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Overview

* Why measure poverty?

* What's wrong with the current measure? |

» What are our options for moving forward?

* What does the MAP Act pro

* Why does the proposal make sense?

* How would the MAP Act help? i
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* “Poverty” is meaningful for nearly all of us

* Poverty is costly and of concern to
policymakers

* Poverty indicates how widely shared !
prosperity is in the economy and who falls il

from or struggles to join the middle class

Poverty is a key benchmark for targeting
resources




* The threshold has less and less meaning
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* The threshold has less and less meaning
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+ The thresheld has less and less meaning

¢+ The resource definition is ess and less appropriate, wrongly
indicating the failure of substantial government spending

* The threshold has less and less meaning

* The resource definition is less and less appropriate, wrongly
indicating the failure of substantial government spending
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* The threshold does not adequately account for important
variations in needs

* The measure is not easily updated
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* Doing nothing

* Updated Qrshansky method

* Other wealthy countries, OECD, EU, UX
* Legislatively-based thresholds

* Poverty Measurement Improvement Act by
former Rep. Jarry Weller (HR 3243; 110%
Congress)

* NAS-based measure: Measuring American
Poverty Act by Rep. Jim McDermott (HR 6941; g
110" Congress) and Sen, Chris Dodd {5 3636; i
110 Congress) ‘
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* “Modern Poverty Measure”
» “Dfficial” measureey “Traditional” measure

= No Impact on Efigibility or Distribution of
Funds

* Shift Authority to Statistical Agencies
* “Decent Living Standard” Measure

* “Medical Risk Measure” i
+ Periodic Updates
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+ The thréshold has less and less meaning EZ

+ The resource definition is less and less
appropriate, wrongly indicating the failure of m
substantiat government speading

« The thresheld does not adequately account
for important variations in needs -

* The measure Is not easily updated m
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» Addresses major concerns

= Consistent with public opinion
Public Opinlon & Proposal vs, Official Thresholds
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* Addresses major concerns
+ Consistent with public opinion

« Bafanced, consensus-hased approach builds
on 14 years of research and analysis

* Makes some judgments agencies may be less
witling to make; leaves others to agencies

* Moves forward to develop rigor and
consensus with regard to other critical
measures of well-being
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* Provides meaningful and more lasting
threshold & income definition

* Provides public, policymakers, and
researchers with an improved understanding
of the anti-poverty effect of many programs
and policies

* Common modern poverty measure focuses
attention, while proposal moves towards
additional measures of weli-being
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