calculation of mean spell lengths for subgroups. Nonetheless, we can
see some important subgroup differences among singles. In particular:

. Blacks have longer spells than whites, leaving the
program at a much slower rate.

. Singles who are elderly (over 59 years) at the
beginning of a spell have longer spells than younger
singles.

. Female singles tend to have longer spells than male
singles.

These descriptive analyses of the survival rate of food stamp
recipients give strong indication of the need to include duration dependence
in our multivariate models of closures. The exit rate from the program does

not follow a neat linear pattern. Instead, most cases close after the first

year v: .wo, accounting for the steep drop in the beginning.

4.5.2 Distribution of Lengths of Spells for Individuals

In analyzing spells for individuals, each person is followed over
time, regardless of changes in household composition. An individual 1is
considered to be a food stamp recipient if he or she resides in a household

that receives food stamps.

Approximately 65,000 observations-—or family-years——were included in
the family-level analysis reported in the previous section. In the indi-
vidual-level analysis, we have approximately 175,000 observations, or indi-
vidual-years. Similarly, while the families experienced 2,981 non-

left-censored spells, individuals report 8,627 non left-censored spells.

Table 4.5 shows the rate at which individuals leave the Food Stamp
Program, and the estimated mean length of stay, for all individuals, for
individuals living in AFDC households, for individuals living in households

with earned income, for individuals living in households headed by an elderly
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Table 4.5

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTHS OF SPELLS OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT FOR INDIVIDUALS:
FREQUENCIES AND CUMULATIVE FREQUENCIES

Table of Contents

Individuals Living In Households:

Number of Recelving With an Consisting of
Years All Individuals AFDC With Earners Elderiy Head One Person
freq. Cum, Freq. Cum, freq. Cum., Freq. Cum. Freq. Cum.
i 43,08 43.0% 21,58 21.5% 46.5% 46.5% 30.0% 30.0% 41.3% 41.3%
2 2.8 64.8 22.0 43.5 20.9 67.4 31.2 61.2 25.0 66.3
3 3 9.0 73.8 9.3 52.8 8.2 75.6 10.1 7n.3 1.6 77.9
4 7.0 680.0 10,3 63.1 7.4 83.0 6.3 77.6 5.1 83.0
S 4,2 85.0 6.2 69.3 4.2 871.2 3.7 81.3 4.3 87.3
6 1.8 86.8 1.6 70.9 1.6 go.8 2.0 83.3 1.8 89.0
? 1.8 88.5 2.6 73.5 1.7 90,5 2.6 85.9 0.0 89.0
8 1.6 90.1 3.3 76.8 1.8 92.3 0.6 86.5 0.0 89.0
9‘~ . 2.4 92,5 3.9 80.7 . 2,7 95.0 0.1 86.6 0.0 89.0
10 2.0 94.5 2.2 82.9 s 96.5 7.1 93.7 1.2 96.2
ll}ﬁ- 5.5 100.0 17.4 100.0 3.5 100,0 6.3 100.0 3.8 100.0
Mean length In years: 3.22 5.79 2,87 3.69 3.07
Unweighted number
of spells: 8,627 2,130 7,215 773 401
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person, and for individuals living alone. As before, all characteristics are

measured in the year a spell began.1
The highlights of Table 4.5 are as follows:

* Nearly two thirds (65Z) of spells end after two years,
and of those the majority end after only one year. The
average length of stay for individuals in the Food
Stamp Program is 3.2 years.

e The rate of leaving the program after the third year of
receipt is fairly slow and steady, with just a few
cases closing each year.

. Only 5.57 of spells last more than 10 years.

. Individuals who 1live in AFDC households have much
longer spells than average, lasting nearly 5.8 years,
with 172 still ongoing after 10 years. Still, half of
these spells are over after the third year.

. Individuals who live in households with some earned
income have relatively short spells, averaging . just
under three years in length.

e Individuals who live in a household with an elderly
head tend to have somewhat longer spells than the food
stamp population as a whole, lasting an average of 3.7
years.

. Finally, single~person households have spells that are
about the same as for the population as a whole
(average spell length 3.1 years).

Although as discussed below, the distributions for individuals differ
systematically from those of families, the qualitative relationships are the
same: spells are longest for individuals in households which receive AFDC or
have an elderly head, and shortest for households which contain one or more

earners.

11t should be noted that a single individual is not the same as a
one-person household. For example, a person who is single initially may
marry, have children, and then split off to be single again. The individual
is followed through all these changes; the corresponding household, according
to our rules, consist instead of the spouse and children at the end of all the
changes.
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4.5.3 Sources of Differences Between Family-Level and Individual-Level
Mean Spell Lengths

A_f{,—'“ S~ Easriiwo nf _tha _peanndins gramiom cvoa _tho £5adine thas wbha
o ——
kY T = e —
i

mean length of a food stamp spell was substantially shorter for an individual
than for a family--3.2 versus 4.6 years. This finding was replicated for
every subgroup as well. Furthermore, only 5 percent of individual spells last

eleven or more years, compared with 11 percent of family spells.

Figure 4.1 displays the difference in distributions graphically. We
see that individuals have proportionately more 1 and 2 year spells, and

proportionately fewer very long spells, than families,

Differences between the distributions could arise due to a number of
factors. These can be seen most clearly by considering a single pair of
years. An individual who is receiving food stamps in Year 1 can experience

six outcomes in Year 2@
(1) s/he may die;
(2) s/he may drop out of the survey;

(3) s/he may remsin in the same household, and continue to
receive food stamps;

(4) s/he may remain in the same household, but stop
receiving food stamps;

(5) s/he may split off to form a new household, and
continue receiving food stamps; or

(6) s/he may split off to form a new household, and stop
receiving food stamps.

Similarly, the household of which the individual was a member may

experience three outcomes in Year 2:
(a) it may drop out of the survey;
(b) it may cngginue to receive food stamps; or
(c) it may !téi receiving food stamps.

Some of :hgrgaisibiliﬁietifﬂ gé individual preclude some of the

poasibilities for a h&uﬁehold, and vice versa. For example, if the individual
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then the household must continue to receive food stamps (choice (b)); and if
the individual remains in the household and stops receiving food stamps
(choice (4)) then the household must have stopped receiving food stamps

(choice (c)).

Three events that would lead to the probability of closure for an
individual differing from the probability of closure for a household are the
following: (1) the individual could die, while the household continued to
receive food stamps; (2) the individual could split off and stop receiving
food stamps, while the household continued to receive food stamps; or (3) the
individual could split off and continue to receive food stamps, while the
household stopped receiving food stamps. The first and second of these would
lead to longer food stamp spells for households than for individuals, as we
actually observe; the third, which we would expect to be less common, would

lead to longer food stamp spells for individuals than for households.

In addition, there are two compositional factors that could lead to
a divergence in distributions, even without any split offs or deaths. First,
suppose that the food stamp population consists of large households and small
households, and that large households have a higher probability of closure
than small ones. The members of large households necessarily comprise a
greater proportion of individuals than the large households comprise of
households. Hence the closure rate for individuals, which is a weighted
average of the closure rates for individuals residing in large and small-

households, would be greater than the closure rate for households.

The second compositional effect isg related to the fact that both the
individual and the household data show a dramatic concentration of closures in
the first year. When a split-off household forms, the first year that it
receives food stamps may not in fact be the first year that the individuals in
it received food stamps. Consequently, the first—-year closure rate of split-
off households may be lower than the first-year closure rate for households
that were known to have existed the year before they started receiving food
stamps. The fact that every individugl gets a chance to experience the high
first-year closure rate, but.some split-off households do not, could alsoc lead

to higher closure rates for -individuals than for households.
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4.6 Multivariate Analyses of Closures

The descriptive findings reported in the preceding sections are
useful indicators of trends among subgroups with regard to dependency on the
Food Stamp Program. The obvious limitation of univariate analysis of this
kind is that it cannot permit the assessment of marginal effects of particular
characteristics in the food stamp population. That is, we cannot determine
the extent to which, controlling for other measured characteristics, earners
are more likely to quit the program after a short period of time than other
participants. The higher observed closure rate of earners could be due to
some other characteristic highly correlated with earners, such as sex,
education or receipt of other income. To answer this sort of question,

multivariate analysis is required.

Four separate models of closures have been estimated, corresponding
to four types of food stamp households: households consisting of a single
parent with children under the age of 18; households consisting of two or more
adults with children under the age of 183 single-person households; and
households consisting of more than one adult and no childrem. This typology
is identical to that used in the OBRA analysis and is repeated here for
consistency and for its implications for model development. Some variables of
central interest for one household type may be irrelevant for other household
types. For example, the number of dependent children is potentially a strong
predictor of the closure rate for a single-parent household, but clearly not
applicable for single-person households. The unemployment rate has been
included in every model, but we expect its effect on the closure rate to be

more significant for two-parent households than for one-parent households.

The independent variables are all measured during the first year of
the spell, since the central question addressed in these analyses is ''given
characteristics of the applicant upon first entering to the program, what is
the rate of closure?” The reader should be reminded of the weaknesses
inherent in using annual data. Most variables are measured at a point in
time, usually the day of the interview. Conditions such as number of children
and marital status can easily change in the course of the first year of the
spell, but these changes will go unaccounted for until the next vyear's

interview.

The independent variables fall into the following groups:
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* Household composition: family size, number of children
under 18, the presence of a child under 6, and whether
or not the family is of the "nuclear type", that is the
head lives with his spouse and children only;

e Demographics of the head of household: race, age, sex,
and whether or not the head is g high school graduate;

. Sources of household income: receipt of AFDC, other
welfare, Social Security, and earned income;

¢ Macroeconomic variables: region, county unemployment
rate, and an indicator of whether or not the spell
started before or after the elimination of the purchase
requirement (1979); and

. Length of spell: dichotomous wvariables measuring the
length of the spell before closure (1,Z2,3, up to 8 or
more years). These variables are intended to capture
"duration dependence", e.g. the effect of elapsed time
on the probability of a household leaving the program.

Models were specified in part by first estimating a set of effects
using ordinary least squares regression. Variables that were not significant

at the .30 level were then dropped from the logit models.

We turn next to discussing the results of each of the four models.

4.6.1 One-Adult Households With Children

As shown in Table 4.6, the average annual closure rate for this type
of household is 18.5%Z. This rate varies substantially, however, depending on

a variety of household characteristics and conditions.

Each additional dependent child reduces the annual probability of
closure by 2.0 percentage points. Families with white heads are, all else
equal, 8.0 percentage points more likely to close in a given year than
families headed by nonwhites, while families with heads under age 30 are 8.1

percentage points less likely to close than families with older heads.

The presence of earned and unearned income have large effects, as
anticipated. A family that is ihiii#lly on AFDC is 8.5 percentage pdinCs less
likely to close in a given year than a non-AFDC family with the same measured
characteristics, while a household is significantly more likely to end its
food stamp spell if there is earned income initially, by 10.0 percentage

points per year.
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LOGISTIC MODEL OF CLOSURES:
ONE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN

Table of Contents

Variable Coefficient S.E. Impact
Intercept -.1975 .4032 -.0298
Number of Children under age 18 -.1314%* .0644 -.0198
Demographics of Head
Male .4856 L4479 .0732
Whice .5323%%% .1707 .0803
Under 30 years old ' -.5360%*%* .1562 -.0808
High School graduate .1842 .1403 .0278
Receipt of AFDC -.5601%¥%* .1522 -.0845
Presence of Earned Income .6610%%* .1532 .0997
Region
Northeast -.3700%* .1512 -.0558
West -.0550 .2093 -.0083
Unemployment Rate in County of Residence -.1093 .0802 -.0165
Post EPR ) -.4378%* . 1445 -.0660
Duration of Spell
1l years .1978 .1485 .0298
4 years -.3942 .2603 -.0594
5 years -.9489%¥%* .3535 -.1431
6 years -2.8680%*=* 1.0175 -.4324
7 years -.6867 .4585 -.1035
Over 7 years? ~2.0192%w* .73642 -.3044

Family-Years: 1656
Mean Annual Closing Rate: 0.1850

*rkSracistically significant at the 1 percent level.
**Statistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.

3spells lasting 8, 9, 10, or 1l years were combined due to few observations for

each spell length.
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Several macroeconomic variables also have important impacts. First,
households located in the northeast region of the United States! have
significantly lower closure rates than in the South, while the effect of
living in the West relative to the South is insignificant. Second, a spell
that began in the post-EPR period, after 1979, has substantially lower closure
rate than a spell beginning before the EPR. This administrative change,
and/or concurrent macroeconomic changes, reduced the closure rate by 6.6
percentage points per year for this household type. The unemployment rate in
the county of residence has a negative effect on the closure rate that is not

statistically significant.

Finally, with respect to the effect of the duration of the spell, a
strong negative effect is observed for spells lasting five or more years
relative to spells in their first year. (The excluded category is spells that
have lasted two to three years.) That is, the longer a spell lasts, the less

likely it is to close.

4.6.2 Multiple—Adult Households with Children

Table 4.7 shows the results of the logit model estimated for the
second household type, about three-quarters of which are two-parent households
of the nuclear type: head and spouse living with their children and no
others. The mean annual closure rate for this family type is the highest of

all types, at about 29.7 percent.

Household size and structure have important effects. For every
additional child, the likelihood of a spell closing eaﬁh year is reduced by
1.2 percentage points, while for every additional adult, the likelihood of a
spell closing is increased by l.7 percentage points. Non-nuclear families are
5.9 percentage points less likely to close than nuclear families. Both the
race and the education of the household head have significant effects as
well: cases headed by whites are 4.9 percentage points more likely to close,
and cases headed by high school graduates are 5.3 percentage points more

likely to close, than other similar cases.

lsee Chapter 3 for an explanation of how the region variable is
constructed.
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Table 4.7

LOGISTIC MODEL QF CLOSURES:
MULTIPLE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN

Variable Coefficient S.E. Impact
Intercept =1.4572%%* 2772 -.3042
Number of Children under age 18 =.0593** .0287 -.0124
Number of Adults .0831 .0574 .0173
Non-Nuclear Family Type =.2815%¥F .1057 -.0588
Demographics of Head
White «2337%> .0982 .0488
High School graduate «2526%ir% .0929 .0527
Receipt of AFDC =759 .1139 -.1585
Receipt of Other Welfare -.4386% .1710 -.0916
Presence of Earned Income <604 7%%% .1831 .1263
Region
Northeast .1249 .0973 .0261
West . .1924 .1485 .0402
Unemployment Rate in County of Residence -.0127 .0087 -.0027
Post EPR ~.6655%*= .0931 -.1389
Duration of Spell
1 year «8132%¥* .1467 .1698
2 years .3155% .1622 .0659
4 years -.3476 .2285 -.0726
5 years -.8593%%* .3080 -.1794
6 years =1.030Q5%% .3799 -.2152
1 years -.6375 .3875 -.1331
Over 7 years -.5597 .3560 ~.1169

Family-Years: 2836
Mean Annual Closing Rate: 0.2970

**Sracistically significant at the 1 percent level.
**Sracistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.

3spells lasting 8, 9, 10, or 1l years were combined due to few observations for
each spell length.
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Receipt of publiec assistance--AFDC or other welfare--significantly
reduces the closure rate for these families by large amounts: 15.9 and 9.2
percentage points, respectively. Conversely, if one or more adult has any
earned income in the first year of the spell the chances of leaving the

program are 12.6 percentage points higher than otherwise.

With regard to macroeconomic variables, neither region nor local
unemployment rate has a significant effect. Spells beginning after EPR are
substantially less likely to close in a given year than spells beginning

before EPR, by 13.9 percentage points.

Finally, the effect of time passing within the spell is highly
significant: Spells that last longer are less likely to close the next year.

4.6.3 Singles

The third household type consists of individuals living alone at the
beginning of the year in which they begin the spell. (Recall that while a
household may be single at the beginning of the year it may become a multi-
ple~person household by the end of the year.) As showm in the Table 4.8, the
mean closure rate for this group is 25.5 percent, lower than for multiple-

adult households with children but higher than for single=-parent households.

One again, race has a large impact on the closure rate: white
singles are 10 percentage points more likely to close per year than minority

singles.

Single food stamp participants who also receive Social Security
payments, or GA or some other type of public assistance, have lower closure
rates than those who receive food stamps only, by 8.5 and 5.7 percentage
points, respectively, while singles who have earned income have higher closure
rates, by 6.8 percentage points. Residence in the western states increases
the closure rate significantly (by 7 percentage points), relative to living in
the South. The unemployment rate is also a powerful predictor of closure
rates, and, as in the previous models, the effect of EPR is strong,

significant and negative.

The duration dummies suggest the same pattern as for other household

types: closure rates are lower for longer spells than for shorter.
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Table 4.8

LOGISTIC MODEL OF CLOSURES:
ONE-ADULT HOUSEHOLDS WITHOUT CHILDREN

Variable Coefficient S.E. Impact
Intercept -.8419%* .3924 -.1599
Demographics of Head

White « 53273 %% .1528 .1002

Male .2679* .1579 L0471
Receipt of Social Security -.4496%* 1922 -.0854
Receipt of Other Welfare -.2996%* .1805 -.0569
Presence of Earned Income «3582%* .1584 .0680
Region

Northeast .1359 .1676 .0258

West .3831* »2035 .0728
Unemployment Rate in

County of Residence -.2191%* .0879 -.0416
Post EPR -.3058%* .1500 -.0581
Duration of Spell .

1l year «7179%%% .2272 .1364

2 years .3412 .2505 .0648

4 to 5 years -.4674 .3080 -.0888

Over 5 years? ~1.7544%%* 5116 -.3333

Family-Years: 1211
Mean Annual Closing Rate: 0.2550

*¥**Statistically significant at the 1 percent level.
**Statistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.

3spells lasting 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 or 11 years were combined due to few observations for
each spell length.
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4.6.4 Multiple-Adult Households Without Children

The final household type for which closure rates were analyzed has a
mean annual closure rate of 31.1 percent, as shown in Table 4.9. About three-

quarters of these households consist of husband and wife.

0f the household composition and demographic variables, only educa-
tion has a significant impact for these households: households headed by high
school graduates are 11.3 percentage points more likely to close per year.
Receipt of Social Security and GA or other public assistance substantially
reduces closure rates by 8.9 and 10.4 percentage points, respectively, per

year.

Macroeconomic variables have important effects: each percentage
point increase in the county unemployment rate reduces the annual closure rate
by four percentage points per year, and EPR is again estimated to have a
significant and negative impact on closures, of 1l6.1 percentage points per

year.

We see the same pattern of falling closure rates over time as was
observed for the other household types: spells are substantially more likely

to close in their first year than in later years of activity.

4.6.5 Smry

With the exception of regional effects, which were scattered, there
was general substantive agreement among the four closure models in direction
and significance of effects of virtually all of the covariates. In

particular, it was found that:

. for households with children, presence of additional
children reduces the closure rate;

e for three out of the four groups, cases head by whites
have significantly lower closure rates than cases head
by nonwhites;

. except for one-adult households, neither sex nor age of
head of household has any significant effect;

. in two of the four groups, cases headed by high school
graduates have higher closure rates than cases headed
by high school dropouts;
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Table 4.9

LOGISTIC MODEL OF CLOSURES:

Table of Contents

Variable Coefficient S.E. Impact
Intercept -.3973 .4085 -.0851
Demographics of Head

White ' .2700 .1723 .0579

High School graduate . 529 1% .1828 1134
Receipt of Social Security -.4156%* .1943 -.0891
Receipt of Other Welfare -.,4830%* .2473 -.1035
Region

Northeast .2545 .1856 .0545

West .2246 .2526 .0481
Unemployment Rate in

County of Residence =-.2025%* .0969 -.0434
Post EPR =.7515%*%% T6h7 -.1610
Duration of Spell

1l year .9352%%* .2308 .2004

2 years .4290 .2634 .0919

Over 3 years? ~1.0847%* 4305 -.2324

Family-Years: 842
Mean Annual Closing Rate:

0.3110

***Sratistically significant at the 1 percent level.
**Statistically significant at the 5 percent level.
*Statistically significant at the 10 percent level.

3gpells lasting 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 or ll years were combined due to few

observations for each spell length.
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. receipt of AFDC, Social Security, and other welfare
have significant negative effects on closure rates,
while presence of earnings has a significant positive

"effect for three of the four groups;

. the unemployment rate in the county of residence has a
significant negative effect for the ¢two childless
household types;

e closure rates were significantly lower after the EPR
for all four groups; and

e closure rates are highest in the earlier years of a
spell and lowest in the later years.

Table 4.10 translates the significant impacts of the models on
annual probability of closure into impacts on expected length of spell. We
assume that the expected length of a spell can be sufficiently well

approximated by the inverse of the average annual closure rate. We use the
average closure rate over the observation period as a benchmark. (This is
downward biased estimate of the true average closure rate, because the ends of
the right-censored spelis are excluded.) For example, Table 4.6 indicates
that the closure rate for one-adult households with children is 0.1850 during
the sample period. Each additional child decreases this rate by 0.0198.
Centering the effect of an additional child around 0.1850 yields alternative
annual closure rates of (0.1850 % 0.009%), or 0.1949 and 0.1751. These
correspond to average lengths of spell of 5.13 and 5.71 years, respectively.
Hence the impact on an additional child is calculated as (5.71 - 5.13), or

0.58 years, i.e., 7 months.
Some conclusions we can draw from this table are:

. for multiple adult households, the presence of an
additional adult can be expected to reduce the expected
length of spell by about 2 months;

*« for households with children, the presence of an
additional child increases the expected length of spell
from 2 to 7 months;

* non-nuclear families tend to have spells that are 8
months longer, other things equal;

¢ households hesded by whites have spells that are

shorter by amounts ranging from 7 months to over 2
years, depending on household type;
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Additional Child
Additional Adult
Non-nuclear Family Type
White Head of Household
Head of Household under 30

Head of Household a High
School Graduate

Receipt of AFDC

Receipt of Social Security
Receipt of Other Welfare
Presence of Earnings

Additional Percentage
Point of Unemployment

Post EPR

Table 4.10

One-Adult
Households
with Children

Multiple-~
Adult
Households

with Children

Table of Contents

IMPACTS ON EXPECTED LENGTH OF SPELL

Single
Individuals

+7.0 months

=29.5 months

+29.8 months

+31.2 months

-37.7 months

+23.9 months

+1.7 monchs
-2.4 months
+8.1 months

-6.7 months

-7.2 months

+23.2 months

+12.8 months

-18.0 months

+20.0 months
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-19.2 months

+16.2 months
+10.6 months

-12.8 months

+7.7 months

+10.9 months

Multiple-
Adult
Households
Without
Children

-14.6 months

+11.3 months

+13.2 months

+5.4 months

+21.4 months
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receipt of AFDC increases the expected length of spell
by 2 to 2% years;

receipt of Social Security and other welfare each
increase the expected length of spell by about a year;

presence of earnings reduces the expected length of
spell by 1 to 3 years, depending on household type;

each additional percentage point of unemployment
increases expected length of spell by 5 to 8 months for
households without children; and

spells tend to be 1 to 2 years longer, depending on

household type, since the elimination of the purchase
requirement.
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APPENDIX A

LITERATURE REVIEW SUMMARY TABLES

This appendix consists of three summary tables. The first two,
which are reproduced from Sharon Long's methodological review of cthe
literature on Food Stamp Program participation (1985), present information on
the methods used in wvarious descriptive and multivariate studies. The third
table outlines the substantive findings of numerous studies of Food Stamp

Program participation.
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Junction with
other assistance
programs

{17,038 fjood stemp
spel s, 12,700
non-tood stemp
spelis)

of Hillnols

Depertment of
Public AM

{non-r epr esen-
tative sample,
limited soclo-
econamic data)

remalned open

Nusber of comec-
utlve months In
which lormer FS
only, F5/551,
FS/AFDC, ar
FS/GA case
remained closed

FS category In month glvea
praviously not on food
stamps
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Table A.2
(continued)
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Somple,
Progrem(s) Issvels) Saple Time Semple Period Dsta Source Unit Followed Dol Inttlon Endogenous

Study Cons i der o Mdressed Frame (Sample Size) {Linitet lons) Over Time of a Spel) Yor Yab ins

Corr, Doyle, FS Determinaats of Fixed tine~ Hausehold wits, 1DP Households hesded Nusber of com Probabl i1ty of eatry to
and Lubl 8z turaover Ia FSP period 1979 by primsry secutive months FSP glven mot previocusiy
{ 1904) popu lat loa (667 tood stemg sample members dw lng which on food stamps

spells, 1,216 tol lowed family recelves
non-food stamp regardiess fond stamps Frobabitity of sxit trom
spal is) of changes FSP glven previously on
In household Musber of con~ tood steaps
FS eligible compositlon secutive maths
househo id wmits, during which
1979 (506 tood fenily recelves
stamp spel s, a0 food stamps
1, M4 aon~tood
’ stanp speiis)

Lubl tz ond (i1 Oatorminints of Fixed time- Househo 14 unlts, 1sop Hougeho 1 48 Nusber of com- Probabl{ity of entry to
Carr turnover |6 per lod w79 headed by secutive months FSP gliwen mot previously
(198%) FSP population 1623 food o lmary during which on tood stemps

stamp spells, sampie mesbers tomily recetves
Relationship 3,29% non-food followed tood stemps
of "tv igger staup spel Is) regerdiess Protabltity of exit trom
avents* (o.0., of chames Wumber of con~ FSP given previously on
Job tous or in household secutlive months tood stamps
galn, chisige In compos I #lom durlog which

tanlly sbatus)

ond FSF gopuln-

tion Yurkover

fomily recelves
no faod stamps




Table A.2
(continued)

Table of Contents

Study

Estinmetlion

Types ot
Exmogenous
Verisbies
Inc luded

Method of
Hend | ing
Right-censor od
Spel is

Method of
Hond { i ngy
Lett-consored
Spel Is

Method of
Hand 1ing
Prior Event
History

Method of
Hand ling

Heterogenel ty 3

Hethod of
Hand | ing
Duretlon
Dependence

(19719

911

Kirlla ond
Morr 104
{1983

Technique

Path sodel
regression
snalysis

Pooled ordinary
losst squares

Mt loum

1 kel ihood
es tinatlion
ol discrete
enslogus to
cont Inucus
hazard model
lor each
assistonce

category

Porsoasl cherac-
teristics In
1973 ond 1976

Fomlly stetus In
1973 srd 1976

Changes In Isbor
foroe stetus

between 1973 end

97

Changes In AFDC
stotus between
1913 ond 1976

Personal charec-
toristics at
beglianing of
sample porlod

Family status
In sach year

Labor lorce
stotus in
oach year

Lsbor florce
conditloms In
oach yeuor

Previous wellere
progrem
oxperience

Personal cherec~
teristics at
beglnning of
spell

Lsbor force
status at
beginning of
spell

tsbor force
condiflons
within spell

Hot cons idered

Mot cons Mered

incorporated In
the Iikellhood
tunctlion

Mot cons idered

Not cons ldered

Restricted spells
to those beginaling
within seaple

por lod

Nt cons ldered

included assswres
of previous
wvelfare progrea
enperlonce s
explanatory
varisbies

Inciuded messwres
of previous
proaram particl-
pation as
mplonatory
verisbies

Not cons ldered

The correct loa for

pr lor ewent history
say also correct for

unmeasured hetero~
genel ty

The correct loa
for duretion
dopendence may
also control lor
heteragenel ty

Not cons ldered

Estimated separste
equat lons for
probabliity of one
yeoar of weltars
receipt and probe-
ability of 6 or
more years of
velfore recelpt

A messure of longth
of spell wes
included s an

oxp lanatory
varisbie
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Table A.2 Table of Contents
(continued)
Types of Hethod of Method of Hethod of Hethod of
Exgenous Hand H ng Handling Hand 1) ng Method of Hand 1 ing
Estimet lon Varlsbles Right-censor ed Lett-censored Py lor Ewnt Hond i ing Dwratilon
Study Technlque Included Spelis Spel is History Heterogeneity Depend
Kirlin snd Progrem cherac~
Marr it toristics of
(1983 beginnling of
(cont inued) spel !
Occurence of a
recertificat lon
within spel
Nusber of monaths
of speil
(For analysls of
case re~opening,
varishies
dutfined o of
ond of previcus
spel
Corr, Doyle, Haxinom Porsonat charsc- incorporatad In the Assumad prior history  Each occurrence A random error term Tramsttions essumed
end Lubltz ke i iood teristic ot Hikelthood funct lon of spell does not sssused fo be wes included In the %0 be Independent
L1900) o tination of toginning of attect speld independent sodet 0 rettect ol stete
oont | nuous spel} unmeasur od hetero~
cons ¥ent Labor toree geneliy
hozaréd model status of
{Event Mistory bentaning
snelysis) of spetl
Pragrem cherec~
teristics ot
beginning of
spel |
Lubl ¢tz snd N bvem Personal cherasc~ iacorporated In the Assumed prlor Each ocourrence A rondom arror term Trans I tions sssumed
Carr 11helihood teristics at 1ikelihoad tunct lon Mstory of spedl sssueed o be was Included In the 1o be Independent
(198%) os timation of beginnieg af does act af foct Indepandent wodel t0 ref lect of state
cont | suows spol i amd apeti unmensurod hetero~
cons tan? herard chamges within senelty
model (Eweat spel}
Mistwory Labor force stetus
snalysis) of beginnlag ot

spol ) and
changes within
spol i

'A right-censored spell Is a speli for which the ending date 13 not observed.

2

A lett-consored spell Is a speli for which the beginning date Is not observed,

‘\o.'.rogm.l ty refers to cheracteristics which vary asong Individusls or acrass time for the same individual,

‘lhtnlon dependence arlses It an Individusl®s probahi)ity of exiting (ram the prugrem chenges with the leagth of time participating In the progrem,
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AUTHOR(S)

Springs
(1978)

Coe
(1979)

ANALYSIS SAMPLE/
L IMITATIONS

1971 SIME
(575 tamilles)

Note: Familles
were defined as
those households
with a head between
ages 18 and 58;
elderily and single-
person households
were excluded,

1973 and 1977 waves
of PSID

(6,007 households
In 1977 that
did/did not
particlipate In FSP
in 1973 (835 and
5,132 resp.))

Note: Household
compos|tion
problems result
from Intervening
changes.

Table A.3

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ON FOOD STAMP PROGRAM PARTICIPATION

(Chronotoglical Order)

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
ENTERING/RECIDIVISM

Participation rate using a ~ersion of the
Accounting Perlod Simulatic: (APS) model:

A PA
Black: .32 76
White: .45 .88
Overall: .39 .83

Highest participation rates for: AFOC
participants; unempioyed head; Increase in
number of chlldren; female head; head worked
fewer than 1,500 hours In 1976,

41% of eliglble households participated.

Table of Contents

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
EX1TING/DURAT I ON

Mean spell durstlion during 1971 for NPA
tamilies was 6 months; for PA tamilles, 11
months.,

Lowest exit rates for: AFDC participants;
unemployed head or head who worked fewer than
500 hours in 1976; greater number of
children; low education; non-white.

High turnover: Over 4-year period, 14.8% of
househoids used food stamps at some time;
2.8% on FSP all 4 years., Of those
participating in 1973, 508 closed by 1977,
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AUTHOR(S)

Merck
(1980)

Coe
(19amn)

ANALYSIS SAMPLE
LIMITATIONS

1971-1974
DIME

(1,208 tamilles)

Note: Famiiles
wera defined as
those households
with a head befween
agas 18 and 58 and
at least one
dependent; alderly,
singles, and
chlldless couples
exc luded.

1968-1979
PSID

(5,573 households
containing 12,562
Individuals who
were Included in
the sampte in 1970)

Table A.3

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ON FOOD STAMP PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(cont Inued)

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
ENTERING/RECIDIVISM

Recidivism was highest among two-parent
tamities, with 63,15 of those familles having
2 or more particlpation spelis, including
26.1% who had 3 or more spells.‘

21.7% of Individuals recalved food stamps In
at least one year 1968-71 and 1972-78,

Table of Contents

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
EXISTING/DURAT ION

More turnover In Food Stamp Program thaa n
AFDC,

Annual/monthiy (turnover rate) ranged from
1.39 to 1.69 during the sample period, with a
mean of 1,56,

Turnaver among two-parent famiiles Is greater
than among single-parents,

One Parent Two Parents
% in FSP
for att 4 years 31.9 4.3
Mean spell length
{(months) 33.8 19.5

Duration (years) Percent of Households

0 78.3
1 1.2
2-5 10.1
6-9 3.8
10 0.7

Approximately 60-75% of tood stamp reciplents
in any year recelved benefits in the
follaowing year,
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AUTHIOR(S)

Cza)ka
(1981)

Kirtin
(1982)

ANALYSIS SAMPLE
LIMITATIONS

Spring wave of 1SDP
1979 Research Panel

(7,200 food unit!
subsets over 3
reference months)

Note: Perlod too
short to do
tongltudinal
snalyses,

NPA food stamp case
tlies of the
Massachusetts
Department of
Publlc Weltare

(2,865-case random
sample of those
racelving benetits
in January 1981,
Tracked 13 months
through January
1982)

Table A.3

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ON FOOD STAMP PROGRAM PARTICIPATION

{cont [nued)

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
ENTERING/RECIDIVISH

Highest participation rates for: 20-49 year
olds; 2+ chltdren under 16; presence of
children under 6; blacks; low education (8th
grade or tess); receipt of other welfare.
Lowest particlpation rates for elderly.

Approximately 25% of all closed cases
reopened within 2 months; 60.4% remained
closed at least 11 months.

3 types of cases dominated: long-term
recelpt, long-term closed, or on-and-off
program (each over 20f of caseload).
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CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
EXISTING/DURAT ION

Not consldered.

Highest exit rates due to: recertlfication;
procedural changes (most are circumstantial);
elliglbility for other assistance (e.g., $S!);
increase In Income.

Nearly 40% had spells of under 7 months; 1.7%
had spells of under 4 months; 36% lasted over
| year; mean estimated speil fength = 6.9
months.

Only 16.6% received benefits for all 13
months of study, and 20.4% of those active in
January were closed In february,
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AUTHORS

Coe
(1983a)

Coe
(1983b)

ANALYSIS SAMPLE
LIMITATIONS

1979 wave of PSID

(949 households
eligible for Food
Stamp Program
Participation)

1979 wave of PSID

(993 households
etigible for food
Stamp Program
participation)

Table A.3

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ON FOOD STAMP PROGRAM PARTICIPATION

(continued)

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
ENTERING/RECIDIVISM

45.4% of eliglble households participated.

More than 40% of eligible nonparticipants
believed they were Ineligible.

lowest participation rates for: elderiy
unmareled persons, those not particlpating In
other welfare programs, residents of rural
areas, employed persons, farmers, the more
educated, chitdiess houssholds, and unmarried
male heads, with the latter four groups beling
the most (ikely to have negative personal
feelings toward using food stomps.

Physical access was 8 probiem for the
employed and the disabled,

Aggregate participation rate was 46.1%.

Lowest participation rates for: unmarried
elderly, unmarried men of all ages, employed
persons, and those residing In small towns,

Highest participation rates for: households
recelving other public assistance income,
those with children, the less educated, and
those with lower Incomes,

54 perceat of the eliglble nonparticlipants
clted their bellef that they were Inellgible
as the reason for thelr nonparticipation.
About one-half cited financlial reasons for
their beliet, while the remainder mentioned
nonfinancial reasons,
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CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
EX1TING/DURAT 10M

Not consldered.

Not consldered,



AUTHOR(S)

Carr, Doyle,
and Lubltz
(1984)

[ZA

Hol lonbeck
and Ohls
(1984)

ANALYSIS SAMPLE
L IMITATIONS

1979
1SOP Panel

(3,205 food stamp
ellgible househoid
units per month for
one year)

1981

SSi1/Etderily Food
Stamp Cashout
Demonstratation
Survey2

(2,262 households
from NC, SC, or OR,
compr lsed of only
elderiy (65 or
older) members)

Table A.3

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ON FOOD STAMP PROGRAM PARTICIPATION

(cont inued)

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
ENTERING/RECIDIVISM

Highest participation rates for: AFDC
participants; targe households; no earner;
single head with chitdren; non-white;
unemployed; elderly or disabled; iow
education,

The probablilty of recelpt In month t, glven
non-recelpt in month t-1 = 0,53

Highest participation rates for: 65-69 year
olds; female heads; low education; shorter
dlstance to food stamp offlce; households
with no past determination of inetigibliity;
awareness of eligibitlty.

Table of Contents

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
EXITING/DURAT |ON

Lowest exit rates for: AFDC particlpsants;
non-white; female head; singles; eideriy or
disabled; unemployed; low education; shorter
spell length,” no earner.

About 678 recelved benefits for under one
year,

40% of single parents, no earners, and
elderly households recelved beneflts tor all
12 months of the study.

Annual/monthily (turnover rate) = 1.7

118 reopened or reclosed withln one year.

7.3% of cases that recelved food stamps in
month + are closed by month + ¢+ |,

Not considered.



AUTHOR(S)

Kirtin and
Merritl
(198%)

Lubltz
and Carr
—
~ (1985)
w

ANALYS|S SAMPLE
LIMITATIONS

Case files of the
Southeast District
Offlce of Cook
County, Chlcago
Otfice of the
i1iinols Department
of Public Ald.

(17,838 foad stamp
spelis, 12,781
spelis of non~
assistance between
Octobar 1979 and
August 1981)

1979
1SDP Panel

(625 tood stamp
spells, 5,295 non-
food stamp spells,
or approximately
2,500 households
per month)

Table A.3

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ON FOOD STAMP PROGRAM PARTICIPATION

{contInued)

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
ENTERING/RECIDIVISM

Particlpation in other programs lncreased
tikel thood of Food Stamp Program
participation,

308 of all closad cases reopened within 22
months,

Cases reopened quickly or not at all: 50% of
recpenings accurred within 3 months of
closure; over 60f within 6 months,

Trigger events:

Dacrease number of earners; decline In
income; househald splitting; exbhaustion of Ul
benefits; length of previous spells,

Changes In earnings/earners had greater
impact than household composition changes,

Table of Contents

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
EXITING/DURATION

Expected duration depended on category of

assistance: Turnover Ratlo
AFDC/FS = 37 months 1.22
SSI/FS = 33 1.42
GA/FS =15 1.49
NA/FS = 10 1.72
Overal) = 19 1.39

Medlan spsil length = 9 months,

Non-whites and those wlth prior food stamp
participation In the last 2 years had longer
spells.

Trigger events:

Increase In Incoma; Increased number of
earners; receipt of unemployment Insurance;
marrilage,

Average duration of recelpt for female with 2
children was 27 months,
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AUTHOR(S)

Wolf
(1985)

ANALYS|S SAMPLE
L IMITATIONS

0BRA

(Sample of 6,700
food stamp case
flles or 94,063

case-aonth records'

from October 1980
through Deceaber
1983)

Table A.3

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ON FOOD STAMP PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(continued)

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
ENTERING/RECIDIVISM

Not considered.,

Table of Contents

CHARACTERISTICS AFFECTING
EXITING/DURAY | ON

Duration dependence: exlt rate declined as
length of spell Increased.

Lowest exit rates for: AFDC participants;
elderly; large households; no earnings;
increased unempioyment rate; season (April -
Sepfember).

Post-0BRA duration medians? ranged from non
AFDC/FS with earnings - 5.4 months to
AFDC/FS wlthout earnings - 15.2 months,



APPENDIX B

LOCATIONS OF THE OBRA SITES
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Site Number

Q!
02
03
04
05

06
07
08
Q9
10

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
33
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44

Site Name

Perry County

Dekaib County

Mississippi County

Solano County

Los Angeies County (EIMonte)
Alameda County (Hayward)
Arapahoe County

Fremont County

San Migue! County

Middietown

Pasco County

Dade County (SW ist. St., Miami)
Dade County (W. Flagier, Miami)
Hi | I sborough County
Pottawatomie County

Craig County

Roanoke

Ford County

Cook County (W. Oak St.)

Cook County (N. Milwaukee Ave.)
Poik County

Clark County

Lawrence County

Frankiin Parish

Fall River

LaPeer County

Wayne County (Harper St., Detroit)
Wayne County (inkster)

Saginaw County

St. Louis

Missouia County

Las Vegas

Bergen County

Middiesex County

Monmouth County

Oneida County

New York City (E. 34th St.)
New York City (Hinsdaie=8rook!yn)
Monroe County

New York City (Broadway)
Hai{fax County

Cherokee County

Martin County

LaMoure County

Table B.1

OBRA SITES

State

Aiabama
Alabama
Arkansas
California
Catifornia
Cailitornia
Colorade
Colorade
Colorado
Connecticut
Florida
Florida
Filorida
Florida

Ok | ahoma

Ok | ahoma
Virginia
Ittinois
iilinois
lltinois

{owa

Kentucky
Kentucky
Louisiana .
Massachusetts
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Missouri
Montana
Nevada

New Jersey
New Jersasy
New Jersay
New York

New York

New York

New York

New York
North Carolina
North Caroiina
North Carolina
North Dakota
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FNS ion Urban
Southeast No
Southeast No
Sauthwest No
West Yes
Wast Yes
West Yes
Mountain Plains Yes
Mountain Plains No
Mountain Plains No
Northeast Yes
Southeast Yes
Southeast Yes
Southeast Yes
Southeast Yes
Southwest Yes
Southwest No
Mid=-Atlantic Yes
Midwest No
Midwest Yes
Midwest Yes
Mountain Plains Yes
Southeast Yes
Southeast No
Southwest No
Northeast Yes
Midwast Yes
Midwest Yes
Midwest Yes
Midwes?t Yes
Mountain Plains Yos
Mountain Plains No
West Yes
Mid-Atiantic Yes
Mid=At{antic Yes
Mid=-Atiantic Yes
Northeast Yes
Northeast Yes
Northeast Yes
Northeast Yes
Northeast Yes
Southeast Yes
Southeast No
Southeast No
Moutain Plains No



Site Number

45
a6
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60

Site Name

Allen County
Meck | enburg County
Lucas County
Susquehanna County
Philadeiphia (Federal Dist,)
Saluda County
Willismsburg County
Yankton

Dailas (Ross Ave.)
Mission

Greenville

Spokane (S. Arthur)
Spokane (N. Washington)
McDowe! | County

Fond Duiac County
Racine County

Tabie B.1

OBRA SITES
(continued)

State

Ohio

North Carolina
Ohio
Pennsyivania
Pennsyivania
South Carolina
South Carolina
South Dakota
Texas

Texas

Texas
Washington
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wisconsin
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FNS Eggion Urban
Midwest Yes
Southeast Yes
Midwest Yes
Mid=Atiantic No
Mid=-Atlantic Yes
Southeast No
Southeast No
Mouyntain Plains No
Southwest Yes
Southwest Yes
Southwest No
West Yes
West Yes
Mid-Atlantic No
Midwest Yes
MidwesT Yes



Table of Contents

APPENDIX C
SELECTION OF SPELLS TO BE INCLUDED IN ANALYSES

by Trond Petersen

We consider two approaches to analyzing the PSID food stamp spells,
approach one (Al) and approach two (A2). In Al only the first nonleft-
censored spells are analyzed. In A2 all nonleft~censored spells are
analyzed. In discussing the relative merits of Al and A2 we take the

following to be the central research question to be answered:

Suppose 100 people walk in at random requesting and then receiving

food stamps today; what would be the mean time spent on food stamps?
Al gives the correct answer to two research questions, namely:

(1) What is the distribution of time spent in first non-
left-censored spell? (This is not the central research
question.)

(2) What is che distribution of time spent in any spell?
(This is the central research question.)

The conditions under which we get the right answer from Al are:

(a) There is no unobserved heterogeneity in the rates of
entering, leaving, and reentering food stamps, and

(b) the spells on an individual are  independently and
indentically distributed (i.i.d.) and that the
distribution is exponential (no duration dependence).

The qualification in (b) can probably be relaxed with no consequence
for the conclusion. However, these estimates, given the conditions in (a) and
(b), will be less efficient, though consistent, than the estimates one would

obtain using A2.

The procedure based on A2 gives the correct answer to the central

research question in two situations, described in (3) and (4) below.
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(3) A2 gives the mean time spent in any spell, given the
window (i.e., time-frame) of the data. The window
refers to the observation period of the OBRA or PSID
data. For this period, A2 gives the right answer to
the central research question but we need not be able
to generalize beyond 1984.

In PSID, this window is quite wide, 1l years, while in OBRA it is
narrow, One might be able to extract enough information from PSID to
generalize beyond 1984, provided one assumes that the process has reached some
stationarity.

(4) A2 gives the distribution of time spent in any spell,

provided (a) there in no unobserved heterogeneity in
the rates of entering, leaving, and reentering food

stamp spells, and (b) that the spells are i.i.d. and
exponentially distributed.

This is the same conclusion as reached with respect to Al, but A2
estimates will be more efficient.

Our generalv conclusion is therefore: A2 is the best feasible
procedure 1f one wants to answer the central research quest.on. It will not
give a perfect answer to the question, but it will be the best feasible
answer. A better answer would require a lot more work and would be quite
difficult to construct. Specifically, one would have to compute rates of
entering food stamps for the first time, rates of leaving food stamps, and .
rates of reentering food stamps. From these three rates one can compute the

mean time of any random spell. This is not possible even in principle for the
OBRA.
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APPENDIX D
PROPERTIES OF THE DISCRETE LOGISTIC ESTIMATOR OF HAZARD RATE MODELS

by Stephen Kennedy

We have specified a discrete hazard rate model of the form:

h

o9 In(7mt5) = X8 + Za d_
1t
where:
hit = The hazard rate for the il case in the tth period
X. = A set of (initial) individual characteriscics

8,a, = Unknown coefficients

d, = A dummy for the gth period.

We have estimated this using maximum likelihood based on all the periods
observed for each individual=-—that is, the log likelihood function is:
S5
(2) L=z{ln h,, + I 1n(1-hia)]
i i a=]l
where:

th

t: = The period in which the 1-" case terminates.

i

It is sometimes claimed that this assumes that the time periods are
independent, and that since it is likely that successive observations for
individuals are in fact correlated, the error of estimate 1is probably
substantially understated. This criticism seems at first glance quite
convincing. The concern is, however, misplaced, and rests on a

misunderstanding of how these nndéls work.
Qur reasons for this conclusion are twofold and are discussed below.

1. Despite appearances, the model we use does not treat each time
period as an independent observation.

We can most easily illustrate this in terms of a slightly simplified
version of the model. Let us assume that we have divided the population into

k independent categories and that we specify:
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(3) hij = eej/(l + eej) for all periods
where:
hij = The hazard rate for the ith case in the jth category
(assumed to be constant over periods)
8. = The parameter of the jCh category.

J
We observe a set of individuals who remain in the program for the

various periods (t;). By the definition of the hazard rate,

t..-1

= - 1]
(4) f(tij) (1 hij) hij

where:

th h

£(t;:) = The probability that the i®? case in the j©

. t .
in the tij period

h:: = The hazard rate for the i

group drops out

th case in the jth group.

Accordingly, the log likelihood function for our observation is:

(5) L=:z(lnh

i + (cij - Dia(l - bij)]

ij
or, substituting Eq. (3) into Eq. (5),

(6) L =z{z(e. + t..ln(l + eeJ))]

e ] ij

ji
Now as Allison (1982) points out, this is the log-likelihood for the observed
durations, and this should be our first clue that the computation cannot
possibly be treating each time period as independent. However, despite this
insight, Allison and others have worried that one could somehow endlessly

increase the number of observations by taking shorter periods.

But consider the actual solution to Eq. (6):

L 8. 9.
(1) e =Ill+eed/leeD] =0
ioi ]

- -~

. Oj ej n. 1
By=(ed/(ved) =gl =g

RS I

132



Table of Contents

where:
nj = The number of individuals in the jth category
tij = The duration of the i*® individual for the jth category
dj = The mean duration in the jth category (Ztij/nj) .
1
0if jar
aL
(8) aejert {
I{(-t..)h.(l-h.) if j=r
Eloegyhhylimhy) if ]
- d. 1
(9) Var 8, = (—L=) (=)
3 dj-l nj

Notice that the error of estimate for 53 depends on the number of
persons in the category (nj), not the number of obgetved periods (x:ij) . It
is true that computationally the maximum of Eq. {6)7can be obtained from an
algorithm that would be used if all the speli# Wsere independent observa-
tions. In fact, however, they are not independent observations and the vector
of spell outcomes for each individual always takes a very special form (a

string of zeros followed by a one).

The point is that despite appearances, this is like any other hazard
rate model; what we are really analyzing is the cbserved duration for each
individual. The hazard rates and sequence of spells only enter in specifying
the distribution (likelihood) of durations.

2. The observation that the model does not treat the individual
spells as independent observations does not mean that the model cannot be
misspecified. However, while we can test the hypothesis that the model is not

completely specified, we cannot incorporate random effects into the estima-
tion.

For this discussion, we need to return to our actual model. There

are two issues——testability and estimation.

(a) Testability. The model is complete if h;,. is exactly expressed
by Eq. (1). In this case, individual variation in duration will simply
reflect the distribution &ic:aggg“by the hazard rates. Thus we can test the
completeness of the model. The log likelihood associated with the logistic

specification of Eq. (1) is:
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h. . t.

L1 1
(10) L= r{ln(—=—) + I'ln (1 -h, .)
el asl Lol

Now say we allow a unique value of h; . for each individual

h.
it
1=h;,

) = x;8 *+a =e. for all ¢t

(11) 1n( c

Estimating the €; by maximum likelihood yields the FOC

(12) 1= t*h, =0 i=1...n
1t
a=]

so that a solution is

-

(13a) 8 =0

(13b) a =0

t
i
(13C) h =h = (-e_) = t—
(1+e®) i

which yields

*
(14) L, = Z{ln(t. = 1) = t.ln t.]

. i i i

1

We can compare this wich the LI we get in our model by assuming that

(ei = 0). As usual,

1, *
(15) E(L

0" L;) - xz(n - )

where:
n = The number of observations
r = The number of parameters in the model.

This again points out that what we are really analyzing is durationm,
not hazard rates. In binomial discrete choice problems we have no good
measure of goodness of fit because we cannot distinguish between a model in
which outcomes are driven by a common probability and models in which the

probability for each individual is a random variable. (We can test for
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specific variables, we just cannot estimate a general individual level
variance of the "residual.") 1In this duration model we can examine goodness
of fit--the model generates a minimum variation for observed durations and we
can see if we reach this. This is roughly comparable to looking to see

whether R? is one in an OLS regression.

(b) Estimation. Say that the test above leads one to the not sur-
prising conclusion that there are variables one has left out, can one incor-
porate some sort of individual effecrs model to take account of them? The
answer is no. One can, of course, estimate the ;i of Eq. (l3c) and then see
whether one can say anything about their distribution, but that is what the
model does. One can also, of course, try added variables. What one cannot do
is incorporate a simple random effects model. Say we specify that h;. is a
linear function of parameters, 8, and an individual term, ¢, distributed

f(e). The likelihood function is as before, but with an added term in f(e).

t.-1
(16) L==I{lnh .+ 1n{l-h .)+Lln £Ce.)]
. 1ty 11 1
1 . a=]
Let
c.~1
(17) A=ZIlnh .+ &t 1a(l-nh. .)
. 1t1 1t
i a=l1
The FOC for the €; are
£2(e.)
(18) g“ = O
Ei Ei

But by the linearity assumption

lA—.s *.aA-
(19) A, (constant) 395

Thus the FOC on 8 when substituted into Eq. (18) gives as conditions for the

ti3

f’(ei)
(20) e 0
i
* -
(21) €; = constant for all i
which is useless.
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This should not be too surprising and again reflects the firsc
observation made at the beginning of this appendix. When we estimate hazard
rate models, we are simply developing a likelihood function (i.e., specifying
a distribution for) what we observe, which is the length of time each person
stays in the program. Each spell does not in fact contribute repeated
observations on individuals, but only one observation--duration. In some
situations, e.g., analysis of employment spells, one may have many repeated
observations (a sequence of spells of employment and unemployment). This
leads to a richer set of testable models. In our situation, however, the
multiplicity of spells is quite limited. The additional complexity of such
analysis for the subset of cases with multiple spells does not seem justified

given the research questions we are addressing.
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APPENDIX E
LENGTHS OF ONGOING FOOD STAMP SPELLS

We now wish to calculate the distribution of length for an ongoing
food stamp spells -- that is, the length of a spell so far, up to the month in
which it is observed. In this analysis, we include all spells that are in
pragress each month-—-both right-censored and left-censored, as well as those
which both begin and end in the observation period. For left- censored spells
that are ongoing in month m, it is known only that they have been running for

at least m + 1 months.

E.l Methodology

The approach used here is to proceed analegously to the methodology
used in Section 1, by calculating a sort of hazaré éafe. In this context, the
hazard rate for t months is the proportion of those ongoing spells that are
longer than t - 1 months that are exactly ¢ months long as of the time of
observation——not a very meaningful construct. This proportion must always lie
between 0 and 1 inclusive, however, so that the implied cumulative density

connection will be monotonic, as desired.

An example will help clarify this. Suppose that we take observations
in months 10 and 1l of the period. In month 10, we observe various numbers of
spells that are currently in their first, second, . . . , tenth month of
activity, plus some that were left-censored and are hence only known to be
beyond their tenth month of activity. Let us suppose that we see x,, Xx,,
« « « X1, and x,4, spells in each of these states, adding up to a total of X
ongoing spells. Similarly, in month ll1 we observe spells in months 1 through
11 of activity, plus some spells beyond their eleventh momth: y;, y5, « . .,
Y11r Y1140 for a total of Y ongoing spells.

The hazard rate for spells one month in length is the proportion of
all spells greater than length 0 which are exactly one month long when
observed, i.e. (x; * yl)/(x + Y). Similarly, the hazard rate for spells two
months in length is equal to (x, + y;) / (X + ¥ - x; - y;). Hazard rates up
to t = 10 are likewise defined; the last one would be (x5 + y )/ (x5 + x4,
+ ¥10 * Y11 * Y114) Finally, the hazard rate for t = 11 would be y;;/(y;; +
yll+)‘ Note that the left-censored spells observed in month 10 that were
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known to have lasted at least 1l months are not used in calculating the 1ll-
month hazard rate, because it is unknown whether these episodes lasted exactly

11 monchs.

Hazard rates can thus be calculated for t = 1 to 39, using all months
of data. As in the preceding section, the cumulative and marginal density
functions can then be calculated iteratively. Because all active case months
are used in the calculations, small sample sizes and volatile hazard rates are
less of a problem than they were in calculating lengths of completed spells.
Furthermore, there is no behavioral reason to expect periodicity of the
ongoing hazard rates or frequencies. The mean lengths of ongoing spells for
the various types of recipients were therefore calculated under the assumption
that the hazard rates were constant after 36 months. That is, a "long-run"
hazard rate was calculated based on spells of length 37, 38, and 39 months,
and the average length of an ongoing spell of length greater than 36 months
was estimated as 36 months plus the inverse of this rate. The hazard rate-
like construction used in these calculations has no obvious interprectacion.
Modelling it as a constant in the long run is merely a convenient way of
expressing the equivalent idea that the distribution of cases which have been
receiving benefits for more than three years is geometric with respect to

months of activity.

E.2 Findings

Table E.l1 shows the distribution of lengths of ongoing spells for all
food stamp recipients and for food stamp recipients of various types.
Practically half of all active cases are in their first 12 months of
recipiency. Another 20 percent are in their second year. The mean length of

an ongoing spell is about 21 months.
The results for subgroups are as follows:

AFDC Recipients. About 40 percent of this group is in the first year

of recipiency, and about 25 percent in the second year. The mean length of

ongoing spells is 22 months.

Work Registrants. Half of all work registrants are in their firsc

nine months of recipiency, and 60 percent are within their first year. Only
10 percent are beyond their third year. The mean length of ongoing spells is

15 months.
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Table E.1

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTH OF ONGOING EPISODES
OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT

(Percent)
Number Work Earned
of All AFDC Regis~ Income
Months Cases Recipients trants Cases Elderly Singles
1 6.87 3.99 9.51 9.18 2,57 7.03
2 6.34 4,10 B8.68 8.01 2.52 6.38
3 5.59 4.15 7.34 . T.18 2.42 5.40
4 4,81 4,03 5.99 6.14 2.29 4,56
5 4.28 3.88 5.19 5.21 2.22 3.96
6 3.92 3.64 4.69 4.71 2.17 3.61
7 3.40 3.33 3.88 3.86 2,01 3.12
8 3.11 3.18 3.51 3.44 2.00 2.85
9 2.92 3.09 3.30 3.32 1.99 2.64
10 2.71 2.97 2.96 3.04 1.97 2.46
11 2.57 2.89 2.69 2.86 1.95 2.34
12 2.44 2.75 2.49 2.67 1.94 2,24
13-18 11.40 13.56 11.40 11.38 9.95 10.36
19-24 8.46 10.31 7.97 7.09 8.89 8.33
25-36 12.56 15.75 10.32 8.50 15.49 12.52
37+ 18.62 18.36 10.09 13.40 39.59 22.20
Mean length
of spell 20.80 21.50 14,59 16.82 39.48 23.19
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Earned Income Cases. Like work registrants, half of all earners are

in their first nine months of a food stamp episode, and 60 percent are within

their first year. The mean length of ongoing spells is 17 months.

Elderly. Only a quarter of elderly food stamp recipients are in their
first year of a food stamp episode; 40 percent of them are beyond their third

year. The mean length of ongoing spells for this group is 39 months.

Singles. Nearly half of all one-~person households receiving food
stamps are in their first year of recipiency. Another 20 percent are in their

second year. The mean length of ongoing spells is 23 months.

These data for one-person households are disaggregated by age, race,
and sex in tables E.2 and E.3. The median spell lengths are shown in Table
E.4,

The pattern of increasing median length of ongoing spell with age was
to be expected, inasmuch as age was measured during rather than at the
beginning of the spell. An 18-year old, for example, could not have an
ongoing spell longer than 12 months, while an elderly individual could have
been receiving food stamps continuously for many years. Thus these variations
in median length of ongoing spell do not represent differences in food stamp
dependency, as that term is often used-—i.e. amount of time that the
individual will continue to receive food stamps. That concept is better

measured by the median length of completed spells.

Females tend to have greater median ongoing spell lengths than males,

when age and race are controlled for. Racial patterns are mixed.

E.3 Completed versus Ongoing Food Stamp Spells

It was remarked earlier that the mean ongoing spell could be longer
than the mean completed spell because the caseload at any point in time is
dominated by the long-term cases from many past cohorts; or shorter than the
mean completed spell, because ongoing episodes are on average sampled only
halfway through. Table E.5, which compares mean completed and ongoing episode
lengths, reveals both of these phenomena at work. For some subgroups, such as
AFDC recipients and the elderly, completed episodes are longer on average than
ongoing episodes, while for other subgroups, such as earners and singles,

ongoing episodes are longer on average than completed episades. For cthe

- 140



71

Moaths

CUSw COEELN=

]
26
21
24
29
Jo

K]
32
33
G4
35
KN

RYE

Sample Hize

White
youih

18.27
15.63
1.1
1.75
6.10
5.66

4.63
4.12
3.08
2.93
2.70
2.20

PO

B CE S W
CENmOW

OO s it

lable

»

DISTAIHUEION OF 1UNGTH OF OMGODING SPEELS:

Bluck
youth

10. 489
u.81
8.34
7.12
4.85

(42
-

s fROTOMON AN WL L N

a2l 4 s

- et el Sl
- PDWLIWN WMEOC U NNV
LSwnadh WERNTON CLWNWIO -

-
-

oo oot C
Sl UabiOw

Tih e wyac

Hispansc

you

-
25

.,
9.

7

- fe iy datrh

CCCOoC SOl ma—

-
(=

cCceo

th

LUy
30
b
.24
)
4

.Ho
'
iy
.05
.45
Lo

.90
.90
.90
L5
b
05

00
A0
.00
.o
i)
.on

.0u
.0u
.00
.00
L
.00

)Y
)

00
N
N
.00

Nt

12/

White

midd )

2.67

1¢

10,
.hi)
.80
Lho
.83

EoR A o -

-l Wl

oINS

- ows -

C oo o owb e -

a3

.94
3.

Black

middle

{.
7.
(1

5
4
R]

EX N Fll AC R L ALl Al

- ——

!
([N
14

&9
.hi
.

.37
.13
.00
.66
AY
Y

1
.19
A
.66
.bB
LG

- -

1))

iy

.94

92
R
9y
Y

i

b0

SINGHL

Itispamic

mid

|
|

ot C o -

- TON PO LS LWL

-

v,
.
Q.
0.

-oZOCO

o

dle

.51
.3
.19
.09
.08
.51

.79
iz
.32
.94
.02
.86

a2
.02
.82
.34
1)
.45

.91
.hY
.01
L0
.10
.1b

.23
.21
a4
93
o8
b2

.56
.61
.60
.18
.93

.20
.49

bhb

WALLS

White
vlderly

.40
.48
)]
.21
-1
09

SRS NS IS I

.15
.29
.27
.34
.24
.32

.o
.10
.18
.28
15
.01

.99
-7
.53
A6
.54
.63

SR NMrShfon

-t o ——

-t vl s s e emb
. N .

-~

-

81

etucrily

-t DTS

-t - - -

- o -

cocoos

EN
o

NIRRT

- k-

ack

.20
12

.16
.21
.14
N1

.09
L)
.06
.97
12
.18

L34
.39
.62
. 68
37
.43

.28
.34
.40
.46
.85
.36

.84
.62
.66
.12
.80
.40

Table of Contents

Hispanic
clderly

3.41
3. 12
.81
.4
.18

.22

ROt

.27
B M
.39
. 45
.10
.16

ICSRONIIITOID

PONS ot ot ot e
o
o

[ N
=
]



rA A

Table of Contents

lable F .3

DISIATBUTION OF LIFNGTNH OF ONGOTHG SPELES:  SINGLE FEMALES

Months white Black Hiupanic Whito Black Hispanic White Black Hispanic
youth youth youth widdly miudluo middle eldarly elderly elderly
1 17.32 1115 11.85 5.42 4.3 9.13 2.05 2.7 2.84
2 15.34 10.88 11.74 5.48 1.09 8.79 2.01 2.22 2.76
J 11.06 9.114 10. 18 4.90 1.74 7.96 1.90 2.18 2.79
14 9.59 1.179 8.50 4.23 3.3¢ 6.75 1.84 2.06 2.71
5 7.37 6.96 6.72 3.64 3.07 6.70 1.86 2.02 2.51
[ 5.72 6.65 6.482 3.09 2.u8 5.96 1.77 1.98 2.54
7 4.89 4.0) 5. 80 2.04 2.8 5.20 1.73 1.80 2.46
6 J.681 4.25 4.47 2. 61 2.38 5.15 1.70 1.89 2.61
9 3.03 3.20 2.h2 2,49 2.15 402 1.70 1.95 2.53
10 2.38 2.55 2.46 2.41 2.2 4.06 1.67 1.85 2.81
11 2.20 2.35 2.60 2.0 2.29 J.178 1.73 1.175 2.85
12 2.25 1.78 2.12 2.20 2.36 3.08 1.76 1.76 2.76
13 1.80 1.689 2,117 2.07 2.15 2.98 1.53 1.49 2.55
14 1.46 1.82 1.67 1.84 1.93 2.86 1.55 1.42 2.60
15 1.36 1.93 1.7 1.66 1.7 2.217 1.52 1.36 2.64
16 1.10 2.05 1.7 1.50 1.09 2.1 1.58 1.35 2.56
t7 1.12 1.69 1.14 1.517 1.64 1.46 1.54 1.47 2.62
18 1.14 1.80 1.14 1.44 1.54 1.27 1.61 1.47 2.68
19 1.02 1.1 1.14 1.1 1.66 1.34 1.53 1.47 2.60
2 0.50 0.90 0.57 1.44 1.74 1.1 1.46 1.54 2.67
21 0.58 0.95 0.57 1.47 V.62 1.16 1.45 1.3% 2.60
22 0.58 0.68 0.60 1.51 1.50 0.91 1.49 1.30 2.36
20 0.4 0.72 0.63 1.45 1.36 0.46 1.40 1.29 2.28
24 0.44 0.80 0.066 1.32 1.21 1.03 1.39 1.37 2.20
25 0.44 0.09 0.70 1.2 1.03 0.71 1.28 1.27 2.12

26 0.29 1.01 v.75 1.19 1.0 0.74 1.1 1.15 2.02 .
27 0.29 1.19 0.82 1.15 1.08 117 1.30 1.25 2.12
28 0.29 1.49 0.90 1.03 1.16 1.24 1.28 1.1 2.23
29 0.29 0.93 1.01 0.9/ 1.2 1.35 1.40 0.82 2.36
30 0.29 0.00 0.00 1.0/ 1.21 0.5 1.3 0.706 2.29
31 0.29 0.00 0.0V V.80 137 0.5 1.04 0.67 1.74
32 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.40 1.97 0.74 0.98 0.76 1.34
33 0.29 0.00 0.0 0.80 1.453 1.1 0.90 0.88 1.47
34 0.00 0.00 v.00 0.79 1.73 1.1 0.93 1.04 1.65
a4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.74 1.80 u.00 0.9 1.28 1.13
36 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.72 2.1 0.00 1.19 1.63 0.489
A7 0.00 6.53(u) 71.06(h) 21019 21.60 0.00 46.36 46.06 16.08
Sample Sicze 1022 834 ’ 220 1276 28499 624 4837 2491 914

HOTES:  (a) This vatue is forr 35 or more months.
() Ihis vatue s 1o 30 0r mure amopths.
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Table E.4
MEDIAN LENGTH OF CURRENT SPELL FOR ONGOING ONE-PERSON CASES

MALE FEMALE
White Black Hispanic Total White Black Hispanic Total
Age 3 6 2 5 4 6 85
18-24 (1144) (1378) (127) (2649) : (1022) (834) (226) (2082)
—

£vi

b
(3977) (4040) (556) (8533) (4276) (2849) (624) (77719)
65+ 19 12 12 25 24 20 37 29
(1460) (820) (293) (25713) (4837) (2491) (914) (8242)
8 12 9 2] 22 12

Total
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COMPARISON OF MEAN COMPLETED AND ONGOING SPELL LENGTHS

All Cases

AFDC Recipients
Work Registrants
Earners

Elderly

Singles

Completed

17.6 months
30.8
14.5
11.8
42.1

15.4

144

Ongoing

20.8 months
21.5
14.6
16.8
39.5

23.2
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DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTIH OF COMIMLLTLED SPELLS:  SINGLL MALES

n
il
lw Months white Black Nispanic White Black Hispanic Wnita Ulack Hispanic

youth youth youlth middle mddie middle elderly elderly elderly

1 12.38 0.40 31.25 12.75 7.26 9. 04 2.94 5.88 0.00

2 20,949 12.17 25.00 17.53 .42 13.6) H.08 0.00 0.00

3 18.96 10.32 10.94 14.20 11.03 16.02 3.04 0.00 25,00

4 a8.87 11.12 4.10 9.40 7.53 7.34 6.08 6.27 u.00

5 .48 4.27 14.10 4.57 5.64 3.94 3.04 0.00 0.00

6 . 6.02 q4.10 6.21 0.1y 11.19 6.0 6.27 0.00

7 3.01 6.02 0.00 4.70 3.55 0.00 0.0v 0.00 0.00

8 5.40 2.39 0.00 2.01 1.64 4.76 0.00 6.27 0.00

9 1.6 5.58 4.10 2.56 b.42 2.56 0.00 0.00 0.00

10 1.28° .72 0.00 1.30 2.59 0.00 0.00 7.53 12.50

1" %4,¢ 0.06 4.10 1.39 1.7 2.56 0.00 0.00 0.00

1”2 _:‘0 0.86 4.10 $.03 1.69 5.12 10.42 22.59 12.50

13 e 3.55 0.00 0.61 4.67 2.56 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 L1T8 © 4.59 0.00 0.32 0.54 2.56 0.00 0.00 0.00

15 2.18 .92 4.10 1.64 1.10 .12 0.00 0.00 0.00

16 D) 1.01 0.00 0.34 0.548 0.00 3.68 9.0 0.00

17 .00 1.07 0.00 0.37 0.59 0.00 3.92 0.00 0.00

11} 1.27 2.27 0.00 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ity

19 1000 0.00 0.00 1.67 .72 0.00 5.49 0.00 0.0v

20 Lo.27 0.00 0.00 0.43 1.4Y 2.56 0.00 0,00 0.00

21 1.27 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.52 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

2 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.0u 0.00 0.00 25.00

23 0.00 V.22 0.00 0.52 0.79 0.00 0. 00 0.00 0.00

-t 24 0,00 2.44 0.00 1.09 1.7 g.00 0.0V 12.05 0.00

w

\a 24 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.908 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
26 0.00 3.0% 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.u0 0.00 0.00

1y ‘ 0.00 0.00 0.72 112 0,00 0.00 0.00 25.00

20 f 0.00 1.52 0.00 1.12 0.00 7.0G6 0.00 0.00

29 : 1.27 0.00 0.00 b 00 0.00 7.06 0.00 0.00

30 j 0.00 0.00 1.45 .00 0.00 .00 0.00 0.00

31 0 1.27 0.00 . u. 12 4.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

a 0.00 5.08 . 0.88 .00 .00 0.00 0.00 0.00

33 . 0.00 . v.00 0.00 .00 0.0 0.00 0.00

34 . . . 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

J4 . . . 0.00 0.0 th, 00 .00 0.00 0.00

a6 . . . 0.00 0.00 0.0 . 24.09 0.00

an 1.27(a)  2.54(b) 4.10(¢) ‘7.08 14. 61 10089 5.3 1(u) 0.00 0.00
Sample si12u 202 149 32 494 00 61 34 1 10

HOMES: (o) This value s o 33 or more munihs. (¢} Hine value s bolr 20 o more moaths .,

{(h) Ihis value is Ffor 34 or more months. (d) s vatue is tor 36 or more mooths.
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Figure F.5

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTHS OF COMPLETED EPISODES OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT:
SINGLES
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Figure F.4

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTHS OF COMPLETED EPISODES OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT:
ELDERLY
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Figure F.3

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTHS OF COMPLETED EPISODES OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT:
EARNED INCOME
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Figure F.2

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTHS OF COMPLETED EPISODES OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT:
WORK REGISTRANTS
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Figure F.1

DISTRIBUTION OF LENGTHS OF COMPLETED EPISODES OF FOOD STAMP RECEIPT:

Frequency %
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APPENDIX F

DETAILS ON DISTRIBUTION OF
COMPLETED SPELLS
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caseload as a whole, the latter pattern also holds: the mean ongoing spell is

longer than the mean completed spell.

This table suggests that on the whole, the dominance of long-term
cohorts is the more important phenomenon. It will be recalled, however, that
in order for a particular spell to contribute more to raising the mean ongoing
spell length than to raising the mean completed spell length, it must be more
than twice as long as the mean completed spell. For AFDC recipients and the
elderly, groups for which the mean completed spell is quite long, only a tiny
percentage of spells meet this condition. Hence for these subgroups, the fact
that ongoing cases are sampled on average only halfway through their duration

is the more important phenomenon.
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