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States solve – poverty line

Since Cost of Living is different all across the US, so should the poverty lines – states solve best

ROBERT PEAR, August 5, 1994, “Auditors Say Poverty Line Should Vary Across Nation”, http://www.nytimes.com/1994/08/05/us/auditors-say-poverty-line-should-vary-across-nation.html, Accessed online 7-9-09, NY TIMES, DM

For decades, the definition of poverty has been uniform throughout the country, but Federal auditors now say the poverty statistics should be adjusted to reflect differences in the cost of living in different areas. Such a change, suggested recently by auditors from the General Accounting Office, could ultimately increase the flow of Federal money to New York City, Los Angeles, Connecticut and other places where living costs are high. Southern states could lose money if the change occurred. Poverty statistics directly affect the distribution of at least $22 billion a year in Federal money for education, community development, child nutrition and other purposes. Since the Government began collecting poverty data in the 1960's, it has set the poverty threshold at the same level for the whole country, even though living costs, especially rents, vary widely. Jerry C. Fastrup, an economist who supervised a recent study of the question by the General Accounting Office, an investigative arm of Congress, said, "If you take cost-of-living differences into account, that would give you a better measurement of people in need."

States Solve – Education

States solve education better -- Federal Government should stop intervening with state education systems.

Neal McCluskey, associate director of CATO’s Center for Education Freedom, 2004
“A Lesson in Waste: Where Does all the Federal Education Money Go?” http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=1640 accessed 7/6/09 from the CATO Institute, mr

Both state unrest and academic failure necessitate an examination of federal spending on education. States must decide if the benefits of federal funding outweigh the costs of complying with federal rules, and the nation as a whole must determine if the federal presence in American education should continue at all. The answers, fortunately, are not elusive. Even when projects are measured against the Department of Education's own mission statement, it is clear that federal dollars are going to projects that should not be receiving them. More important, when evaluated using academic results, the strictures of the Constitution, and plain common sense, almost no federal funding is justified. For all those reasons, the federal government should withdraw from its involvement in education and return control to parents, local governments, and the states.

The Federal Government’s Department of Education has failed to solve for U.S. education issues.

David Salisbury, Former Director of the Center for Educational Freedom, 2003

“CATO Handbook for Congress” http://www.cato.org/pubs/handbook/hb108/hb108-28.pdf accessed 7/6/09 from the CATO Institute, mr

Has the Department of Education produced budget savings or a streamlining of federal education programs? No. The department’s budget has continually increased, from $14.5 billion in 1979 to $47.6 billion in 2002. According to analyses of federal education spending before and after the creation of the Department of Education, after its creation, federal spending on education increased at twice the rate it had before. It’s fair to say that the Department of Education has had no apparent positive effect on the academic performance of U.S. school children. Instead, its major effect has been to move the focus on improving education from parents and local districts to Washington, D.C. Federal guidelines now cover topics such as how schools discipline students, the content of sex education courses, and the gender of textbook authors. Former secretaries of education Lamar Alexander and William Bennett have stated that the department has ‘‘an irresistible and uncontrollable impulse to stick its nose into areas where it has no proper business. Most of what it does today is no legitimate affair of the federal government. The Education Department operates from the deeply erroneous belief that American parents, teachers, communities and states are too stupid to raise their own children, run their own schools and make their own decisions.’’ American taxpayers have spent virtually billions of dollars on the Department of Education since its founding in 1979, yet test scores and other measures indicate no improvement in American education. The benefits promised by the proponents of the department plainly have not materialized. There is simply no legitimate reason to continue this failed experiment.

States Empirically Solve For Education

 Susan Golonka, Program Director, NGA 08’
http://www.nga.org/Files/pdf/0806POVERTYBRIEF.PDF accessed 7/6/09

For many low-income workers, opportunities for higher-paying jobs and career advancement are limited because of low education and skill levels. More than 60% of children in low-income families have parents whose highest level of education attainment is a high school diploma or less. Postsecondary education can provide a path to higher income; holders of a bachelor’s degree earn 62% more and those holding an associate’s degree earn 26% more than individuals with only a high school diploma. State policy makers can adopt initiatives that make it easier for low-skilled, low-income individuals to attain education and training, enabling them to compete for better-paying jobs and support their families. By aligning training opportunities with the state’s economic development priorities, these efforts can also help close current and anticipated skills gaps.

NASSGAP STUDY PROVES-STATE FUNDED STUDENT FINANCIAL AID VITAL TO TODAY'S STUDENTS  

Bart Astor-NASSGAP EMBARGOED RELEASE 05’  www.nassgap.org/document_download.aspx?documentID=260 accessed 7/6/09

 According to the results of the annual survey by the National Association of State Student Grant and Aid Programs (NASSGAP), states provided more than $7.3 billion in state-funded, student financial aid in 2003-2004, an increase of 6 percent over the $6.9 billion states provided to students in 2002-03. States made about 3.7 million awards to students in the form of grant aid, loans, work study conditional grants, tuition waivers and other programs. Grant aid, or gift aid, considered key to removing barriers to college enrollment for low-income students, constituted nearly 84 percent of the total aid awarded. Need-based grants remained steady at about 74 percent of the total grant aid awarded. Need-based aid of all types continues to comprise the majority of state-funded assistance and grants based exclusively on need continue to represent more than half of the aid awarded to undergraduates. State spending on need-based grant aid for all students has increased more than 50 percent over the last five years.  
States Solve – veterans

The federal government funds wasteful programs that don’t help veterans – control should be returned to the states

“Our Military Veterans Screwed Again By Our Government,” COMMON PEOPLE’S NEWS, January 11, 2009. Online. Accessed July 7, 2009. http://www.cps-news.com/2009/01/11/our-military-veterans-screwed-again-by-our-government/ 

The National Veterans Business Development Corp., known as Veterans Corp., a so-called non-profit organization is spending hundreds of thousands of dollars of taxpayer’s money on a lavish life style for themselves. The money is supposed to be spent helping veterans start a small business. Veterans Corp. has received $17 million in federal funds since 2001 and spent just 15% on its intended purpose. In 2008, they only spent 9% toward helping veterans. According to the Washington Post, Veterans Corp. executives spent money on such things as $2,400 at an upscale steakhouse in Washington D.C. over a two night period, and $380 per night in a luxury hotel in Dallas, Texas. Their air travels have been in first class, and their two top executives were compensated with almost one-quarter of their total federal funds. Many Veterans feel the state governments need control over their vets. 
States solve - crime

States have successfully been controlling crime.

William A. Niskanen and David Boaz, The Cato Institute, 2001

http://www.cato.org/pubs/handbook/hb104/104-12.pdf accessed 7/8/09 from The CATO Institute, mr

Third, crime is still a serious problem, but state and local governments must be doing something right. Contrary to popular perceptions and most media reports, the violent crime rate has been roughly steady for 20 years and the property crime rate has declined sharply since 1980.

States solve – gangs

Most Criminal Investigations are done at the state and local level – federal intervention undermines state strategies

Brian Walsh, (Senior Legal Research Fellow at Heritage Foundation’s Center for Legal and Judicial studies), November 27, 2007,  “Gang Crime Prevention and the Need to Foster Innovative Solutions at the Federal Level,” 

http://www.heritage.org/research/Crime/tst112707a.cfm, July 7, 2009, Heritage Foundation, mh

Chairman Scott, Ranking Member Forbes, and members of the committee and subcommittee, thank you for the opportunity to speak today on the subject of a proper and effective federal role in the prevention and elimination of gang-related crime. In my allotted time, I will touch briefly on two topics: the constitutional principles of federalism that apply to the criminalization of gang-related conduct and the effective federal funding of programs to reduce and prevent gang-related crime. My name is Brian Walsh, and I am the Senior Legal Research Fellow in The Heritage Foundation's Center for Legal and Judicial Studies. I direct Heritage's projects on countering the abuse of the criminal law and criminal process, particularly at the federal level. My work also emphasizes constitutional issues, such as the protection of civil liberties in national security and homeland security measures. Violent street crime committed by gang members is a serious problem in many states. But turning crimes that are fundamentally local in nature into federal crimes is not the solution. Approximately 95 percent of U.S. criminal investigations and prosecutions are conducted not by federal law enforcement but by law enforcement at the state and local levels. Unjustified federal intervention against "gang crime" would detract from the most effective anti-gang enforcement strategies available to state and local law enforcement officials, that is, the very same officials who carry out the vast majority of anti-gang efforts. The federal government has an important role to play in combating gang-related crime. But that role is limited by the Constitution and should be further confined to developing and funding programs that (1) carry out traditional federal functions, (2) are carefully crafted and evaluated to ensure they achieve their stated goals, and (3) include sufficient oversight and auditing to minimize waste and abuse. On several occasions in recent Congresses, Members of Congress have proposed broad bills that attempt to federalize "gang crime," conduct which, in most instances, is nothing other than ordinary street crime. Two of the most recent examples of such legislation--the Gang Abatement and Prevention Act of 2007 (S. 456), which passed the Senate last month, and a related bill in the House of Representatives, the Gang Prevention, Intervention, and Suppression Act (H.R. 3547)--would effectively transform state-law crimes into federal offenses and dramatically increase federal penalties for existing federal offenses that the bills characterize as "gang crimes." The bills also include hundreds of millions of dollars in spending on new and expanded gang prevention programs. 

States solve – drug programs

The federal government does not solve for U.S. drug issue – states are key. 

Patrick Murphy, Representative of Pennsylvania, 1994

“Keeping Score: The Frailties of the Federal Drug Budget” http://www.rand.org/pubs/issue_papers/IP138/IP138.html accessed 7/7/09 from The Drug Policy Research Center and The Ford Foundation, mr

The potential for manipulation of the estimates making up the federal drug budget is not the only condition that limits its utility as a mechanism to drive policy changes. One constraint is the decentralized nature of the budget process. During the early stages of putting together the President's budget request, the ONDCP collects individual submissions from over 50 agencies. At this point in the process it is important to note what the ONDCP cannot do. The office does not have discretion over a set amount of money to distribute to the various agencies. Instead, the ONDCP's review of each agency's drug-control efforts takes place in the context of the larger budget process. Agencies must weigh increased funding for antidrug efforts that may come at the expense of additional resources for other programs. As a result, ONDCP can become an advocate for funding increases that the potential recipient opposes.

A final limitation of using the federal drug budget to direct U.S. drug policy is that the federal government represents only a minority share of the resources devoted to drug- control efforts. If what is being sought is a representation of the nation's drug-control efforts, one has to look beyond the federal level. Based on some admittedly rough calculations, the federal government probably accounts for about one-third of over $30 billion of public funds devoted to antidrug programs.

Federal drug budget has too many constraints it can’t solve meaning that state action is key

Patrick Murphy, Representative of Pennsylvania, 1994

“Keeping Score: The Frailties of the Federal Drug Budget” http://www.rand.org/pubs/issue_papers/IP138/IP138.html accessed 7/7/09 from The Drug Policy Research Center and The Ford Foundation, mr

What can be concluded about the federal drug budget is that there are limits to the functions it can serve. As an advocacy tool, it serves the interests of both proponents and opponents of the current level and mix of federal programs. But as a mechanism to change policy, the drug budget proves to be a fragile construction. The algorithms used to calculate many agency expenditures are opaque constructions and vulnerable to manipulation. Consequently, the official figures may overstate the federal government's expenditures on antidrug activities, and the distribution between supply and demand resources is better thought of as a fairly broad range rather than a precise point. Using the federal drug budget to direct national policy is further limited by structural constraints. The fragmented nature of the budget process and the significant role played by state and local governments limit the drug budget's utility for policymaking.

The state of Montana successful reduced meth use by 22% in a year through its aggressive efforts to remove drugs, showing states can solve for drug issues.                                                                                                   Tom A. Peter, (Staff Writer for Christen Science Monitor), March 27th, 2008” Montana leads the way in U.S. success in curbing meth “, http://www.csmonitor.com/2008/0327/p02s01-usgn.html Accessed online 7-6-09, From Christen Science Monitor, DM

In 2005, Montanans were leaving home – not because they were fleeing the state for better prospects; they were going to prison. The Treasure State had the fastest-growing prison population in the United States, fueled largely by a methamphetamine epidemic. Half of its male inmates and two-thirds of its female inmates were incarcerated for meth-related crimes. Today all that's changed. Instead of struggling with America's fifth-worst meth problem, the state now ranks 39th. Teen use has declined 45 percent; adult use is down 70 percent. Montana's experience is a dramatic example of success in America's war on drugs, especially against meth. In a report confirming the drop, 8.4 million workplace drug tests across the United States showed a 22 percent decline in meth use from 2006 to 2007 and a 19 percent drop in cocaine use over the same period. Overall, according to the report by Quest Diagnostics earlier this month, 3.8 percent of the tests indicated an illicit drug – the lowest level since the Madison, N.J., company began publishing results in 1988. 
New York proves – states can implement anti-drug programs successfully

Maia Szalavitz, [Journalist for health issues and former addicted], 2009, “Death penalty for I.V. drug users”, http://dir.salon.com/story/news/feature/2005/03/24/needle_exchange/print.html Accessed online 7-6-09, From Salon Magazine, DM 
In New York state, for example, which spends $1 million annually on syringe exchange and has also decriminalized pharmacy sales of needles, infection rates among I.V. drug users dropped from 50 percent or higher in the early '90s to 10-20 percent in 2002. At the peak of the HIV epidemic in New York, at least two-thirds of heterosexual and pediatric infections resulted from sex with I.V. drug users.

States Solve - Rehab

Over 30 states have removed obstacles to help those in rehab, showing the states can do the counter-plan

Steve Levin, [Staff Writer], December 25, 2003, “State restores food aid for recovering addicts”, http://www.post-gazette.com/localnews/20031225welfare1225p4.asp Accessed online 7-6-09, Pittsburgh Post-Gazette,  DM

Pennsylvania joined more than 30 other states this week in restoring eligibility for cash assistance and food stamps for recovering drug addicts. Advocacy organizations and drug treatment providers praised the Legislature's passage of House Bill 44 for removing some of the obstacles that impede recovering addicts' return to the workforce. Federal law permanently bars anyone with a drug-related felony conviction committed after August 1996 from qualifying for federal welfare cash assistance, but states may opt out of the lifetime ban.

States Solve for Job Training

MICHIGAN PROVES-States Can Solve For Job Training Through Adult Job Education

Susan Golonka, Program Director, NGA 08’

http://www.nga.org/Files/pdf/0806POVERTYBRIEF.PDF accessed 7/6/09

In 2007, Michigan Governor Jennifer Granholm launched the No Worker Left Behind initiative to provide up to $5,000 per year for two years in free tuition to help adults prepare for good-paying jobs in high-demand fields. Individuals who are unemployed, facing a layoff, or have a family income of less than $40,000 are eligible. The program is supported through federal workforce funds, which the state hopes to supplement with general fund expenditures. Similarly, recognizing that adults are the fastest-growing demographic among college students but have little access to student aid programs, the Pennsylvania Higher Education Assistance Agency launched the Worker Advancement Grant for Education (WAGE) to reduce affordability barriers. WAGE provides up to $3,500 in education assistance to part-time adult learners in more than 150 identified high-demand occupations. Approximately $10 million has been invested annually through WAGE for almost 3,000 nontraditional students across 186 institutions. In 2007, Maine created the Competitiveness Skills Scholarship Program to help adults, with incomes below 200 percent of the federal poverty level, obtain the education and training needed for high-growth occupations. In addition to financial aid, the program offers a comprehensive package of support services to students including transportation and child care assistance. The program is funded through employer assessments, with the cost offset to unemployment insurance contribution rates.

South Dakota Shows-Re-Education Programs Exist and Work

Steve Sibson-Political Commentator 09’
The state of South Dakota is offering to help pay for retraining of laid off workers, but some workers and employers who can benefit from the program may not yet know about it. intended to pay tuition or other job retraining skills to people who have lost their jobs in the current recession. In some cases, it may help a laid-off employee build skills for when jobs in their industry come back, or in other cases, be retrained for work in another field.There appears to be plenty of flexibility in the types of training that the money will cover, going beyond traditional college, vocational training or GED courses. The money can also be used to help with child-care costs while the parent is taking classes or otherwise gaining work skills.The program has had a good response locally, but there are still resources available. There are opportunities for both on-the-job training, which is paid by the fund, and for classes.Certain guidelines need to be met, and employers or laid-off workers or students should stop down at the local Dept. of Labor office at 223 S Van Eps Ave. in Madison to find out the details and apply.We encourage as many employers and laid-off workers as possible to take advantage of this program. It could be a difference-maker in a brighter job future here in Madison.    

New York Proves-States Working Now!

Office of Temporary and Disability Assistance For NY State 09’

http://www.otda.state.ny.us/main/news/2009/2009-07-02.asp accessed 7/6/09

ALBANY, NY (06/24/2009)(readMedia)-- The (NY) State Office of Temporary and Disability Assistance (OTDA) today announced that, through an unprecedented public/private partnership, it has awarded nearly $4 million in federal funding to expand work-focused education and training services for low-income New Yorkers receiving Food Stamps. OTDA has awarded $3.97 million to 17 organizations across the state through the Food Stamp Employment and Training Venture to provide job skills training, as well as basic education, vocational and technical skills training. Those receiving funding were required to match their awards dollar for dollar, with many relying on private funding from foundations, meaning nearly $8 million total is going to support these efforts."The commitment of OTDA and Governor Paterson to ensure that low-income New Yorkers have the skills they need to succeed in the workforce is unwavering," said OTDA Commissioner David A. Hansell. "I am especially pleased that we have been able to leverage significant private resources to help support this mission in these difficult economic times." 

AT: Uniformity
States as a unit work better than the federal government in the field of policy enactment

Jennifer M. Rohleder 07’ Jennifer is an associate in the firm's Energy and Corporate Transactions & Securities practice groups. She focuses her practice on energy regulation and climate change. Prior to joining Thompson Hine, Jennifer worked for a government consulting firm, specializing in project management and technical analysis for the Department of Energy, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, and Environmental Protection Agency.
http://www.wcl.american.edu/org/sustainabledevelopment/2007/07fall.pdf?rd=1 accessed 7/7/09 bbf
States have often led in policy development, which can influence federal action. States are often better positioned to reach consensus and act more quickly than the federal government. The political interests of most states are relatively cohesive when compared to the national policy-making process. State government units are smaller and closer to affected constituencies, thus states are better able implement policy responses more quickly. Policy diffusion from the state to the federal level is known as vertical diffusion.8 expanding effective state-level energy and climate policies to the national level seems to be a logical and efficient method of developing federal climate policy. The question is: how do we translate state experience into federal policy? the World Resources Institute conducted a study on how state policies influence federal regulations. The study identified and  valuated several factors that contributed to successful vertical diffusion, the most important of which, particularly for environmental/ energy issues, was state officials championing the cutting-edge policies their states have implemented in the federal policy debate.9 The study concluded that states can play a significant role in the development of a national policy. However, no single factor can guarantee vertical diffusion although certain factors, such as the power of example and the extent of horizontal policy diffusion (from state to state) are cited strong factors informing federal policy. 

 States do act in Unison – National Association of Governors Mechanism
COLUMBIA LAW REVIEW, 01’ federalism-separation of powers and the role of state attorneys general in multistate litigation http://www.columbialawreview.org/articles/federalism-separation-of-powers-and-the-role-of-state-attorneys-general-in-multistate-litigation accessed 7/8/09
Over the past two decades, state attorneys general have developed and refined the practice of multistate litigation as a powerful law enforcement tool. In groups ranging from two states to all fifty, the attorneys general now routinely prosecute cases jointly, closely coordinating with each other and sharing legal theories, discovery materials, court filings, litigation expenses, and even staff. The approach has been strikingly effective, and prominent corporations that might otherwise have evaded liability in individual state lawsuits - companies like America Online, Bausch & Lomb, Sears, General Motors, and the major tobacco manufacturers - have been forced to change their business practices and pay significant settlements when faced with the combined power and institutional resources that a multistate lawsuit brings to bear upon them. Critics, in response, have raised alarms and attacked the legitimacy of multistate litigation. This Note analyzes an important aspect of those criticisms - that in pressing multistate cases, state attorneys general violate fundamental principles of federalism and separation of powers. 
 

AT: States Don’t Have Money

States are adding poverty programs despite the downturn in the economy

Christine Vesal, (Staff writer for Stateline.org), August 7, 2008, “States adopt bold anti-poverty measures,”  

http://www.stateline.org/live/details/story?contentId=331776, July 6, 2009, Stateline.org, mh 

As the economy falters and the ranks of the poor multiply, states for the first time in recent memory are mounting high-profile, comprehensive campaigns aimed at radically reducing poverty — many with an emphasis on children. At least 15 states and the District of Columbia have created bi-partisan commissions to narrow the widening gap between the rich and the poor by eliminating barriers — such as lack of education, poor transportation and inadequate child care — that prevent many from finding better jobs and escaping chronic poverty. In addition, the states are working to help disadvantaged children in the hope of breaking the generational cycle of poverty. “It’s striking how many states have taken on poverty as a top policy priority,” Jack Tweedie, poverty director at the National Conference of State Legislatures, told Stateline.org. “No one even used the word ‘poverty’ in the past. It was all about helping working families.” Advocates for the poor say the new state poverty initiatives mark a sea change in political support for an issue that has languished for decades. And with the possibility of a Democrat in the White House and a Democratic Congress, some are optimistic the federal government also will take up the mantle and increase state assistance programs.  But others question whether the high-profile projects will translate into real progress in reducing poverty.  So far, Alabama, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Iowa, Louisiana, Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, New Mexico, Ohio, Rhode Island, Vermont and Washington state have adopted broad anti-poverty programs, according to Jodie-Levin Epstein, Deputy Director of the Center for Law and Social Policy (CLASP), a national advocacy group for the poor.

Empirical examples show that states have succeeded in maintaining anti-poverty programs

Jodie Levin- Epstien, (Executive director of CLASP), May 13, 2007, “Statewide antipoverty initiatives,” http://www.spotlightonpoverty.org/statewide.aspx, July 6, 2009, Statewide anti-poverty programs, mh

A growing number of states have taken action in recent years to fight poverty and focus attention on the glaring need to lift more Americans into the economic mainstream. States are focusing on these issues through various means, including poverty commissions, new legislative caucuses, state-sponsored summits and state poverty-reduction targets. In all, a dozen states have taken significant steps to bring down poverty, including ten as recently as 2006 and 2007.In this section, Spotlight provides a brief overview of state-level initiatives that are in place or are being proposed.  In a joint effort with the Center for Law and Social Policy, Spotlight released “Seizing the Moment: State Governments and the New Commitment to Reduce Poverty in America,” (PDF) a report that details this little-recognized but remarkable state movement to fight poverty. To read about individual states, go to the full report (PDF) and search by state on the left hand-side. Alabama: In 2007, Alabama created a 14-person House Task Force on Poverty, made up of a bipartisan group of state legislators and representatives of state anti-poverty nonprofits.  Earlier this year the task force issued a report and came up with a legislative agenda.  A pending bill would establish a permanent legislative commission on poverty.  Colorado: Colorado established the bipartisan Common Good Caucus, which brings together legislators interested in addressing poverty through public-policy and private-sector efforts. Starting September 2007, the caucus, in collaboration with the “Paycheck Away” Coalition, held town hall meetings throughout the state to hear people’s stories about struggling in poverty and to engage legislators in coming up with solutions.  At a December caucus meeting, the governor’s office presented an anti-poverty budget request that included a $213.5 million increase in programs aimed at fighting poverty. Connecticut: In 2004, Connecticut became the first state in the nation to enact a law setting an anti-poverty target – to cut child poverty in half by 2014. The target and the subsequent creation of the Child Poverty and Prevention Council have made reducing poverty a priority for policy-makers and business leaders across the political spectrum. The Council reports annually on its progress and is charged with developing an implementation plan, establishing prevention goals and recommendations, and measuring outcomes to promote the health and well-being of children and families. District of Columbia: In June 2006, the Washington, D.C. City Council established the Commission on Poverty to measure the success of local anti-poverty programs and make recommendations to the City Council on methods to reduce the rate of poverty in the District. The commission was originally slated to conclude in 2008 but is now expected to continue. The City Council meanwhile held a two-day Roundtable on Poverty in January 2008, where more than 120 people signed up to testify. In February, Council-member Marion Berry, held a National Poverty Summit to bring additional attention to the issue and to move forward with policy and budget recommendations for the following fiscal year.

AT: Race to the bottom

Race to the top

Becky Norton Dunlop. Vice President for External Relations, Heritage Foundation. Jonathan H. Adler on Let 50 Flowers Bloom: Transforming the  States into Laboratories of Environmental Policy. American Enterprise Institute, Federalism Project Roundtable on Environmental Policy. September 20, 2001. http://www.federalismproject.org/masterpages/environment/Transcript.pdf 

With respect to the race to the bottom, I think history has demonstrated empirically that what we have out there is a race to the top. Wealthier is healthier. As our citizens grow wealthier and there is more economic prosperity and development, in the sense of jobs and opportunities for citizens, people want a cleaner environment. They want to be able to have a community that they are proud and happy to live in, one that is flourishing not only economically but also environmentally.

We often saw this in Virginia, after Governor Allen initiated the Silicon Dominion and we brought new industries and thousands of new jobs to Virginia. One of the issues on which my department worked very closely with economic development was the environmental situation. Where were opportunities to develop? When these new citizens came to the Commonwealth of Virginia, what was available to them from an environmental standpoint?

In addition to that, governors are held accountable. We have a measurement for the race to the top and the race to the bottom, and that is success at election time. Citizens are very harsh in their judgments of politicians whom they believe are not doing well by their citizenry. Again, the concept of .wealthier is healthier is an important factor when it comes to the idea that there are preferences and needs. These are different everywhere in the country. They are different in each state. In a democratic republic like ours, those preferences should be given more consideration.

AT: States ptx

State politics isn’t like national politics. There aren’t big fights and more gets done.

Barry G. Rabe. Statehouse and Greenhouse. Brookings Institution Press. Washington, DC.  2004. Pg 22.  [Alex Kats-Rubin]

But this is not what occurred in the states examined in this study. Instead, a much quieter process of policy formation has emerged, even during more recent years, when the pace of innovation has accelerated and the intent of many policies has been more far-reaching. This is not to suggest that climate-related episodes have been irrelevant or that leading environmental groups have played no role in state policy development. Contrary to the kinds of political brawls so common in debates about climate change policy at national and international venues, however, state-based policymaking has been far less visible and contentious, often cutting across traditional partisan and interest group fissures. It has, moreover, been far more productive in terms of generating actual policies with the potential to reduce greenhouse gas releases.

Less bureaucracy helps avoid the clash for a politics da.

Barry G. Rabe. Statehouse and Greenhouse. Brookings Institution Press. Washington, DC.  2004. Pg 27.  [Alex Kats-Rubin]

Second, state-level policymaking is often quite different from what occurs in Washington. As at the federal level, state governments can bog down in partisan squabbles and succumb to the powers of influential interest groups. But in many states, policymaking is far more informal, and entrepreneurial opportunities may be considerably greater, than in Washington. In the absence of particularly strong opposition from interest groups, entrepreneurs may have a much better opportunity to establish and sustain supportive networks. These may involve other agencies, interest groups, or allied elcted officials and may have been established over an extended period, over a decade in some of the state climate change cases. Consequently, many state capitals may offer particularly promising entrepreneurshi. The mezzo level in many state agencies, such as environmental protection and energy, is much less densely staffed than in their federal counerparts, and the layers between an agency and the governor’s office are likely to be much thinner. This allows and individual to emerge as the trusted resident expert on a particular topic, such as climate change, able to get important messages to prominent places in the state governance structure p opportunities, particularly for relatively “new” issues for which and infrastructure of established policies and interest group positions has not been created. 

States Solve – Healthcare

Healthcare can be addressed most effectively at the state level – states have the most flexibility to provide for the needs of different populations

The Heritage Foundation, June 2009

“A Guide to State Health Care Reform” http://www.heritage.org/research/healthcare/sr0055.cfm accessed 7/6/09 from the Heritage Foundation, mr

Over the past half-century, the federal government and other institutions have increasingly taken control of every American's health care. It is time to restore that control to individuals and families, both as patients and as consumers. This will require a uniquely American solution to our health care crisis--a solution that can and should arise from the states. States have a crucial role in ensuring that every American has the opportunity and the ability to choose the health insurance and medical care that offers the best value for their health care dollars. For too long, key health care decisions have been made for patients by someone else, often employers or the government. Too often, this has meant that the interests of others are given priority over the needs of patients. It is only when individuals and families are able to choose for themselves among competing private insurance plans that health insurers and health care providers will have the right incentives to provide patients with better products and better results at better prices. An essential characteristic of American health care reform must be that any reform respects the diversity and autonomy of the states. Significant variations exist among states, not only in geography and demographics, but also in how their health insurance markets and medical delivery systems are organized and financed. The states must be permitted to retain and exercise their authority to customize solutions to meet their citizens' particular circumstances and needs.

States must take the lead on healthcare – they have the ability to make programs function

Senator Karen Keiser and Adam Thompson, (Karen Keiser is chair of the Senate Health and Long Term Care Committee in Washington State and Adam Thompson is senior health policy analyst at the Progressive States Network), October 10, 2007, “On health care, states must lead”, http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?file=/c/a/2007/10/10/ED36SN31J.DTL  Accessed 7-6-09, San Francisco Chronicle, DM 

The simple fact is we need states to be leaders on health-care reform if we are ever to have a federal solution. States already provide millions of Americans with health care, including state employees, low- and middle-income children and families, small businesses and long-term care for seniors. States have the networks, the outreach and the enrollment systems to make programs work, many of which are based on Medicaid and SCHIP and funded jointly by states and the federal government. Because of states acting over the past 15 years, 50 million Americans are now covered by Medicaid and SCHIP, almost double the number covered in the early 1990s. Although private insurance premiums have steadily outpaced wages during this time and more employers are dropping health benefits, uninsured rates have remained relatively steady across the country because states have expanded health-care programs and provided coverage to those that would otherwise be uninsured. States are responding to this crisis and building pressure on our leaders in Washington to do the same. The "uniquely American system," which most experts agree will someday emerge, will include a strong state-federal partnership ensuring all Americans have the health care they need, when they need it.
States have handled higher enrollments with ease, showing they could effectively manage a larger program.

John Holahan, [director of the Urban Institute’s Health Policy Center], February 17, 2009, “Burden of Care: Swelling numbers make Medicaid, Medicare ripe for reform”, http://www.urban.org/retirement_policy/url.cfm?ID=1001250 Accessed Online 7-6-09, Urban Institute,  DM

Largely driven by weakness in the economy, annual increases in Medicaid enrollment among families have averaged 6 percent over the past decade. The last recession led to large jumps—as high as 11 percent in 2001 and 2002—in enrollment among parents and children. These increases have slowed in the past few years but are likely to spike again in the current economy. Amid these ups and downs, growth in spending per enrollee (a combination of rate increases and jumps in service use) has been relatively modest. States' Medicaid programs have paid doctors and other providers low rates, have expanded the use of managed care, and have developed less costly alternatives to institutionalization. States have also worked aggressively to contain prescription drug costs. As a result, Medicaid's spending per enrollee on acute care hasn't grown as fast as health care spending among those with private coverage or monthly premiums for employer-sponsored insurance. In fact, the numbers make Medicaid look pretty good. Its spending per enrollee for all services has averaged 4.8 percent per year since 2000. Compare that to 4.3 percent for the medical care consumer price index and 5.0 percent for the gross national product. True, overall Medicaid spending has grown 7.7 percent annually, but that is due to the tougher nut of enrollment growth.

States Solve – healthcare
States have handled higher enrollments with ease, showing they could effectively manage a larger program.

Urban Institute, [Non-Partisan Economic Social Policy Research], 2009, “State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP)”, http://www.urban.org/health_policy/medicaid/medicaid-and-schip.cfm Accessed 7-6-09, Urban Institute,  DM

The State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP) was established in 1997 to provide health insurance coverage for children in families whose incomes were too high to qualify for coverage under Medicaid, but who lacked access to affordable private health insurance coverage. Though an optional program, all states expanded coverage under SCHIP, with an estimated 6.7 million children and 700,000 adults enrolled in SCHIP at some point during 2006. State programs vary in terms of their structure and characteristics (e.g., cost sharing arrangements and income eligibility levels), reflecting the flexibility over program design that was built into the SCHIP statute. Numerous studies have concluded that SCHIP has been successful in achieving the goals of reducing uninsurance among children and improving their access to care: the number of uninsured children declined following the expansion of SCHIP coverage and both national and numerous state-level studies have found that SCHIP has reduced unmet health needs among children and improved their access to primary care.

Massachusetts’s uninsuranced rates come down by .5% in the first year due to reform plans, showing states can do well with insurance

Ezra Klein, [Staff Writer for Washington Post], July 2, 2008, “A Limited Health-Care Success in Massachusetts” http://www.prospect.org/cs/articles?article=a_limited_health_care_success_in_massachussetts_  Accessed online 6-7-09, American Prospect, DM

The Massachusetts plan is an interesting experiment in its own right. The product of a compromise between former Gov. Mitt Romney and an overwhelmingly Democratic state legislature, the Massachusetts plan is one state's attempt to rationalize its insurance market and get within spitting distance of universality. The plan made insurance more straightforward to buy, merged the individual and small-business markets to increase their purchasing power, implemented subsidies to make it more affordable for low-income residents to purchase health insurance, and instituted an individual mandate that forces nearly all residents to show proof of coverage or face a financial penalty.  Did it succeed? We don't know yet. The plan has a three-year implementation process and we're about halfway through. The early evidence suggests that the plan is on track to achieve its goals. But even if it were to prove fully successful, it wouldn't be enough to solve Massachusetts' health-care problems, much less the nation's. Without solving cost, you can't solve health care. The question is whether expanding coverage helps create the political incentives to face down cost. Much of what we do know comes from an Urban Institute survey that studied working-age adults in the fall of 2006, which was before the plan's implementation, and then surveyed them again in the fall of 2007, a year after the plan came into effect. Over that time period, the uninsured rate for working-age adults dropped by about half, to 7.1 percent. The uninsurance rate for adults with incomes below 300 percent of the poverty line dropped by 11 percent. And this study tracked the period before the individual mandate really went into effect, at which point the program saw its largest surge in enrollment. The best estimates now suggest the uninsured rate is somewhere between 5 percent and 7 percent.

States solving children’s healthcare with State Children’s Insurance Program (SCHIP)

New York Times. “State Children's Health Insurance Program (S-CHIP)” January 2009. http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/subjects/s/state_childrens_health_insurance_program_schip/index.html. Accessed July 7, 2009. 

The State Children's Health Insurance Program, or S-chip as it is known, was created in 1997 to reduce the number of uninsured children by providing subsidized insurance to children of the working poor. In January 2009, Congress voted to expand the program after nearly two years of battling with former President George W. Bush on the subject. There is little dispute among experts that the program has been instrumental in reducing the rate of uninsurance among low-income children by almost a third, even as the rate for adults has climbed. About 16 percent of children from families with incomes below 200 percent of the federal poverty level were without insurance in 2005, down from 23 percent in 1997, according to a federal government analysis.

States Solve Healthcare 
States are advancing healthcare for 2009 with new legislation

Blue Cross Blue Shield. “State Healthcare Initiatives Focus On Expanding Coverage, Promoting Cost And Quality Transparency” bcbs.com. February 20, 2009. http://www.bcbs.com/news/bcbsa/state-healthcare-initiatives-focus-on-expanding-coverage.html. Accessed July 7, 2009.

During 2008, states pursued a variety of initiatives designed to advance healthcare reform, especially measures aimed at promoting access to care, and quality and cost transparency, according to the Blue Cross and Blue Shield Association's (BCBSA) State Legislative Health Care and Insurance Issues report released today.   At a briefing in Washington, D.C., Susan Laudicina, BCBSA director for state research and policy, discussed how state legislators addressed key health issues during 2008 and predicted future trends for 2009.   As the economy weakened, state revenues declined significantly and the demand for public health services escalated.  While high-profile state initiatives aimed at universal coverage did not advance amidst the economic turmoil, a number of states enacted laws to increase coverage for children and promote cost and quality transparency

States Solve – Minimum Wage

States have the power to Raise minimum Wage

“In elections, Six states raise minimum wage,” HR MAGAZINE, December 2006. Online. Accessed July 6, 2009. http://hr.blr.com/news.aspx?id=19346 

Voters in six states have approved proposals that raise their state's minimum wage and tie it to changes in inflation, according to several media outlets. This year, there were ballot initiatives to raise the minimum wage in six states--Arizona, Colorado, Missouri, Montana, Nevada, and Ohio. While the votes are still being counted in some of the states, the Washington Post and CNN are projecting that all of the minimum-wage proposals will pass.

A one-size fit all minimum wage is not the best approach, rather a state by state policy is best                     James Sherk, [Policy Analyst in the Center for Data Analysis at The Heritage Foundation.], January 2, 2007, “Easing the Pain: Let States Opt Out of a Minimum Wage Hike”, http://www.heritage.org/research/labor/wm1295.cfm Accessed 7-7-09, The Heritage Foundation, DM
If Congress is going to increase the minimum wage by over 40 percent, it should let states set their rates below the federal level. Although most states are unlikely to use this authority, it would allow states with low costs of living to ensure that their minimum wage rates are not wildly out of line with local economic conditions. A one-size-fits-all solution makes no sense when average wages vary widely across the country. Giving states the ability to keep their minimum wages at levels appropriate to local conditions would also return control to officials who are more in tune with local needs. Because local officials are closer to their constituents, they are also more flexible and able to respond faster than their federal counterparts. Thus, although the federal minimum wage has not been increased for nine years, many states increased their rates without congressional action. Similarly, if a 40 percent increase in the minimum wage costs more jobs than expected in some states, local officials could respond more rapidly to help imperiled workers than Congress.
Federalism is setup to allow states to experiment to find the best policy option, the Counterplan allows this to happen                                                                                                                                                                   Tim Kane, Ph.D., [Bradley Research Fellow in Labor Policy in the Center for Data Analysis at The Heritage Foundation.], March 4, 2005, “Minimizing Economic Opportunity by Raising the Minimum Wage”, http://www.heritage.org/research/economy/wm676.cfm Accessed online 7-7-09, The Heritage Foundation, DM
Specifically, why are the states not allowed the flexibility to set their own minimum wages? States set their own speed limits, even though cars are the same everywhere. So why can’t states set their own minimum wages, when other prices vary widely across regions? An improved minimum-wage law would allow each state to have a unique minimum wage, with no limits on how high or low it could be. Let New York try $15.00 an hour, and when its economy stagnates the example will shine brightly for the other 49 states to learn from. When Ohio sets a minimum wage lower than the current federal minimum of $5.15 and reaps a boom in growth, the world will take note. The whole point of a federal system is that diverse states can experiment. The system is designed for learning, and Congress needs the courage to allow that experimentation.

States Solve – Minimum Wage
Different Regions need different amount of income to survive as well as for economics to grow, making the states the best option on setting minimum wage levels                                                                                      James Sherk, [Bradley Fellow in Labor Policy, Center for Data Analysis at the Heritage Foundation], January 2nd 2009, “Minimizing the Harm of the Minimum Wage”, http://www.heritage.org/research/governmentreform/upload/sr_11_4.pdf Accessed online 7-7-09, The Heritage Foundation, DM
If Congress nonetheless decides to raise the minimum wage, it should minimize the harm by allowing states the freedom to set their minimum wages below the federal level. No one disputes that a very high minimum wage would cost large numbers of jobs; thus supporters push for modest increases, not excessively large ones. The cost of living varies substantially across the country, however, and so a modest boost to the federal minimum wage could be excessive in some regions. For example, $7.25 buys far more in Shreveport, Louisiana, than in Los Angeles.16While $7.25 may be below the market rate for unskilled workers in Los Angeles, it could price many out of the market, and out of jobs, in Shreveport. Raising the minimum wage to $7.25 per hour would be particularly harmful in states that have low costs of living, such as Texas, Mississippi, and Oklahoma. These states should have the ability to set their minimum wages below the federal level if their local economic conditions call for it. This would return control to local officials and ensure that a one-size-fits-all national minimum wage does not impose disproportionate harm on certain states.

2ac Frontline

1 – Perm – do both.  Federal and state initiatives aren’t mutually exclusive.

Schapiro ‘06

(Robert, Prof Law – Emory, Fordham Law Review, March, Lexis)

The jurisprudence of Justice John Paul Stevens advances a strong vision of national unity. Like Justice Wiley Rutledge, for whom he clerked, Justice Stevens understands the United States Constitution as a document fundamentally designed to promote and preserve the union. The primary role of federal courts is to vindicate constitutional values, including the value of national unity. These background principles of unity provide the context for Justice Stevens's conception of federalism. In his thirty-five years on the bench, Justice Stevens has elaborated a robust theory of federalism. His theory, however, contrasts sharply with the dualist federalism that became the regnant model of the Rehnquist Court. Dual federalism, the idea that the national government and the states enjoy exclusive and nonoverlapping spheres of authority, does not describe the actual operation of government in the United States today. On the contrary, the overlap of national and state activities is ubiquitous. In areas ranging from narcotics trafficking n1 to securities trading to education, concurrent federal and state regulation is the norm. With the recent wave of national crises, including the War on Terrorism and Hurricane Katrina, the growth of state and national power and the resulting overlap in authority, seems likely to increase.  Even in the more rarified atmosphere of the United States Supreme Court, the normative project of fully dividing state from federal power has little support. Since the advent of the New Deal Court in 1937, the Court no longer seeks to maintain strict boundaries between state and federal realms. On the present Court, only Justice Clarence Thomas has shown any inclination to return to the pre-New Deal conceptions of dual sovereignty. 

2 – States Fiat is a voting issue ---

A) Plan-inclusive --- crushes Aff ground and hurts topic-specific education
B) Uniformity isn’t real world --- there’s no literature for it and impossible to read offense against.
C) Fiats Multiple Actors – Not reciprocal - they could fiat any combination of actors to create thousands of counterplans not grounded in the literature

4 – No solvency ---- variance:

A) State action lacks uniformity

Goldsmith ‘97

(Jack, Associate Prof – U Chicago, Virginia Law Review, November, Lexis)

Nonetheless, these concerns need not affect the legitimacy of the federal common law of foreign relations. Although federal courts might be generally unsuited to make federal foreign relations law on both legitimacy and competence grounds, the adverse consequences of state-by-state regulation in the face of federal political branch silence might be worse. States suffer from many of the same disabilities as federal courts in this context. Moreover, federal courts, in contrast to the states, have independence from local political processes and, as a branch of the national government, are likely to be more sensitive to national foreign relations interests. Even in the absence of strategic behavior by the states, one might think that, all things being equal, suboptimal but uniform federal judge-made regulation of foreign relations is preferable to the nonuniformity inherent in state-by-state regulation of a foreign relations issue. 213 Finally, the federal common law of foreign relations is designed to protect political branch prerogatives in foreign relations that the political branches themselves are structurally unsuited to protect. Any remaining concerns about the legitimacy or competence of the federal common law of foreign relations are thus mitigated by the political branches' ability to override judicial errors in the development of such law.

B) That tanks solvency

Donahue ‘97

(John D., JFK School of Government, Disunited States, p. 42)

Even when states vary, of course, there are arguments for uniformity. Institutions and individuals who live or do business in several states face the expense, bother, and confusion of coping with different (and sometimes conflicting) rules. Inconsistencies among state laws and regulations can lead to disputes of great complexity and to resolutions of limited appeal. After taking its case all the way to the Supreme Court, for example, a cruise ship operator won the right to be sued only in Florida by aggrieved passengers who had been on a trip between Washington State and Mexico.

5) Fed government is better - States are rolling back their anti-poverty programs and discriminating against poor families – federal action is necessary. 

Clare Nolan, (senior writer for Stateline.org), May 25, 2000, “States illegally deny benefits to the poor, report says,” http://www.stateline.org/live/ViewPage.action?siteNodeId=136&languageId=1&contentId=14024 , July 6, 2009, Stateline.org, mh

A national organization of community groups says tests of four federally-funded social safety net programs exposed many gaps in the delivery of aid to the poor and showed a concerted effort by states to cut the rolls of their anti-poverty programs. The organization, the National Campaign for Jobs and Income, says the states have intentionally and, in some cases, unlawfully erected barriers to keep poor families from obtaining the food assistance, medical insurance and child care to which they are entitled. A "major cause of low and declining enrollment is the negligent and sometimes, unlawful behavior of state agencies administering support programs," the report says. "States have been given too much power without sufficient oversight to manage these programs and are failing in their obligation... It is time for the federal government to intervene." "I think we would dispute those claims without a doubt," said Gretchen Odegard of the National Governors' Association (NGA). Both NGA and the American Public Human Services Association (APHSA), which represents state human service administrators, acknowledge that states have unintentionally cut benefits to some families as they have overhauled their welfare systems. But they said governors and the state agencies are working hard to correct mistakes and to expand their child care and health insurance services for both poor families and those living just above the poverty line. "There has been a structural change in this country in social policy. It's going to take time," said Elaine Ryan of APHSA. "A whole new process has to be put in place." The National Campaign for Jobs and Income, a coalition of advocacy groups in 35 states, is sharply critical of the devolution of authority over anti-poverty programs to the states, particularly the new federal welfare law. In 1996, Congress overhauled the nation's welfare system in a bid to save money and to foster innovation, two goals that have sometimes resulted in mixed messages to states and to recipients. The law freed the states to run their welfare programs as they saw fit, with the requirement that they move adults into jobs and cut off all assistance to most families after five years. It also made large cuts in the food stamp program. But implicit in the law was the idea that states would create a web of new support programs to help parents find and keep jobs. The federal government vastly increased funds for child care and severed ties between the Medicaid program and welfare, so poor children could continue to receive health coverage even though their parents were working.

6.  No solvency - States do not have the fiscal capital to continue to support additional governmental assistance programs

The Performance Institute, ( Private, non-partisan think tank),  August 8, 2008, “Sustaining performance in state and local government”, http://www.performanceweb.org/pdfs/Sustaining_Performance.pdf, July 8, 2009, mh 

A struggling economy usually means shrinking budgets since tax revenues stagnate or decline. Meanwhile, citizens also hit hard by the economy often look for additional government assistance, putting more pressures on many programs. Still, according to The Pew Center on the States, tight budgets have recently forced governments to scale back even critical and widely popular initiatives. For example, nine states are cutting a total of 36 million dollars from important Pre-Kindergarten programs, and many other programs with strong public support are facing similar cuts .Attendees and panelists agreed that ideally, a government budget should be based on an objective evaluation of what services a community needs and its residents’ priorities for improvements. However, budgets tend to be built incrementally or without such analysis. Too often, the sole basis for future funding is historical precedent, rather than need, importance, or effectiveness. By contrast, if results from existing programs can be effectively and objectively measured, budget requests can be rationally prioritized – and the community will get more of whatever is important to them for every dollar spent. Community surveys are an important tool for measuring constituent support, needs, and program effectiveness. This information is essential to identify “lower impact” cuts. To help establish true priorities, survey questions must be phrased to “force” choices, which a well-developed survey will do. In addition to helping governments make choices that are in-line with constituents’ needs, surveys can also help minimize the negative impact of program cuts and help the community understand that governments, just like families, make hard choices in hard times.

AFF AT: States can’t solve poverty
States are rolling back their anti-poverty programs and discriminating against poor families – federal action is necessary. 

Clare Nolan, (senior writer for Stateline.org), May 25, 2000, “States illegally deny benefits to the poor, report says,” http://www.stateline.org/live/ViewPage.action?siteNodeId=136&languageId=1&contentId=14024 , July 6, 2009, Stateline.org, mh

A national organization of community groups says tests of four federally-funded social safety net programs exposed many gaps in the delivery of aid to the poor and showed a concerted effort by states to cut the rolls of their anti-poverty programs. The organization, the National Campaign for Jobs and Income, says the states have intentionally and, in some cases, unlawfully erected barriers to keep poor families from obtaining the food assistance, medical insurance and child care to which they are entitled. A "major cause of low and declining enrollment is the negligent and sometimes, unlawful behavior of state agencies administering support programs," the report says. "States have been given too much power without sufficient oversight to manage these programs and are failing in their obligation... It is time for the federal government to intervene." "I think we would dispute those claims without a doubt," said Gretchen Odegard of the National Governors' Association (NGA). Both NGA and the American Public Human Services Association (APHSA), which represents state human service administrators, acknowledge that states have unintentionally cut benefits to some families as they have overhauled their welfare systems. But they said governors and the state agencies are working hard to correct mistakes and to expand their child care and health insurance services for both poor families and those living just above the poverty line. "There has been a structural change in this country in social policy. It's going to take time," said Elaine Ryan of APHSA. "A whole new process has to be put in place." The National Campaign for Jobs and Income, a coalition of advocacy groups in 35 states, is sharply critical of the devolution of authority over anti-poverty programs to the states, particularly the new federal welfare law. In 1996, Congress overhauled the nation's welfare system in a bid to save money and to foster innovation, two goals that have sometimes resulted in mixed messages to states and to recipients. The law freed the states to run their welfare programs as they saw fit, with the requirement that they move adults into jobs and cut off all assistance to most families after five years. It also made large cuts in the food stamp program. But implicit in the law was the idea that states would create a web of new support programs to help parents find and keep jobs. The federal government vastly increased funds for child care and severed ties between the Medicaid program and welfare, so poor children could continue to receive health coverage even though their parents were working.

Without federal requirements, state variables determine the amount of support for poverty programs

Harrell R. Rodgers Jr., Glenn Beamer, Lee Payne, (professor and chair at the University of Houston, associate professor and director at Margaret Smith Policy Center at the University of Maine, graduate student in Ph.D. program at University of Houston), November 2008, “No Race in Any Direction: State Welfare and Income Regimes,” http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?index=24&did=1692744451&SrchMode=1&sid=1&Fmt=3&VInst=PROD&VType=PQD&RQT=309&VName=PQD&TS=1247011198&clientId=48067, July 7, 2009, ProQuest, mh
We find that the percentage of the population is liberal; state racial demographics and governmental professionalism are critical determinants of state welfare and income support regimes. Significantly, we find no evidence that states are converging toward high-quality, decently financed welfare policies or income regime policies to help the poor move into and economically survive in the job market. States with low levels of public sector professionalism have developed neither the capacity nor policies that would assist the sizable proportions of their populations who are working and poor. In contrast to those who perceive a "race to the bottom" to be the prevailing metaphor in American welfare policy, we find that states have remained fairly stable in their welfare and income support policies over the last decade. Those states that provided relatively generous support in 1996 have remained supportive, and those states that had been at the bottom in 1996 have, at best, remained stationary (Rodgers, 2005). The simple correlation between AFDC/TANF benefit levels for a single parent with two children in 1996 and 2004 is 0.9335; p > 0.0001 (see Figure 2). Not surprisingly, the simple correlation between state poverty rates in 1996 and 2005 is 0.8375 (p > 0.0001). Furthermore, a review of the Urban Institutes' Welfare Rules database reveals that between 1996 and 2003, states have engaged in some tweaking of rules, but no state has made a significant change in their basic approach to reform in terms of spending or design (Urban Institute, 2007). As Soss, Condon, Holleque, and Wichowsky (2006, p. 804) conclude: "Federal reform generated a wave of state activity, and then policy innovation slowed to a crawl as states tinkered at the edges of their new creations." In the final analysis, lagging states are still lagging states, just as progressive states are still progressive. We find no evidence of a race in any direction (see Schram, 2008; Schram & Soss, 2001).The clear conclusion is that in the absence of federal requirements, some states may never develop welfare and income support policies that allow for truly reciprocal relationships in which citizens meet expectations in terms of self-reliance and work, and state governments respond by providing sufficient support to lift full-time workers and their families out of poverty. Because of this lack of subnational public will and governmental capacity in many states, many working poor citizens have been left to fend for themselves economically while their counterparts in states with more liberal populations, higher motivation, less prejudice, and better governmental capacity benefit from a web of quality welfare and income support policies. The consequences are significant States that score highest on welfare and income support effort have lower levels of poverty (Rodgers ?5c Payne, 2007; Rodgers et al., 2006).One clear obstacle to increased state interest in developing more comprehensive, inclusive, and effective welfare and income support regimes is racial politics (Volden, 2006b). Issues of race and social-group composition clearly impact social policy decisions. The percentage of a state's population that is black has consistently been shown to be a significant predictor of welfare policies and rules. Policymakers in states with large black populations clearly design welfare programs to be economically unattractive, and layer them with rules designed to discourage participation and punish even minor transgressions. The programs in these states are paternalistic in the sense of forcefully regulating the behavior of clients, whom policymakers seem to assume to be especially troubled, uncooperative, and undermotivated (Soss et al., 2007; Wacquant, 2001). The general reluctance to use social welfare policies as a tool to help the poor escape poverty bleeds over into income support regimes. The philosophy becomes "do as little as possible" and let market forces rule (Gainsborough, 2003). The result is obvious racial disparity in the impact of welfare and income support programs across the nation (Soss et al., 2007) and frequently ineffective programs.Our findings also have implications for the scholarly debate about the prevailing metaphors of "laboratories of democracy." Advocates of the laboratories of democracy metaphor assume that all states have the capacity to develop, adopt, and administer innovative and complex programs (Mead, 2004; Volden, 2006a). Our analysis shows that many states do not have that capacity and that states with low capacity may not have an interest in developing the capacities required to administer complex, effective, and fair welfare and income support policies.In future authorizations of PRWORA, Congress may have to consider state governments' relative will and ability to engage in truly reciprocal relationships in which poor citizens are helped via several policies administered by competent and professional subnational governments. Writing positively about Wisconsin's immediate post-PRWORA experience, Mead (2004) predicted: The combination of federal standards and ceaseless publicity will probably upgrade the performance of the more backward states in social policy over time. While few will become leaders, the gap between them and exemplars like Wisconsin should narrow. 

While some state poverty programs are successful, a large majority are not

Harrell R. Rodgers Jr., Glenn Beamer, Lee Payne, (professor and chair at the University of Houston, associate professor and director at Margaret Smith Policy Center at the University of Maine, graduate student in Ph.D. program at University of Houston), November 2008, “No Race in Any Direction: State Welfare and Income Regimes,” http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?index=24&did=1692744451&SrchMode=1&sid=1&Fmt=3&VInst=PROD&VType=PQD&RQT=309&VName=PQD&TS=1247011198&clientId=48067, July 7, 2009, ProQuest, mh
Substantial media and scholarly attention have been devoted to trends in welfare programs, particularly work requirements and the dramatic declines in state caseloads for TANF (Mead, 2004; Rogers-Dillion, 2004; Weaver, 2000). Less notice has attended the wider array of income support programs that have become more important for the poor and low-income workers in the wake of the 1996 reform (Schneider, 2006), childcare tax credits, and state wage policies. These policies work in conjunction to raise living standards for low-wage workers and their families. Income support policies have become more relevant as TANF has receded as the nation's principal "welfare" prog). To enhance the success of PROWRA programs, state policymakers in some states have adopted sets of complementary policies, such as state earned income tax credits (EITCs ram (Hacker, 2006; McQuire & Merriman, 2007; Moffitt, 2003; Zedlewski, Adams, Dubay, & Kenny, 2006).Joe Soss and Sanford Schram have referred to the devolution that PRWORA spawned as "a cascade of choice points" (Soss & Schram, 2005). As state policymakers have made collective policy decisions at points along their states' respective "cascades," welfare programs, spending decisions, and income support policies have dispersed (Volden, 2006a). An examination of the basic data shows that the divergence has been substantial (Soss, Fording, & Schram, 2007). Some states have adopted comprehensive, sophisticated welfare reform policies designed to help their poor and low-income citizens transition into the job market, while others have done the bare minimum (Meyers, Gornick, & Peck, 2002). Some states are spending rather generously on TANF and its support programs, while other states are maintaining only their required spending despite high and persistent poverty rates and the availability of federal and often state funds with which to combat the problem (Rodgers, 2005; Rodgers & Tedin, 2006).Following the same pattern, a significant number of states have supplemented their welfare programs by passing one or more policies designed to make postwelfare work both feasible and profitable, while other states have been silent A preliminary overview of state income support policy adoptions since PRWORA roughly reflects three distinct behaviors. About one-third of the states have implemented innovative policies to help families transition from welfare to work and to provide a policy framework for economic sustenance. About one-third of states have adopted moderately comprehensive policies to help families transition into the workforce, but their policies often have gaps in work rewards and supports, and about one-third of the states have done little with the wider latitude PRWORA provided to develop new programs that effectively use public resources to help the working poor transition from welfare. Specifically, by 2006, 20 states have adopted EITCs, and 13 states have refundable EITCs that directly increase disposable incomes for low-wage earners with children. Like state EITCs, dependent care tax credits reduce families' income tax liabilities and, in states with refundable credits, provide rebates. This assistance offsets a proportion of childcare costs, which can be onerous and create a barrier to work. Twenty-six states provide childcare tax credits. Eleven states provide refundable childcare credits, and 15 states have nonrefundable childcare credits. By 2006, 29 states had raised their minimum wages and often indexed them to inflation. Twenty-one states retained the decade-old $5.15 per hour mirtimum wage. (Congress passed legislation raising the minimum wage in 2007.)

Only the federal government has the capacity to combat poverty 

James Weill. President of Food Research and Action Center. “The Federal Government— the Indispensable Player in Redressing Poverty” June 2006. http://www.frac.org/pdf/Weil06.pdf. Accessed July 8, 2009. 

This toxic mix of economic stagnation for  the bottom half, persistent poverty, declining  opportunity, and growing economic  insecurity has complicated roots in both  the changing national and world market  economies and the changing American  political environment. However, that most  people hold the federal government  responsible for responding or failing to do  so tells us a great deal about how crucial the  federal role is. First, there is a broad  understanding that only the federal government  has the capacity to confront  these problems. No other institution can  respond as well to these worsening  trends and festering problems. Much of  what I say here explains why this is true—  the compelling economic reasons, fiscal  reasons, political reasons, historical  reasons, and symbolic reasons that we  turn to the federal government. Second,  the federal government already has  played a successful and central role,  especially during the last seventy years,  in moving the country toward more  nearly equal opportunity, greater economic  and health security, and reduced  poverty.21 There is no substitute for a  robust positive federal role.  

Poverty projects fall to the federal government

James Weill. President of Food Research and Action Center. “The Federal Government— the Indispensable Player in Redressing Poverty” June 2006. http://www.frac.org/pdf/Weil06.pdf. Accessed July 8, 2009. 

In many ways only the federal government   has the economic, fiscal, political, and moral resources to lead and to act. We  all may condemn how FEMA responded to   Hurricane Katrina, but few believe that   New Orleans can be rebuilt, with no major   federal help, by private, city, and state   action. We all may bemoan the stagnant   and declining wages of recent decades. The   falling national minimum wage contributed   to that, but state and local minimum-  wage and living-wage laws are   unlikely to reach broadly enough to substitute   for a better federal minimum wage or   for national strategies to revive wage   growth. We all may be deeply disturbed by   the growing numbers of uninsured people,   and a handful of states are considering   major initiatives to expand coverage, but,   even as many states are undertaking   retrenchment of existing coverage, ultimately   confronting the problem—or letting  it worsen—will fall to the national government.   We may be appalled by federal budget   cuts in low-income programs, but few  expect states or charities—least of all do the   states and charities themselves expect—to  make up those losses.   

Federal poverty aid needed-the states lack necessary funding and resources

 James Weill. President of Food Research and Action Center. “The Federal Government— the Indispensable Player in Redressing Poverty” June 2006. http://www.frac.org/pdf/Weil06.pdf. Accessed July 8, 2009. 

In addressing poverty and economic security through social insurance, means-tested benefits, and other    antipoverty efforts, the federal fiscal advantage is decisive. Personal poverty is the result of individuals and families lacking income and resources, and one central answer to that poverty is helping increase their income and resources. Some states and localities are far less able to respond to this need than others. Moreover, places with the most poor people generally are the places with the greatest shortage of resources. Community poverty and personal poverty are entwined. If jobs are scarce and wages are low, then per-capita income is low and so are local or state tax revenues. The locality or state cannot mount an adequate or robust response to the poverty.34 Because of disparate resource bases, the states’ responses to poverty become widely disparate.35 While disentangling political from fiscal factors is difficult (and the political factors themselves have economic causes), clearly state and local funding capacity is a fundamental problem.    

AFF Answer: States have no money

States do not have the fiscal capital to continue to support additional governmental assistance programs

The Performance Institute, ( Private, non-partisan think tank),  August 8, 2008, “Sustaining performance in state and local government”, http://www.performanceweb.org/pdfs/Sustaining_Performance.pdf, July 8, 2009, mh 

A struggling economy usually means shrinking budgets since tax revenues stagnate or decline. Meanwhile, citizens also hit hard by the economy often look for additional government assistance, putting more pressures on many programs. Still, according to The Pew Center on the States, tight budgets have recently forced governments to scale back even critical and widely popular initiatives. For example, nine states are cutting a total of 36 million dollars from important Pre-Kindergarten programs, and many other programs with strong public support are facing similar cuts .Attendees and panelists agreed that ideally, a government budget should be based on an objective evaluation of what services a community needs and its residents’ priorities for improvements. However, budgets tend to be built incrementally or without such analysis. Too often, the sole basis for future funding is historical precedent, rather than need, importance, or effectiveness. By contrast, if results from existing programs can be effectively and objectively measured, budget requests can be rationally prioritized – and the community will get more of whatever is important to them for every dollar spent. Community surveys are an important tool for measuring constituent support, needs, and program effectiveness. This information is essential to identify “lower impact” cuts. To help establish true priorities, survey questions must be phrased to “force” choices, which a well-developed survey will do. In addition to helping governments make choices that are in-line with constituents’ needs, surveys can also help minimize the negative impact of program cuts and help the community understand that governments, just like families, make hard choices in hard times.

Permutation
Perm solvency?
Working in collaboration with the Federal Government has allowed the state of Idaho to send those convicted of gang-related crimes to federal prisons

 Crime Control Digest, (news service for law enforcement and criminal justice agencies), November 24, 2006, “Idaho joins forces with U.S. to try to break growing problem of gang crime,” http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?index=14&did=1235747691&SrchMode=1&sid=2&Fmt=3&VInst=PROD&VType=PQD&RQT=309&VName=PQD&TS=1247086703&clientId=48067, July 8, 2009, mh
Idaho entered into an agreement with the Justice Department for a joint effort to try to break a growing problem of gang-related crimes. Idaho Gov. Jim Risch and U.S. Attorney Tom Moss were the leading signatories along with representatives of the Treasure Valley Partnership that covers the most populous geographic area in the state."This cooperative agreement sends a clear signal that gang-related crime will not be tolerated and will be prosecuted to the fullest extent of the law," said the governor. "Those individuals convicted will be sent to prison out of state, breaking the ties to their local gangs."The emergence of gang problems in the largely rural state of Idaho is a significant demonstration of the effect gang glorification in popular culture that is influencing youths nationwide. The Treasure Valley Partnership is a coalition of local officials that will be headed by a prosecutor who will earn a salary and benefits valued at $100,000 a year. It is anticipated that the special federal prosecutor will begin work early in 2007.In the last legislative session, Idaho approved a bill, SB 1336, to enhance anti-gang laws. The new law increased the prison sentences for gang members who commit any of 21 specific crimes. The law made recruitment of gang members a felony punishable up to 10 years in prison and made it a felony for supplying firearms to a known gang member. The governor put the law into effect administratively in a signing ceremony with officials from the U.S. Attorney's Office and cities and counties that comprise the Treasure Valley."Gang violence has been a terrible scourge on our communities and today we are sending the message that it will not be tolerated," Risch said during a signing ceremony in his office. The governor said the new law means gang members will be sent to federal prisons to serve longer sentences than they would in Idaho. Besides getting gang members off the streets for longer stretches, the governor said the new law will reduce state costs for prison operations by $16,000 annually for every gang member send to a federal institution. Since federal prisoners are not eligible for parole, there is also a greater probability that the new policies will have the effect of breaking up gangs as their members are convicted and make it more difficult for them to reorganize under new leadership."This cooperative agreement sends a clear signal that gang-related crime will not be tolerated and will be prosecuted to the fullest extent of the law," said the governor. "Those individuals convicted will be sent to prison out of state, breaking the ties to then- local gangs."

States Can’t Solve – Healthcare

Forty Five States have implemented spending controls on health care – only the federal government can solve

Katharine Levit, Cynthia Smith, Cathy Cowan, Art Sensenig, Aaron Catlin, (Katie Levit is director of the National Health Statistics Group, Office of the Actuary, Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services, in Baltimore. Cynthia Smith, Cathy Cowan, Art Sensenig, and Aaron Catlin are economists in that office.), 2004, “Health Spending Rebound Continues In 2002”, http://proquest.umi.com/pqdlink?Ver=1&Exp=07-05-2014&FMT=7&DID=526183441&RQT=309&clientId=48067&cfc=1** , Accessed 7/6/09, DM

Rapidly increasing Medicaid spending combined with states' slow revenue growth has led forty-five states to institute measures aimed at controlling spending growth.7 These include provider rate freezes or reductions, cuts in discretionary benefits, and specific policies to contain the growth of prescription drug spending. Some states have made plans for higher Medicaid drug copayments or are imposing them for the first time.8In recent years states have looked for fiscal relief. Among the mechanisms used were upper payment limit (UPL) arrangements and disproportionate-share hospital (DSH) payments, which shifted some spending from state to federal governments. Those UPL and DSH funds returned by hospitals and nursing homes to state budgets for other uses are not counted in this paper.9 New legislation will help lessen the burden of high Medicaid spending growth on states. The Jobs and Growth Tax Relief Act of 2003 raises the federal matching rate for states that maintain their eligibility criteria and thus lowers the percentage of Medicaid costs that states must pay. States that tighten eligibility standards and thus cut their Medicaid spending would then receive a smaller percentage of federal aid than those that do not, perhaps leading some states to safeguard Medicaid eligibility.

States can’t solve healthcare – they don’t have the resources

Victoria Colliver, [Staff writer for the San Francisco Chronicle], Dec. 29, 2006 , “HEALTH CARE: LOOKING FOR ANSWERS”, http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?file=/c/a/2006/12/29/MNGUBN9SG91.DTL  Accessed 7-6-09, San Francisco Chronicle, DM

Federal law limits the ability of state and local governments to force employers to provide insurance. San Francisco's law has already been challenged in court by the city's restaurant association. Another major obstacle involves funding. It costs a lot of money to expand access to health care. States and localities might be hard-pressed to find the resources to care for the uninsured. And some public officials, including Schwarzenegger, say they oppose raising taxes to pay for the additional coverage.

States are currently failing when it comes to healthcare and they have limited room to improve

Merrill Matthews, Jr., [Ph.D., is a health care policy analyst who specializes in federal and state health care policies], April 7, 2000, “Lessons From Tennessee's Failed Health Care Reform”,  http://www.heritage.org/research/healthcare/bg1357.cfm Accessed 7-6-09, From the Heritage Foundation, DM
The inability to impose health insurance laws on all insurance in the state leaves a huge escape hatch for businesses. Employers dissatisfied with state regulations may look for a way to self-insure or may choose not to provide any health insurance coverage. States have been challenging the ERISA preemption in courts, but they have experienced little success so far. If states want to expand coverage, they must first realize that their options to enact fundamental change are limited. They have little ability to do good and a lot of opportunity to do harm, as TennCare demonstrates

State run healthcare fails in treating mental illness and addiction disorders

The National Council for Community Behavioral Healthcare. “Uninsured With Mental Illness And Addiction Disorders Not Covered By State Healthcare Initiatives, USA” July 20, 2008.  http://www.medicalnewstoday.com/articles/115479.php. Accessed July 7, 2009. 

 New data indicates that more than one in four adult Americans without medical insurance have a mental illness or addiction disorder, or both.  Many state healthcare initiatives that intended to cover the uninsured are neglecting these behavioral health conditions, according to a report by the National Alliance on Mental Illness (NAMI) and the National Council for Community Behavioral Healthcare (National Council). The report is available at www.HealthcareforUninsured.org. It is supported by a grant from the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation.  Mental illness is the leading cause, and addiction is the second leading cause, of disability among adults. Approximately one-third of people with these disorders, living below the federal poverty line, do not have insurance.  "We can effectively treat addiction disorders and mental illnesses and people that suffer from these debilitating conditions deserve treatment," said Linda Rosenberg, President and CEO of the National Council. "It is distressing that there are insurance plans and healthcare reform initiatives that continue to discriminate against behavioral healthcare."  The report reveals that benefits for mental illness and addiction treatment vary greatly across states. Among the report's findings:  -- Based on a study of 18 states, approximately 60% provide equal coverage for mental illnesses in initiatives for the uninsured, but only 28% provide equal coverage for addiction disorders.  -- Basic parity is not enough. More states need to address problems with scope of benefits, co-payments, prior approvals, and shortages of behavioral health professionals.  -- Few states are including mental illness and addiction disorders in wellness and chronic disease management programs.         

Most state efforts in healthcare are failing

Blue Cross Blue Shield. “State Healthcare Initiatives Focus On Expanding Coverage, Promoting Cost And Quality Transparency” bcbs.com. February 20, 2009. http://www.bcbs.com/news/bcbsa/state-healthcare-initiatives-focus-on-expanding-coverage.html. Accessed July 7, 2009.

State lawmakers' proposals varied from universal coverage mandates to targeted expansions for specific groups such as uninsured children, but most efforts fell victim to budget shortfalls.  Universal coverage bills failed in California, New Mexico and Pennsylvania, and efforts to expand coverage for children were constrained by the perceived lack of state and federal funding sources.  A few states cautiously expanded their Children's Health Insurance Program (CHIP) – Colorado, Florida, Iowa, Kansas, and Minnesota.  While in New Jersey, lawmakers mandated that all children aged 18 and younger have insurance coverage.
States can’t solve – drug programs

Federal government needed – states abuse inmates in drug treatment programs

        Human Rights Watch, [A Group dedicated to civil rights], March 24th, 2009, “New York: Stop Sending Prison Drug Users to ‘the Box’”, http://www.alertnet.org/thenews/newsdesk/HRW/3980f72f66cbc55a9c42a95a8455cd9f.htm Accessed Online 7-7-09, Thomas Reuters Foundation, DM
New York State's practice of sentencing inmates to months, even years, in disciplinary segregation for drug use and possession and denying them effective drug dependence treatment constitutes cruel, inhuman, and degrading treatment, Human Rights Watch said in a report released today. In the 53-page report, "Barred from Treatment: Punishment of Drug Users in New York State Prisons," Human Rights Watch found that New York prison officials sentenced inmates to a collective total of 2,516 years in disciplinary segregation from 2005 to 2007 for drug-related charges. At the same time, inmates seeking drug treatment face major delays because treatment programs are filled to capacity. When sentenced to segregation, known as "the box," inmates are not allowed to get or continue to receive treatment. Conditions in the box are harsh, with prisoners locked down 23 hours a day and contact with the outside through visitors, packages, and telephone calls severely restricted.
Florida Proves in tough budget pressure, States will choose other things over drug programs                  Deirdre Conner, [Staff Writer], April 26, 2008 “Drug treatment programs at risk amid tight budget”, http://www.jacksonville.com/tu-online/stories/042608/met_272291451.shtml Accessed Online 7-7-09, From The Florida Times Union, DM
Studies show drug offenders are less likely to be re-arrested after community-based treatment than after being released from prison, but funding for treatment programs is at risk as state and local budgets shrink. The Salvation Army and programs like it were forced to cut back in January, after a state budget shortfall in the middle of the fiscal year. Supporters say the $31 million in programs narrowly survived the ax this year, and their survival is not yet set in stone. Over the next two weeks, top negotiators in the Legislature will need to hash out unresolved budget issues before giving the final go-ahead for a vote. Even then, most of the programs would be paid for with one-time funding, which amounts to a one-year reprieve. At the same time, the state is preparing to spend more than $400 million next year alone to build new prison beds to support an expected surge in the prison population. Statewide, the number of offenders admitted to state prisons was up 8 percent from 2006 to 2007, according to the Department of Corrections. State Rep. Dick Kravitz, R-Jacksonville, said lawmakers know that treatment programs work. But in a tight budget year, he said, there are hard decisions to make. "The primary role of government is public protection. You've got to have the space available to put dangerous people away," he said.
Fed is best - Cohesion

States don’t serve the greater good – Cohesive national policies will always be more beneficial than state policies

Ann Althouse, 2004
(June 2004), Formerly American Law Register

Althouse is a law professor at the University of Wisconsin

[http://www.pennlawreview.com/Issues/152/issue6/Althouse.pdf]

There are times for the national government to stand back and let policies emerge at a lower level of decision making, and times for it to deprive local government of the option to be different. Is it better to deprive local government of the option to be different from the start, if a patchwork approach to policymaking will plainly do more harm than no regulation at all? Even where disuniform regulation is tolerable, it may be better to substitute national uniformity at some later point when the best approach to policy has become so clear that the states that maintain their own approach to a matter no longer appear to be making a positive contribution to any process of experimentation or to be serving distinctive local conditions and preferences. At that point, the states have begun to appear as laggards, no longer serving any beneficial purpose by maintaining their differences, but only depriving their citizens of the greater good. In the experimentation model of federalism, we might classify states as the vanguard and the laggards.
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