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When Rep. Paul Ryan (R-WI) was elected Speaker of the House in October 2015, he 
talked about his goal to “pay off our national debt so that we can grow our economy 
and give our children and grandchildren a more prosperous future and not saddle 
them with our debts.”1

But the most recent House budget resolution—like earlier House budgets authored 
by Republican leaders—will burden America’s children and grandchildren with slower 
economic growth.2 Many of the most severe spending cuts in the House budget target 
environmental, health care, and nutrition programs. These programs make children 
healthier, which in turn raises future workforce productivity and labor force participa-
tion—two ingredients for faster economic growth.

These cuts fit into a broader philosophy of austerity and neglect that disproportionately 
affects low-income families and communities of color. The best recent example of the 
effects of this philosophy is the water crisis in Flint, Michigan. A callous, short-sighted 
attempt to cut government spending ended up poisoning Flint’s municipal water with 
lead.3 Because childhood lead poisoning permanently reduces academic achievement, 
cognitive ability, and future job performance, the austerity during the early 2010s will 
not only affect the health and wellbeing of Flint’s residents in the years to come, but it 
will almost certainly affect the future productivity of the Flint workforce and the pros-
perity of the Flint region.4 Sadly, the Flint water crisis is one of many examples of how 
excessive austerity falls hardest on communities of color.5

At its core, a government’s fiscal policy reflects what—and who—society chooses to 
value. House Republican leaders are making the same kind of value judgments that gov-
ernment officials made for Flint, and these choices will have devastating consequences 
for today’s children—and tomorrow’s economy.6

Remarkably, the House might fail to pass their budget this year due to opposition from 
representatives demanding even more severe and immediate cuts.7 And while these cuts 
are unlikely to become law this year due to opposition from President Barack Obama, 
the next president could support and implement this type of agenda.8
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This brief reviews the research on the importance of health at birth as it relates to future 
economic outcomes and explains why childhood health is vital for a strong economy. 
The brief then discusses the importance of environment, health care, and nutrition 
programs, and examines how the cuts in the House budget would undermine childhood 
health and the economy.

Some of the most important programs for childhood health are often seen only as 
consumption, government spending, or regulation—as opposed to investments in the 
nation’s future. A pro-growth budget would recognize that causing permanent damage 
to a generation of children is detrimental for the future economy and that investing in 
healthier children yields substantial economic benefits in the long term.

Health at birth

Increasingly, economists are finding that a child’s health at birth can have a strong causal 
impact on how productive a worker he or she becomes as an adult and whether he or 
she joins the labor force at all.

One common measure of newborn health—children’s weight at birth—is highly cor-
related with test scores. Several studies find a causal relationship between low birth 
weights and future outcomes by comparing siblings and even twins—finding that 
children with lower birth weights complete less school; have worse test scores; are more 
likely to use disability programs; and end up earning lower wages than children with 
higher birth weights.9 One study based on twin data suggests that a 10 percent increase 
in birth weight raises full-time earnings by about 1 percent, making it about as valuable 
on the labor market as an additional quarter year of education.10 Another twin study–
which found that higher birth weights raise children’s test scores—implies that three-
quarters of the increase in earnings is explained by increases in cognitive skills.11

The mortality rate is obviously another important measure of children’s health. A high 
mortality rate reflects negatively on the health of the overall population—including 
survivors—since it indicates poor overall conditions. This importance is dramatically 
illustrated by research showing that the narrowing of the black-white test score gap dur-
ing the 1980s is best correlated with the decline in the mortality rate for black children 
as a result of the Civil Rights movement—specifically the integration of hospitals during 
the 1960s.12 The Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Medicare Act of 1965 increased access 
to hospitals for black people living in the South and reduced deaths from pneumonia 
and diarrhea—both easily treated with adequate medical care—among young black 
children.13 Researchers used this reduction in the post-neonatal mortality rate as a proxy 
for overall early childhood health and found that it explained a significant increase in 
test scores when these children were in high school.14
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Measuring the economic impact of public policy 

One of the most significant challenges in empirical research is separating causation from 
correlation. As a hypothetical example, a correlation between pollution and low birth 
weights does not necessarily prove that pollution causes low birth weights. This cor-
relation might instead be the result of poor parents living in more polluted areas where 
housing is cheaper, and their children may have lower birth weights as a result of pov-
erty. Pollution might not be causing low birth weights even though the two measures are 
correlated with each other if a third variable, such as poverty, is causing the variation in 
both birth weight and pollution in the surrounding environment.

Economists frequently measure the causal impact of environmental factors and public 
policy with natural experiments. These events approximate a classic laboratory experiment 
by exposing one group of people to a treatment while leaving a control group unaffected. 
For example, a study by Princeton University economist Janet Currie and University of 
California, Berkeley economist Reed Walker established that air pollution causes low birth 
weights by examining what happened after traffic congestion and automobile emissions 
declined near New Jersey toll plazas. Currie and Walker found that after the state intro-
duced electronic highway tolls, or E-Z Pass, the ensuing reduction in automobile emis-
sions reduced the incidence of prematurity and low birth weight among mothers who 
lived within two kilometers of a toll plaza. The 8.5 percent to 11.3 percent reduction was 
determined by comparing changes in birth weights of children near the toll plaza—the 
treatment group—and those farther away from the toll plaza—the control group. These 
and other natural experiments allow researchers to measure the causal effects of exposure 
to pollution, as well as access to health insurance or receipt of nutritional assistance.15

FIGURE 1

Healthier babies do better in school

Median test score percentiles by children’s birth weight

1.0
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0 11.0 12.0 12.5

Source: Adapted from David Leonhardt and Amanda Cox, "Heavier Babies Do Better in School," The New York Times, October 10, 2014, available at 
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/10/12/upshot/heavier-babies-do-better-in-school.html?_r=0; based on data from David Figlio and others, "The 
E�ects of Poor Neonatal Health on Children's Cognitive Development," American Economic Review 104 (12) (2014): 3921-3955.
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Environment

The House budget includes $887 billion in cuts over 10 years from nondefense pro-
grams that Congress funds annually in appropriations bills.16 Most of these cuts are 
vague and unspecified reductions that Congress would have to make in future years, but 
the budget specifically targets the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, or EPA, for 
budget cuts.17 And based on the House Appropriations Committee’s actions in earlier 
years, these cuts would also be likely to fall particularly hard on lead removal efforts.18 

Research on the effects of pollution on children’s health has especially focused on how 
reductions in pollution as a result of environmental regulation improve children’s health, 
since the introduction of new rules creates a natural experiment that allows researchers 
to measure causality. One study, for example, found that the Clean Air Act prevented 
between five and eight infant deaths per 100,000 live births for every a one-unit reduc-
tion in airborne particulates caused by the law.19 Another study found that a two stan-
dard deviation increase in two types of pollutants regulated by the EPA—heavy metal 
cadmium and toluene—increased the incidence of low birth weights by 1.2 percent to 
2.7 percent.20 Cleaning up polluted areas under the EPA’s Superfund program reduces 
the incidence of congenital anomalies—such as Down syndrome and heart defects—by 
20 percent to 25 percent for children born near these sites.21

Recent research verifies the causal link between a child’s exposure to pollution and worse 
economic outcomes as an adult. The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1970 led to a reduc-
tion in air pollution that translated into a 0.7 percent increase in the annual number of 
quarters worked and a 1 percent increase in earnings—equal to $4,300 over a lifetime.22

Effective environmental enforcement is therefore pro-growth since the resulting increases 
in birth weight will raise children’s labor-force participation and earnings once they reach 
adulthood. In light of this evidence, attempts to reduce the EPA budget are puzzling. 
In 2015, the House Appropriations Committee attempted to cut the EPA budget by 
about 9 percent.23 The House budget resolution would force the House Appropriations 
Committee to work within even lower spending levels in future years. Therefore, these 
unspecified cuts would likely force even deeper reductions at the EPA. Adam M. Kushner, 
the former director of the Office of Civil Enforcement at the EPA, warns that these cuts 
could reduce environmental laws to “just paper” due to a lack of enforcement, which will 
increase the amount of pollution to which children are exposed.24

The vague cuts in the Congressional budget resolution also would likely impact a pro-
gram targeting the removal of lead-based paint from low-income housing. The House 
Appropriations Committee has attempted to make huge cuts to this program for three 
years in a row, and the spending limits that this year’s budget resolution endorses for 
future years could force even steeper cuts.25 These cuts to the lead abatement program 
deserve particular attention given the catastrophe in Flint.
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The research shows that these cuts will significantly reduce future economic growth 
because of their effect on children’s cognitive abilities and job performance. One study 
of Rhode Island children shows that even small increases in their exposure to lead 
permanently reduce their test scores—an effect that is most pronounced for poor 
children.26 A study of Swedish children reached similar conclusions about children’s 
academic performance, cognitive ability, and job performance.27 It concludes: 

[A] decrease in a child’s blood lead level from 10 to 5 micrograms per deciliter would 
imply an average increase in 9th grade GPA by 2.2 percentiles and an increase in the high 
school graduation rate by 2.3%. In terms of labor market outcomes the same decrease 
would imply an estimated increase in earnings (average for ages 20-32) by 5.5%.28

Given the strong negative consequences of lead on children’s future economic out-
comes, it is no surprise that cuts to lead abatement programs are the ultimate example 
of a penny wise, pound foolish budget policy: A dollar of lead abatement spending is 
estimated to return $17 to $221 in benefits to society as a result of improved health, less 
need for special education, reduced crime, and higher earnings.29 

Health care

Perhaps the most serious example of the anti-growth policies in the House budget 
is a $2.1 trillion cut to Medicaid and the Children’s Health Insurance Program over 
the next 10 years.30 This results from converting these programs to a smaller block 
grant that would fail to adequately support the health care needs of low-income 
Americans and from repealing the Medicaid expansion in the Affordable Care Act.31 

FIGURE 2

Congress has tried to cut lead paint removal funding 
for three consecutive years 

Proposed cuts by the House Committee on Appropriations to lead hazard 
reduction program compared with previous fiscal years' enacted levels 

Sources: House Committee on Appropriations, Departments of Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Bill, 2016 (Government Printing O�ce, 2015), available at https://www.congress.gov/114/crpt/hrpt129/CRPT-114hrpt129.pdf; House 
Committee on Appropriations, Departments of Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies Appropriations Bill, 2015 
(Government Printing O�ce, 2014), available at https://www.congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt464/CRPT-113hrpt464.pdf; House Committee on 
Appropriations, Departments of Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies Appropriations Bill, 2014 (Goverment 
Printing O�ce, 2013), available at https://www.congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt136/CRPT-113hrpt136.pdf.
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Urban Institute researchers studied a similar proposal in 2012 and found that it would 
slash the number of people enrolled in Medicaid by 42 percent to 50 percent.32 The 
researchers concluded that, “Enrollment reductions would likely affect children, 
because they are a disproportionate share of Medicaid enrollment.”33

Other research leaves no doubt that reducing the number of children on Medicaid 
would result in a sicker and less-educated workforce, because Medicaid makes children 
healthier and better educated. One study found that the 15 percentage point increase in 
Medicaid eligibility between 1984 and 1992 decreased child mortality by 5.1 percent.34 
Another study found that these Medicaid expansions reduced the internal mortality 
rate—which accounts for deaths from diseases rather than from accidents or crime—
for covered African American children by 13 percent to 20 percent.35 With regard to 
education, one group of researchers found that a 10 percentage point increase in average 
Medicaid eligibility for children reduces their high school dropout rate by 4 percent 
to 6 percent and raises their bachelor’s degree attainment by 4 percent to 6 percent.36 
Another study found that each additional year of Medicaid eligibility increases the likeli-
hood of college attendance by 0.4 percentage points.37

One should expect that making children healthier and more educated—as these studies 
show that Medicaid has—will boost the future earnings of these children. Using tax data, 
a group of researchers found that an additional 10 years of childhood Medicaid eligibility 
raises a 28-year-old woman’s cumulative earnings by 5 percent.38 Similarly, another study 
showed that a 10 percentage point increase in Medicaid eligibility for pregnant women 
increased average future incomes for their children by 1.3 percent to 1.5 percent.39

Access to Medicaid also makes children less reliant on safety net programs when they 
become adults, which offsets much of the government’s initial Medicaid costs. One 
study finds that the government receives 56 cents back from every dollar of childhood 
Medicaid spending, because the subsequent increase in earnings lead to more tax rev-
enue and less safety net spending.40

FIGURE 3

Medicaid increases college attendance and raises wages 

Effect of a 10-year increase in Medicaid eligibility on women’s college attendance and wages 

Source: David W. Brown, Amanda E. Kowalski, and Ithai Z. Lurie, "Medicaid as an Investment in Children: What is the Long-Term Impact on Tax 
Receipts?" (Cambridge, Massachusetts: National Bureau of Economic Research, 2015), available at http://www.nber.org/papers/w20835.

College attendance rate

Wages

+  5.8%

+  4.8%



7  Center for American Progress  |  House budget cuts would weaken the economy for future generations

Nutrition

The House budget singles out the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program, or 
SNAP—formerly known as food stamps—for particularly severe cuts by converting the 
program to a smaller block grant.41 The vague cuts called for in the resolution would also 
be likely to reduce support for other nutrition programs—such as the School Breakfast 
Program, or SBP, and the Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, 
and Children, or WIC. Numerous studies have found that each of these food assistance 
programs makes children healthier, which means that cutting these programs will make 
the future workforce less healthy and productive.

For example, a recent study showed that WIC—a program targeted at pregnant women 
and children younger than age five—increases birth weights and directly affects other 
positive health outcomes.42 This supports the findings of another study showing that 
access to WIC reduces the probability that a child has a low birth weight.43 A study on 
the SBP found that the program allows children to eat healthier foods, which lowers 
their share of calories from fat while raising their fiber intake.44 At the same time, access 
to SBP results in children who are less likely to suffer from deficiencies in vitamin C, 
vitamin E, and folate and are more likely to meet the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s 
recommendations for potassium and iron intake.45

Research on SNAP by Hilary W. Hoynes, Douglas Almond, and Diane Whitmore 
Schanzenbach has documented several positive health and economic outcomes of the 
program. The three researchers analyzed differences at the county level that are linked 
to the establishment of the Food Stamp Program, which created a natural experiment 
when it began operating in various counties between 1961 and 1975.46 A 2011 paper 
by these aforementioned researchers concluded that access to food stamps reduced 
the incidence of low birth weights, especially for African Americans.47 Another paper 
published by these researchers in 2015 found that a child’s access to food stamps 
while in utero and during early childhood was associated with positive health effects 
that lasted for decades.48 Specifically, food stamps reduced the future incidence of 
metabolic syndrome—a collection of diabetes, heart disease, obesity, high blood pres-
sure, and heart attacks.

Hoynes, Almond, and Schanzenbach also linked food stamp access during childhood 
to higher economic self-sufficiency for women in adulthood, which should not be 
surprising due to the research linking childhood health to future economic success. 
This study found that increased access to food stamps for young girls—and for their 
mothers during pregnancy—led to an increase in economic self-sufficiency when 
those women reached adulthood, as measured by higher incomes, more education, 
and lower welfare participation.49
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Conclusion

Progressives and conservatives often disagree about how to grow the economy. Some 
conservatives claim that massive spending cuts will grow the economy, but this severe 
and unnecessary austerity will undermine the current recovery and damage America’s 
economy over the long term.50 Nor is the country facing a fiscal crisis that requires such 
extreme cuts.51 Conservatives may claim that tax cuts are the key to growth, but this 
trickle-down approach has been repeatedly debunked by the failure of earlier tax cuts.52 
And claims that deregulation will lead to growth focus only on costs and ignore the ben-
efits of the many regulations that the House budget is attacking—benefits such as major 
improvements in childhood health from environmental rules.

The economic case for the deep cuts included in the House budget disintegrates in light 
of the long-term impact of making children less healthy. A truly pro-growth budget 
would boost investment in children to increase the potential for broadly shared eco-
nomic growth and prosperity over the long term.53

Harry Stein is the Director of Fiscal Policy at the Center for American Progress. Brendan V. 
Duke is the Associate Director for Economic Policy at the Center. 



9  Center for American Progress  |  House budget cuts would weaken the economy for future generations

Endnotes

	 1	 Scott Wong, “Paul Ryan elected Speaker,” The Hill, October 
29, 2015, available at http://thehill.com/homenews/
house/258516-house-elects-paul-ryan-as-speaker; Nick 
Novak, “Paul Ryan Discusses His Goals as Speaker,” MacIver 
Institute, October 30, 2015, available at http://www.maciv-
erinstitute.com/2015/10/speaker-ryan-to-pay-off-national-
debt-address-international-tax-reform/.

	 2	 U.S. House of Representatives Committee on the Budget, “A 
Balanced Budget for a Stronger America” (2016), available at 
http://www.budget.house.gov/uploadedfiles/fy2017_a_bal-
anced_budget_for_a_stronger_america.pdf.

	 3	 Jeremy C.F. Lin, Jean Rutter, and Haeyoun Park, “Events That 
Led to Flint’s Water Crisis,” The New York Times, available at 
http://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2016/01/21/us/flint-
lead-water-timeline.html?_r=0 (last accessed April 2016).

	 4	 J. Peter Nilsson, “The Long-term Effects of Early Childhood 
Lead Exposure: Evidence from the Phase-out of Leaded 
Gasoline,” (Uppsala, Sweden: Uppsala University and The 
Institute for Evaluation of Labor Market and Education 
Policy, 2009) available at http://www.iies.su.se/polopoly_
fs/1.57430.1321520798!/Job_Market_Papernilsson.pdf.

	 5	 Tracey Ross and Danyelle Solomon, “Lessons from Flint: The 
Case for Investing in the Building Blocks of Communities of 
Color” (Washington: Center for American Progress, 2016), 
available at https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/
report/2016/03/03/132341/lessons-from-flint-the-case-for-
investing-in-the-building-blocks-of-communities-of-color/.

	 6	 U.S. House of Representatives Committee on the Budget, “A 
Balanced Budget for a Stronger America.”

	 7	 Erin Kelly, “Ryan struggles to get GOP budget deal as 
conservatives balk at spending,” USA Today, March 22, 
2016, available at http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/
politics/2016/03/22/house-gop-struggles-agree-budget-
conservatives-balk-spending/82115832/.

	 8	 Andrew Taylor, “Deficit-slashing plan advances through 
House panel,” Associated Press, March 16, 2016, available 
at http://hosted2.ap.org/APDEFAULT/f70471f764144b-
2fab526d39972d37b3/Article_2016-03-16-APFN-US--Con-
gress-Budget/id-f69087094d584bfe88fee856ed49e11c.

	 9	 David Figlio and others, “The Effects of Poor Neonatal Health 
on Children’s Cognitive Development,” American Economic 
Review 104 (12) (2014): 3921-3955; Sandra E. Black, Paul J. 
Devereux, and Kjell G. Salvanes, “From the Cradle to the La-
bor Market? The Effect of Birth Weight on Adult Outcomes,” 
The Quarterly Journal of Economics 122 (1) (2007): 409-439; 
Heather Royer, “Separated at Girth: US Twin Estimates of the 
Effects of Birth Weight,” American Economic Journal: Applied 
Economics 1 (1) (2009): 49-85; Prashant Bharadwaj, Juan 
Eberhard, and Christopher Neilson, “Health at Birth, Parental 
Investments and Academic Outcomes” (San Diego: Universi-
ty of California, San Diego, 2013), available at https://prbha-
radwaj.files.wordpress.com/2012/03/ben-december-2013.
pdf; Phil Oreopoulos and others, “Short, Medium, and Long 
Term Consequences of Poor Infant Health: An Analysis 
using Siblings and Twins,” Journal of Human Resources 43 (1) 
(2008): 88-138.

	 10	 Black, Devereux, and Salvanes, “From the Cradle to the La-
bor Market? The Effect of Birth Weight on Adult Outcomes.”

	 11	 Figolio and others, “The Effects of Poor Neonatal Health on 
Children’s Cognitive Development.”

	 12	 Kenneth Y. Chay, Jonathan Guryan, and Bhashkar Ma-
zumder, “Birth Cohort and The Black-White Achievement 
Gap: The Roles of Access and Health Soon After Birth” 
(Cambridge: National Bureau of Economic Research, 2009), 
available at http://www.nber.org/papers/w15078.pdf.

	 13	 Douglas Almond, Jr., Kenneth Y. Chay, and Michael Green-
stone, “Civil Rights, the War on Poverty, and Black-White 
Convergence in Infant Mortality in the Rural South and 
Mississippi” (Boston: Massachusetts Institute of Technology 
Department of Economics, 2006), available at http://ssrn.
com/abstract=961021.

	 14	 Ibid.

	 15	 Janet Currie and Reed Walker, “Traffic Congestion and Infant 
Health: Evidence from E-ZPass,” American Economic Journal: 
Applied Economics 3 (1) (2011): 65-90.

	 16	 U.S. House of Representatives Committee on the Budget, “A 
Balanced Budget for a Stronger America.”

	 17	 Ibid.

	 18	 House Committee on Appropriations, Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Bill, 2016 (Government 
Printing Office, 2015), available at https://www.congress.
gov/114/crpt/hrpt129/CRPT-114hrpt129.pdf; House Com-
mittee on Appropriations, Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Bill, 2015 (Government Printing Office, 2014), 
available at https://www.congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt464/
CRPT-113hrpt464.pdf; House Committee on Appropriations, 
Departments of Transportation, and Housing and Urban 
Development, and Related Agencies Appropriations Bill, 2014 
(Government Printing Office, 2013), available at https://www.
congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt136/CRPT-113hrpt136.pdf. 

	 19	 Janet Currie, “Inequality at Birth: Some Causes and Conse-
quences,” American Economic Review 101 (3) (2011): 1-22.

	 20	 Janet Currie and Johannes F. Schmieder, “Fetal Exposures to 
Toxic Releases and Infant Health,” American Economic Review 
99 (2) (2009): 177-183.

	 21	 Janet Currie, Michael Greenstone, and Enrico Moretti, 
“Superfund Cleanups and Infant Health,” American Economic 
Review 101 (3) (2011): 435-441.

	 22	 Adam Isen, Maya Rossin-Slater, W. Reed Walker, “Every 
Breath You Take - Every Dollar You’ll Make: The Long-Term 
Consequences of the Clean Air Act of 1970” (Cambridge: 
National Bureau of Economic Research, 2014), available at 
http://www.nber.org/papers/w19858.

	 23	 House Committee on Appropriations, “Department of the 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Bill, 2015” (2014), available at https://www.congress.
gov/113/crpt/hrpt551/CRPT-113hrpt551.pdf.

	 24	 Coral Davenport, “EPA Funding Reductions Have Knee-
capped Environmental Enforcement,” National Journal, 
March 3, 2013, available at http://news.yahoo.com/epa-
funding-reductions-kneecapped-environmental-enforce-
ment-071811614--politics.html.

	 25	 House Committee on Appropriations, “Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Bill, 2016”; House Commit-
tee on Appropriations, “Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Bill, 2015”; House Committee on Appropria-
tions, “Departments of Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Bill, 2014.”

	 26	 Anna Aizer and others, “Lead Exposure and Racial Disparities 
in Test Scores” (New Haven, Connecticut: Yale University, 
2015), available at http://www.economics.yale.edu/sites/
default/files/aizer_feb_12_2015.pdf.

	 27	 Nilsson, “The Long-term Effects of Early Childhood Lead 
Exposure.”

	 28	 Ibid.

	 29	 Elise Gould, “Childhood Lead Poisoning: Conservative Esti-
mates of the Social and Economic Benefits of Lead Hazard 
Control,” Environmental Health Perspectives 117 (7) (2009): 
1162-1167.

	 30	 Edwin Park, “Medicaid Block Grant Would Add Millions to 
Uninsured and Underinsured” (Washington: Center on 
Budget and Policy Priorities, 2016), available at http://www.
cbpp.org/blog/medicaid-block-grant-would-add-millions-
to-uninsured-and-underinsured.

http://thehill.com/homenews/house/258516-house-elects-paul-ryan-as-speaker
http://thehill.com/homenews/house/258516-house-elects-paul-ryan-as-speaker
http://www.maciverinstitute.com/2015/10/speaker-ryan-to-pay-off-national-debt-address-international-tax-reform/
http://www.maciverinstitute.com/2015/10/speaker-ryan-to-pay-off-national-debt-address-international-tax-reform/
http://www.maciverinstitute.com/2015/10/speaker-ryan-to-pay-off-national-debt-address-international-tax-reform/
http://www.budget.house.gov/uploadedfiles/fy2017_a_balanced_budget_for_a_stronger_america.pdf
http://www.budget.house.gov/uploadedfiles/fy2017_a_balanced_budget_for_a_stronger_america.pdf
http://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2016/01/21/us/flint-lead-water-timeline.html?_r=0
http://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2016/01/21/us/flint-lead-water-timeline.html?_r=0
http://www.iies.su.se/polopoly_fs/1.57430.1321520798!/Job_Market_Papernilsson.pdf
http://www.iies.su.se/polopoly_fs/1.57430.1321520798!/Job_Market_Papernilsson.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/report/2016/03/03/132341/lessons-from-flint-the-case-for-investing-in-the-building-blocks-of-communities-of-color/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/report/2016/03/03/132341/lessons-from-flint-the-case-for-investing-in-the-building-blocks-of-communities-of-color/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/race/report/2016/03/03/132341/lessons-from-flint-the-case-for-investing-in-the-building-blocks-of-communities-of-color/
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2016/03/22/house-gop-struggles-agree-budget-conservatives-balk-spending/82115832/
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2016/03/22/house-gop-struggles-agree-budget-conservatives-balk-spending/82115832/
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2016/03/22/house-gop-struggles-agree-budget-conservatives-balk-spending/82115832/
http://hosted2.ap.org/APDEFAULT/f70471f764144b2fab526d39972d37b3/Article_2016-03-16-APFN-US--Congress-Budget/id-f69087094d584bfe88fee856ed49e11c
http://hosted2.ap.org/APDEFAULT/f70471f764144b2fab526d39972d37b3/Article_2016-03-16-APFN-US--Congress-Budget/id-f69087094d584bfe88fee856ed49e11c
http://hosted2.ap.org/APDEFAULT/f70471f764144b2fab526d39972d37b3/Article_2016-03-16-APFN-US--Congress-Budget/id-f69087094d584bfe88fee856ed49e11c
https://prbharadwaj.files.wordpress.com/2012/03/ben-december-2013.pdf
https://prbharadwaj.files.wordpress.com/2012/03/ben-december-2013.pdf
https://prbharadwaj.files.wordpress.com/2012/03/ben-december-2013.pdf
http://www.nber.org/papers/w15078.pdf
http://ssrn.com/abstract=961021
http://ssrn.com/abstract=961021
https://www.congress.gov/114/crpt/hrpt129/CRPT-114hrpt129.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/114/crpt/hrpt129/CRPT-114hrpt129.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt464/CRPT-113hrpt464.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt464/CRPT-113hrpt464.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt136/CRPT-113hrpt136.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt136/CRPT-113hrpt136.pdf
http://www.nber.org/papers/w19858
https://www.congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt551/CRPT-113hrpt551.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/113/crpt/hrpt551/CRPT-113hrpt551.pdf
http://news.yahoo.com/epa-funding-reductions-kneecapped-environmental-enforcement-071811614--politics.html
http://news.yahoo.com/epa-funding-reductions-kneecapped-environmental-enforcement-071811614--politics.html
http://news.yahoo.com/epa-funding-reductions-kneecapped-environmental-enforcement-071811614--politics.html
http://www.cbpp.org/blog/medicaid-block-grant-would-add-millions-to-uninsured-and-underinsured
http://www.cbpp.org/blog/medicaid-block-grant-would-add-millions-to-uninsured-and-underinsured
http://www.cbpp.org/blog/medicaid-block-grant-would-add-millions-to-uninsured-and-underinsured


10  Center for American Progress  |  House budget cuts would weaken the economy for future generations

	 31	 Ibid.

	 32	 John Holahan and others, “National and State-by-State 
Impact of the 2012 House Republican Budget Plan for Med-
icaid” (Washington: The Kaiser Commission on Medicaid and 
the Uninsured, 2014), available at https://kaiserfamilyfoun-
dation.files.wordpress.com/2013/01/8185-02.pdf.

	 33	 Ibid.

	 34	 Janet Currie and Jonathan Gruber, “Health Insurance 
Eligibility, Utilization of Medical care, and Child Health,” The 
Quarterly Journal of Economics 111 (2) (1996), 431-466.

	 35	 Bruce D. Meyer and Laura R. Wherry, “Saving Teens: Using a 
Policy Discontinuity to Estimate the Effects of Medicaid Eli-
gibility” (Cambridge: National Bureau of Economic Research, 
2012) available at http://www.nber.org/papers/w18309.

	 36	 Sarah Cohodes and others, “The Effect of Child Health Insur-
ance Access on Schooling: Evidence from Public Insurance 
Expansions” (Cambridge: National Bureau of Economic 
Research, 2014), available at http://www.nber.org/papers/
w20178.

	 37	 David W. Brown, Amanda E. Kowalski, and Ithai Z. Lurie, 
“Medicaid as an Investment in Children: What is the Long-
Term Impact on Tax Receipts?” (Cambridge: National Bureau 
of Economic Research, 2015), available at http://www.nber.
org/papers/w20835.

	 38	 Ibid.

	 39	 Meyer and Wherry, “Saving Teens.”

	 40	 Brown, Kowalsi, and Lurie, “Medicaid as an Investment in 
Children.”

	 41	 U.S. House of Representatives Committee on the Budget, “A 
Balanced Budget for a Stronger America.”

	 42	 Maya Rossin-Slater, “WIC in Your Neighborhood: New Evi-
dence on the Impacts of Geographic Access to Clinics,” The 
Journal of Public Economics 102 (2013): 51-69.

	 43	 Janet Currie and Ishita Rajani, “Within-Mother Estimates 
of the Effects of WIC on Birth Outcomes in New York City,” 
Economic Inquiry 53 (4) (2015): 1691-1701.

	 44	 Jayanta Bhattacharya, Janet Currie, and Steven J. Haider, 
“Breakfast of Champions? The School Breakfast Program 
and the Nutrition of Children and Families,” The Journal of 
Human Resources 41 (3) (2006): 445-466.

	 45	 Ibid.

	 46	 Douglas Almond, Hilary W. Hoynes, and Diane Whitmore 
Schanzenbach, “Inside the War on Poverty: The Impact of 
Food Stamps on Birth Outcomes,” The Review of Economics 
and Statistics 93 (2) (2011): 387-403; Hilary W. Hoynes, Diane 
Whitmore Schanzenbach, and Douglas Almond, “Long-Run 
Impacts of Childhood Access to the Safety Net,” American 
Economic Review 106 (4) (2016): 903-934.

	 47	 Ibid.

	 48	 Hoynes, Schanzenbach, and Almond, “Long-Run Impacts of 
Childhood Access to the Safety Net.”

	 49	 Ibid.

	 50	 Romina Boccia, “Cutting the U.S. Budget Would Help the 
Economy Grow” (Washington: The Heritage Founda-
tion, 2013), available at http://thf_media.s3.amazonaws.
com/2013/pdf/BG2864.pdf; Fiscal austerity reduces 
economic growth during times when a lack of aggregate 
demand is holding the economy below its full sustainable 
potential, which is currently the case according the most 
recent economic outlook from the Congressional Budget 
Office. For more information, see, Congressional Budget 
Office, “The Budget and Economic Outlook: 2016 to 2026” 
(2016), available at https://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/
files/114th-congress-2015-2016/reports/51129-2016Out-
look.pdf.

	 51	 Douglas Elmendorf and Louise Sheiner, “Federal Budget 
Policy with an Aging Population and Persistently Low 
Interest Rates” (Washington: Brookings Institution, 2016), 
available at http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Research/
Files/Papers/2016/02/03-hutchins-working-paper/WP18-
Elmendorf-Sheiner_Final.pdf?la=en.

	 52	 William G. Gale and Andrew A. Samwick, “Effects of Income 
Tax Changes on Economic Growth” (Washington: Brookings 
Institution, 2014), available at http://www.brookings.edu/~/
media/research/files/papers/2014/09/09-effects-income-
tax-changes-economic-growth-gale-samwick/09_effects_
income_tax_changes_economic_growth_gale_samwick.
pdf.

	 53	 Harry Stein and Alexandra Thornton, “Laying the Founda-
tion for Inclusive Prosperity” (Washington: Center for 
American Progress, 2015), available at http://www.pgpf.org/
sites/default/files/05122015_solutionsinitiative3_cap.pdf.

https://kaiserfamilyfoundation.files.wordpress.com/2013/01/8185-02.pdf
https://kaiserfamilyfoundation.files.wordpress.com/2013/01/8185-02.pdf
http://www.nber.org/papers/w18309
http://www.nber.org/papers/w20178
http://www.nber.org/papers/w20178
http://www.nber.org/papers/w20835
http://www.nber.org/papers/w20835
http://thf_media.s3.amazonaws.com/2013/pdf/BG2864.pdf
http://thf_media.s3.amazonaws.com/2013/pdf/BG2864.pdf
https://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/114th-congress-2015-2016/reports/51129-2016Outlook.pdf
https://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/114th-congress-2015-2016/reports/51129-2016Outlook.pdf
https://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/114th-congress-2015-2016/reports/51129-2016Outlook.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Research/Files/Papers/2016/02/03-hutchins-working-paper/WP18-Elmendorf-Sheiner_Final.pdf?la=en
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Research/Files/Papers/2016/02/03-hutchins-working-paper/WP18-Elmendorf-Sheiner_Final.pdf?la=en
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Research/Files/Papers/2016/02/03-hutchins-working-paper/WP18-Elmendorf-Sheiner_Final.pdf?la=en
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2014/09/09-effects-income-tax-changes-economic-growth-gale-samwick/09_effects_income_tax_changes_economic_growth_gale_samwick.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2014/09/09-effects-income-tax-changes-economic-growth-gale-samwick/09_effects_income_tax_changes_economic_growth_gale_samwick.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2014/09/09-effects-income-tax-changes-economic-growth-gale-samwick/09_effects_income_tax_changes_economic_growth_gale_samwick.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2014/09/09-effects-income-tax-changes-economic-growth-gale-samwick/09_effects_income_tax_changes_economic_growth_gale_samwick.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2014/09/09-effects-income-tax-changes-economic-growth-gale-samwick/09_effects_income_tax_changes_economic_growth_gale_samwick.pdf
http://www.pgpf.org/sites/default/files/05122015_solutionsinitiative3_cap.pdf
http://www.pgpf.org/sites/default/files/05122015_solutionsinitiative3_cap.pdf

