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o] A7 vlFo] 1980 F2FU =F5HAQ] FAAFWTW) oA =F
AARAAJA LFA) 223 QAR S 1HcD) 2o Azet @AE Hlastn sith
WTW A9 7)12 B Exd &3l e AFEE Aol AUAAM A
Aol AA AL F=F FEdhe Aotk o] A AA whgoRe BEx|¢gAe
Z7| AU S Axshe LFA B2 & - FAS FAISke HCD 2do] 241 3l
£, Akl 582 HCD Bde] =9} LFA 2de] F4od gofdty LFAR
do] AF}AQ WIW 43 Weg ME=e olfe oAl MEAE WA= &
Ho| 7|8 Aga & B3] wjolch, tiFut 19969 =UE TANF7L 8A|
F 717+ AgsPaA At v)go] Ze] = HCD B9 v Z &4 Whiez A
Rele FAlelth a3y LFA Bd9 Axle @A 202N BAFEgAES T
A9 ALZ A=A = Rithe v|HE Waly] ojgrh. LFA Edo] Aufdhks 7]
To] WIW FHo] Azt ojuidt ZAE e AUA ] WM e AFAEC] B2
TS Bolu glov, 3 7ER] B AL BR) Hi-(welfare roll) & wt 0]S0] o

* AT A EA Y a2
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o] =% YT (working poor)__.i A3} k= ARlo)e)

L e

At 1980 ] o) F AW A= BAF7IY] 72 7HE‘°1] 2 YL 7ledd gt 7
Z /NHe ¥ F 7] EAd A1 e, she dgeli "gE shve &
FHZolth AE Yol F2 AT =H 3o} FHHE EAZ TEFE2Y NE2 =
A HEE FAlga s uebd 3R AHS AL ojfle] BAl
FAY] oot =52 dAAT e W g AT gtk o] B4l workfare e
welfare-to-work (e]3t WTW) 2= &0l& o9t 22 532 )
o|t} 1)

B3], 0|3} 2o] ALEA) A& SN FREZI ANeks v 3] e U}
9] Aol BANEe] vz FE-2Y MY S EaA gt A=, niFe B
7t ARl ALY TR0t 2AS 4= A& Bit o), FTFFE
H| o] YT AHA ‘FFBZ 7V (the public assistance state E]-—- A A& ‘?_-7_'-2- Aot}

1) ¥AR= workfare == welfare-to-work (013} WTW) ghe fojo) AMe) B ok AEE 3
Zatn Aok AA, AREARQl ulolM workfarew FAFEARIAl B¢ 2o o7 A =
& kgl AEE 71e7ick BAl, WTWE ‘BRloAN =82 2' (from welfare to work) gh= ot
9] ofzlot}. o] T ulFe| FFHZ /Y M Uskon], Fx|of &3 AIRES T4

A (A) AgA TR = 7&?3‘1’—*1 BES guiFt, o|AS A} adl2 wgEH ﬂﬁizl 2he ool
7Heh AR, o g ‘Uil BA e U] AT B4, 22l1 ofE ol TE BA
2 Ag3k= 4L 7‘}2:‘- Silx‘fﬁ'ﬂ, o]R& AR Mo| o= Holt}h M ‘dale BA e
‘A7) A8 EX'ghs WL 2] 247} ol - REsiM gk folz SR 4ot ‘28 BA)
€ o|n %éhe vzt ;2 Sl7] WEel o] Bol5d] it FEE 2T Bl & + ik
ol#igt WA TFL 7|2 OR welfareghe ©olol] th e8fjelM 7|%th 71eAM welfare
€ 9k ojn)e] BAE 717l golvl ohE)l FER-EE Tl Aol ulF FRe] 799

- € 53 283t mElA o] 80188 HET we Y For) et drke BA - %
A A, E= =55 FANY FH, g2 9o 2l WITWe 22 8o & A28 A
ojt,

2) #Ha9 § FAAR w=H, nlFe A EA] AE FYM FFEZ7) AR Bl&2 1995
dol] 16.8% & 71E3IATH(SSA, 1999). W, T ARIEA A&0E 7|Fe2 € e
oD} AR EL 40% ALE AT @ch(Eardley et al., 1996). -
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(Bardley et al., 1996). 2 2%}, 7lx9] ‘BA'& ¥ AXH T4 F8 FAo] HRYw
TS e Al3A WA Flojd ¢ figith 2 FoME FEE2e o
F< °|F= AFDC3) Z2 7380 Uit v Al5] dvle] vlga) o= 1980dd] o
F 4389 7% B2 olojx I wl 1996'd 9] Fi M T 227) 32 AW’ (Per-
sonal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act, ©]3F PRWORA) & £}
HZY. BE 199%6de] BANE o2 gl o] WE BUglE AtHle iAol
AFDCE HA|3ta A3 EEA =] TANFE ohA s,

ol AN AZ|E 71 F23 FAlE FTEEO EThe =F FEAES
oAEA #of =FAZLE A AYAE F Aol FF Aol o)Ae] HlE
WTWehs o] Yo € uiolch. WIW A8€ a5k el dajie oz
F 7129 BEbAQl Ao ARl shue EXFHARA oFE dAley FoiA
=FAeE W) YTl ol FHRde FYoE £3) w59 AY =l
(labor force attachment model, LFA) olely R 20} W& sy ExFdzle] #A7|4
Y 58 dejFolof Ex) o FoM Hold £ Ytkn K a2 AR
24 (human capital development model, HCD) ©|2}x 3t} E& o] & 2dg o33
(ideal type) o) 7V7H2- AL 2 AR} A A7 EA3AE A, ol AHES
BAshe A BN A4S gelsla vjgle] Bk &% 5+ e a8 A
®7} €ok |

°] =% 53L& HCD% LFA 5 Rdlo] n|3e] WITW o] Ha=l= o)A
ojwgt datel FAE Eolx gler, o drt HIE AlFe] Ao A ojm g F3k
< F AUAE v|lm BEXNs= Aok

3 AFDC(Aid to Families with Dependent Children) &= 1935d2] A WAPge) o8 =gsiion
F% okgel Sle BRE 7150] 71231 A dideltth o|RE vlF FFHZY UFE ol F
o, &3] Dok B (welfare) = 2 o] RS EHTh 199638) 8] Yo & QAT B
A& Y FA T TANF (Temporary Assistance to Needy Families) 2w} Qich,
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2. 255439 BN F+ 2 LFA vs. HCD

nZe] BAAYE 2 Aol A4S oz 24 I 2 ststd) A
ode] ARyl et 2ok Zhals) F A T2 o] HE Holm YUk oA TR
A3 T2 Ak 12 BX7)Ye) 423 AR slekel= o) YR
#§7h 9 A% AMolth, 28U oS Teade) )2 ZXE AWEE Ul ok
T 74 7hed S REske Jolold, BAEe) AAE 42 selske )
o]l AZHAY oA e UL ofT) =, Ueke] WIW AL Bolurks Bx|4Fxje]
W2 AAE Axdhe Aol ded olEd A3E | T2 3PS [FA(=F AR 9
2) Bdeletn @k Wiz 349 714 18 52 PP Ro) Fesk
T AZdERs WIW Z2a38E HCD(Qh A2 A 2edolaky REr) 22 g2
Po) Z2ade o] 57X &ML 5 xatw g o] FAolAul ofu BE

< E3| 7Fxsl1bol| oek LFA E& HCD vl A g
1) & A& AHE(LFA) 28

LFA E2-¢ &3] Work First 2do|gtnE sk=t), o] wrojA & T Sl AAE
7Fed @ A9 AlY o] EAFFAL AAlElE AE F TS E9FE o] A%
o} Agdelgtn Ert o] Ede] AR S w2w, Bxld) o2 Ax gl AL
gEdAE a3lc] B 4ol 4& Akl A A7) 88l vE o dje)s}
Adgelct Aol gl Folegta dx, BAsgzle A4S B3 Al 28 &
w3 7155 g o U dARIE 45 5 slvhe Aotk (Brown, 1997). o]2lg
Zae "dAEle 2Ro] Am g Hole F& RAolTF (Any job is a good job) B FE
oA # Z2dth. LFA Bde BAgale] did 3714 a853 FhEcke @913
o2 AU e A4 84, 12ln 73 EF0) AFech AR o]He] =2
a9 A7y ¥ 4 9. BE 289 FAL 988 TSR AL oA, o
AL AP BE7E 53] Ad 2pollA Fgsor Foke YAttt

LFA 29| 3o Exe] A4, P39 94, 22la AgAez AP A
Fulgole}t & £ iek. B Uit Wrh AAE A 4o} ol FL whE A
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9 ko) o Hole 4TS duxt sk B4 AZAS oldigt & R E Ao
th 72U BEE Hx) gtk POROE o] Bde BxSFRe] AYE 7% &
2ol Skl 27) Fhe 2944 AUNA ZEshs UeiA AR 71E
die 2 BAL 24 97} fEold. ¥ UE 7 - 750 fle BXSFAE0]
2 % 9l YRRl AL AYDe] B LRl o]a YAlE A B
Holt] Bekgald olE $£FASL U] BINZE Bole 7hsAel Bk A,
LFA 2de 848 A A5 988 38 528y, mx 399, 2893 58
7t gL 71%S 2 245 EXSFAAY A48 & e FHolzhs Relth

Az}, LFA 299 A2 dRe AYF, HSd - A% =345 98 =54
o) Aelol gl e, o o] B @ nTe) wEARE ¢ T3} Aol
(Stettner, 1999: 12~14). 9 =FA|A o] ]9} 22 A3RNd e B+8lw LFARZ RS 7}
P8 A9 Aok Waith B4 AYFY UE AYS 1S = FASH BHY
YRS ThEA FAA AYZE TS Polme|n 22 24L e FHE 7}
A2 Aol o|¥A B AL, ExYolgks olF ol FHF HIT AL =54
o) it Pgsihs H|Bg Wil o Pk

2) 2zt Ah= 7HeNHCD) 2

HCD 2ol @29, Ex|d] o)&shs ARMSS APAF7) 918 e Wi e ol
EoA A71A A $HES dejFo] B o) Fo) A2 ol /e E 9
2 AAsRE Aotk oA 7] e EXEFA 28T 75 $EL P
AN 53 923 94, TPl i i 2 dAEE de s YRS &
)zolof gk}, @ vl “F A (good job) B BoloF ABE 4 IY & FHol
t}(Hamilton et al., 1997). ‘YAl F9lole F2 Aot} ghe LFA 24 ZAd9}
£ tzAo|t}. webd, HCD Bdo] wiRle § Ze e 7] Auchs dvt o
%9, A 28, 74 Ad 5o kIt AY HHAS AT olo] RBA, =F

1) @ ZAl M2, 02 F8 Ao A& PR ¢4 olES AT AT ARl £ Ale] (Jobs
gap) £ UHeH #th: New York - 183,665, L. A. - 122,040, Chicago - 76,957, Detroit -
53, 135 (Stettner, 1999).
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A Ade] Fol7l H BAS ("o}, o7 By, 2% & b)) S 3 2] 2]
= 3k |

TEI} FH, Z Az AHRe] Fo4¢ B2se HCD 2de] A opd e vl 4w
AlZkel ol Ect mARE Foly AR ol BANY =2ads) A¢, LFARY
9] o} 717k BF 3.5%0] Eglo) HCD 2dL T8 o] vju} e 45%0)
o]2Ft}(Eberts, 1995: 2). T H] &= BH =9k} 6 B8 HCD 2o AAz=L
olEF FAE ErlE Ao wekgih ArjAos B Bx oExe Ex A
Zo| RolR WA B &L B3 258 4 Uk Fol, |

T4 HCD o] A2 2Eslw 2 ozl Pa)A9 220 oz, ol
@ ZAAAE BETAS H9E & 7FsAol EoRe $AE UL nixsteg,
wEAAS) BAE o] RUE HA7L) olg). Bl wEAAo] ekde) A7 YA
£9 $4% oo] gy, HCD 2H& vl AURE sk 3oz deteh)
get

3. =534 BAHEe) 38

A 1980dTh ZHRE] w|Fe) B (3 3352 70y AL EA5IFRE wBA
o AYA7le Loll? FHE 71eddet. olaF 55 EA AYE 9F
313 Hoje] W83 A4S Wele ol I FA Exsigze 2E40 2 Bzy
Aotk ‘datelzt Hoje BA) el BAld] 7)128 £ o] 3L A} wEa)
BESRe T AREle] AEA ZHN S FESEA Al tiFe] £& AAE A 9
o. 1981'3] #HojAo] AR ol AF7A 7 TR FFAHY EANY

(i rlr

5) HCD ...ﬁ%"“lﬂ c:__b:,]_ .Tl’..'q"—] L EH7H 5’—7\]5',‘- Z}——-O] =8ty &ﬁ @EQ] t}a% 2.-"—]'—_-;_—3]-
£& =95 ok

6) 1988'5€] California Foll X Al GAIN Z219¢] 798 B, LFA 2do] X33 Riverside
County®] BT G¢u]8-2 <P 1,597€2IR e} HCD Y2 siEl% Alameda County=
559782 € 713815 H(U. S. General Accounting Office, 1999: 14).

7) 22M welfare-to-work$] Heolck.
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(work-centered welfare reform) o] A|=E1TE 1 FolME 198839 71& A9 (Fam-
ily Support Act, °|8} FSA) I} 19961d9] /i1 Y7 2271324 (PRWORA) & 1=
o) 329% ASE TRACE W §7)8 ARt

1) 78 X|&®(FsA)3 JOBS =213

198149 AT 373 B e gold FFe vixe FFHZE Wi tig
A olAe] A2 E2lszivhe A7 7T AT oA A A o 'FF
ofl At 2%’ (Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, ©l3t OBRA) & W&o T3
Zoll it gl ol Uit o] ¥ I F2 3T B9 5] AAE FF
Hog g # e A=A ARE vids] FUh. 22l o] Hd| wet Zt FollM
= ‘AGAE] 2228 X273 (Community Work Experience Program, ©|3t CWEP) &
e EAFFAL F7NE ZAT & A =AUk w2 o] Tz age] sid
workfare 2} 22jA 2 Aold. 22y o] 7R Hx I e BR Y = F
o] AA AAE 4FH R AR E HANIAE o3ttt

2z} o] CWEP B o] ‘AFF s Jy=BA vl 1988dele 715 AUy
FSAZ} AR 2 ‘IR 7139 71x 71% F =2 1% (Job Opportunities and Basic
Skills Training Program, ©|&} JOBS)©] AAIHSILL 9 FSAE AMY 302 7t o &
¢} =59 AA ZT2ORL FH OB APHTE 27T HolM vjx TFHZ
22718 2FH o vl Yo E Hridd, dAFo: £ W, JOBSE HAFEA
o th3t & FAE Ao 2N A AR L HCD) B vigE £ Aol
th 10 JOBS7} Al@=EHAA 27] AQS Az 74 Fo] WIW H & HCD 24
%02 M33l7] AIFEY. vl R & BaMd maw, 1991d A4 o

8) CWEP+ AFDC Z=2 39l 9 $3A7 BAF9E U UZl2 A9 1 22 (34 rshii
oluv} wAl B2 ulg) o] A7ISEE o R3lEr). o]89) kol Wre] YTl FeIXA] ¢}
AL BEEo|t}(King, 1995: 174).

9) JOBSE 712 AYY (FSA) o] #23E& o]F2 3 ‘

10) FSAE Bx g99] zog &&e oFE B, o H& A|Lfshd ANz EA+
FANA vl S felg NES 2 Silch FSAZ deold e ojws) g BRFFAENA
o5 'Y o] E olfe NEFHEY 8T AE HEeljlh
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Al 7)gke] FEo| ol ATS Hole Aoz JePTHU. S, General Accounting
Qffice, 1991: 5). ‘

a2 ol2jd FAE a7 Falgch FARTE 1080 e w2 A7}
A7 g QA7) QEeIet. A FY9] stz 2 AlB)EA] X2 A
g2jd o] ol H]83} AJTto] Pe] ©= JOBS Za o] Axl 0| Yojz}
I Uk JOBS 2 a3¥o] Zxdhe 72 n &L Y THE HolE Feola|n
e 2 A7 B4R HojwRcke A= A7), oA HCD =2do] g
Zyle 3ol 2 oo]F th(Holcomb et al., 1998: 13~14). T} 1980 dcd Tl 1990
A 2o o2 #A) AA7)9) AFDC $34e] 47} Tl F3384, JOBS =2
o] g 3199} vlwo] Zolth 1) BA] D3 gEH £RYY Clintone] “$
27} 21 3l BA A=E BT (end welfare as we know i) ¥ FAE 0|9} T2
wAolA 1he Aolet. |

2) 7ol n} ZR27]3|Z A (PRWORA)

- 1996'd°} A% " PRWORAE 60'd 0|3 fAI=1d AFDCE #A\st1 v]F F35
zo| 28 B¢ wHRE, 71 H9HY Polglth WIWS Bad o] sl 32 e
I 9lo)e v o) Ae]d 4 UTHU. S. Department of Health and Human Ser-
vices, 1997). ‘ '
S, W23 nix]et AL8) QkAWel AFDCE A8k A1A Y249 TANF
(Temporary Assisiance to Needy Families) 2 tiA| g}l TANFS =3FaldAls 9143}
ZE o5t ol 1) 2 F= 20029744 TANF =321 50% & 22 854
FAA A g}, obg AIQlY] 7 71 F 6009E 2% ¢ girh 1)

11) JOBS Z21389] A3} 727 JA7) BAWA, AFDC $F4F S 1980dn) e 1, 1007 2o
A 1990l ZAtel= 1, 4009 Ho g 5314 th (Danziger, 1999: 8).

12) oZd, lAY el AUFEFAe 39 A 2208 FEE (2939 Al FEEd 2
oo} sln}, 2\do] YW Wk=A] FHYS sof ),

13) o] 713t A FAoloFLE ARH Fz wre EAHE TR BAsi: a4 Ugo|w, A)
T BAIH (temporary) ©)eke o] L o]fol7IE slth
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X, FIHER B/ AR relzekle AWl T F BE A
A& o] gt TANFol| 28%e A4t AW 77t 234 Bz (block grant) 9
2 7} ol X FoH ZF F= o] &2 Yohe WIHZE AFA AHEE 5 o

AR, w53 FAE 28k JOBSE HAlstn BAFgAEe] 27] A9S A%
dhc LFA Rd= EAsiich wS3 FA4 i A o] 9732 JOBSS tlza o
Z o8] 2y HolojA, 10U R} F*E AYsIE e FIAES AL A
o B - FA9 S Wrlrzt H ofHAHk

AB7A 9 =2 & T B, vl=e] WTW F&-2 AJ3 27190 1980d ] &4t
T THEE S EAE sk Wi - AL Aldo] {3sictrl 1980 d ) 3ike} JOBS
20 29 B0 83 F3-E 7}Zs= HCD 24U 2 93k vlglch. 23
U 1990dd] FR5Ee HCD 2o 2 Hdstn, Z7) 32 FAsh= LFA Y
2 A Eoltn S B ol T2 ale] R E A e AEAQ] APHAIE HF
A AZAR] YAE AR R gu=Ee 348 2otz stk ols} d7, PRWORAS]
Qo FgAe] TEEF e vE AAEA 44 S 9A HUoh & D27
I AP R7E 1980 d) 22 E B3 FFAHE BANY (welfare to work: WTW) 3
Aol X718 EAE 847 Aoy, (2¥ D2 olg 552 JWoE gt 1
Fo) Yeht XY vl2e] WIW A O—@= 7kz ok |

(B 1) o= ey EIF A8 WTW(welfare to work) Z223e| Al7lY EZ

Az A 1981 1988 | 1996
dq 3 WIN JOBS TANF

O 271 A 2=

@ g, AHE A

O 2, 4 3F

£ A @ 74 &% 34 @ 78t §9 g @ 7 713 A
@ &7tE, d¥E3 © A 28 @ A4, o=
°]g3 Ed LFA HCD LFA

Z : WIN (Work Incentive Program)

JOBS (Job Opportunities and Basic Skilts Training Program)
TANF (Temporary Assistance to Needy Families)
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QF 1 oIS WTW Fao| sl F4)
A

LFA HCD

A

4. %04 Aeiol ek LFA 2535} HCD £3¢) W)z 37}

o] 29| Yol AFEUEC| LFA B3} HCD R LFo| odo]7] wjFof
ZAR] WA T2 S0l o5 mHlo] g AlHE Lohlrle olFTL 93
o YRe) Zode T ndg E9 U FP IPoE PAEY ZTeo
W &0 E4 el x|go] Eaig AlS B AL A ol go| ot
o|E€|¥, JOBS ZZ&I1HWEL Wi/l HCD 244 77he HEE @3 g3, TANF
Z2IWEL LFA B2dd EUYE £ Aot |

a%hd o)F Al 4ol Yehd 7t mde 319l ojuid AT Holn glesp W
T2oe g0 oW YL Z AU 2 Bl e S BANN 47
AME ol2F BeE SR F FUS Ao HrlErla 8t § 71 G5
Folof & AL, IR VARSI o2 Q&) T B tisle] EAPoR g
T Hl S sk AL @ uluE Brhssiths Aolth mabd o] AN o] Foix|
E 5 2dd g Brke @4 Ald %ol Yeld 232 2 7] 7|12S 2402

% Y| 7 (focused comparison) S ¥h2]o| g Aelr}. AF vne} 7Ee F 2do| g
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w37 2L FEA o= AxY AAE AT Yl #F Aoln, 2 F d¥=
WTW Z233e] Ex¢} F8Er: @ B4 o& &89 - A% 38 4%, @ &84
o] HYE A, @ARIHIE a3}, @ 18 7Y P ORI AHA W B¥e A
& Eol7l A3, o) Hrke 7hedt 3 F Bdo] S Y Al 2L 2E
Aot o] & Ao Z gIEAHS AL A FE o} F7} 19880 A= GAI
N15) Z2 7333} 1992d0) A|2HeE 37 =Ale] WTW 8 1980] g} 16) GAIN X2
T i Brke FY AR A G2k (cross-site) B Q] R¥HoA 370 =A|9] B} &
1-& 2¥l7} (cross-model) W) o]t}

1) GAIN Z273e| HP

GAIN Z=2 72 1988'd9] 715 AW (FsA) o] mhet =91€ JOBSS o=
e Eol Fo| A APt GAIN 2P o= WIW T2 333 o7z
AFCD 828 Ag# 3352 A& S 712 FE2 A3 ATk o] &l
AFEE GAIN 2T #g Bz Je-2 tiFE v RAEX| 1o H7t A5
EYZ g Holt], 17) o] ddto = FRAIHA 6F 7HEH| Riverside®t Alamedad =
AA o2 vlwslHa 3} Riversider LFA 2ol vIBE & T2 038 AT A
dolx Alamedats HCD Bdel| 77he Z2a38 A3)slsl7] Who|ch

14) o] EE—*’] HhEA| %i e AL ohie). oF 801, AYES Andlele 519 1& F
< TRl BEE AFEY] Aot W12 AAS) AEEY AT T dEHEe BR
f’—]'_'ﬂ. g+ gtk
15) Greater Avenues for Independence Program2] ¢fzje|ch
16) o] T2P e F 2d & v]wslr] 98] Atlanta, Grand Rapids, Riverside M EAA vlZ B
ZAEAF(DHHS) 72 ofel A=t
17) 715 A9y (FSA) o]l @29, 0)F BAEX|R-(DHHS) & JOBS =273 g 3713 H71&
ojF Aoz HABIEE Ho $1%ith DHHSE MDRC (Manpower Demonstration Research Cor-
pomtwn) ghe %7 AEr189 49 AgS 2 28 WUt 58 )2 3ich MDRCE 1988
FH B2 o}l 39 T (county) 7k 9 & F2} 33, 000%'21 EEE oz GAIN
E‘-iil"é‘—’l A8 Brler] AlFesich A 82 Riccio et al. (1994) & 328 A
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(1) A 712

MDRCE 1988'd 56| 51 B3t Ae| Eu o} 39 67} T (county) oA 33,0002 ¥
Eg o2 GAIN Z2I3E %71ebr) 918 229 A (random experiment) 2 A
AR 18 ZA A (3 county) & GAIN Z2709] AHEQ) B ol 52
Mol 43t HL B & RS HEElEs, 1 FE BHL ojmg uhyo] B
AGaAe) Aol 7 BFHAQ AME BdEy] dsiM.

(2) T2 g | o |

RiversideolA Al3)g T2 adge o2 or A9uus 27] g 848
AAE Azt T2y GUAEL ZT2aW S2ASAA $A2 o] AL A
ANFNEA, AYF dAT Z19EA RESE FHEFY Seld Witk 551
9] #7132 Eol7] 93 7P XA AR HeEYY, am 9T B
o)) S=Ro| A A&sA A Aol AT 19 |

olg Ao =, AlamedaTs] BIAES A3 A (human capital) &) LS =
28 AZEA olEe T2y SEAEA dAE D2k u A5 AL
Aushe &8, £ dAYE Fsl7] AMM = GAIN Z2a3o] AFshe a8
T Arlshe Ao] F8shks e sk -

(3) Ane} £4 |

GAIN E2-13)0] A3} Aok BE Holx) A83do] EANRD BT} S4=5 A
o2 Ughsth oh 2ax, Zzage] 9 ARE AR Ao dFHETHU.
s, | General Accounting Office, 1999: 12~21). Aq hAAR|E Zo|M+= Riverside?} 7}
A Fegd A3E 89t Alamedas A% ZANA 7HeE 23 AEE Hrisg]
th (E2DE FAY Zzade) AU 2ok £ ol

18) 7249 AHE, 7ISA 9 (FSA) 9 w3 wel, MDRC7} Alsshe RE Hrlo] o7 o2 A}
ST 48 B ZAIRAES YT ARG T g v, I 71k
A o & Aol ouF Zol7t BYRNEIE FAHCE vlmshs Aotk

19) Z2:8e] FEF APDC FFAHEC] &7 AFE o|dskA] @& 7ol gole] Aztoly S¢t
3 2 AA 2471 WAk

20) APYLL T2 o] 8 7HE AlE R e o|e AltEe|n FARGE TE Yt 4
Bglo] AHdA A S & Algeelth
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(HE 2) GAIN Z21¥o| Xy Mz}
(Fd& 1993d &3 7%

A¥ o A9 A A Riverside Alameda
A8 vs. B4 A< A% A 43 54 Ad | EA
1 3AAE (%) 56. 7 50.8 67.1 53. 4 48.8 40.8
2. 3459 (d9) 7,781 | 6,367 | 9,448 | 6,335 | 6,432 | 4,941
3. AFDC #&H]& (%) 52.5 55.5 40. 6- 45.8 67.5 70. 6
4. AFDC E%¥FH(Ed) 811.3 1,983.0 782.0
5. FY/v& () 0. 76/per $1 2. 84/per $1 0.45/per $1

1) FHAYEL 39 $U% & dolade HAY Ho| Y& AT u gL e,

2) FASAE BEX g4 190 3d B¢ AR E B3 Hoi5A 459 HF F4.

3) AFDC Z&ENE& 20 A 3d He] AFDC 34 ¥ 8.

4) AFDC M}Fde T2y Ao 33 £¢ AoE 192 BF FA9L slelyin =
2O A g GG v AR BT AFGe] Aold,

5 F/H4e T2y ud 1883 GAF £ g s,

6) FAHCZ folvlg e Riversideol M3t el

28 : Riccio et al. (1994) & W71 A2 "Az A

¥

Riverside Z2 79& A ES XTHF 5719 71F BFolA ThE o= A8 &
T AHRE ATk gk opE) o] £ URE FAHCE Fon)dk AelojH =
239 83t A g AYE BHAF, o] TR 53| vl g SR F
< Z34E vEp 3 vk 3d Bk AkE 109 AFDC Fojdo] 1,983€#|2 AA|
Hatoly Alameda A Holl A kg ARG F ol o)F vt T2 AAA 39
JME @d EERT. £ - HE A4l 19217 2. 84ejghe AL ZEOH |
2 E FAR wvjt} a2 QAT £ (kT 24 Aok F) o] 2.84€R]d] o]8te &
olt}, oA AA B A€ 44, T2)3 Alameda T2 Ajs}o] 6ul] o]AtojLt
5= $3]olth AM, Riverside Z2 1YL vlF HYL BEE YFM=E FHE 7}
A Ae2 HFAH WIW Alellghe 88 23 $IYhU. S. General Accounting Office,
1999, Dolowitz, 1998).

diAol, Alamedadld A% Z2TdL AN HFHOE A2 IR
Riversides} 3ol I2A HEojAe AL 2 =y} H]E SHdMe A4
Hoe 23 Re2 YEided, o]AL Alamedad) T2 A7) as3 FEE
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Axde T2IP02A FExp|go] & Hu #A7} 2ot HAAE Alameda X2
39 191F B 8-2 5, 59723 2A] Riverside?] 1,597 o) ¥)3) 3. 5ulL} Be A
°tt. B3, Alameda T2IYL 7] FFATE o2 & AololA AFDC F
£ A%k Yoz 2 498 AFA E3si

A= GAIN Z2199] Aol w29, B3] o2& gui)y)e die 27 Y e
%8s LFA 2do] w83} FAE 7r3dh= HDA Rdit} &4 axlxolel= 2
8ol Y2t fele o] AEL A9A ielEd VN A, AHsof & He
Riversideol ] A|8)§+ GAIN & 9% JOBS T2 1ol Usto|QA7] wTo) AP
2 LFA RdA Y g FAEFO 2T o] Rz gkthe ARdolth, g8 A
T AFel did ez 2] AP F8AE dxsple YA, WA LFA 24y
de) Yo g SEASOAE 712 a8 TS TS IHe A R2agT
SEA 7R 60% 71 71228 Ev AQPEE S uiglths AR Riverside 213
o] WY LFA Bdo] opH S 2 BeJZTH (Strawn, 1999: 5). oFg3} LFA ¥ &
APshe ARASL 2d9) $44 7HAQ AT (aRE 271d) o] F2she Ao
171 Q2o FEAEC st B9 AAY Ao} g AGET A4 Ak o)#
A= Riverside T23We] HIAE Hol& v o]- AL E£L0] HYE Ao Ko
th Riccio et al. (1994: 25) & Z2 03 AFAEC] SEA A AL 27| ol
Hg 22 AAA7 e ZAE AYS AFstn Yok

230 w&d FHO Fal= wd njn|gt AP Azt A3 A Alole] AW
Ae AElEete] 2RA A &3k adds 8 FHAE 71238 Alameda T
29| e o a3A AL &b ARE A F=ojor & AL HCD Bdd)
3t Hrhe Aoz o g2 AhE 83t AHolv). 4 &3 £39) 7|3
A7} Ao Azt o] Ae] &5l FFAER GEL BN AR e AR gL 73
o] AYA Hetlx, A B} PoMe oj9 2 24v) AR neHR g
o @b HCD 2de] ke Juizos Agrta 2271 gk,

E4), HCD 2ol uj9-2 £ A4 T2adS0] Y 72080 5ok A%
o] A2 oA At AL oleke HAs} Az} Wl 2) AAF HCD R

21) WIW Z2390 712 2 (busic education) & T59% &9 HES) o) 428 717l o
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ZIZnSETe nEwsd AP AQFE F8AE Azaor Ik 2% sof
&719) EE €2 § Y= Aolnk o] H-2 GAIN Riverside Z2 193} fAIG =2

IS A% 23 9 Portland A& AT 81 4 UTH(Scrivener et al.,
1998). Portland Z2 IR HYe] $849F Z2 k= FolA 7124 0.2 Riverside
X200 YT A E AT & 71A] e A& Riverside s}t 22 d=lgle) 2L
zaPaA AJEAT 7% 25 Zsivhe AMdeold), Z3lAM, Portland 22
Il HCD 299 Wlgo] 7lul=Rd Aotk olg) 22 g2 A1g§ Ak
WTW 23389 Hu] AJFAlelzhe Riverside?] Aztel A ti53e Ao g zAlE
%t 53], AFDC AFAE 17% AAAZ 22 Riverside 2t} 958 232 AF
ek ©]A2 HCD 2do] A2 g3l d 7|2 usHrke AYgEde] a3tk
& AARBE slch

AR, =gAF EAloltt. m&H FHE WL AGEo] AW wEBARE o} F
YA (any job) } Qo & AFEEC] AYdte =8 AATE g2, LFA Bdo] 4
A AL Ul EAeFARSE vl ALY AAlE 2AE Ad AREEe] 2o
e Foltt. JHdl|x BAIFFAEL vlegRiel via] Sl Al ¥ it 22
A ALS FAA & AFES] =FAIRE oA KT Age] o] v, o)2igt
g FAAY A It AR ol9le] 2ATHAEY, E AAE B ¥ (iob
entry) & € 43 T dAE fAo% 49 d%E Fo. diHEE AFDC

AEo| o A4 E B3l 3he a2 HRels HS TE, FA|F M) °]
9 gL AR EAY 9l QA (Danziger, 1999; Loprest, 1999). 22}
EXArgAeE dAes & wsa FH 398 %/ o o2 Ae wkgER
o Aolrh

opA|ute 2 ‘AJF Alel'2h= Riverside T2 9) SHAIE A HTo 2N BR| 9=

oltt. a2\ o] 2 ojvle ANE Wart itk e A4 WIW Z2a@dA 71: 2%
ol @8 AIF R EfFE olEL IET A T} A 50| = AlEelth olRe
WTW Z2add Wke 3549T Y A=Y o] =FAFIAM oFA A4E AWE
AlAEka ok

22) LFA 2¥olAME olF dARIE 2] 28 AL Fxsted o2 LAl E g AFES e
o] EAeEANY 2& o] ¥ N5d =50tk a8y FFNEL H|FAlo) v)E)
Y A9, 715 7 372 59 2E Dol EelE AR ¥4 sl
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AEE =FTARCE Bl Yol drivt o2l FHAN7E HARTA Bt o
TE WIW Z2 33 7184 71 $2 492 ok 82 92 Riverside T2 712
= WIW A2 dvtd ERE o8 @A45R Z81Ach(U. S. General Accounting
Office, 1999; Freedman et al., 1996). 213 37|z} 7120 Awre 349 Hox oA
3] Bl oEatn AT 80%7F Fe AlEo] HIZA olsle] AES A1 9T
£3], Age] Bzlolgtn T 'L UYANE @A sk P gHs Ansign
(Strawn, 1999: 4~5). °lo] wg} 5d0] A3 He= B o)Z25ox] a3 Ak
(43 D ok BT (EA FD) Alol9] lol7} AMIAY glojx| 31 gt} Zekale
2 Bk, ZEodo g3} 538 7)) Bohs o, |

2} 37} EAICHIHBI LFAS} HCD 249 Y d|n

vl5 Agef|A JOBS T2 18S %718l MDRCE B EX) % (DHHS) & 830
2 LFA 293} HCD 299 43}E Atlanta, Grand Rapids, Riverside®] 4] £A)o]
A 19919 57E 29 F9t 75 3}9&‘4 o] 48 & T 2do] 3L H4A Alg SojA
AFdche Aolld g2 AT AL, 5 Aol F 7)) Adolg my
= Al &dske 740]2171 “H—u:"ﬂ FAANES 23] 1 2HE FE5HA HQo
A7l =elEs giyEe] Age YEE AFER ¢ 8 25 DHHS/MDRCS
B7HE EME @ Aol 23) |

1) A¥ 7= |

MDRCE Al ZAlA 22} LFA 293} HCD 2d€ BA]d Algsideth. 2t ©A)
o EAFFAEL LFAJY, HCD I, 283 AT 39 8 2o 229z u)
FEAE o] Al gl WA AlgEe] 2d Hol AUYES w23 oJ2] 7] ZoA o)
Mg FHE Ho|eA] EAdhe Aol o] 4¥9] Fxjol},

(2) Z203Y e
Z2I99) FA M e ?‘I‘-’% Atelell e}ztel WAzt il gAg AAF

23) AP W82 Hamilton et al. (1997) & =37 nlt,
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oy F wdo 7B Yejo] 430 LFA Z2a9e wEA%e] 27] 1YL
28912 HCD Z2 e w4y F£dS ZA89d. LFA T21d89] 24$, 37}
AFgo) 714 WA slot & L& ‘Uxte] @A (job club) o TE3te] 27 YL FH)e
£ Folgleh ‘Yale) R BE 3~5% A%e] ©y] Xeagow Mg 7
ol #5] J5HA 4 A2 e nEFES 205k A HY wHL A
At olelg WEE SRS 27] A S A 28 AR Br)E9) 283 2
AEH, e BT TF 220 BQden, of FHL Hdiol o]Fela yrix)
whE Qi

HCD 202 99d ARASE A7 sdA 2L AR 97 N 58
3} Fo] FAY A& Ansigch of TPl WiFE AP A WA BEL
Q) 7)23% WA EEshe Aol W] AYEA FAes AHoz A
& olglo] MAETt. J2U HCD T2a%e 2 Ax} LFANE U Bas
Zo] op7] wEe) FHEoZ Ay o7} Bekeh ) Riverside T2
Te 5 =A% 28 25%tE 29 8o gl ARME tiez ARH 7ig 7|
Z@go] TRaYe] ARGY. ¥W, HCD T=ade] 3% - 3d Fad 528
BALFAES H3 2d 5 o] Fo| BRE F ATk o)A & LFA T2 179
2% - 8 WS A% 91Q0] 849 A3} 2E o2tk

(3) dajet 24

A ZAlA A3 Agel AntE B, LFASH HCD Bd 2 ad] A71g A
HE0] HIA7IRIE His) 253 Y& AuE de es A F 2ol »
F Z2 3% A} (treatment effect) & Ve TR Folh. 22 F 2Y 7120 o=
Fo| § $r7 AAE B =R dslde BAEHLE folu|g Ayt YA st
THU. S. General Accounting Office, 1999: 21~23). (¥ 3)& AE3} AFDC A%k o]
g = 2deol AFE 4HE Al Aotk

& 3>9 Ao} mE2w, LAF 242, Grand RapidsoAe &5 E#-E A9
¥, EE oA HCD 2dEc} dilg £& 448 AFUY. 22y 21ZF o)4de]
e Ad WAES A4S B¥, F 2 Alld '8 g Ao]7t EA31A g
= 94 & F Ak AR PR Aol FAHoE v Aoz AT
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(B 3> LFAZ2%3} HCD 299 xjo{y #1} H|F (in 1993 dollars)

TAH Atlanta Grand Rapids Riverside
Tdd LAF HCD LAF HCD LAF HCD
257 1,479 960 704 805 1,624 ‘moa.
3E o] -
A <ka v} 481 404 1,230 785 1,102 n, a.
{2Ea8| 434 19 1,409 347 894 188
F o3 -
Aetay 214 220 1, 495 952 1,3% 1,134

F11) ASEHE TR0 AlPoz AT Bsiatst ujAAA Alolo 191 AE Alo| & w2
2) Aeade T2y Algeg A Auixie} vl 1A Alo]e] AFDC Fojd) x}o] & ut,
3). Riverside®] HCD Z2I1PL nF &7 ol3ty AvialgdAT 444, |
4) Atanta®} Grand Rapids®] 29z 25579 zpole EARCR {onehr] e,

L& : Hamilton et ai. (1997) 3 U.S. GAO(1999) o|A Ha}7}y Ae). |

(U. S. GAO, 1999: 21). 31Z o|sl9] H7frRIEC]| HAFE At Aole A 7]3te] 2
doz v ggly] Wi 283 Fdo Favt AUE vebE 735 999 Aol
A} olaj& 4 v}k Grand Rapids T2 13o] Avtdoz £ AUE e He ¢
FAE FET S8l AR ARl 7103 wip 2,

- 7] el ZA] Riverside TEa3e] Fad] g Ax dold Bev) ok
ol HEe} o), Riversides A FB 3 GAIN Z2I394 Holwt AWE Hel 2
oltt. v} o ARl viehd Aale AR} AFo] Q3] B}, 2 olfe T
AYU7F o] AL Strawn (1999: 5) o] HH3] A&AF )2, Riverside2] GAIN T2 13}
o] oheFet E-& B2 wigE LFA 5d9l Azke iz oz o) Agd) Abed
LFARde Aol AXog 73 ggue zzshe AP= LFA 2 7p7He A
o197 lZolct. o] A w&F FHE A3 vl LFA 2d A3 ZAHQ)
WIW Z200] g & glde A& 8iE

5. SRS Aol it A4 A

Sol A ATE 5 A 7120 wESARA BN wTw) T2 718t 7}
A F25} 23 22490 Agolt)h. o] AdelA Uehd Az oz Arjg B
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Y Ao o3 AAAT 1EE T3 el 58], TANFS Ag o|F FFHx
Falof 712k Algo] FNAHA 2 Fof XY FAL TR AlZloleks WEE Z
Adke A3E Boln 9lon, A BE Fo] WIW FHe] LFA Bd 2 AM3]sgich.
o] oA, EAF o2 FATle] 87EE HCD Bl o|A] F-8x]E0] B 3¢
7% ol¥ o= f-8AE 7L Sle AN ©£8, LFA 299 435 FA7 F
TRz 2&2F Fub]| gl A HNESdAE o g GBS 1| AJASN ol T
AEE FHoE &8 A B2 3AL

1) & 249| 7ksd1t A

Aol B WIW 223e] ¥y} Z3E 89, HCD 2do| LFA 2ddj vja) &
3o} HEANA 25 HdojAe Aol yehdt), o] A u|= 7 Fo| BAAY
Ao T vlZ Hkd=lo] TANF o|fes Agl XE WIW T23o] HCD 2d<
W2 T LFA 2dS M 33y vt 2393 &4, HCD Bde] f-84o} ¢As] ¥
A3 e AL M= ofHeh ZF F71 @A) AY3lx le LFAREE
A GFhE 7Zrxshs 19800 9] 483 LFA Bdo| ol7] djEolth gLd| &
A, dA 5359 LFA 242 HCD 249 848 d& 4835 H¥e LFA, T
HCD¢} LFAS] &% 2979 44 < njxn o

o]RL 2L omsherl? MEAQ LFA B2de] 9% A Aun LS B
Az} oludt FARIZI A AldlolA Rel= LFA Bde] ‘AT & tliE 274
FgE Aeloh AlZko] 29N o] T AU Algxle RAos YERdeh
227 He M 288 o4 o] Bdo] 2] AL A2 Uulx) dalele) A
3 Ao A ARA FR4E7] mjRolth LFA Rdg vigee ¢ T2age
AT A7REE A 713871 Fo1d o gAY Al dis) 22 ¥ ARI'E A
TEA £8. o8 Z2ay 4FAESENY ofF dxEiY Boghe gAY
Al ghte] 71s)d Bk opa), o2 AL - YHE FAY o] EXFA F
o - ARzt HAZHQ) AA AHo] FARRIT YTk olsh TE g Eol|M EA4FA}
B2 YAe A& AR Xt ok ARV 88 ) fle Zojth LFA X
Eayol e £ ERE &Te AE v o] A%y FHsA] ¢d.
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23U o|FA siA e UL oW Ul8e] AR BRI o). o
3 ASE HY, FIRZE FHElL =EAR0 R AYY AYSe A2 My~
Boprt 46. 2% 2 7V B3 thio] B JUR 02 24, 2% F AR5 THLoprest,
1999: table 2). ©f #oke] 27| YAl A=A o2 HdFeln Agr du 2L 7Y
2A9] Hgo] AY FoiAA et o E BAE ©F F A et AYF - A%
d =¥AR 2E dd F o o]ie] a3 S 7IE S gloke Aol 8]
oJEL Holstou A, o] o MZE ®lE9 &o] 7oz e Aok

A=, LFA 292 EX¢grie] 243 ARt B43AE H3) HioA
AAsE dolltt 48 Eehs v#E W) olg. o] WA dAle] LFA R
4L BEXFFAE F Q1T5 (working poor) 2.2 wHEo] & Ad] AU @ethe
A Aol A71E 1L Y= Aolvh, z2ln FHAde BX] B (welfare rol)) & tl'id 0] 0]
A Ao AAE A oA FTHEE B0l Aol €7 YAAE, Ex
Fe] ARE Age] 7tsiAlE €3 TANF offeld o3& AldA Brbssin olg9
A= o5 EFEa | |

HCD Edle] E3t7} Wigksts LFA B9-e @718 &3] axX 3 gl 4% L 1
g o), I EXFFAES ALY A2 AT F U= A dighe R 7
A HCD 29| unlg Az} =i ojfollA] 7]dskerid 3 AuE e )L,
SoM = AFT AAH, ¥4 T2 Hge HCD RdS thHE 49 7]2x
(5 258 9 oY) & 72 W82 22 vt olFe BX¢3AEe A o
w7t 158t £ AR FHE 23 A B, AdELY 75 289 Al
P& JF2A R F5P) delt) 2B 7)12u 8] 2BAA A AE @7
A FEREHA =2iuA] g Itk (Strawn, 1999). EX|FEAS0] de U A
A, 7122|EYE Aoy 7)Fe] FAHE AE T3 23} e o] % $9
ahtd Aot |

A ATAEL =54 98 ok dle 712aSErks YxlE 249 7%
53 FYFHo] N FAo|gkn A A3} (Strawn, 1999; Loprest, 1999; Eberts,
1995). 1Az 32} Work First Z279€ %7} o= Mo dad, JdEd
7 2|5 Q= (on-the-job training) & 72 HCD 2P0l 27) AYL 22 LFA
Z2OYRT 453 = 5AY EAE BHHEberts, 1999). (K 4 e F 7 A
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(& 4> o|AIZHF Work First =229} 3} (in 1994)

T2 mdy LFA HCD
AdE 65% 1%
AJAA Y AT dF (L= 5. 42 6. 69.
AT M2 FHY A A7 (L) 5.61 6.95
FABAY F7 45 (2¥) 162. 90 232. 14
FAF 4 He 7 £5(E9) 176. 10 250. 13

Zt& | Eberts (1999).

29| A7} gefslof qloh

28, o %7k 99 MDRC7H A3 2827 AAHQ Ao] ofelA FAZQ
oulE Fo¥ e AT, AA &5 skt 4 18 offA @tk 22
Al 2700 F 29 BRF U@ EAE B ot A go| AubHA FRZEY Aol
A FREG B, M g H F 22T kR Aleld] EFR &F Aole
HCD Z= 79| E74F # HoEr.

olF % 4E Zile= FoE AN A7 AlfE HCD 239 U8
HCD 299 83 FE3] Yehd & ke Ao} op ke Solvt. HaiAa, R
A% HCD 242 X gk 2ot dA=, 7189 HCD Z2adq 71} B2
Algo] o Alae 4 Z1ERmsolr). AYdmiodt FAL agte]
th oA e R T2l FEF AREES 7|2 o] ¢ A7 Ee), 1
3 Y A= g & A AL £F 2209 B3 £ E7)
W) Fo]T}(Strawn, 1999; Trutko et al., 1999). HCD ZH-& LFA 2dlz} dely 228
Al BA7F ddisojof @rt a2lER 71E Al velhd HCD B4 #21%
= o] 2o] FFHA] @2 A T2TIRE AYshe AT IPE #AV) sle
Zold,

2) 7ls B89 E240 ciohy 24

T 2de] 7leAdn AE neld o, g 4390 digke 7l WTw =
239] AN A7k F8AL B AX L Yok TANFE ¥|£3 Al oA
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o] HCD 29| #7134 FAE §8¥ & fle 8Hoth ofgd 27] #Y9 F8
AL AFF o2 P gt 0T RN 7HF F4HQ tigke £ dAk
g A2 7 UTE WHEMR EHEQ) 7% mSE ek Aelok 3T
Portlandoll A 218§ ‘AT o2 o];= 8 (Steps to Success) 0] &= WIW RA=hel
2 dhte] 7V g€ BT} (Scrivener et al., 1998). Riverside®] GAIN 21388
s7lshe Aod Wrhln 9l o] T2aWL, Riversidedt $Y§ 2d7 dxxE
AESEME, F7IAENA 2EAe] dE NEZusy) AUFES AFHes
AAE Hwd F3g AARIE A ke ol AFEich Z2 0¥ 3 FelM A
Z EXole AL F & Bt AYA FHolde). o] FHL PortlandellM EEsH
A Sl AARRIE HYY FoE oldshy] AE 512 /AR AUk
2 #Yo] 87EE 715H FAREC] AW 715 Alol9) AAE adke o FY3)
o & A43L AU

Portland 9] AlaolM BojSe vie} o], gto 2ol WTW =2 738 LFAY HCD
o] T Aguto 28 AT olFT) ATHA WTW T2Ide FHEE,
%, AAFEH, S2EAY 5L 8T QY] =BAR Ag) g3o] teFslA £3a
ZAolgolgt ). 53], wfo|u AYFRL #F AFe] n&FET 71U T2 A
AE FAT 7R Aldshe o] Fou, AGH A 545 23] 8e R
olojol e}, ZEAYL 2xshs UnlA] =EAAT A4HR] g FR1F TIE2
€ Z8dhe AL BATEAE ASAFd 228 T 298 A 7Fsdel =
o a3 Workfare T21802] Fa|A o] vl2 7)) e Aot (Shragge, 1997).

A7 ARY FHE Foldd, 9ed 1 IT Hole Aveg:s FEIh
Portland AlglellA{s} Zo), 1-839le] 2143 P2BA Lo 1857} Yske= 7)
T w82 AAsta w8 247 ¥4 Hdste 4T Al dAsh AMY, 28
o FHAM B o, F2AAH] 27 HAY Axe orA] EAHEE oA
¥ (Jobs for the Future, 1999: 22). HAF WS 7155 2tFA] 23 EX4Fg32=
& =3 o diRe 2L ojSof tid U71He) 719l & 3 A bs
4ukA it @, FHdo] o] Fol o] Fe AEA] VT wEE QARIAREY] EHE
Eole £8% iolth. £3), ExFo9] 717k Aljlsln Sle TANFS =)l
A A9 2 - F 71871 AS FoHRAL e Edolde, Y F 289 F8
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do] U Rgdr) of2d, HY Fo) olFojAe us FHL ndFe AHE
Z¥s| 1Blgt kel AAlEojor 3k, I u|§-5 AT} Egsiol AIEHE BAY
7F A (Trutko et al., 1999).

3 =3MTel =2 2H

plZelM @A) P35 BE =T5HE BANY (WIW) Z2IPL, IR0 o
Hg 2dd EE T3 JE FBglol, AR =BAFe TF 2ANE %1 g
th ouF T2 A Yzl E FEIAY 2F FE AL e RS
I A @t o)A mlF EX/Ee] 23] ojddl UERAE SHEA EoFE
vz EXNE L EXAE dide) 2HAe}t BX] 9& ATFE Fole dovt FE3tn
ke Aotk a2y vl2e] wgAPo] FER2E te ARES grh) 588
F g AAA ) BalH e =] ALY x Utk TANFS] Aj3jd) whka} 20021717
A 159 3 (BAE 303 9) A=Y EXFFAEC] 254 Adslok $t (Jobs
for the Future, 1999: 5). H< v|=9] ZAA|7} APY 259 A7) 538 F2]3 giotn
Sz o] FE9 AlFEEC] YAH R FUF YA E £ G Woo) sk 4%
< Z3A IWER7F 4 (Danziger, 1999). 20 B3], olEo} ZEHo] = HEA 5
Alge) A AT HEEg o i Ad8lolth (Lerman et al., 1999).

JHEE =BFAAN BAAE (wTw) FHo] Bxlo gl AlgEe] AgS
Aoz Y, =FAIRY £8 FHE Fa3 ¥ sz glsA] a8lg
of gt S duby o] ol MukAog 2457 Qe F4 LolA HHAH
dAE] &L FH o o=YA Aotk 1980drh ol AFE ‘R GAME] SE2AY
Z2IPL(CWEP) A2E GAe FEo] oprh. ©AL ol Uk FA ¥u
AFDC 98 22 I =% 5HASIA A7t Fosle 4% AAela ‘2
rE Y $olth(Shragge, 1997). ©j8} L& FF 22 HsliAe 4 AAY F8A4S
M FUglol A7} Lsich |

20) 47 BAY LrE FAAE U =EL 8iks Uxlele A Bn, B S5 B
Hah= AAolt}t(Jobs for the Future, 1999). ‘
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T u|F QAR AIYE WIW Z2agd) A3hoz BT Qs
ZAE £ A9 20E 1A N2 TS FES et o) H2e A

BERL AY 1859 HR BA7)H Aole) o] 2wl A Tz} DA (local partrer-
ship) °} 2k (Jobs for the Future, 1999). ©} FHEA} B &olA] B Ex)7|@e
BASGAE A Bed) ‘B Rk, d%e) 302N 9 Y3k
AR BEE D85A AT AL Bele 38 ulse HY To| mg Fo|
o, 2 3He n8Fee] UG Y2UA ZolM o] FojAr). BE AL @l Y]
$& AR} By, T3 HASFAE nele J1ddAle AAA dgey
BHzgo] APtk o] 2A7} ¥oF L F $9°] FYS AxH o2 7}AL AR
£ 7199 Adde] 99 31w, 719 Hels AR A Wsts Bx) gRe md
AlgtEd tie ARe] A BEl7t B el AARE 242 Ak 2ed
Holdh,

6. &%

s FEREY 7P FEER 5 F shuke £34 7R HERY HiFo]
3 ALY vjFo] A= AMdo|tHEardley et al., 1996: 42). Uitk A Ex)=7}
AM FFFze] F 78 dPT F2 A7) A A3 A% He, o] &n}
‘o9]e) e} vl= (American exceptionalism) olgle B2 J7)oM T Egdctn 34
o A R & T v R} AlEE o] MREE(o)E gRre Je &y 7R 9
#S BAETYE AFDCE #A8ta, o582 =B HYAZI7] Yot ‘HxojA
EFO 2 (WTW) AL el A, o] A F57)e 49 Work First
= 72 Ui LFA 2do|9lv}. LFA R Ex]o) oj&she UERES Hx) gi
(welfare roll) S| M leFAALZ Hule dol] 428 4TS AF2 2oy o= A
A3 Ao o2 k= ol Asidtn Uk AL 7FsE 18 (sustainable employ-
ment) o] B5H 84Q W8I} FHo) X2y AN AA|E7) o Rolct
HCD 24| HlHx gl L v3e] WIW o] ¥uletn gl ¥ x4
St FE3A ek o] Tl BALTEA 2h, HYE An, vlE A 5o =X
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A7} A7} Eo] Bo| Bojz fute] gl HCD 2o Helsle2 dgslo) gl
e i)k =g, olH BEe 44 o] I FAEe] gl A= HCD
2o FAYE ABF o =ake o Wizt €0 @i A Y, o=
o] Bx718 P LFA Zdo] SAske @4 YR 9ad 2z shack

agoPA )] REA (WTW) FAsRlelA JehdR Sl o] BE #4ke Tog
orjala glerl? AA, dojd A olale vF BXF7} AjAl] i B $uje]
Aag FAo) AXA AL A TRRRE o) AP ANE AE Ao Ho)
of gt} o) Hul7} AlFBHEHe] YG7A] &3 AQA B FAREC] Fo| QA
AART glch,

£7), u]5o] WIR] AL AL A AR (income support) B A =EAFOE
o] Qi FHoz &) A3 2w 7 Hide] 32 (= uvse] IRy B
A)E ALHCR go} $& Fo|A] 0S| 40| JFA AAHB AAAE WS 25
Batet. fa7} givhe A7) 3% $NME =52 1Y (working poor) ©] 7k £ S
The B o|E9 Aelo] Bt 223 ATz sa=y|o 2830

ARE, of A7 vlTd ‘AIH =FAIF B (active labor market policy) 2] 7\
of EASHR| ¥-2Z &Rl £t vl WTW AA9] 7]E EX & RylErcd fRix]
of @0l Qlojd, FAIR AAE ol2e AR AAZ |z AN F
AL Po2 &4 gk BA) A2 w8y T UiF Yy Bl 97
@goln], auel 200237k FAAQ xZgRie] thREo|h o] e mZe
WTW B2 Fdgvhe =] WTW 33 (Z Edo] B2 New Deal Z21) o] &
F4le AFH wFAY FHE fgstn e A F& HZE o2

mpRgte 2 o] AT AAEE A Bl AAE o] 2w} XA A A7)
AEA o] 7HA3] AF3 HAh At EXFAL EA4 AT AP E = F
FAe BAANED 2 AS ol Qe oz Ay, B3, TIRZY s
7} 2PYAE REE BA] 0|29 BAE dPer] 6 A - AR S Bzstm e
HollA oleigt Aol & =it EAlE 8T APo| L2 H= Ao ol} 7]
A FAG FAE 278 Holut, wFe ALl & & UKo, AR RER
FAL A0l A1) A=} Akl AAM AF T} Aedsjojol 1 B} A
oy, @AY YA B o= o]t T4l AlFo] o}F] TAFE ] QA &
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R ARH=E PPN ok A QAL BF AP GAT BFA o2 4
Aoz oA Fuo| ZTZAEE AR T WY $o| YN |} o] 4
2o A o] FEF Y SoME, FFYES REJYHE NN wFA
¥ 979 Wske 334e 2efsln Aok Ras) WA WRokeel WA 44E ¥
T2t Sk
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Comparing Labor Force Attachment and Human Capital
Development Models in America’s Welfare to Work Policies

Kim, Jong Il (Professor of Social Welfare, Konkuk University)

The goals and strategies of welfare-to-work (W’IW) policies have been sources of
contentious political debate. In the United States, despite 20 years of welfare re-
form, there remain important differences of opinion regarding how best to design
and deliver WI'W programs. The proliferation of state and local WTW experiments
has led to the identification of two ideal-types of WI'W programs: the Labor Force
Attachment and Human Capital Development models. Most of the recent policy
debate about WTW in America has focused on the relative merits and performance
of LFA and HCD.

While the Primary goal of the LFA model is for welfare recipients to achieve a
rapid transition into work, the HCD model seeks to improve the long-term em-
ployability of welfare dependents through education and skill development. LFA
policies tend to be strongly outcome-oriented and generally can yield quick results.
Their “any job is a good job” philosophy has proved attractive to policy-makers who
are anxious to see concrete results in a short-term period. In contrast, the HCD
policies do not simply dump welfare dependents at the bottom of the labor market,
but aim to secure relatively stable and well-paid jobs. However, these strengths are
offset by several practical weaknesses including high unit costs and long-term
investment in human capital. |

In recent years, LFA policies have been increasingly favored by both policy
officials and politicians in the United States. The introduction of Temporaray Assis-
tance to Needy Families of 1996 has been accelerating the trend. What is going to
happen to welfare recipients? This simple shift to the LFA model, however, will
only see an alarming' increase of working poor in a near future.



