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TANF, SNAP and Unemployment Trends Changes in TANF Cases, SNAP Cases and the Number of
i Unemployed Persons
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where they were in December, 2006.

-~ Since welfare reform, TANF has weakened as a safety net.
TANF and Poverty Trends in Montana Number of Families with Children in Poverty,
Deep Poverty and TANF Cases
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~—— Families in Poverty ——Families in Deep Poverty ——TANF Cases
Beginning in 2008, this analysis uses TANF caseload data collected directly from Deep Poverty refers to families below half the poverty line. Shading in graph shows the 90%
state agencies rather than the official data reported by HHS in order to more confidence interval (lower and upper bound) of poverty estimates, Two years of Current Population
consistently reflect the number of families receiving cash welfare in each state over Survey (CPS) data were merged to improve reliability. For example, Dec-10 represents merged CPS
time. Unlike the HHS data, these data include solely state-funded programs, and poverty data for calendar years 2010 and 2011,

exclude worker supplement programs.



