
 

 

 

 

  



 

SYNTHESIS REPORT: WHAT WORKS DURING ECONOMIC 

RECESSIONS AND RECOVERIES? EVIDENCE FROM THE PATHWAYS 

CLEARINGHOUSE  

TECHNICAL APPENDICES 

OPRE Report 2021-229 

November 2021 

Alexandra Stanczyk, Dana Rotz, Erin Welch, and Andrei Streke, Mathematica 

Submitted to: 
Kimberly Clum, Project Officer 

Clare DiSalvo, Project Monitor 

Amelie Hecht, Project Monitor 

Amelia Popham, Project Monitor  

Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation 

Administration for Children and Families 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 

 

Contract Number: HHSP233201500035I/HHSP23337034T 
 
Project Director: Diana McCallum, Project Director 

Mathematica 

1100 First Street, NE, 12th Floor 

Washington, DC 20002-4221 

   
This report is in the public domain. Permission to reproduce is not necessary. Suggested citation: Stanczyk, 

Alexandra, Dana Rotz, Erin Welch, and Andrei Streke. (2021). Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic 

Recessions and Recoveries? Evidence from the Pathways Clearinghouse. Technical Appendices. OPRE Report # 

2020-229, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Disclaimer 

The views expressed in this publication do not necessarily reflect the views or policies of the Office of Planning, 
Research, and Evaluation, the Administration for Children and Families, or the U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services. 

This report and other reports sponsored by the Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation are available 

at www.acf.hhs.gov/opre. 

 

  Sign-up for the OPRE Newsletter 

 

 

Follow OPRE on 

Twitter 

@OPRE_ACF  

Like OPRE on Facebook 

facebook.com/OPRE.ACF  

Follow OPRE on 

Instagram @opre_acf 

 

http://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/opre-newsletter
https://twitter.com/OPRE_ACF
https://www.facebook.com/OPRE.ACF
https://www.instagram.com/opre_acf/


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

This document contains four appendices to Stanczyk et al. (2021).  

Appendix A. Details on the Technical Approach gives additional detail on the methods used to 

obtain the findings presented in the report. This section includes information about how we 

conducted the literature scan, calculated the effect sizes from the original studies, conducted 

meta-analysis, and developed meta-regression models. 

Appendix B. Additional Table and Figures provides the full results for each analysis presented 

in the report.  

Appendix C. Sensitivity Analysis presents and describes checks of the sensitivity of key findings 

presented in the report to key analytic decisions.  

Appendix D. Citations Included in the Pathways Clearinghouse lists the citations for the studies 

included in the meta-analysis data set. 
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A. Literature scan  

The goal of the literature scan was to conduct a targeted review of past research that provided 

insights into how or why effects of interventions aimed at improving employment outcomes 

among people with low incomes might differ depending on the economic context. 

To conduct the scan, we built off a recent, related review by the Clearinghouse for Labor and 

Evaluation Research (Clearinghouse for Labor Evaluation and Research 2020). First, we 

included all relevant articles from this review. Next, we conducted a Google Scholar search for 

additional relevant peer-reviewed articles, government reports, and working papers. We 

conducted the search using a set list of terms to capture phrases related to economic conditions, 

types of interventions, and focal populations of interest for this report (Table A.1). We screened 

search results for relevance and extracted relevant information from each screened-in resource 

into a matrix.   

Table A.1. Literature scan search terms  

Topics  Search terms 

Economic conditions recession OR “economic recovery” OR “economic expansion” OR “business cycle” 

Intervention “Active labor market” OR “training” OR apprenticeships OR “career pathways” OR 

“employment coaching” OR “employment retention services” OR “job search 

assistance” OR “subsidized employment” OR “transitional jobs” OR “work experience” 

OR “work readiness activities” OR internships 

Population “low-income” OR “less-skilled” OR “low-skill” 

Our search resulted in more than 20,000 results. Given the targeted nature of this literature scan, 

we relied on the Google Search algorithm to guide our screening and examined the 800 search 

results tagged as most relevant. We more closely screened 20 search results for possible 

inclusion. Of these, we extracted data from 13 articles into a review matrix—and ultimately 

included findings or insights from 6 articles in the report.  

One Pathways Clearinghouse staff member conducted the search, screened search results for 

relevance, and completed the review matrix. A second staff member reviewed all results. We 

looked across matrix entries for each study examined to identify cross-cutting themes. 

B. Meta-analysis and meta-regressions 

This section provides further technical details on the meta-analysis and meta-regression methods 

used by the Pathways Clearinghouse to combine and contrast findings across studies and 

interventions. Meta-analysis and meta-regression enable us to combine the findings catalogued 

by the Pathways Clearinghouse into meaningful conclusions about what works, for whom, and in 

what context (Higgins and Green 2011). Meta-analysis produces an average estimate of impacts, 

with more weight given to more precise estimates. This averaging is valuable because each 

impact estimate might have flaws. As a rule, some studies will overestimate effects, and others 

will underestimate effects. Because of this, averaging findings across studies produces a more 

reliable estimate of the effect than that of any individual study.  
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Meta-regression further enables us to investigate different dimensions simultaneously. Meta-

regression builds on standard regression models in which an outcome variable (for example, 

earnings) is examined in relationship to one or more explanatory variables (for example, 

demographic characteristics). But there are some differences between regression and meta-

regression. A meta-regression analyzes outcomes from different studies rather than outcomes 

from different people. The outcome variable is the effect size in meta-regression, whereas the 

explanatory variables are characteristics of studies that might influence the size of that effect. 

Also, the data is weighted so larger studies have more influence on the estimated relationships 

than smaller studies. 

1. Calculation of effect sizes and their variances  

When possible, the Pathways to Work Evidence Clearinghouse team calculated effect sizes as 

Hedges’ g, the ratio between the estimated impact of the intervention and the standard deviation 

pooled across intervention and comparison groups. In particular, we calculated Hedges’ g as: 

𝑔 =
𝜔(𝑦𝑖 − 𝑦𝑐)

𝑆
 

where 𝑦𝑖 and 𝑦𝑐 are the means of the outcome for the intervention and comparison groups, ω is 

an adjustment for sample size (Hedges 1982, Hedges and Olkin 1985), and S is the pooled 

standard deviation of the outcome. ω and S may further be calculated as  

 
( )

3
1

4 9i cn n
 = −

+ −
 

 
2 2( 1) ( 1)

2

i i c c

i c

n s n s
S

n n

− + −
=

+ −
 

where in  and cn  are the number of people in the intervention and comparison groups, and 2
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cs  are the variances of the outcome for the intervention and comparison groups. 

Furthermore, we defined the variance of an effect size, g, as: 
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Hedges’ g is one of the most widely used effect size estimates, but some systematic reviews and 

meta-analyses use alternative indices to estimate effect sizes for binary variables (that is, those 

that take on values of 0 and 1 only, such as employment). For example, the What Works 

Clearinghouse uses the Cox index. Although research has shown that using the Cox index can be 

preferable to using Hedges’ g, this research is based on assumptions that are unlikely to hold for 

the key binary outcomes of interest to the Clearinghouse (Sánchez-Meca et al. 2003). For 
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example, the Cox index produces artificially large effect sizes when most people in the sample 

have a 0 or 1 value for the outcome of interest, a condition that holds for employment and benefit 

receipt in some studies the Pathways Clearinghouse has reviewed. This analysis therefore used 

Hedges’ g for both binary and nonbinary variables. 

Researchers have developed a wide variety of alternative formulas for computing g (for example, 

see Lipsey and Wilson 2001), and the actual calculation of an effect size from a study depends 

on the type of statistics reported (for example, t-statistics, F-tests, or regression coefficients). 

Rotz et al. (2020) provides further details on the formulas used by the Pathways Clearinghouse 

based on the data reported.  

To ensure the meta-analysis results were consistent and interpretable, we coded all effect sizes 

such that positive values indicated a favorable treatment effect. In particular, because the 

Pathways Clearinghouse aims to explore studies that help people become more economically 

self-sufficient, decreases in public benefit receipt were viewed as favorable outcomes. Therefore, 

we transformed decreases in public benefit receipt into positive effect sizes (and increases into 

negative effect sizes). We made this change for 779 public benefit receipt effect sizes (including 

measures of short-term benefits not included in this meta-analysis). 

In addition, we used an alternative measure of the effect size, ESalt, when study authors did not 

provide sufficient information for us to estimate Hedges’ g. To calculate ESalt, we used (1) the 

study’s measure of an intervention’s impact and (2) a nationally representative measure of the 

standard deviation of the outcome, based on the Integrated Public Use Microdata Series version 

of the Current Population Survey (CPS) (Flood et al. 2018). The CPS is a nationally 

representative survey of U.S. households that has consistently collected information on income 

and employment since 1962. We used the CPS to calculate one standard deviation for each 

outcome in each year from 1990 to 2019. In other words, we used the same S to construct effect 

sizes for the same outcome in different studies.  

To estimate the appropriate standard deviations using national data, we first identified the people 

in the CPS who could reasonably be considered to have low income. Ideally, this would include 

people with low earnings potential and not those who have low earnings as the result of 

temporary investments in education or unemployment (for example, a graduate student pursuing 

an advanced degree, or a highly skilled individual who was recently laid off). To identify people 

with lower earnings potential, we first ran a regression analysis using education, age, gender, and 

race and ethnicity to predict income within each CPS survey year from 1990 to 2019 (including 

only people ages 16 to 65). We then defined people as having low income if their predicted 

income was in the bottom 20 percent of the distribution of predictions. We selected this threshold 

because about 20 percent of adults in the United States participate in government assistance 

programs in any given month (Irving and Loveless 2015). Finally, we used the actual outcome 

values for this population to estimate outcome standard deviations.  
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We used the CPS to calculate standard deviations for several key outcomes (see Rotz et al. 2020 

for further details):1 

• Annual earnings (CPS wage and salary income) 

• Monthly earnings (CPS wage and salary income) 

• Quarterly earnings (CPS wage and salary income) 

• Annual cash-based public assistance income 

• Monthly cash-based public assistance income 

• Number of months received cash-based public assistance in past year 

• Annual value of food stamps or Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) benefits 

• Monthly value of food stamps or SNAP benefits (only available from 1995 to 2014) 

• Number of months received food stamps or SNAP benefits in past year 

• Hourly wage rates 

• Weekly earnings in current job  

Hedges’ g and ESalt answer slightly different research questions by comparing impact estimates 

against the variation of the outcome in different samples. Using study data to calculate effect 

sizes produced estimates of the size of an intervention’s effects relative to variation in the 

outcome for study participants (Hedges’ g). Using national data to calculate effect sizes produced 

estimates of the size of effects relative to variation in the outcome across the U.S. low-income 

population (ESalt). We used Hedges’ g in our analysis whenever it was available. The two 

measures of the standard deviation produce similar average effect sizes (Streke and Rotz 2021). 

2. Sample selection 

To create the analytic sample for this report, we began with all effect sizes, studies, and 

interventions generated by the first two waves of the Pathways Clearinghouse reviews. We then 

applied the following restrictions: 

• Keep only high- and moderate-rated studies and outcomes. We only included findings 

that Pathways Clearinghouse reviewers gave a high or moderate study quality by finding 

rating. These findings were generated using methods that support the conclusion that the 

intervention itself—rather than an outside, confounding factor—caused the observed change 

in outcomes. 

• Drop findings in the short-term public benefits domain. Because increased use of public 

benefits during recessions is expected and often part of program design, we did not include 

findings for short-term public benefit receipt in this report. 

 

1 All listed outcomes are continuous. Standard deviations for binary outcomes can be calculated based on the means 

of these variables, making the use of nationally representative data unnecessary. 
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• Drop findings where the effect size is missing. 203 findings were missing the information 

(typically, the standard deviation of the outcome) needed to calculate an effect size and were 

dropped.  

• Drop findings missing information on timing of enrollment. This report used information 

recorded by Pathways Clearinghouse reviewers on the timing of participant enrollment to 

classify studies by economic conditions. One remaining finding was missing information on 

enrollment timing—because this information was not available in the study manuscripts—

and was dropped.  

Following these sample restrictions, the remaining analytic sample for this report included 1,423 

effect sizes, drawn from 188 studies of 141 interventions.  

C. Statistical analyses 

1. Fixed effect and random effect models 

The two most common types of models that exist for meta-analysis are fixed effects and random 

effects models. A fixed effects model assumes that all studies are estimating the same (fixed) 

treatment effect, whereas a random effects model allows for differences in the treatment effect 

from study to study. That is, fixed effects models assume that the only reason effect sizes differ 

is because of random chance and that, in the absence of this random chance, all studies would 

estimate the same impact. In contrast, random effects models assume that effect sizes might 

differ for other reasons, such as differences in the effectiveness of different interventions. Put 

another way, fixed effects models test whether all the effect sizes being combined in a meta-

analysis are equal to zero, whereas random effects models test whether the average of the effect 

sizes being combined is equal to zero (Borenstein et al. 2009). In general, random effects models 

are seen as more conservative than fixed effects model because they result in wider confidence 

intervals (Borenstein et al. 2009). 

Whenever possible, we used random effects models for our analysis. The studies included in the 

Pathways Clearinghouse estimate effects for a range of interventions, making it likely that effect 

sizes differ for reasons other than random chance. As such, a random effects model was most 

appropriate (Borenstein et al. 2009). 

However, for meta-analyses including a small number of studies, we needed to use a fixed 

effects model. Random effects models estimated with robust variance estimates (as described 

later) can produce unreliable estimates with a small number of included studies, in particular, 

when there are fewer than 10 studies contributing to the model (Tanner-Smith and Tipton 2012). 

The fixed effects model, while having less desirable assumptions, enabled us to avoid this 

concern. In practice, we used fixed effects models to estimate average effects by intervention but 

random effects models otherwise. For the intervention average effects, we therefore implicitly 

assumed that different implementations of the same intervention would have the same effect. 
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2. Analysis weights 

In estimating fixed effect and random effects models, we averaged effect sizes within and across 

studies. We weighted the individual effect sizes being aggregated to account for the fact that 

some estimates are more precise than others (Hedges and Olkin 1985).  

For fixed effects analyses, we used weights equal to the inverse of an effect size’s variance:  

 , 2

1
.i fe

i

w


=  

The random effects model weights each study by the inverse of the variance plus a constant (
2τ ) 

that represents the variability across the population effects, as well as adjusting for the number of 

effect sizes contributed to the analysis by a study ( )ik  and the correlation in those effect sizes 

(ρ):  

,i rew =
1

{(𝜎𝑖
2 + τ2)[(1 + (𝑘𝑖 − 1)𝜌]}

.
 

That is, the random effects weight also incorporates information about how much the effect sizes 

vary from one another via tau-squared (
2τ ). Substantively, a small tau-squared estimate indicates 

that evidence is consistent across effects. It is conservatively assumed that the correlation (ρ) is 

equal to 1in the random effects weight calculations (Tanner-Smith and Tipton 2012). 

3. Handling within-study dependence of effect sizes 

Our analysis accounts for the fact that effect sizes from the same study are not independent 

measures of intervention effectiveness. Because many studies reported multiple effect sizes for 

the same participant samples (for example, short-term and long-term measures of employment 

measures), we found that it was not feasible to assume independence of the effect size estimates. 

Failing to account for this dependency could result in incorrect measures of estimates’ precision.  

The best approach to correct for within-study dependence of effect sizes is to account for the 

actual relationships between effect sizes from the same study when estimating the standard errors 

of the parameters. But, in practice, the information needed to do this is not readily available. 

We used two approaches to account for the statistical dependencies in our analysis: robust 

variance estimation techniques and the “synthetic effect size” approach. 

• Robust variance estimation (RVE) for random effects models. RVE uses estimation 

techniques that account for the statistical dependencies among effect sizes in the same study, 

as outlined by Hedges and others (Hedges et al. 2010; Tanner-Smith and Tipton 2012). In 

particular, Hedges et al. (2010) demonstrate that one can use regression results to infer the 

extent of the within-study dependence of effect sizes and adjust regression results 

accordingly. Simulation results show that when estimating the average effect size, 10 studies 
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is sufficient for RVE to provide reasonable standard error. We implemented RVE using the 

STATA robumeta package (Hedberg et al. 2017). 

• Synthetic effect sizes for fixed effects models. In this approach described by Lipsey and 

Wilson (2001), we estimated the average effect size for each study (weighing by wi,fe) and 

performed meta-analysis on these study averages.2 By including only one effect size for each 

study, we can assume each effect size is independent from those for the other studies 

included in the analysis. We implemented this approach using the Stata meta package. 

4. Regression model 

Meta-regression allows a researcher to simultaneous investigate the effects of several 

characteristics on effect sizes. Our meta-regression models included the following 

characteristics:  

• Type of primary service (some models) 

• Study characteristics 

− Sample size 

− Whether an outcome was measured using survey or administrative data 

− Whether outcomes were compared to another intervention or business-as-usual 

• Intervention and contextual characteristics 

− Duration 

− Whether the intervention was delivered by a public provider (as compared with a private provider 

or both public and private) 

− Whether the intervention was delivered in an urban context (as compared with rural or a 

combination of rural, urban, and suburban) 

• Study sample characteristics  

− Share of participants identifying as female 

− Share of participants identifying as Black, Hispanic, White and not Hispanic, or of another racial 

and ethnic background 

− Whether all study participants were eligible for or receiving cash assistance 

• Outcome characteristics 

− Type of measure (employment, earnings, or public benefits) 

− Timing of measure (short-term as compared with long- or very long-term) 

 

2The variance of the study-level average effect size is estimated as 
( )

21 1      2  
2

g
s

n n n ni c i c

 = + +
+

, where 
in  and nc  are the 

average sample sizes for the individual effect sizes used to create the study-level average. When combining study 

average effect sizes across studies, we weighted the average effect sizes by 21/ s  
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5. Missing data 

The analysis sample is limited to findings with nonmissing effect sizes. All findings also include 

data on the primary and other services provided as part of the intervention. But information on 

some characteristics was missing for some findings. For almost all characteristics examined, less 

than 10 percent of data were missing. But two characteristics had 17 to 19 percent of data 

missing: intervention duration and the percent of the study sample that was female. 

For meta-regressions examining multiple characteristics at once, we replaced missing values 

with a characteristics’ mean value. For the two characteristics that were missing for more than 10 

percent of observations, we also included in the regression model an indicator variable equal to 

one if the value was imputed and zero otherwise (a total of two indicators were included). 

Methods for missing data have not been studied extensively in the context of meta-analysis 

(Pigott and Polanin 2020) but mean imputation is a widely used and commonly accepted tactic 

for handling missing data in other contexts (Rotz et al. 2020).  
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Table B.1. Average effects overall and by economic conditions during enrollment and 

when outcomes were measured 

 

Number of 

effect 

sizes 

Number 

of 

studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Tau-

squared 

Overall  1438 188 0.050*** 0.007 [0.037, 0.063] <0.001 0.009 

Economic conditions when enrollment occurred  

Recession  336 39 0.040*** 0.009 [0.022, 0.058] <0.001 0.006 

Recovery 836 112 0.062*** 0.008 [0.047, 0.078] <0.001 0.008 

Stable  380 53 0.033** 0.015 [0.002, 0.064] 0.037 0.010 

Economic conditions when outcomes were measured 

Recession  123 33 0.035*** 0.010 [0.014, 0.056] 0.002 0.004 

Recovery 518 107 0.065*** 0.009 [0.047, 0.082] <0.001 0.008 

Stable  797 143 0.040*** 0.007 [0.025, 0.055] <0.001 0.008 

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Tau-squared (τ2) indicates the extent of variation among the effects observed in different studies. For some 

studies, the enrollment period included both recession and recovery years. In these cases, we include the 

given study in analyses focused on studies for which enrollment occurred during a recession and in 

analyses focused on studies for which enrollment occurred during a recovery. Analyses focused on studies 

for which enrollment occurred during a stable economic period only include studies for which all years in the 

enrollment period were classified as stable.  

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval. 
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Table B.2. Intervention average effect sizes by economic conditions during study enrollment 

Intervention name 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Economic 

conditions during 

enrollment 

Enrollment included a recession and recovery        

Public Health Nursing 1 1 0.195* 0.107 [-0.015, 0.405] 0.069 Recession and 

recovery 

Riverside Labor Force Attachment 13 1 0.141*** 0.025 [0.092, 0.190] <0.001 Recession and 

recovery 

Riverside Human Capital Development Program 13 1 0.104*** 0.037 [0.031, 0.177] 0.005 Recession and 

recovery 

Teenage Parent Demonstration 7 3 0.091*** 0.028 [0.037, 0.146] 0.001 Recession and 

recovery 

Grand Rapids Labor Force Attachment Program 13 1 0.086** 0.038 [0.012, 0.160] 0.025 Recession and 

recovery 

Grand Rapids Labor Force Attachment Program (as 

compared with Grand Rapids Human Capital 

Development Program) 

3 1 0.064* 0.036 [-0.007, 0.135] 0.075 Recession and 

recovery 

Greater Avenues for Independence  16 2 0.061*** 0.021 [0.019, 0.103] 0.004 Recession and 

recovery 

Grand Rapids Human Capital Development Program 13 1 0.054 0.038 [-0.020, 0.128] 0.157 Recession and 

recovery 

Oklahoma City's Education, Training, and Employment 

Program 

13 1 0.020 0.023 [-0.025, 0.065] 0.389 Recession and 

recovery 

Broadened Horizons, Brighter Futures  13 1 0.014 0.073 [-0.129, 0.157] 0.846 Recession and 

recovery 

Riverside Labor Force Attachment  Program (as 

compared with Riverside Human Capital Development 

Program) 

3 1 0.013 0.035 [-0.056, 0.082] 0.720 Recession and 

recovery 

Riverside Human Capital Development Program (as 

compared with Riverside Labor Force Attachment 

Program) 

3 1 -0.013 0.035 [-0.082, 0.056] 0.720 Recession and 

recovery 

Grand Rapids Human Capital Development Program 

(as compared with Grand Rapids Labor Force 

Attachment Program) 

3 1 -0.064* 0.036 [-0.135, 0.007] 0.075 Recession and 

recovery 
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Intervention name 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Economic 

conditions during 

enrollment 

Enrollment occurred during a recession        

Transitional Jobs Reentry Demonstration  9 1 0.107** 0.048 [0.013, 0.201] 0.024 Recession  

Personal Roads to Individual Development and 

Employment  

20 2 0.076** 0.037 [0.004, 0.148] 0.038 Recession  

Florida's Project Independence 15 1 0.044** 0.017 [0.011, 0.077] 0.011 Recession  

Project Quality Employment Through Skills Training  17 1 0.106 0.104 [-0.098, 0.310] 0.308 Recession  

Transition WORKS 13 1 0.059 0.073 [-0.084, 0.202] 0.416 Recession  

Work Plus (as compared with Training Focused 

Program) 

3 1 0.041 0.056 [-0.069, 0.151] 0.468 Recession  

Family Rewards 20 1 0.030 0.033 [-0.035, 0.095] 0.350 Recession  

Work Advancement and Support Center Demonstration 10 1 0.018 0.077 [-0.133, 0.169] 0.812 Recession  

Future Steps 22 1 0.014 0.084 [-0.151, 0.179] 0.863 Recession  

Texas  Employment Retention and Advancement  34 4 0.009 0.027 [-0.043, 0.062] 0.726 Recession  

Minnesota Tier 2 11 1 0.005 0.050 [-0.093, 0.103] 0.922 Recession  

Work Plus 14 2 -0.002 0.042 [-0.085, 0.080] 0.955 Recession  

Moving Up-South Carolina 2 1 -0.006 0.124 [-0.249, 0.237] 0.962 Recession  

Welfare-to-Work Vouchers 9 1 -0.016 0.023 [-0.061, 0.029] 0.488 Recession  

Training Focused Program 14 2 -0.033 0.049 [-0.129, 0.062] 0.493 Recession  

New Visions Self-Sufficiency and Lifelong Learning 

Project 

6 1 -0.034 0.063 [-0.157, 0.089] 0.591 Recession  

Training Focused Program (as compared with Work 

Plus) 

3 1 -0.041 0.056 [-0.151, 0.069] 0.468 Recession  

Enrollment occurred during a recovery        

Integrated Basic Education and Skills Training  1 1 0.592*** 0.095 [0.406, 0.778] <0.001 Recovery  

Wisconsin Regional Training Partnership 

Manufacturing Pathway 

3 1 0.479*** 0.108 [0.267, 0.691] <0.001 Recovery  

Partners for a Competitive Workforce: Health Careers 

Collaborative of Greater Cincinnati 

3 1 0.324*** 0.035 [0.255, 0.393] <0.001 Recovery  

Vocational Coaches to Enhance Multisystemic Therapy 

for Emerging Adults (MST-EA) 

1 1 0.293 0.380 [-0.452, 1.038] 0.447 Recovery  
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Intervention name 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Economic 

conditions during 

enrollment 

RecycleForce 12 1 0.249*** 0.067 [0.118, 0.380] <0.001 Recovery  

Good Transitions 12 1 0.238*** 0.066 [0.109, 0.367] <0.001 Recovery  

Year Up 4 1 0.227*** 0.042 [0.145, 0.309] <0.001 Recovery  

Families Achieving Success Today  3 1 0.197* 0.105 [-0.009, 0.403] 0.061 Recovery  

About Face (AF) plus Individual Placement and 

Support (as compared to AF only) 

2 1 0.181 0.220 [-0.250, 0.612] 0.413 Recovery  

Partners for a Competitive Workforce: Advanced 

Manufacturing Partnership 

3 1 0.178*** 0.043 [0.094, 0.262] <0.001 Recovery  

TransitionsSF 8 1 0.150** 0.066 [0.021, 0.279] 0.023 Recovery  

The Self-Sufficiency Project  10 2 0.143*** 0.023 [0.098, 0.188] <0.001 Recovery  

Portland Job Opportunities and Basic Skills Training 

Program  

10 1 0.141*** 0.048 [0.047, 0.235] 0.004 Recovery  

Family Transition Program 11 1 0.135*** 0.039 [0.059, 0.211] 0.001 Recovery  

Ready, Willing and Able Pathways2Work  12 1 0.130* 0.067 [-0.001, 0.261] 0.055 Recovery  

Parent Success Initiative  8 1 0.121* 0.065 [-0.006, 0.248] 0.063 Recovery  

Pathways to Prosperity 2 1 0.118 0.132 [-0.141, 0.377] 0.375 Recovery  

Workforce Training Academy Connect 1 1 0.116 0.073 [-0.027, 0.259] 0.115 Recovery  

Bridges to Pathways  7 1 0.114 0.131 [-0.143, 0.371] 0.384 Recovery  

Pathways to Healthcare  1 1 0.112* 0.064 [-0.013, 0.237] 0.082 Recovery  

YVLifeSet 2 1 0.112* 0.061 [-0.008, 0.232] 0.067 Recovery  

Delaware's A Better Chance Welfare Reform Program 6 1 0.101*** 0.033 [0.036, 0.166] 0.003 Recovery  

Minnesota Subsidized and Transitional Employment 

Demonstration  

3 1 0.100 0.071 [-0.039, 0.239] 0.156 Recovery  

Minnesota Family Investment Program (as compared 

with MFIP Incentives Only) 

6 2 0.098*** 0.031 [0.038, 0.158] 0.001 Recovery  

Supporting Families Through Work  12 1 0.090 0.066 [-0.039, 0.219] 0.175 Recovery  

Integrated Case Management 13 1 0.089*** 0.030 [0.030, 0.148] 0.003 Recovery  

Los Angeles County Transitional Subsidized 

Employment Program-Paid Work Experience  

20 1 0.083* 0.051 [-0.017, 0.183] 0.099 Recovery  

STEP Forward 7 1 0.082 0.074 [-0.063, 0.227] 0.269 Recovery  
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Intervention name 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Economic 

conditions during 

enrollment 

Second Chance Act Adult Demonstration 5 1 0.079 0.071 [-0.060, 0.218] 0.265 Recovery  

Atlanta Labor Force Attachment  14 1 0.076* 0.039 [-<0.001, 0.152] 0.050 Recovery  

Valley Initiative for Development and Advancement  3 1 0.075 0.065 [-0.052, 0.202] 0.244 Recovery  

Young Adult Internship Program  10 1 0.072* 0.041 [-0.008, 0.152] 0.080 Recovery  

Grameen America Program 1 1 0.065 0.064 [-0.060, 0.190] 0.307 Recovery  

Breaking Barriers 3 1 0.064 0.079 [-0.091, 0.219] 0.418 Recovery  

Traditional Case Management 13 1 0.062** 0.030 [0.003, 0.121] 0.040 Recovery  

Greater Avenues for Independence  13 1 0.057*** 0.017 [0.024, 0.090] 0.001 Recovery  

Atlanta Human Capital Development Program 14 1 0.056 0.038 [-0.018, 0.130] 0.144 Recovery  

Los Angeles Regional Initiative for Social Enterprise 

Pilot Program 

4 1 0.053 0.071 [-0.086, 0.192] 0.453 Recovery  

New Hope 14 1 0.052 0.056 [-0.058, 0.162] 0.349 Recovery  

Connecticut's Jobs First Program 15 1 0.049 0.031 [-0.012, 0.110] 0.115 Recovery  

Wider Opportunities for Women's Minority Female 

Single Parent Program 

2 1 0.048 0.057 [-0.064, 0.160] 0.402 Recovery  

Los Angeles County Transitional Subsidized 

Employment Program-Paid Work Experience (as 

compared with On-the-Job Training) 

21 1 0.047 0.050 [-0.051, 0.145] 0.353 Recovery  

Madison Strategies Group WorkAdvance Program 13 1 0.042 0.077 [-0.109, 0.193] 0.586 Recovery  

Per Scholas Sectoral Employment Program 11 1 0.042 0.076 [-0.107, 0.191] 0.585 Recovery  

YouthBuild 17 1 0.039 0.037 [-0.034, 0.112] 0.302 Recovery  

Job Corps 30 1 0.037** 0.018 [0.002, 0.072] 0.042 Recovery  

Towards Employment WorkAdvance Program 18 1 0.037 0.079 [-0.118, 0.192] 0.643 Recovery  

Welfare Restructuring Project (as compared with WRP 

Incentives Only) 

33 3 0.035 0.024 [-0.012, 0.082] 0.142 Recovery  

Los Angeles County Transitional Subsidized 

Employment Program-On-the-Job Training  

20 1 0.034 0.050 [-0.064, 0.132] 0.496 Recovery  

Welfare Restructuring Project  22 3 0.034 0.027 [-0.018, 0.087] 0.202 Recovery  

Michigan Opportunity and Skills Training Followed by 

Work First 

15 1 0.032 0.031 [-0.029, 0.093] 0.303 Recovery  
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Intervention name 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Economic 

conditions during 

enrollment 

Health Profession Opportunity Grants 1.0-Emergency 

Assistance 

2 1 0.031 0.054 [-0.075, 0.137] 0.570 Recovery  

Atlanta Labor Force Attachment Program (as compared 

with Atlanta Human Capital Development [HCD] 

Program) 

3 1 0.030 0.037 [-0.043, 0.103] 0.414 Recovery  

Welfare Restructuring Project Incentives Only 28 3 0.028 0.030 [-0.030, 0.086] 0.349 Recovery  

Partners for a Competitive Workforce: Construction 

Sector Partnership 

3 1 0.027 0.054 [-0.079, 0.133] 0.619 Recovery  

Patient Care Pathway Program  2 1 0.027 0.095 [-0.159, 0.213] 0.778 Recovery  

Urban Alliance's High School Internship Program 5 1 0.025 0.065 [-0.102, 0.152] 0.697 Recovery  

Post-Employment Services Demonstration  45 4 0.023 0.031 [-0.037, 0.084] 0.455 Recovery  

Paycheck Plus: Employment Referral Services 3 1 0.022 0.043 [-0.062, 0.106] 0.609 Recovery  

St. Nick's Alliance WorkAdvance Program 13 1 0.022 0.092 [-0.158, 0.202] 0.815 Recovery  

Integrated Case Management (as compared with 

Traditional Case Management) 

6 1 0.021 0.028 [-0.034, 0.076] 0.463 Recovery  

Paycheck Plus 4 1 0.020 0.026 [-0.031, 0.071] 0.431 Recovery  

Minnesota Family Investment Program Incentives Only 6 2 0.017 0.030 [-0.042, 0.075] 0.578 Recovery  

Project NetWork Case Management 6 3 0.014 0.029 [-0.044, 0.071] 0.643 Recovery  

Parents' Fair Share  6 1 0.008 0.028 [-0.047, 0.063] 0.776 Recovery  

Next STEP (Subsidized Transitional Employment 

Program) 

12 1 0.006 0.068 [-0.127, 0.139] 0.932 Recovery  

Enhanced Vocational Rehabilitation (as compared to 

Community Connections Individual Placement and 

Support) 

1 1 0.002 0.163 [-0.317, 0.321] 0.992 Recovery  

Child Support Noncustodial Parent Employment 

Demonstration  

13 1 <0.001 0.025 [-0.049, 0.049] 0.995 Recovery  

Minnesota Family Investment Program  1 1 <0.001 0.042 [-0.082, 0.082] 1.000 Recovery  

Health Profession Opportunity Grants 1.0-Facilitated 

Peer Support 

2 1 -0.072 0.067 [-0.203, 0.059] 0.287 Recovery  
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Intervention name 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Economic 

conditions during 

enrollment 

Los Angeles County Transitional Subsidized 

Employment Program-On-the-Job Training (as 

compared with Paid Work Experience ) 

21 1 -0.047 0.050 [-0.145, 0.051] 0.353 Recovery  

Health Profession Opportunity Grants 1.0-Noncash 

Incentives 

2 1 -0.044 0.061 [-0.164, 0.076] 0.468 Recovery  

Los Angeles Reconnections Career Academy Program 8 1 -0.037 0.048 [-0.131, 0.057] 0.449 Recovery  

Back to Work (B2W) 1 1 -0.036 0.039 [-0.112, 0.040] 0.348 Recovery  

Atlanta Human Capital Development  Program (as 

compared with Atlanta Labor Force Attachment 

Program) 

3 1 -0.030 0.037 [-0.103, 0.043] 0.414 Recovery  

Atlanta Urban League Minority Female Single Parent 

Program 

1 1 -0.028 0.078 [-0.181, 0.125] 0.722 Recovery  

Family Rewards 2.0 11 1 -0.022 0.041 [-0.102, 0.058] 0.596 Recovery  

Traditional Case Management (as compared with 

Integrated Case Management) 

6 1 -0.021 0.028 [-0.076, 0.034] 0.463 Recovery  

Family Self-Sufficiency program 6 1 -0.011 0.040 [-0.089, 0.067] 0.790 Recovery  

Center for Employment Training's Minority Female 

Single Parent Program 

2 1 -0.004 0.074 [-0.149, 0.141] 0.956 Recovery  

Community Connections Individual Placement and 

Support (as compared to Enhanced Vocational 

Rehabilitation ) 

1 1 -0.002 0.163 [-0.321, 0.317] 0.992 Recovery  

Health Profession Opportunity Grants1.0 5 1 -0.001 0.018 [-0.036, 0.034] 0.948 Recovery  

Enrollment occurred during a stable economic 

period 

       

Transitional Jobs Program at the Transitional Work 

Corporation (as compared to Success Through 

Employment Preparation) 

1 1 0.443*** 0.053 [0.339, 0.547] <0.001 Stable  

Per Scholas Sectoral Employment Program 2 1 0.247** 0.109 [0.033, 0.461] 0.025 Stable 

National Guard Youth ChalleNGe 7 1 0.192*** 0.060 [0.074, 0.310] 0.001 Stable 

Wisconsin Regional Training Partnership Sectoral 

Employment Program 

2 1 0.178 0.109 [-0.036, 0.392] 0.103 Stable 
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Intervention name 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Economic 

conditions during 

enrollment 

Jobs-First Greater Avenues for Independence Program 20 2 0.146*** 0.016 [0.115, 0.178] <0.001 Stable 

Work Advancement and Support Center Demonstration 

with Incentive Payments 

11 1 0.077 0.062 [-0.045, 0.199] 0.214 Stable 

Indiana Welfare Reform Initiative 31 3 0.076*** 0.016 [0.044, 0.107] <0.001 Stable 

The San Diego Saturation Work Initiative Model  12 2 0.067** 0.030 [0.009, 0.125] 0.024 Stable 

Post-Assistance Self-Sufficiency program 13 2 0.062* 0.036 [-0.009, 0.133] 0.086 Stable 

Building Nebraska Families  7 1 0.055 0.083 [-0.108, 0.218] 0.506 Stable 

Chicago Employment Retention and Advancement 13 1 0.053 0.050 [-0.045, 0.151] 0.287 Stable 

Transitional Jobs Program at the Transitional Work 

Corporation  

10 1 0.046 0.059 [-0.070, 0.162] 0.433 Stable 

California Work Pays Demonstration Project  3 1 0.035 0.026 [-0.016, 0.086] 0.175 Stable 

Virginia Independence Program with Virginia Initiative 

for Employment not Welfare  

49 6 0.035 0.027 [-0.017, 0.087] 0.190 Stable 

Individualized Job Search Assistance  9 2 0.027 0.021 [-0.013, 0.068] 0.182 Stable 

Cleveland Employment Retention and Advancement  8 1 0.023 0.078 [-0.130, 0.176] 0.767 Stable 

Jobs-Plus Community Revitalization Initiative for Public 

Housing Families 

4 1 0.018 0.029 [-0.039, 0.075] 0.540 Stable 

Structured Job Search Assistance  9 2 0.018 0.021 [-0.022, 0.058] 0.379 Stable 

Individualized Job Search Assistance with Training 9 2 0.016 0.021 [-0.024, 0.057] 0.431 Stable 

Center for Employment Opportunities Prisoner Reentry 

Program 

8 1 0.013 0.065 [-0.114, 0.140] 0.842 Stable 

Virginia Independence Program  18 4 0.006 0.030 [-0.053, 0.065] 0.845 Stable 

Valuing Individual Success and Increasing 

Opportunities Now  

14 2 -0.064 0.048 [-0.157, 0.029] 0.180 Stable 

Progress Towards Retention, Opportunities, Growth, 

Enhancement and Self-Sufficiency  

18 2 -0.039 0.055 [-0.146, 0.068] 0.476 Stable 

Work Advancement and Support Center Demonstration 7 1 -0.038 0.067 [-0.169, 0.093] 0.567 Stable 

Career Builders 10 1 -0.033 0.079 [-0.188, 0.122] 0.679 Stable 

Enhanced Job Club  13 2 -0.016 0.054 [-0.122, 0.090] 0.768 Stable 
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Intervention name 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Economic 

conditions during 

enrollment 

Transition, Advancement, and Growth Program 18 2 -0.016 0.050 [-0.115, 0.082] 0.747 Stable 

Enhanced Early Head Start 16 1 -0.009 0.086 [-0.178, 0.160] 0.915 Stable 

Success Through Employment Preparation  8 1 -0.009 0.060 [-0.127, 0.109] 0.875 Stable 

Reach for Success 13 1 -0.008 0.027 [-0.061, 0.045] 0.777 Stable 

Working toward Wellness 4 1 -0.007 0.097 [-0.197, 0.183] 0.944 Stable 

Moving Up-South Carolina 12 1 -0.004 0.039 [-0.080, 0.072] 0.927 Stable 

Success Through Employment Preparation (STEP) (as 

compared to Transitional Jobs Program at the 

Transitional Work Corporation (TWC)) 

1 1 -0.443*** 0.053 [-0.547, -0.339] <0.001 Stable 

Source: Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note: See Appendix A for further details on estimation methods. 

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval. 
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Table B.3. Meta-regression: Differences in average intervention effects by economic 

conditions during enrollment  

Factors predicting effect size B SE p-value 

Constant  0.119*** 0.039 0.003 

Economic conditions during enrollment  

Recession (1 = yes) 0.008 0.016 0.594 

Recovery (1 = yes) 0.034* 0.019 0.075 

Stable(1 = yes) (reference)    

Type of primary service 

Case management or other supports (1 = yes) -0.061** 0.027 0.028 

Education and training (1 = yes) -0.023 0.021 0.280 

Employment retention services (1 = yes) -0.029 0.019 0.126 

Employment services (1 = yes) -0.026 0.022 0.257 

Incentives and sanctions (1 = yes) -0.038** 0.019 0.048 

Work and work-based learning (1 = yes) (reference)    

Study characteristics  

Sample size (# of participants) <0.001 <0.001 0.315 

Source of data (1 = survey, 0 = administrative sources) 0.029** 0.014 0.039 

Comparison group (1 = business as usual, 0 = another intervention)  -0.037 0.038 0.330 

Intervention and contextual characteristics 

Intended intervention duration (months) -<0.001 <0.001 0.757 

Intervention delivered by a public provider (1 = yes) -<0.001 0.015 0.977 

Urban setting (1 = yes) 0.002 0.015 0.906 

Study sample characteristics  

Share female (percent) -<0.001 <0.001 0.114 

Share non-White (percent) -<0.001 <0.001 0.487 

Welfare recipient sample (1 = yes) 0.010 0.016 0.507 

Outcome characteristics  

Employment (1 = yes) -0.034 0.027 0.212 

Earnings (1 = yes) -0.039 0.029 0.187 

Public benefits (1 = yes) -0.027 0.028 0.349 

Short-term (1 = yes, 0 = long-term or very long-term) 0.021* 0.011 0.054 

Tau-squared estimate (τ2) 0.009   

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Mixed-effects meta-regression models were estimated with robust standard errors to account for dependent 

effect sizes estimates. Number of effect sizes = 1,438. Number of studies = 188. For some studies, the 

enrollment period included both recession and recovery years. In these cases, we categorized the study as 

occurring during a recession and as occurring during a recovery. Studies are classified as occurring during 

a stable economic period only if all years in the enrollment period were classified as stable. The model 

contains indicators for characteristics for which more than 10 percent of values were missing and mean-

imputed. See Appendix A for additional details on missing data.  

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

B = unstandardized regression coefficient; SE = standard error. 
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Table B.4. Average effects by type of primary service and economic conditions during 

enrollment  

 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of 

studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error +95% CI 

p-

value 

Tau-

square

d 

Case management or other 

supports 

       

Overall  194 27 0.012 0.022 [-0.032, 0.057] 0.569 0.010 

Recession  45 7 0.079*** 0.024 [0.032, 0.125] 0.001 <0.001 

Recovery 88 16 0.049*** 0.012 [0.023, 0.075] 0.001 0.002 

Stable  82 9 -0.057*** 0.017 [-0.090, -0.023] 0.001 <0.001 

Education and training        

Overall 284 43 0.070*** 0.018 [0.034, 0.106] <0.001 0.012 

Recession  85 10 0.006 0.020 [-0.041, 0.052] 0.787 0.006 

Recovery 224 33 0.076*** 0.021 [0.032, 0.119] 0.001 0.013 

Stable  20 5 0.045** 0.019 [0.008, 0.082] 0.017 <0.001 

Employment retention services        

Overall 165 19 0.024** 0.010 [0.003, 0.044] 0.027 0.002 

Recession  61 8 0.011 0.020 [-0.028, 0.051] 0.574 <0.001 

Recovery 45 4 0.023 0.031 [-0.037, 0.084] 0.455 <0.001 

Stable  59 7 0.030 0.023 [-0.015, 0.074] 0.192 <0.001 

Employment services        

Overall 271 34 0.055*** 0.012 [0.031, 0.078] <0.001 0.007 

Recession  73 7 0.071*** 0.011 [0.050, 0.092] <0.001 <0.001 

Recovery 136 17 0.066*** 0.018 [0.027, 0.104] 0.002 0.009 

Stable  107 15 0.044** 0.017 [0.006, 0.081] 0.026 0.007 

Incentives and sanctions        

Overall 171 24 0.036*** 0.012 [0.012, 0.061] 0.006 0.005 

Recession  29 2 -0.001 0.019 [-0.037, 0.036] 0.970 <0.001 

Recovery 110 16 0.044** 0.016 [0.009, 0.078] 0.016 0.006 

Stable  32 6 0.028 0.019 [-0.009, 0.064] 0.140 <0.001 

Work and work-based learning        

Overall 353 41 0.075*** 0.014 [0.046, 0.104] <0.001 0.013 

Recession  43 5 0.049** 0.020 [0.008, 0.089] 0.018 <0.001 

Recovery 233 26 0.072*** 0.015 [0.041, 0.102] <0.001 0.009 

Stable  80 11 0.079* 0.040 [-0.010, 0.168] 0.077 0.020 

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Tau-squared (τ2) indicates the extent of variation among the effects observed in different studies. For some 

studies, the enrollment period included both recession and recovery years. In these cases, we include the 

given study in analyses focused on studies for which enrollment included a recession year and in analyses 

focused on studies for which enrollment included a recovery year. Analyses focused on studies for which 

enrollment occurred during a stable economic period only include studies for which all years in the 

enrollment period were classified as stable. 

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval. 
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Table B.5. Average effects by type of primary service and economic conditions when 

outcomes were measured 

 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of 

studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error +95% CI 

p-

value 

Tau-

square

d 

Case management or other 

supports 

       

Overall  194 27 0.012 0.022 [-0.032, 0.057] 0.569 0.010 

Recession  21 7 0.061*** 0.022 [0.017, 0.105] 0.006 <0.001 

Recovery 35 11 0.016** 0.006 [0.002, 0.031] 0.033 <0.001 

Stable 138 19 -0.006 0.030 [-0.069, 0.056] 0.832 0.014 

Education and training        

Overall 284 43 0.070*** 0.018 [0.034, 0.106] <0.001 0.012 

Recession  11 4 -0.035* 0.021 [-0.076, 0.006] 0.092 <0.001 

Recovery 116 29 0.094*** 0.023 [0.046, 0.142] <0.001 0.011 

Stable 157 29 0.020* 0.011 [-0.003, 0.044] 0.085 0.006 

Employment retention services        

Overall 165 19 0.024** 0.010 [0.003, 0.044] 0.027 0.002 

Recession  8 2 -0.062 0.052 [-0.163, 0.040] 0.232 <0.001 

Recovery 3 2 0.039 0.049 [-0.057, 0.135] 0.429 <0.001 

Stable 154 19 0.028** 0.010 [0.007, 0.048] 0.013 0.002 

Employment services        

Overall 271 34 0.055*** 0.012 [0.031, 0.078] <0.001 0.007 

Recession  32 6 0.075*** 0.009 [0.057, 0.092] <0.001 <0.001 

Recovery 91 20 0.074*** 0.019 [0.033, 0.115] 0.001 0.009 

Stable 148 30 0.058*** 0.014 [0.029, 0.087] <0.001 0.009 

Incentives and sanctions        

Overall 171 24 0.036*** 0.012 [0.012, 0.061] 0.006 0.005 

Recession  27 6 0.006 0.014 [-0.021, 0.033] 0.653 <0.001 

Recovery 45 16 0.043*** 0.013 [0.014, 0.072] 0.006 0.003 

Stable 99 21 0.042** 0.017 [0.007, 0.077] 0.022 0.006 

Work and work-based learning        

Overall 353 41 0.075*** 0.014 [0.046, 0.104] <0.001 0.013 

Recession  24 8 0.044*** 0.014 [0.017, 0.072] 0.002 <0.001 

Recovery 228 29 0.065*** 0.015 [0.034, 0.097] <0.001 0.014 

Stable 101 25 0.078*** 0.020 [0.036, 0.120] 0.001 0.007 

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Tau-squared (τ2) indicates the extent of variation among the effects observed in different studies. 

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval. 
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Table B.6. Meta-regression models: Differences in average intervention effects between 

interventions for which enrollment included recessions or recoveries and those that 

enrolled participants during stable economic conditions, by type of primary service 

Factors predicting effect size  B SE p-value 

Constant  0.170*** 0.062 0.008 

Type of primary service    

Case management or other supports (1 = yes) -0.163** 0.070 0.029 

Education and training (1 = yes) -0.033 0.058 0.581 

Employment retention services (1 = yes) -0.083 0.053 0.133 

Employment services (1 = yes) -0.074 0.051 0.155 

Incentives and sanctions (1 = yes) -0.074* 0.040 0.091 

Work and work-based learning (1 = yes) (reference)    

 

Case management or other supports    

During recession (1 = yes) 0.058 0.033 0.104 

During recovery (1 = yes) 0.102** 0.045 0.034 

Education and training    

During recession (1 = yes) -0.048** 0.027 0.010 

During recovery (1 = yes) -0.004 0.033 0.915 

Employment retention    

During recession (1 = yes) 0.024 0.031 0.442 

During recovery (1 = yes) 0.014 0.034 0.686 

Employment services    

During recession (1 = yes) 0.018 0.024 0.476 

During recovery (1 = yes) 0.040 0.032 0.217 

Incentives and sanctions    

During recession (1 = yes) -0.012 0.031 0.740 

During recovery (1 = yes) 0.017 0.025 0.520 

Work and work-based learning    

During recession (1 = yes) -0.025 0.046 0.612 

During recovery (1 = yes) -0.037 0.053 0.532 

Study characteristics    

Sample size (# of participants) <0.001 <0.001 0.293 

Source of data (1 = survey, 0 = administrative sources) 0.030** 0.013 0.024 

Comparison group (1 = business as usual, 0 = another 

intervention)  

-0.024 0.038 0.520 

Intervention and contextual characteristics    

Intended intervention duration (months) <0.001 <0.001 0.964 

Intervention delivered by a public provider (1 = yes) 0.010 0.015 0.509 

Urban setting (1 = yes) <0.001 <0.001 0.964 

Study sample characteristics    

Share female (percent) <0.001 <0.000 0.274 

Share non-White (percent) <-0.001 0.018 0.993 
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Factors predicting effect size  B SE p-value 

Welfare recipient sample (1 = yes) <-0.001 <0.001 0.274 

Outcome characteristics    

Employment (1 = yes) -0.038 0.026 0.150 

Earnings (1 = yes) -0.045 0.028 0.115 

Public benefits (1 = yes) -0.031 0.027 0.262 

Short-term (1 = yes, 0 = long-term or very long-term) 0.022** 0.010 0.034 

Tau-squared estimate (τ2)   0.010 

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Mixed-effects meta-regression models were estimated with robust standard errors to account for dependent 

effect sizes estimates. Number of effect sizes = 1,438. Number of studies = 188. For some studies, the 

enrollment period included both recession and recovery years. In these cases, we categorized the study as 

occurring during a recession and as occurring during a recovery. Studies are classified as occurring during 

a stable economic period only if all years in the enrollment period were classified as stable. The model 

contains indicators for characteristics for which more than 10 percent of values were missing and mean-

imputed. See Appendix A for additional details on missing data.  

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

B = unstandardized regression coefficient; SE = standard error. 
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We tested the sensitivity of study results to key analytic decisions. In these sensitivity analyses, 

we focused on results considering economic conditions during enrollment, because these results 

were the primary focus of the report.  

A. Sensitivity to the selection of the within-study correlation between effect 

sizes 

When using robust variance estimation for random effects models, it is standard to test 

sensitivity to the selection of the within-study correlation between effect sizes, or ρ (Tanner-

Smith and Tipton 2012). Following the literature, we used 0.8 as the value for ρ in main 

analyses, and we re-estimated results using the following values for ρ, in turn: 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 

0.5, 0.6, 0.7, and 0.9. Results were unchanged. We did not present results of this sensitivity test 

here, for brevity, but results are available by request.  

B. Sensitivity of results to unemployment cutoffs used to assign each year 

to an economic period  

In the main analysis, we used a 0.5 percentage point cutoff for annual change in the 

unemployment rate to assign each year to an economic period. For these sensitivity analyses, we 

used two alternate cutoffs—one that uses 50 percent of the main version or a 0.25 percentage 

point cutoff (Table C.1 and C.2), and one that uses 200 percent of the main cutoff or a 1 

percentage point cutoff (Table C.3 and C.4). In general, the pattern of results described in the 

main text was robust to the chosen cutoff.  

Table C.1. Average effects overall and by economic conditions during enrollment and 

when outcomes were measured, sensitivity check using 0.25 percentage point change in 

unemployment to assign years to economic conditions 

 

Number of 

effect 

sizes 

Number 

of 

studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Tau-

squared 

Overall  1438 188 0.050*** 0.007 [0.037, 0.063] <0.001 0.009 

 

Recession  480 55 0.031*** 0.007 [0.016, 0.046] <0.001 0.006 

Recovery 1066 141 0.055*** 0.008 [0.038, 0.071] <0.001 0.010 

Stable  146 23 0.046*** 0.012 [0.022, 0.071] 0.001 0.005 

 

Recession  201 48 0.032*** 0.008 [0.016, 0.048] <0.001 0.004 

Recovery 727 146 0.054*** 0.008 [0.037, 0.070] <0.001 0.009 

Stable  510 111 0.047*** 0.007 [0.034, 0.060] <0.001 0.006 

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Tau-squared (τ2) indicates the extent of variation among the effects observed in different studies. For some 

studies, the enrollment period included both recession and recovery years. In these cases, we included the 

given study in analyses focused on studies for which enrollment included a recession year and in analyses 

focused on studies for which enrollment included a recovery year. Analyses focused on studies for which 

enrollment occurred during a stable economic period only include studies for which all years in the 

enrollment period were classified as stable. 

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval.  
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Table C.2. Average effects by type of primary service and economic conditions during 

enrollment, sensitivity check using 0.25 percentage point change in unemployment to 

assign years to economic conditions 

 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of 

studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error +95% CI p-value 

Tau-

square

d 

Case management or other supports 

Overall  194 27 0.012 0.022 [-0.032, 0.057] 0.569 0.010 

Recession  98 12 0.031* 0.017 [-0.007, 0.069] 0.095 0.004 

Recovery 148 23 0.015 0.025 [-0.036, 0.066] 0.550 0.011 

Stable 0 0      

Education and training        

Overall 284 43 0.070*** 0.018 [0.034, 0.106] <0.001 0.012 

Recession  85 10 0.006 0.020 [-0.041, 0.052] 0.787 0.006 

Recovery 256 37 0.079*** 0.020 [0.039, 0.119] <0.001 0.014 

Stable 11 3 0.024 0.020 [-0.016, 0.064] 0.234 <0.001 

Employment retention services        

Overall 165 19 0.024** 0.010 [0.003, 0.044] 0.027 0.002 

Recession  120 15 0.024* 0.011 [-0.001, 0.049] 0.056 0.003 

Recovery 88 9 0.008 0.022 [-0.036, 0.052] 0.720 <0.001 

Stable 0 0      

Employment services        

Overall 271 34 0.055*** 0.012 [0.031, 0.078] <0.001 0.007 

Recession  94 10 0.052** 0.017 [0.013, 0.092] 0.016 0.006 

Recovery 178 23 0.050*** 0.016 [0.017, 0.083] 0.005 0.008 

Stable 65 9 0.074*** 0.009 [0.056, 0.091] <0.001 <0.001 

Incentives and sanctions        

Overall 171 24 0.036*** 0.012 [0.012, 0.061] 0.006 0.005 

Recession  40 3 0.006 0.018 [-0.029, 0.041] 0.748 <0.001 

Recovery 121 17 0.045*** 0.015 [0.013, 0.078] 0.010 0.006 

Stable 21 5 0.023 0.020 [-0.016, 0.061] 0.248 <0.001 

Work and work-based learning        

Overall 353 41 0.075*** 0.014 [0.046, 0.104] <0.001 0.013 

Recession  43 5 0.049** 0.020 [0.008, 0.089] 0.018 <0.001 

Recovery 275 32 0.079*** 0.018 [0.043, 0.116] <0.001 0.013 

Stable 49 6 0.035 0.027 [-0.017, 0.087] 0.190 <0.001 

Note:  Tau-squared (τ2) indicates the extent of variation among the effects observed in different studies. For some 

studies, the enrollment period included both recession and recovery years. In these cases, we included the 

given study in analyses focused on studies for which enrollment included a recession year and in analyses 

focused on studies for which enrollment included a recovery year. Analyses focused on studies for which 

enrollment occurred during a stable economic period only include studies for which all years in the 

enrollment period were classified as stable. 

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval. 
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Table C.3. Average effects overall and by economic conditions during enrollment and 

when outcomes were measured, sensitivity check using 1 percentage point change in 

unemployment to assign years to economic conditions  

 

Number of 

effect 

sizes 

Number 

of 

studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Tau-

squared 

Overall  1438 188 0.050*** 0.007 [0.037, 0.063] <0.001 0.009 

Economic conditions when enrollment occurred  

Recession  221 24 0.030** 0.012 [0.005, 0.055] 0.021 0.008 

Recovery 631 77 0.056*** 0.009 [0.038, 0.074] <0.001 0.008 

Stable  586 87 0.050*** 0.011 [0.027, 0.072] <0.001 0.010 

Economic conditions when outcomes were measured 

Recession  96 23 0.019 0.014 [-0.010, 0.048] 0.181 0.006 

Recovery 203 49 0.088*** 0.016 [0.056, 0.121] <0.001 0.013 

Stable  1139 173 0.039*** 0.006 [0.027, 0.050] <0.001 0.007 

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Tau-squared (τ2) indicates the extent of variation among the effects observed in different studies. For some 

studies, the enrollment period included both recession and recovery years. In these cases, we included the 

given study in analyses focused on studies for which enrollment included a recession year and in analyses 

focused on studies for which enrollment included a recovery year. Analyses focused on studies for which 

enrollment occurred during a stable economic period only include studies for which all years in the 

enrollment period were classified as stable. 

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval. 
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Table C.4. Average effects by type of primary service and economic conditions during 

enrollment, sensitivity check using 1 percentage point change in unemployment to 

assign years to economic conditions 

 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of 

studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error +95% CI p-value 

Tau-

square

d 

Case management or other supports 

Overall  194 27 0.012 0.022 [-0.032, 0.057] 0.569 0.010 

Recession  38 4 0.044 0.046 [-0.045, 0.134] 0.330 <0.001 

Recovery 65 10 0.031** 0.013 [0.001, 0.060] 0.042 0.001 

Stable 91 13 -0.018 0.041 [-0.108, 0.072] 0.671 0.023 

Education and training        

Overall 284 43 0.070*** 0.018 [0.034, 0.106] <0.001 0.012 

Recession  40 5 -0.024 0.030 [-0.083, 0.036] 0.434 <0.001 

Recovery 152 19 0.062** 0.025 [0.009, 0.115] 0.026 0.010 

Stable 92 19 0.098*** 0.029 [0.037, 0.159] 0.003 0.015 

Employment retention services        

Overall 165 19 0.024** 0.010 [0.003, 0.044] 0.027 0.002 

Recession  61 8 0.011 0.020 [-0.028, 0.051] 0.574 <0.001 

Recovery 45 4 0.023 0.031 [-0.037, 0.084] 0.455 <0.001 

Stable 59 7 0.030 0.023 [-0.015, 0.074] 0.192 <0.001 

Employment services        

Overall 271 34 0.055*** 0.012 [0.031, 0.078] <0.001 0.007 

Recession  13 1 0.059 0.073 [-0.084, 0.202] 0.416 NA 

Recovery 70 9 0.060*** 0.014 [0.033, 0.087] <0.001 <0.001 

Stable 188 24 0.052*** 0.012 [0.026, 0.077] <0.001 0.006 

Incentives and sanctions        

Overall 171 24 0.036*** 0.012 [0.012, 0.061] 0.006 0.005 

Recession  29 2 -0.001 0.019 [-0.037, 0.036] 0.970 <0.001 

Recovery 84 14 0.047** 0.018 [0.009, 0.086] 0.020 0.006 

Stable 58 8 0.026* 0.015 [-0.003, 0.055] 0.082 <0.001 

Work and work-based learning        

Overall 353 41 0.075*** 0.014 [0.046, 0.104] <0.001 0.013 

Recession  40 4 0.067*** 0.025 [0.017, 0.116] 0.008 <0.001 

Recovery 215 21 0.075*** 0.017 [0.038, 0.111] <0.001 0.012 

Stable 98 16 0.075** 0.029 [0.012, 0.137] 0.022 0.014 

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Tau-squared (τ2) indicates the extent of variation among the effects observed in different studies. For some 

studies, the enrollment period included both recession and recovery years In these cases, we included the 

given study in analyses focused on studies for which enrollment included a recession year and in analyses 

focused on studies for which enrollment included a recovery year. Analyses focused on studies for which 

enrollment occurred during a stable economic period only include studies for which all years in the 

enrollment period were classified as stable. 

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval; NA = not available. 
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C. Sensitivity to using National Bureau of Economic Research (NBER) 

business-cycle dates rather than changes in unemployment rates to 

assign each year to an economic period 

In the main analysis, we used annual changes in the unemployment rate to assign each year to an 

economic period (recession, recovery, or stable). Years classified following this method 

generally gave similar start and end dates of economic recessions published by NBER, a 

respected source for this information.3 

In this sensitivity check, we re-estimated results using business-cycle dates published by 

NBER—rather than changes in unemployment—to classify years by economic condition. NBER 

provides dates for the peak and trough of each business cycle.4 Using these dates, we defined 

recession years as those between the peak and the trough, recovery years as the first half of the 

years between each trough and the following peak—rounding down when there was an odd 

number of years between peak and trough—and stable years as the second half of the years 

between each trough and the following peak. We assigned each year to the economic conditions 

that existed in the majority of the year. For example, because a peak occurred in the first quarter 

of 2001 with the trough falling in the fourth quarter of 2001, we classified 2001 as a recession 

year. Similarly, because a peak occurred in the third quarter of 1990, we classified 1990 as a 

stable economic year and 1991 as a recession year. 

This alternative classification scheme yielded more observations in recovery years (Table C.5 

and C.6). But the pattern of results was similar to the main analyses. Where there were changes, 

they were primarily in the average effect sizes for stable economic periods. Given the focus of 

this report on labor market outcomes, we preferred the classification scheme based on changes in 

unemployment rates.  

  

 

3 The National Bureau of Economic Research (NBER) defines only two types of economic periods: (1) economic 

recessions, or the period between the highest and lowest point of economic activity as determined by a committee of 

experts who consider a wide range of economic indicators, including employment and gross domestic product; and 

(2) economic expansions, or the period between the lowest and highest point. To enable us to examine the 

effectiveness of interventions and types of services during periods of economic recovery after a recession as 

compared with periods of more steady or regular economic activity, we considered three types of economic periods. 

We differentiated between recessions, recoveries from recessions, and what we called “stable economic periods” 

(neither recession nor recovery). Our definitions of these three periods are discussed in the text.  
4 See https://www.nber.org/research/business-cycle-dating.  

https://www.nber.org/research/business-cycle-dating


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica C.8 

Table C.5. Average effects overall and by economic conditions during enrollment and 

when outcomes were measured, sensitivity check using NBER business-cycle dates to 

assign years to economic conditions  

 

Number of 

effect 

sizes 

Number 

of 

studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error 95% CI p-value 

Tau-

squared 

Overall  1438 188 0.050*** 0.007 [0.037, 0.063] <0.001 0.009 

Economic conditions when enrollment occurred  

Recession  313 34 0.034*** 0.010 [0.014, 0.054] 0.002 0.007 

Recovery 1206 157 0.042*** 0.007 [0.028, 0.056] <0.001 0.008 

Stable  139 24 0.100*** 0.020 [0.058, 0.142] <0.001 0.010 

Economic conditions when outcomes were measured 

Recession  79 25 0.036*** 0.012 [0.011, 0.061] 0.007 0.004 

Recovery 544 111 0.056*** 0.008 [0.039, 0.073] <0.001 0.009 

Stable  815 142 0.043*** 0.007 [0.029, 0.057] <0.001 0.007 

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Tau-squared (τ2) indicates the extent of variation among the effects observed in different studies. For some 

studies, enrollment period included both recession and recovery years. In these cases, we include the 

given study in analyses focused on studies for which enrollment occurred during a recession and in 

analyses focused on studies for which enrollment occurred during a recovery. Analyses focused on studies 

for which enrollment occurred during a stable economic period only include studies for which all years in the 

enrollment period were classified as stable. 

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval; NBER = National Bureau of Economic Research. 
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Table C.6. Average effects by type of primary service and economic conditions during 

enrollment, sensitivity check using NBER business-cycle dates to assign years to 

economic conditions 

 

Number 

of effect 

sizes 

Number 

of 

studies 

Average 

effect size 

Standard 

error +95% CI 

p-

value 

Tau-

squared 

Case management or other supports 

Overall  194 27 0.012 0.022 [-0.032, 0.057] 0.569 0.010 

Recession  38 4 0.044 0.046 [-0.045, 0.134] 0.330 <0.001 

Recovery 186 23 <0.001 0.025 [-0.051, 0.052] 0.991 0.011 

Stable 8 4 0.087*** 0.025 [0.037, 0.137] 0.001 <0.001 

Education and training        

Overall 284 43 0.070*** 0.018 [0.034, 0.106] <0.001 0.012 

Recession  85 10 0.006 0.020 [-0.041, 0.052] 0.787 0.006 

Recovery 241 36 0.043*** 0.015 [0.013, 0.073] 0.006 0.007 

Stable 26 6 0.221*** 0.022 [0.179, 0.264] <0.001 <0.001 

Employment retention services        

Overall 165 19 0.024** 0.010 [0.003, 0.044] 0.027 0.002 

Recession  61 8 0.011 0.020 [-0.028, 0.051] 0.574 <0.001 

Recovery 148 17 0.027** 0.010 [0.005, 0.049] 0.020 0.001 

Stable 7 1 -0.038 0.067 [-0.169, 0.093] 0.567 NA 

Employment services        

Overall 271 34 0.055*** 0.012 [0.031, 0.078] <0.001 0.007 

Recession  57 5 0.074*** 0.012 [0.050, 0.098] <0.001 <0.001 

Recovery 181 24 0.050*** 0.015 [0.019, 0.080] 0.003 0.008 

Stable 62 8 0.076*** 0.009 [0.059, 0.094] <0.001 <0.001 

Incentives and sanctions        

Overall 171 24 0.036*** 0.012 [0.012, 0.061] 0.006 0.005 

Recession  29 2 -0.001 0.019 [-0.037, 0.036] 0.970 <0.001 

Recovery 116 20 0.036** 0.014 [0.007, 0.065] 0.017 0.004 

Stable 26 2 0.055** 0.028 [<0.001, 0.109] 0.049 <0.001 

Work and work-based learning        

Overall 353 41 0.075*** 0.014 [0.046, 0.104] <0.001 0.013 

Recession  43 5 0.049** 0.020 [0.008, 0.089] 0.018 <0.001 

Recovery 334 37 0.073*** 0.016 [0.041, 0.106] <0.001 0.012 

Stable 10 3 0.073* 0.042 [-0.010, 0.156] 0.084 <0.001 

Source:  Pathways Clearinghouse database. 

Note:  Tau-squared (τ2) indicates the extent of variation among the effects observed in different studies. For some 

studies, the enrollment period included both recession and recovery years. In these cases, we included the 

given study in analyses focused on studies for which enrollment included a recession year and in analyses 

focused on studies for which enrollment included a recovery year. Analyses focused on studies for which 

enrollment occurred during a stable economic period only include studies for which all years in the 

enrollment period were classified as stable. 

*p < .10. ** p < .05. *** p < .01. 

CI = confidence interval; NBER = National Bureau of Economic Research. 



Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica C.10 

References  

Tanner-Smith, E.E., and E. Tipton (2012). Robust variance estimation with dependent effect 

sizes: Practical considerations including a software tutorial in Stata and SPSS, Research 

Synthesis Methods 5(1): 13–30. 

 



 

 

Appendix D: Citations Included in the Pathways Clearinghouse  
 



 

 

This page has been left blank for double-sided copying.  



Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.3 

Aber, J. Lawrence, Pamela Morris, Sharon Wolf, and Juliette Berg (2016). The impact of a 

holistic conditional cash transfer program in New York City on parental financial investment, 

student time use, and educational processes and outcomes, Journal of Research on 

Educational Effectiveness 9(3): 334–363. Available at 

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19345747.2015.1107925. 

Anderson, Chloe, Mary Farrell, Asaph Glosser and Bret Barden (2019). Testing two subsidized 

employment models for TANF recipients: Final impacts and costs of the Los Angeles County 

Transitional Subsidized Employment Program, OPRE Report #2019-71, Washington, DC: 

Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/stedla_final_2019_508.pdf.  

Anderson, Jacquelyn, Stephen Freedman, and Gayle Hamilton (2009). The Employment 

Retention and Advancement project: Results from the Los Angeles Reach For Success 

program, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for 

Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_552.pdf.  

Anderson, Theresa, Breno Braga, Teresa Derrick-Mills, Alan Dodkowitz, H. Elizabeth Peters, 

Charmaine Runes, and Mary Winkler (2019). New insights into the Back on Track model's 

effects on opportunity youth outcomes: Opportunity Works final evaluation 

report, Washington, DC, Urban Institute. Available 

at https://www.urban.org/research/publication/new-insights-back-track-models-effects-

opportunity-youth-outcomes.  

Anderson, Theresa, Lauren Eyster, Robert I. Lerman, Carol Clymer, Maureen Conway, and 

Marcela Montes (2014). The first year of accelerating opportunity: Implementation findings 

from the states and colleges, Washington, DC: Urban Institute. Available at 

https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED559305.pdf.  

Anderson, Theresa, Lauren Eyster, Robert I. Lerman, Maureen Conway, Ranita Jain, and 

Marcela Montes (2016). Implementation of accelerating opportunity: Lessons for the field, 

Washington, DC: Urban Institute. Available at 

https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/80626/2000791-implementation-of-

accelerating-opportunity-lessons-for-the-field.pdf. 

Anderson, Theresa, Lauren Eyster, Robert I. Lerman, Carolyn T. O’Brien, Maureen Conway, 

Ranita Jain, and Marcela Montes (2015). The second year of accelerating opportunity: 

Implementation findings from the states and colleges, Washington, DC: Urban Institute. 

Available at https://www.urban.org/research/publication/second-year-accelerating-

opportunity-implementation-findings-states-and-colleges.  

Anderson, Theresa, Daniel Kuehn, Lauren Eyster, Burt S. Barnow, and Robert I. Lerman (2017). 

New evidence on integrated career pathways: Final impact report for accelerating 

opportunity, Washington, DC: Urban Institute. Available at 

https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/91436/ao_final_impacts.pdf.  

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/19345747.2015.1107925
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/stedla_final_2019_508.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_552.pdf
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/new-insights-back-track-models-effects-opportunity-youth-outcomes
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/new-insights-back-track-models-effects-opportunity-youth-outcomes
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED559305.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/80626/2000791-implementation-of-accelerating-opportunity-lessons-for-the-field.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/80626/2000791-implementation-of-accelerating-opportunity-lessons-for-the-field.pdf
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/second-year-accelerating-opportunity-implementation-findings-states-and-colleges
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/second-year-accelerating-opportunity-implementation-findings-states-and-colleges
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/91436/ao_final_impacts.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.4 

Auspos, Patricia, Cynthia Miller, and Jo Anna Hunter (2000). Final report on the 

implementation and impacts of the Minnesota family investment program in Ramsey County, 

Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children 

and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/mfip-final-report-on-the-minnesota-family-

investment-program-in-ramsey. 

Azurdia, Gilda, and Zakia Barnes (2008). The Employment Retention and Advancement project: 

Impacts for Portland’s Career Builders program, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_550.pdf.  

Bales, William D., Catie Clark, Samuel Scaggs, David Ensley, Philip Coltharp, Alexa Singer, 

and Thomas G. Blomberg (2016). An assessment of the effectiveness of prison work release 

programs on post-release recidivism and employment, Tallahassee, FL: The Florida 

Department of Corrections and Florida State University College of Criminology and 

Criminal Justice. Available at https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/249845.pdf.  

Barden, Bret, Randall Juras, Cindy Redcross, Mary Farrell, and Dan Bloom (2018). New 

perspectives on creating jobs: Final impacts of the next generation of subsidized employment 

programs, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration 

for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-enhanced-transitional-jobs-demo-new-

perspectives-creating-jobs-final-impacts-next-generation-subsidized-employment-programs.  

Bauer, Erin L., Scott Crosse, Karla McPherson, Janet Friedman, Joy Zacharia, Donna Tapper, 

and Ryan Clarke (2014). Evaluation of the New York City Justice Corps: Final outcome 

report, Rockville, MD: Westat. Available at 

https://www1.nyc.gov/assets/opportunity/pdf/Westat-Justice-Corps-Evaulation.pdf.  

Becerra, Rosina M., Vivian Lew, Michael N. Mitchell, and Hiromi Ono (1998). Final report: 

California Work Pays Demonstration Project, report of the first forty-two months, Los 

Angeles: UCLA, School of Public Policy and Social Research. 

Becerra, Rosina, Alisa Lewin, Michael Mitchell, and Hiromi Ono (1996). California Work Pays 

Demonstration Project: Interim report of first thirty months, Unpublished manuscript, Los 

Angeles: UCLA, School of Public Policy and Social Work. 

Beecroft, Erik, Kevin Cahill, and Barbara Goodson (2002). The impacts of welfare reform on 

children: The Indiana Welfare Reform evaluation, Washington, DC: Administration for 

Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/indiana_welfare_reform.pdf.  

Beecroft, Erik, Wang Lee, David Long, Pamela Holcomb, Terri Thompson, Nancy Pindus, 

Carolyn O’Brien, and Jenny Bernstein (2003). The Indiana Welfare Reform evaluation: Five-

year impacts, implementation, costs and benefits, Washington, DC: Administration for 

Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/indiana_5yr_rpt.pdf.  

Bell, Stephen H., and David J. Fein (1991). Ohio Transitions to Independence evaluation: 

Program impacts in the first fiscal year, Bethesda, MD: Abt Associates. 

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/mfip-final-report-on-the-minnesota-family-investment-program-in-ramsey
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/mfip-final-report-on-the-minnesota-family-investment-program-in-ramsey
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_550.pdf
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/249845.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-enhanced-transitional-jobs-demo-new-perspectives-creating-jobs-final-impacts-next-generation-subsidized-employment-programs
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-enhanced-transitional-jobs-demo-new-perspectives-creating-jobs-final-impacts-next-generation-subsidized-employment-programs
https://www1.nyc.gov/assets/opportunity/pdf/Westat-Justice-Corps-Evaulation.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/indiana_welfare_reform.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/indiana_5yr_rpt.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.5 

Blomquist, John (1995). The Ohio Transitions to Independence Demonstration: Report on 

program costs and benefits, Bethesda, MD: Abt Associates. 

Bloom, Dan (2015). Testing the next generation of subsidized employment programs: An 

introduction to the Subsidized and Transitional Employment Demonstration and the 

Enhanced Transitional Jobs Demonstration, OPRE Report #2015-58, Washington, DC: 

Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/testing-next-gen-subsidized-employ-intro-

enhanced-trans-jobs-demo.  

Bloom, Dan, Mary Farrell, James J. Kemple, and Nandita Verma (1999). The Family Transition 

Program: Implementation and three-year impacts of Florida’s initial time-limited welfare 

program, New York: MDRC. Available at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED430105.pdf.  

Bloom, Dan, Alissa Gardenhire-Crooks, and Conrad Mandsager (2009). Reengaging high school 

dropouts: Early results of the National Guard Youth ChalleNGe program evaluation, New 

York: MDRC. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_491.pdf.  

Bloom, Dan, Richard Hendra, Karin Martinson, and Susan Scrivener (2005). The Employment 

Retention and Advancement Project: Early results from four sites, Washington, DC: Office 

of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. 

Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/early_results.pdf.  

Bloom, Dan, Richard Hendra, and Charles Michalopoulos (2000). Vermont’s Welfare 

Restructuring Project: Key findings from the forty-two-month client survey, Washington, DC: 

Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_602.pdf.  

Bloom, Dan, Richard Hendra, and Jocelyn Page (2006). The Employment Retention and 

Advancement project: Results from the Chicago ERA site, Washington, DC: Office of 

Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. 

Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_544.pdf.  

Bloom, Dan, James J. Kemple, Pamela Morris, Susan Scrivener, Nandita Verma, Richard 

Hendra, Diana Adams-Ciardullo, David Seith, and Johanna Walter (2000). Final report on 

Florida’s initial time-limited welfare program, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-family-transition-program-final-report-on-

floridas-initial-time. 

Bloom, Dan, James J. Kemple, and Robin Rogers-Dillon (1997). The Family Transition 

Program: Implementation and early impacts of Florida’s initial time-limited welfare 

program, New York: MDRC. Available at https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED407606.  

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/testing-next-gen-subsidized-employ-intro-enhanced-trans-jobs-demo
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/testing-next-gen-subsidized-employ-intro-enhanced-trans-jobs-demo
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED430105.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_491.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/early_results.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_602.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_544.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-family-transition-program-final-report-on-floridas-initial-time
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-family-transition-program-final-report-on-floridas-initial-time
https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED407606


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.6 

Bloom, Dan, Laura Melton, Charles Michalopoulos, Susan Scrivener, and Johanna Walter 

(2000). Jobs First: Implementation and early impacts of Connecticut’s welfare reform 

initiative, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/implementation-and-early-impacts-jobs-first-

connecticuts-welfare-reform-initiative. 

Bloom, Dan, Charles Michalopoulos, Johanna Walter, and Patricia Auspos (1998). WRP: 

Implementation and early impacts of Vermont’s Welfare Restructuring Project, Washington, 

DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Bloom, Dan, Cynthia Miller, and Gilda Azurdia (2007). The Employment Retention and 

Advancement project: Results from the Personal Roads to Individual Development and 

Employment (PRIDE) program in New York City, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, 

Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of 

Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_pride.pdf.  

Bloom, Dan, Cindy Redcross, Janine Zweig, and Gilda Azurdia (2007). Transitional jobs for ex-

prisoners: Early impacts from a random assignment evaluation of the Center for 

Employment Opportunities (CEO) prisoner reentry program, Washington, DC: Office of 

Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. 

Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/transitional-jobs-for-ex-prisoners-early-impacts-

from-a-random-assignment.  

Bloom, Dan, Sarah Rich, Cindy Redcross, Erin Jacobs, Jennifer Yahner, and Nancy Pindus 

(2009). Alternative welfare-to-work strategies for the hard-to-employ: Testing transitional 

jobs and pre-employment services in Philadelphia, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, 

Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of 

Health and Human Services. Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/alternative-

welfare-to-work-strategies-for-the-hard-to-employ-testing.  

Bloom, Dan, Susan Scrivener, Charles Michalopoulos, Pamela Morris, Richard Hendra, Diana 

Adams-Ciardullo, and Johanna Walter (2002). Jobs First: Final report on Connecticut’s 

welfare reform initiative, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, 

Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/jobs-first-final-report-on-connecticuts-

welfare-reform-initiative.  

Bloom, Howard S., James A. Riccio, Nandita Verma, and Johanna Walter (2005). Promoting 

work in public housing: The effectiveness of Jobs-Plus, Final report, New York: MDRC. 

Available at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED484619.pdf.  

Bloomer, Stacey R., and Theresa A. Sipe (2003). The impact of the Georgia Fatherhood Program 

on employment and wages, Journal of Social Service Research 29(4): 53–65. Available 

at https://www.fatherhood.gov/library-resource/impact-georgia-fatherhood-program-

employment-and-wages.  

https://www.mdrc.org/publication/implementation-and-early-impacts-jobs-first-connecticuts-welfare-reform-initiative
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/implementation-and-early-impacts-jobs-first-connecticuts-welfare-reform-initiative
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_pride.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/transitional-jobs-for-ex-prisoners-early-impacts-from-a-random-assignment
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/transitional-jobs-for-ex-prisoners-early-impacts-from-a-random-assignment
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/alternative-welfare-to-work-strategies-for-the-hard-to-employ-testing
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/alternative-welfare-to-work-strategies-for-the-hard-to-employ-testing
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/jobs-first-final-report-on-connecticuts-welfare-reform-initiative
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/jobs-first-final-report-on-connecticuts-welfare-reform-initiative
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED484619.pdf
https://www.fatherhood.gov/library-resource/impact-georgia-fatherhood-program-employment-and-wages
https://www.fatherhood.gov/library-resource/impact-georgia-fatherhood-program-employment-and-wages


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.7 

Bond, Gary R., Sunny Jung Kim, Deborah R. Becker, Sarah J. Swanson, Robert E. Drake, 

Izabela M. Krzos, Virginia V. Fraser, Sheila O’Neill, and Rochelle L. Frounfelker (2015). A 

controlled trial of supported employment for people with severe mental illness and justice 

involvement, Psychiatric Services 66(10): 1027–34. Available at 

https://ps.psychiatryonline.org/doi/pdfplus/10.1176/appi.ps.201400510.  

Bos, Johannes M., Aletha C. Huston, Robert C. Granger, Greg J. Duncan, Thomas W. Brock, 

and Vonnie C. McLoyd (1999). New Hope for people with low incomes: Two-year results of 

a program to reduce poverty and reform welfare, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED433455.pdf.  

Bowlus, Audra, Lance Lochner, Chris Robinson, and Yahong Zhong (2006). Human capital and 

search behaviour, Ottawa, Canada: Social Research and Demonstration Corporation. 

Available at http://www.srdc.org/media/8244/bowlus_et_al-2006.pdf.  

Brown, Marsha, Dario Longhi, Bill Luchansky, and Washington State Dept of Social and Health 

Services (1997). Employment outcomes of chemical dependency treatment and additional 

vocational services publicly funded by Washington state: A four-and-a-half year follow-up 

study of indigent persons served by Washington state’s Alcoholism and Drug Addiction 

Treatment and Support Act (ADATSA), Briefing Paper #4.29, Olympia, WA: Washington 

State Department of Social and Health Services. Available 

at https://www.dshs.wa.gov/ffa/rda/research-reports/employment-outcomes-chemical-

dependency-treatment-and-additional-vocational-services-publicly-funded-washington-state.  

Burghardt, John, and Anne Gordon (1990). The Minority Female Single Parent demonstration: 

More jobs and higher pay: how an integrated program compares with traditional programs, 

New York: The Rockefeller Foundation. 

Burghardt, John, Anu Rangarajan, Anne Gordon, and Ellen Kisker (1992). Evaluation of the 

Minority Female Single Parent demonstration: Volume I: Summary report, Princeton, NJ: 

Mathematica Policy Research. Available at https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-

and-findings/publications/evaluation-of-the-minority-female-single-parent-demonstration-

volume-i.  

Burstein, Nancy R., Erik Beecroft, Jordan Hiller, and Michelle Wood (1999). Effects of the 

Project NetWork Demonstration waiver provisions: final report, Cambridge, MA: Abt 

Associates. Available 

at https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.197.9563&rep=rep1&type=pdf.  

Burt, Martha (2007). Evaluation of LA’s HOPE: Ending chronic homelessness through 

employment and housing: Final report, Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Housing and 

Urban Development and U.S. Department of Labor. Available 

at https://www.urban.org/research/publication/evaluation-las-hope/view/full_report.  

Burt, Martha (2012). Impact of housing and work supports on outcomes for chronically homeless 

adults with mental illness: LA’s HOPE, Psychiatry Online 63(3): 209-215. Available 

at https://ps.psychiatryonline.org/doi/pdf/10.1176/appi.ps.201100100.  

https://ps.psychiatryonline.org/doi/pdfplus/10.1176/appi.ps.201400510
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED433455.pdf
http://www.srdc.org/media/8244/bowlus_et_al-2006.pdf
https://www.dshs.wa.gov/ffa/rda/research-reports/employment-outcomes-chemical-dependency-treatment-and-additional-vocational-services-publicly-funded-washington-state
https://www.dshs.wa.gov/ffa/rda/research-reports/employment-outcomes-chemical-dependency-treatment-and-additional-vocational-services-publicly-funded-washington-state
https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/evaluation-of-the-minority-female-single-parent-demonstration-volume-i
https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/evaluation-of-the-minority-female-single-parent-demonstration-volume-i
https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/evaluation-of-the-minority-female-single-parent-demonstration-volume-i
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.197.9563&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/evaluation-las-hope/view/full_report
https://ps.psychiatryonline.org/doi/pdf/10.1176/appi.ps.201100100


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.8 

Butler, David, Julianna Alson, Dan Bloom, Victoria Deitch, Aaron Hill, JoAnn Hsueh, Erin 

Jacobs, Sue Kim, Reanin McRoberts, and Cindy Redcross (2012). What strategies work for 

the hard-to-employ? Final results of the Hard-to-Employ Demonstration and Evaluation 

Project and selected sites from the Employment Retention and Advancement Project, OPRE 

Report #2012-08, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, 

Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/strategies_work.pdf.  

Cancian, Maria, Daniel R. Meyer, and Robert G. Wood (2019). Final impact findings from the 

Child Support Noncustodial Parent Employment Demonstration (CSPED), Madison, WI: 

Institute for Research on Poverty, University of Wisconsin-Madison. Available 

at https://www.irp.wisc.edu/resource/csped-final-impact-report/. 

Card, David, and Philip K. Robins (1996). Do financial incentives encourage welfare recipients 

to work? Initial 18-month findings from the Self-Sufficiency Project, Ottawa: SRDC. 

Available at http://www.srdc.org/media/8697/do_fin_inc_encourage.pdf.  

Chase-Lansdale, P. Lindsay, Terri J. Sabol, Teresa Eckrich Sommer, Elise Chor, Allison W. 

Cooperman, Jeanne Brooks-Gunn, Hirokazu Yoshikawa, Christopher King, and Amanda 

Morris (2019). Effects of a two-generation human capital program on low-income parents’ 

education, employment, and psychological wellbeing, Journal of Family Psychology 

33(4): 433. Available at https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30843706/.  

Cook, Philip J., Songman Kang, Anthony A. Braga, Jens Ludwig, and Mallory 

E. O’Brien (2015). An experimental evaluation of a comprehensive employment-oriented 

prisoner re-entry program, Journal of Quantitative Criminology 31(3): 355–382. Available 

at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284942331_An_Experimental_Evaluation_of_a

_Comprehensive_Employment-Oriented_Prisoner_Re-entry_Program.  

Cook, Rachel, Jill Hamadyk, Matthew Zeinenberg, Howard Rolston, and Karen Gardiner (2018). 

Madison Area Technical College Patient Care Pathway Program: Implementation and early 

impact report, OPRE Report #2018-48, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and 

Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/report/madison-area-technical-

college-patient-care-pathway-program-implementation-and-early.  

Courtin, Emilie, Peter Muennig, Nandita Verma, James A. Riccio, Mylene Lagarde, Paolo 

Vineis, Ichiro Kawachi, and Mauricio Avendano (2018). Conditional cash transfers and 

health of low-income families in the U.S.: Evaluating the family rewards experiment, Health 

Affairs 37(3): 438–446. Available 

at https://www.healthaffairs.org/doi/full/10.1377/hlthaff.2017.1271?url_ver=Z39.88-

2003&rfr_id=ori%3Arid%3Acrossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub%3Dpubmed. 

Courtney, Mark E., Erin J. Valentine, and Melanie Skemer (2019). Experimental evaluation of 

transitional living services for system-involved youth: Implications for policy and 

practice, Children and Youth Services Review 96: 396–408. Available 

at https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0190740918304663.  

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/strategies_work.pdf
https://www.irp.wisc.edu/resource/csped-final-impact-report/
http://www.srdc.org/media/8697/do_fin_inc_encourage.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30843706/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284942331_An_Experimental_Evaluation_of_a_Comprehensive_Employment-Oriented_Prisoner_Re-entry_Program
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284942331_An_Experimental_Evaluation_of_a_Comprehensive_Employment-Oriented_Prisoner_Re-entry_Program
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/report/madison-area-technical-college-patient-care-pathway-program-implementation-and-early
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/report/madison-area-technical-college-patient-care-pathway-program-implementation-and-early
https://www.healthaffairs.org/doi/full/10.1377/hlthaff.2017.1271?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori%3Arid%3Acrossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub%3Dpubmed
https://www.healthaffairs.org/doi/full/10.1377/hlthaff.2017.1271?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori%3Arid%3Acrossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub%3Dpubmed
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0190740918304663


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.9 

Cummings, Danielle, and Dan Bloom (2020). Can subsidized employment programs help 

disadvantaged job seekers? A synthesis of findings from evaluations of 13 programs, OPRE 

Report #2020-23. Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, 

Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Cummings, Danielle, Mary Farrell, and Melanie Skemer (2018). Forging a path: Final impacts 

and costs of New York City’s Young Adult Internship Program, OPRE Report #2018-75, 

Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children 

and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available at 

https://eric.ed.gov/?q=%22%22&ff1=subProgram+Costs&ff2=pubReports+-

+Research&id=ED588364.  

D’Amico, Ron, Christian Geckeler, Jennifer Henderson-Frakes, Deborah Kogan, and Tyler 

Moazed (2013). Evaluation of the Second Chance Act (SCA) Adult Demonstration 2009 

grantees, Oakland, CA: Social Policy Research Associates. Available 

at https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/243294.pdf. 

D’Amico, Ron, Christian Geckeler, and Hui Kim (2017). An evaluation of seven Second Chance 

Act Adult Demonstration programs: Impact findings at 18 months, Oakland, CA: Social 

Policy Research Associates. Available 

at https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/251139.pdf.  

D’Amico, Ronald, and Hui Kim (2018). Evaluation of seven Second Chance Act Adult 

Demonstration programs: Impact findings at 30 months, Oakland, CA: Social Policy 

Research Associates. Available at https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/251702.pdf.  

Davis, Maryann, Ashli J. Sheidow, Michael R. McCart and Rachael T. Perrault (2018). 

Vocational coaches for justice-involved emerging adults, Psychiatric Rehabilitation Journal 

41(4): 266–276. 

Decker, Paul T., Lance Freeman, and Daniel H. Klepinger (1999). Assisting unemployment 

insurance claimants: The one-year impacts of the Job Search Assistance demonstration, 

Washington, DC: Employment and Training Administration, U.S. Department of Labor.  

Decker, Paul, Robert Olsen, Lance Freeman, and Daniel Klepinger (2000). Assisting 

unemployment insurance claimants: The long-term impacts of the Job Search Assistance 

Demonstration, Washington, DC: Employment and Training Administration, U.S. 

Department of Labor. Available at https://wdr.doleta.gov/owsdrr/00-2/00-02.pdf.  

Doolittle, Fred, Virginia Knox, Cynthia Miller, and Sharon Rowser (1998). Building 

opportunities, enforcing obligations: Implementation and interim impacts of Parents’ Fair 

Share, New York: MDRC. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_38.pdf.  

Drake, Robert E., Gregory J. McHugo, Richard R. Bebout, Deborah R. Becker, Maxine Harris, 

Gary R. Bond, and Ernest Quimby (1999). A randomized clinical trial of supported 

employment for inner-city patients with severe mental disorders, Archives of General 

Psychiatry 56(7): 627–33. 

Duncan, Greg J., Heather D. Hill, and Aleksy Tetenov (2007). The persistence of New Hope’s 

labor market impacts: How long? How real?, Unpublished report, Evanston, IL: 

Northwestern University.  

https://eric.ed.gov/?q=%22%22&ff1=subProgram+Costs&ff2=pubReports+-+Research&id=ED588364
https://eric.ed.gov/?q=%22%22&ff1=subProgram+Costs&ff2=pubReports+-+Research&id=ED588364
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/243294.pdf
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/251139.pdf
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/251702.pdf
https://wdr.doleta.gov/owsdrr/00-2/00-02.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_38.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.10 

Duncan, Greg, Cynthia Miller, Amy Classens, Mimi Engel, Heather Hill, and Constance Lindsay 

(2008). New Hope’s eight-year impacts on employment and family income, Unpublished 

report, New York, NY: MDRC. Available at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED433455.pdf.  

Duwe, Grant (2015). An outcome evaluation of a prison work release program, Criminal Justice 

Policy Review 26(6): 531–554. Available at https://www.ojp.gov/ncjrs/virtual-

library/abstracts/outcome-evaluation-prison-work-release-program-estimating-its.  

Duwe, Grant (2015). The benefits of keeping idle hands busy: An outcome evaluation of a 

prisoner reentry employment program, Crime & Delinquency 61(4): 559–586. Available 

at http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.1019.6826&rep=rep1&type=pdf. 

Elliott, Mark, and Anne Roder (2017). Escalating gains: Project QUEST’s sectoral strategy pays 

off, New York: Economic Mobility Corporation. Available 

at https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Escalating-

Gains_WEB.pdf.  

Eyster, Lauren, Theresa Anderson, Robert I. Lerman, Daniel Kuehn, Burt S. Barnow, Maureen 

Conway, Ranita Jain, and Marcela Montes (2018). Findings from the accelerating 

opportunity evaluation: Building the evidence on integrated career pathways, Washington, 

DC: Urban Institute. Available at https://www.urban.org/research/publication/findings-

accelerating-opportunity-evaluation.  

Farabee, David, Sheldon X. Zhang, and Benjamin Wright (2014). An experimental evaluation of 

a nationally recognized employment-focused offender reentry program, Journal of 

Experimental Criminology 10(3): 309–322.  

Farrell, Mary (2000). National Evaluation of Welfare-to-Work Strategies-Implementation, 

participation patterns, costs, and two-year impacts of the Detroit welfare-to-work program, 

Washington, DC: Administration for Children and Families and Office of the Assistant 

Secretary for Planning and Evaluation, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services; and 

U.S. Department of Education. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_399.pdf.  

Farrell, Mary (2013). Connections between TANF and SSI: Lessons from the TANF/SSI 

Disability Transition Project, OPRE Report #2013-57, New York, NY: MDRC. Available at 

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/tanf_ssi_project_summ_4_full_report.pdf.  

Farrell, Mary, Peter Baird, Bret Barden, Mike Fishman, and Rachel Pardoe (2013). The 

TANF/SSI Disability Transition Project: Innovative strategies for serving TANF recipients 

with disabilities, OPRE Report #2013-51, New York, NY: MDRC. Available at 

https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/tanf_ssi_final_report_fixed.pdf.  

Farrell, Mary, and Karin Martinson (2017). The San Diego County Bridge to Employment in the 

Healthcare Industry Program: Implementation and early impact report, OPRE Report 

#2017-41, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration 

for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.  

https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED433455.pdf
https://www.ojp.gov/ncjrs/virtual-library/abstracts/outcome-evaluation-prison-work-release-program-estimating-its
https://www.ojp.gov/ncjrs/virtual-library/abstracts/outcome-evaluation-prison-work-release-program-estimating-its
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.1019.6826&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Escalating-Gains_WEB.pdf
https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Escalating-Gains_WEB.pdf
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/findings-accelerating-opportunity-evaluation
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/findings-accelerating-opportunity-evaluation
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_399.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/tanf_ssi_project_summ_4_full_report.pdf
https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/tanf_ssi_final_report_fixed.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.11 

Farrell, Mary, and Johanna Walter (2013). The intersection of welfare and disability: Early 

findings from the TANF/SSI Disability Transition Project, OPRE Report #2013-06, New 

York, NY: MDRC. Available at 

https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/tanf_ssi_knowledge_development_report_

2013.pdf.  

Farrell, Mary, and Riley Webster (2019). Implementation and early impacts of the Minnesota 

Subsidized and Transitional Employment Demonstration, OPRE Report #2019-

68, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for 

Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/documents/opre/sted_mn_2019_508.pdf.  

Fein, David J. (1994). The Ohio Transitions to Independence demonstration: JOBS assignments 

in Ohio: Patterns and impacts, Bethesda, MD: Abt Associates. Available 

at https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED411389.  

Fein, David J., and Eric Beecroft (2006). College as a job advancement strategy: Final report on 

the New Visions Self-Sufficiency and Lifelong Learning Project, Bethesda, MD: Abt 

Associates. Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/nv_final_pdf.pdf.  

Fein, David J., Erik Beecroft, and John D. Blomquist (1994). The Ohio Transitions to 

Independence Demonstration: Final impacts for JOBS and Work Choice, Cambridge, MA: 

Abt Associates. 

Fein, David, Erik Beecroft, William Hamilton, Wang Lee, Pamela Holcomb, Terri Thompson, 

and Caroline Ratcliffe (1998). The Indiana Welfare Reform evaluation: Program 

implementation and economic impacts after two years, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, 

Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of 

Health and Human Services.  

Fein, David J., Eric Beecroft, David A. Long, and Andree Rose Catalfamo (2000). College as a 

job advancement strategy: An early report on the New Visions Self-Sufficiency and Lifelong 

Learning Project, Bethesda, MD: Abt Associates. 

Fein, David J., Eric Beecroft, David A. Long, and Anne Robertson (2003). College as a job 

advancement strategy: An interim report on the New Visions Self-Sufficiency and Lifelong 

Learning Project The New Visions Evaluation, Bethesda, MD: Abt Associates Inc. 

Fein, David, and Jill Hamadyk (2018). Bridging the opportunity divide for low-income youth: 

Implementation and early impacts of the Year Up program, OPRE Report #2018-65, 

Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children 

and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available at 

https://www.yearup.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Year-Up-PACE-Full-Report-2018.pdf.  

Fein, David, and Jennifer Karweit (1997). The ABC evaluation: The early economic impacts of 

Delaware’s A Better Chance welfare reform program, Cambridge, MA: Abt Associates. 

Fein, David J., and Wang Lee (1999). The ABC evaluation: Carrying and using the stick: 

Financial sanctions in Delaware’s A Better Chance program, Cambridge, MA: Abt 

Associates. 

https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/tanf_ssi_knowledge_development_report_2013.pdf
https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/tanf_ssi_knowledge_development_report_2013.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/documents/opre/sted_mn_2019_508.pdf
https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED411389
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/nv_final_pdf.pdf
https://www.yearup.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Year-Up-PACE-Full-Report-2018.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.12 

Fein, David J., David A. Long, Joy M. Behrens, and Wang S. Lee (2001). The ABC evaluation: 

Turning the corner: Delaware’s A Better Chance welfare reform program at four years, 

Cambridge, MA: Abt Associates. Available 

at https://www.abtassociates.com/sites/default/files/2019-04/ABC-Turning.pdf.  

Fink, Barbara (2018). Findings from in-depth interviews with participants in subsidized 

employment programs, OPRE Report #2018-120, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, 

Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of 

Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/sted_topics_qualitative_508.pdf.  

Ford, Reuben, David Gyarmati, Kelly Foley, Doug Tattrie, and Liza Jimenez (2003). Can work 

incentives pay for themselves? Final report on the Self-Sufficiency Project for welfare 

applicants, Ottawa, Canada: SDRC. Available at http://www.srdc.org/uploads/SSP72.pdf.  

Fraker, Thomas, Alison Black, Arif Mamun, Michelle Manno, John Martinez, Bonnie O'Day, 

Meghan O’Toole, Anu Rangarajan, and Debbie Reed (2011). The Social Security 

Administration's Youth Transition Demonstration Projects: Interim report on Transition 

WORKS, Princeton, NJ: Mathematica Policy Research. Available at 

https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/Erie%20Final%20Interim%20Report%20

2-22-11.pdf.  

Fraker, Thomas, Todd Honeycutt, Arif Mamun, Michelle Manno, John Martinez, Bonnie O’Day, 

Debbie Reed, and Allison Thompkins (2012). The Social Security Administration’s Youth 

Transition Demonstration projects: Interim report on Broadened Horizons, Brighter Futures, 

Princeton, NJ: Mathematica Policy Research. Available at 

https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/Miami%20YTD%20Report%2012-3-

2012.pdf.  

Fraker, Thomas, Arif Mamun, Todd Honeycutt, Allison Thompkins, and Erin Jacobs Valentine 

(2014). Final report on the Youth Transition Demonstration Evaluation, Princeton, NJ: 

Mathematica Policy Research. Available at 

https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/YTD%20Final%20Report%20508%20Co

mpliant%2011-11-2014.pdf.  

Fraker, Thomas M., Christine M. Ross, Rita A. Stapulonis, Robert B. Olsen, Martha D. Kovac, 

M. Robin Dion, and Anu Rangarajan (2002). The evaluation of welfare reform in Iowa: Final 

impact report, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, 

Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-evaluation-of-welfare-reform-in-

iowa.  

Freedman, Lily, Sam Elkin, and Megan Millenky (2019). Breaking barriers: Implementing 

Individual Placement and Support in a workforce setting, New York, NY: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/breaking-barriers.  

https://www.abtassociates.com/sites/default/files/2019-04/ABC-Turning.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/sted_topics_qualitative_508.pdf
http://www.srdc.org/uploads/SSP72.pdf
https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/Erie%20Final%20Interim%20Report%202-22-11.pdf
https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/Erie%20Final%20Interim%20Report%202-22-11.pdf
https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/Miami%20YTD%20Report%2012-3-2012.pdf
https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/Miami%20YTD%20Report%2012-3-2012.pdf
https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/YTD%20Final%20Report%20508%20Compliant%2011-11-2014.pdf
https://www.ssa.gov/disabilityresearch/documents/YTD%20Final%20Report%20508%20Compliant%2011-11-2014.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-evaluation-of-welfare-reform-in-iowa
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-evaluation-of-welfare-reform-in-iowa
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/breaking-barriers


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.13 

Freedman, Stephen (2000). The National Evaluation of Welfare-to-Work Strategies: Four-year 

impacts of ten programs on employment stability and earnings growth, Washington, DC: 

Administration for Children and Families and Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning 

and Evaluation, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services; and U.S. Department of 

Education. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_376.pdf. 

Freedman, Stephen, Daniel Friedlander, Gayle Hamilton, JoAnn Rock, Marisa Mitchell, Jodi 

Nudelman, Amanda Schweder, and Laura Storto (2000). National Evaluation of Welfare-to-

Work Strategies: Evaluating alternative welfare-to-work approaches: Two-year impacts for 

eleven programs, Washington, DC: Administration for Children and Families and Office of 

the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation, U.S. Department of Health and Human 

Services; and U.S. Department of Education. Available at https://aspe.hhs.gov/basic-

report/national-evaluation-welfare-work-strategies-evaluating-alternative-welfare-work-

approaches-two-year-impacts-eleven-programs-executive-summary.  

Freedman, Stephen, Daniel Friedlander, Winston Lin, and Amanda Schweder (1996). The GAIN 

evaluation: Five-year impacts on employment, earnings, and AFDC receipt, Working paper 

96.1, New York: MDRC. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_561.pdf.  

Freedman, Stephen, Jean Knab, Lisa Gennetian, and David Navarro (2000). The Los Angeles 

Jobs-First GAIN evaluation: Final report on a work first program in a major urban center, 

Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children 

and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_568.pdf.  

Freedman, Stephen, Marisa Mitchell, and David Navarro (1999). The Los Angeles Jobs-First 

GAIN evaluation: First year findings on participation patterns and impacts, Washington, 

DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_569.pdf. 

Friedlander, Daniel, and Gayle Hamilton (1993). The Saturation Work Initiative Model in San 

Diego: A five-year follow-up study, New York, NY: MDRC. Available 

at https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED361488.  

Friedlander, Daniel, James Riccio, and Stephen Freedman (1993). GAIN: Two-year impacts in 

six counties, New York: MDRC. 

Gardiner, Karen, and Randall Juras (2019). Pathways for Advancing Careers and Education 

(PACE): Cross-program implementation and impact study findings, OPRE Report #2019-32, 

Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children 

and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/pace_cross_program_implementation_and

_impact_study_findings_final.pdf.  

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_376.pdf
https://aspe.hhs.gov/basic-report/national-evaluation-welfare-work-strategies-evaluating-alternative-welfare-work-approaches-two-year-impacts-eleven-programs-executive-summary
https://aspe.hhs.gov/basic-report/national-evaluation-welfare-work-strategies-evaluating-alternative-welfare-work-approaches-two-year-impacts-eleven-programs-executive-summary
https://aspe.hhs.gov/basic-report/national-evaluation-welfare-work-strategies-evaluating-alternative-welfare-work-approaches-two-year-impacts-eleven-programs-executive-summary
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_561.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_568.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_569.pdf
https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED361488
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/pace_cross_program_implementation_and_impact_study_findings_final.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/pace_cross_program_implementation_and_impact_study_findings_final.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.14 

Gardiner, Karen, Howard Rolston, David Fein, and Sung-Woo Cho (2017). Pima Community 

College Pathways to Healthcare Program: Implementation and early impact report, OPRE 

Report #2017-10, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, 

Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Available at 

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/pathways_to_healthcare_implementation_and

_early_impact_report_final_4.pdf.  

Gasper, Joseph, and Kathryn Henderson (2014). Sector-focused career centers evaluation: 

Effects on employment and earnings after one year, New York: New York City Center for 

Economic Opportunity. Available at https://www1.nyc.gov/assets/opportunity/pdf/CEO-

Sector_Based_Approaches_Evaluation_Report-2014_final.pdf.  

Gasper, Joseph M., Kathryn A. Henderson, and David S. Berman (2017). Do sectoral 

employment programs work? New evidence from New York City’s sector-focused career 

centers, Industrial Relations 56(1): 40–72. 

Geckeler, Christian, Hannah Betesh, Verenice Chavoya-Perez, David Mitnick, and Anne 

Paprocki (2015). Reengaging dropouts: Lessons from the implementation of the Los Angeles 

Reconnections Career Academy (LARCA) program, Oakland, CA: Social Policy Research 

Associates. Available at https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/Los-

Angeles-Reconnections-Career-Academy-LARCA-Interim-Implementation-Evaluation-

Report.pdf. 

Geckeler, Christian, Hannah Betesh, Hannah Diaz, Lea Folsom, Hui Kim, and Anne Paprocki 

(2017). Helping dropout youth find education and employment: Final impact report for the 

evaluation of the Los Angeles Reconnections Career Academy (LARCA) program, Oakland, 

CA: Social Policy Research Associates. Available at https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-

content/uploads/2017/05/LARCA-Final-Report-043017-508-compliant-protected.pdf.  

Geckeler, Christian, Lea Folsom, Leela Hebbar, Josh Mallett, Anne Paprocki, and Maureen 

Sarver (2019). Final report for the impact evaluation of the Los Angeles Regional Initiative 

for Social Enterprise (LA:RISE) pilot program, Los Angeles, CA: Economic and Workforce 

Development Department. Available at https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-

content/uploads/2019/09/LARISE-Evaluation-Final-Report.pdf.  

Gennetian, Lisa A., Cynthia Miller, and Jared Smith (2005). Turning welfare into a work 

support: Six-year impacts on parents and children from the Minnesota Family Investment 

Program, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for 

Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_594.pdf.  

Geyer, Judy, Lesley Freiman, Jeffrey Lubell, and Micah Villarreal (2019). Using the Family 

Self-Sufficiency Program to help families with housing assistance improve earnings, credit 

score, and debt levels: A quasi-experimental analysis, The Journal of Consumer 

Affairs 53(3): 796–824. 

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/pathways_to_healthcare_implementation_and_early_impact_report_final_4.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/pathways_to_healthcare_implementation_and_early_impact_report_final_4.pdf
https://www1.nyc.gov/assets/opportunity/pdf/CEO-Sector_Based_Approaches_Evaluation_Report-2014_final.pdf
https://www1.nyc.gov/assets/opportunity/pdf/CEO-Sector_Based_Approaches_Evaluation_Report-2014_final.pdf
https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/Los-Angeles-Reconnections-Career-Academy-LARCA-Interim-Implementation-Evaluation-Report.pdf
https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/Los-Angeles-Reconnections-Career-Academy-LARCA-Interim-Implementation-Evaluation-Report.pdf
https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/Los-Angeles-Reconnections-Career-Academy-LARCA-Interim-Implementation-Evaluation-Report.pdf
https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/LARCA-Final-Report-043017-508-compliant-protected.pdf
https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/LARCA-Final-Report-043017-508-compliant-protected.pdf
https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/LARISE-Evaluation-Final-Report.pdf
https://www.spra.com/wordpress2/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/LARISE-Evaluation-Final-Report.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_594.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.15 

Glosser, Asaph, Bret Barden, Sonya Williams, and Chloe Anderson (2016). Testing two 

subsidized employment approaches for recipients of Temporary Assistance for Needy 

Families: Implementation and early impacts of the Los Angeles County Transitional 

Subsidized Employment Program, OPRE Report #2016-77, Washington, DC: Office of 

Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. 

Department of Health and Human Services. Available at 

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/STED-LA_2016_FR.pdf.  

Glosser, Asaph, Karin Martinson, Sung-Woo Cho, and Karen Gardiner (2018). Washington 

State’s Integrated Basic Education and Skills Training (I-BEST) program in three colleges: 

Implementation and early impact report, OPRE Report #2018-87, Washington, DC: Office 

of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. 

Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED608003.pdf.  

Glosser, Asaph, Carly Morrison, and David Judkins (2017). Workforce Development Council of 

Seattle-King County Health Careers for All Program: Implementation and early impact 

report, OPRE Report #2017-106, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and 

Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. Available at 

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/wdc_implementation_and_early_impact_find

ings_final_b508.pdf.  

Gordon, Anne, and Roberto Agodini (1999). Early impacts of the Virginia Independence 

Program, Princeton, NJ: Mathematica Policy Research. 

Gordon, Anne, and John Burghardt (1990). The Minority Female Single Parent demonstration: 

Report on short-term economic impacts, Princeton, NJ: Mathematica Policy Research. 

Gordon, Anne, and Susanne James-Burdumy (2002). Impacts of the Virginia Initiative for 

Employment Not Welfare, Princeton, NJ: Mathematica Policy Research. Available 

at http://www.mathematica-mpr.com/~/media/publications/PDFs/imvasumm.pdf.  

Gupta, Sonam, Mithuna Srinivasan, Yang Chen, Luke Patterson, and Timothy Griffith (2016). 

Riverside County Economic Development Agency evaluation of the Linking Innovation, 

Knowledge, and Employment program final evaluation report, Columbia, MD: IMPAQ 

International, LLC. Available at https://www.impaqint.com/sites/default/files/project-

reports/@LIKE%20Final%20Evaluation%20Report%20508-compliant.pdf. 

Hamadyk, Jill, and Matthew Zeidenberg (2018). Des Moines Area Community College 

Workforce Training Academy Connect program: Implementation and early impact report, 

OPRE Report #2018-82, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, 

Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/images/opre/dmacc_implementation_and_early

_impact_report_es_10_17_18.pdf.  

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/STED-LA_2016_FR.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED608003.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/wdc_implementation_and_early_impact_findings_final_b508.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/wdc_implementation_and_early_impact_findings_final_b508.pdf
http://www.mathematica-mpr.com/~/media/publications/PDFs/imvasumm.pdf
https://www.impaqint.com/sites/default/files/project-reports/@LIKE%20Final%20Evaluation%20Report%20508-compliant.pdf
https://www.impaqint.com/sites/default/files/project-reports/@LIKE%20Final%20Evaluation%20Report%20508-compliant.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/images/opre/dmacc_implementation_and_early_impact_report_es_10_17_18.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/images/opre/dmacc_implementation_and_early_impact_report_es_10_17_18.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.16 

Hamilton, Gayle, Thomas Brock, Mary Farrell, Daniel Friedlander, and Kristen Harknett (1997). 

National Evaluation of Welfare-to-Work Strategies-Evaluating two welfare-to-work program 

approaches: Two-year findings on the Labor Force Attachment and Human Capital 

Development programs in three sites, Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services, Administration for Children and Families and Office of the Assistant 

Secretary for Planning and Evaluation; and U.S. Department of Education. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_96.pdf.  

Hamilton, Gayle, Stephen Freedman, Lisa Gennetian, Charles Michalopoulos, Johanna Walter, 

Diana Adams-Ciardullo, Anna Gassman-Pines, Sharon McGroder, Martha Zaslow, Jennifer 

Brooks, and Surjeet Ahluwalia (2001). National Evaluation of Welfare-to-Work Strategies: 

How effective are different welfare-to-work approaches? Five-year adult and child impacts 

for eleven programs, Washington, DC: Administration for Children and Families and Office 

of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services; and U.S. Department of Education. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_391.pdf.  

Hamilton, Jennifer, and Eva Chen (2014). Evaluation of the NYC Business Solutions Customized 

Training program, New York: New York City Center for Economic Opportunity. 

Hamilton, William L., Nancy R. Burstein, August J. Baker, Alison Earle, Stefanie Gluckman, 

Laura Peck, and Alan White (1996). The New York state child assistance program: Five year 

impacts, costs, and benefits, Cambridge, MA: Abt Associates Inc. 

Hamilton, William L., Nancy Burstein, Elizabeth Davis, and Margaret Hargreaves (1992). The 

New York Child Assistance Program: Interim report on program impacts, Cambridge, MA: 

Abt Associates. 

Hamilton, William L., Nancy Burstein, Margaret Hargreaves, David A. Moss, and Michael 

Walker (1993). The New York Child Assistance Program: Program impacts, costs, and 

benefits, Cambridge, MA: Abt Associates. 

Hamilton, William L., Nancy R. Burstein, and David Long (1998). Using incentives in welfare 

reform: The New York State Child Assistance Program, Cambridge, MA: Abt Associates. 

Harvill, Eleanor, Daniel Litwok, Shawn Moulton, Alyssa Rulf Fountain, and Laura R. 

Peck (2018). Technical supplement to the Health Profession Opportunity Grants (HPOG) 

impact study interim report: Report appendices, OPRE Report #2018-16b, Washington, DC: 

Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/hpog_interim_appendices_final_5_15_18_

508.pdf.  

Hendra, Richard, Keri-Nicole Dillman, Gayle Hamilton, Erika Lundquist, Karin Martinson, 

Melissa Wavelet, Aaron Hill, and Sonya Williams (2010). The Employment Retention and 

Advancement project: How effective are different approaches aiming to increase 

Employment Retention and Advancement? Final impacts for twelve models, Washington, 

DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_core.pdf.  

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_96.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_391.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/hpog_interim_appendices_final_5_15_18_508.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/hpog_interim_appendices_final_5_15_18_508.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_core.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.17 

Hendra, Richard, David H. Greenberg, Gayle Hamilton, Ari Oppenheim, Alexandra Pennington, 

Kelsey Schaberg, and Betsy L. Tessler (2016). Encouraging evidence on a sector-focused 

advancement strategy: Two-year impacts from the WorkAdvance demonstration, New York: 

MDRC. Available at 

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/2016_Workadvance_Final_Web.pdf.  

Hendra, Richard, and Charles Michalopoulos (1999). Forty-two-month impacts of Vermont’s 

Welfare Restructuring Project, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and 

Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services.  

Hendra, Richard, Charles Michalopoulos, and Dan Bloom (2001). Three-year impacts of 

Connecticut’s Jobs First welfare reform initiative, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_586.pdf.  

Hendra, Richard, Stephen Nunez, and Kelsey Schaberg (2018). The small loan study, New York: 

MDRC. 

Himle, Joseph, Deborah Bybee, Edward Steinberger, Wayne T. Laviolette, Addie Weaver, Sarah 

Vlnka, Zipora Golenberg, Debra S. Levine, Richard G. Heimberg, and Lisa A. O’Donnell 

(2014). Work-related CBT versus vocational services as usual for unemployed persons with 

social anxiety disorder: A randomized controlled pilot trial, Behaviour Research and Therapy 

63: 169–176. Available at https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4416073/.  

Hornberger, Anna P. (2014). A randomized, controlled microtrial of an ex-offender-focused job 

search motivation intervention, Doctoral dissertation, Washington, DC: The George 

Washington University. 

Hotz, V. Joseph, Guido W. Imbens, and Jacob A. Klerman (2006). Evaluating the differential 

effects of alternative welfare-to-work training components: A re-analysis of the California 

GAIN program, Journal of Labor Economics 24(3): 521–566. Available at 

https://scholar.harvard.edu/files/imbens/files/evaluating_the_differential_effects_of_alternati

ve_welfare-to-work_training_components_a_re-

analysis_of_the_california_gain_program.pdf.  

Hotz, V. Joseph, Charles H. Mullin, and John Karl Scholz (2002). Welfare, employment, and 

income: Evidence on the effects of benefit reductions from California, American Economic 

Review 92(2): 380–384. 

Hsueh, JoAnn, and Mary E. Farrell (2012). Enhanced Early Head Start with employment 

services: 42-month impacts from the Kansas and Missouri sites of the Enhanced Services for 

the Hard-to-Employ Demonstration and Research Project, OPRE Report #2012-05, 

Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children 

and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/enhanced-early-head-start-with-employment-

services-42-month-impacts-from.  

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/2016_Workadvance_Final_Web.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_586.pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4416073/
https://scholar.harvard.edu/files/imbens/files/evaluating_the_differential_effects_of_alternative_welfare-to-work_training_components_a_re-analysis_of_the_california_gain_program.pdf
https://scholar.harvard.edu/files/imbens/files/evaluating_the_differential_effects_of_alternative_welfare-to-work_training_components_a_re-analysis_of_the_california_gain_program.pdf
https://scholar.harvard.edu/files/imbens/files/evaluating_the_differential_effects_of_alternative_welfare-to-work_training_components_a_re-analysis_of_the_california_gain_program.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/enhanced-early-head-start-with-employment-services-42-month-impacts-from
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/enhanced-early-head-start-with-employment-services-42-month-impacts-from


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.18 

Hsueh, JoAnn, Erin Jacobs, and Mary Farrell (2011). A two-generational child-focused program 

enhanced with employment services: Eighteen-month impacts from the Kansas and Missouri 

sites of the enhanced services for the Hard-to-Employ Demonstration and Evaluation 

project, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for 

Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/a-two-generational-child-focused-program-

enhanced-with-employment.  

Huston, Aletha C., Cynthia Miller, Lashawn Richburg-Hayes, Greg J. Duncan, Carolyn A. 

Eldred, Thomas S. Weisner, Edward Lowe, Vonnie C. McLoyd, Danielle A. Crosby, Marika 

N. Ripke, and Cindy Redcross (2003). New Hope for families and children: Five-year results 

of a program to reduce poverty and reform welfare, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_457.pdf.  

Jacobs, Erin (2012). Returning to work after prison: Final results from the Transitional Jobs 

Reentry Demonstration, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_626.pdf.  

Jacobs, Erin, and Dan Bloom (2011). Alternative employment strategies for hard-to-employ 

TANF recipients: Final results from a test of transitional jobs and preemployment services in 

Philadelphia, OPRE Report #2011-19, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and 

Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/alternative-

employment-strategies-for-hard-to-employ-tanf-recipients.  

Jacobs, Erin, Melanie Skemer, and Mark Courtney (2015). Becoming adults: One-year impact 

findings from the Youth Villages Transitional Living evaluation, New York: MDRC. 

Available at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/Becoming_Adults_FR.pdf.  

Jenkins, Davis, Matthew Zeidenberg, and Gregory S. Kienzl (2009). Educational outcomes of I-

BEST, Washington State Community and Technical College System’s Integrated Basic 

Education and Skills Training Program: Findings from a multivariate analysis, CCRC 

Working Paper No. 16, New York, NY: Columbia University, Teachers College, Community 

College Research Center. Available at https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED505331.  

Jung, H. (2014). Do prison work-release programs improve subsequent labor market outcomes? 

Evidence from the adult transition centers in Illinois, Journal of Offender 

Rehabilitation 53(5): 384–402. 

Kemple, James, Daniel Friedlander, and Veronica Fellerath (1995). Florida’s Project 

Independence: Benefits, costs, and two-year impacts of Florida's JOBS program, New York, 

NY: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/florida_project_independence_beefits_costs_fr.pdf.  

Kemple, James, and Joshua Haimson (1994). Florida’s Project Independence: Program 

implementation, participation patterns, and first-year impacts, New York, NY: MDRC. 

Available at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED366804.pdf.  

Kerachsky, Stuart (1994). The Minority Female Single Parent demonstration: Making a 

difference: Does an integrated program model promote more jobs and higher pay?, 

Princeton, NJ: Mathematica Policy Research. 

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/a-two-generational-child-focused-program-enhanced-with-employment
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/a-two-generational-child-focused-program-enhanced-with-employment
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_457.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_626.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/alternative-employment-strategies-for-hard-to-employ-tanf-recipients
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/alternative-employment-strategies-for-hard-to-employ-tanf-recipients
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/Becoming_Adults_FR.pdf
https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED505331
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/florida_project_independence_beefits_costs_fr.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED366804.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.19 

Kim, Sue, Allen LeBlanc, Pamela Morris, Greg Simon, and Johanna Walter (2010). Working 

Toward Wellness: Telephone care management for Medicaid recipients with depression, 

eighteen months after random assignment, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, 

and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/telephone_care.pdf.  

Kisker, Ellen Eliason, Anu Rangarajan, and Kimberly Boller (1998). Moving into adulthood: 

Were the impacts of mandatory programs for welfare-dependent teenage parents sustained 

after the programs ended?, Princeton, NJ: Mathematica Policy Research. Available 

at https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/moving-into-

adulthood-were-the-impacts-of-mandatory-programs-for-welfare-dependent-teenage-parents-

sustained-after-the-programs-ended.  

Kneipp, Shawn M., John A. Kairalla, and Amanda L. Sheely (2013). A randomized controlled 

trial to improve health among women receiving welfare in the U.S.: The relationship between 

employment outcomes and the economic recession, Social Science & Medicine 80: 130–140. 

Available at https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3577993/.  

Koon, Richard (1993). The effectiveness of employment and training programs at reducing 

welfare dependency: The Missouri experience after two years of the Job Opportunity and 

Basic Skills Training Program (JOBS), Ph.D. dissertation, Columbia, MO: University of 

Missouri-Columbia. 

Kornfeld, Robert, Laura Peck, Diane Porcari, John Straubinger, Zacharay Johnson, Clemintina 

Cabral, and Grergory Mills (1999). Evaluation of the Arizona EMPOWER welfare reform 

demonstration: Impact study interim report, Cambridge, MA: Abt Associates. 

Kornfeld, Robert, and Kalman Rupp (2000). The net effects of the Project NetWork return-to-

work case management experiment on participant earnings, benefit receipt, and other 

outcomes, Social Security Bulletin 63(1):12–33. Available 

at https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10951687/.  

Kornfeld, Robert, Michelle L. Wood, Larry L. Orr, and David A. Long (1999). Impacts of the 

project NetWork demonstration: Final report, Cambridge, MA: Abt Associates. 

Kuehn, Daniel, Theresa Anderson, Robert I. Lerman, Lauren Eyster, Burt S. Barnow, and 

Amanda Briggs (2017). A cost-benefit analysis of accelerating opportunity, Washington, DC: 

Urban Institute. Available at https://www.urban.org/research/publication/cost-benefit-

analysis-accelerating-opportunity. 

LeBlanc, Allen, Cynthia Miller, Karin Martinson, and Gilda Azurdia (2007). The Employment 

Retention and Advancement Project: Results from Minnesota’s Tier 2 program, New York: 

MDRC. Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/minnesota_tier2.pdf.  

Leddy, Meaghan, Elina Stefanovics, and Robert Rosenheck (2014). Health and well-being of 

homeless veterans participating in transitional and supported employment: Six-month 

outcomes, Journal of Rehabilitation Research & Development 51(1): 161–174. Available at 

https://www.rehab.research.va.gov/jour/2014/511/pdf/page161.pdf.  

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/telephone_care.pdf
https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/moving-into-adulthood-were-the-impacts-of-mandatory-programs-for-welfare-dependent-teenage-parents-sustained-after-the-programs-ended
https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/moving-into-adulthood-were-the-impacts-of-mandatory-programs-for-welfare-dependent-teenage-parents-sustained-after-the-programs-ended
https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/moving-into-adulthood-were-the-impacts-of-mandatory-programs-for-welfare-dependent-teenage-parents-sustained-after-the-programs-ended
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3577993/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10951687/
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/minnesota_tier2.pdf
https://www.rehab.research.va.gov/jour/2014/511/pdf/page161.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.20 

Lei, Ying, and Charles Michalopoulos (2001). SSP Plus at 36 months: Effects of adding 

employment services to financial work incentives, Ottawa, Canada: SRDC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/SSP-Plus-

36_Effects_of_adding_employment_2001.pdf.  

Leopold, Josh, Theresa Anderson, Marla McDaniel, Christopher Hayes, Sade Adeeyo, and Rob 

Pitingolo (2019). Helping public housing residents find jobs and build careers: Evaluation 

findings from New York City’s Jobs-Plus Expansion, Washington, DC: Urban Institute. 

LePage, James P., Avery A. Lewis, April M. Crawford, Julie A. Parish, Lisa Ottomanelli, 

Edward L. Washington, and Daisha J. Cipher (2016). Incorporating individualized placement 

and support principles into vocational rehabilitation for formerly incarcerated 

veterans, Psychiatric Services 67(7): 735–742. Available 

at https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27032655/.  

Lin, Winston, Philip K. Robins, David Card, Kristen Harknett, and Susanna Lui-Gurr (1998). 

When financial incentives encourage work: Complete 18 month findings from the Self-

Sufficiency Project, Ottawa: SRDC. Available 

at http://www.srdc.org/media/195766/when_fin_inc_encourage_work.pdf.  

Lippold, Kye, and Elaine Sorensen (2011). Strengthening Families Through Stronger Fathers: 

Final impact report for the pilot employment programs, Washington, DC: Urban Institute. 

Available at https://www.urban.org/research/publication/strengthening-families-through-

stronger-fathers-final-impact-report-pilot-employment-programs.  

Litwok, Daniel, Douglas Walton, Rebecca Jackson, and Laura R. Peck (2019). Health Profession 

Opportunity Grants (HPOG 1.0) impact study: Three-year impacts report appendices, OPRE 

Report #2019-114, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, 

Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Longhi, Dario, Marsha Brown, and Richard Comtois (1994). ADATSA treatment outcomes: 

Employment and cost avoidance: An eighteen month follow-up study of indigent persons 

served by Washington state’s Alcoholism and Drug Addiction Treatment and Support 

Act, Report #4-19, Olympia, WA: Washington State Department of Social and Health 

Services. Available at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED381738.pdf. 

Maguire, Sheila, Joshua Freely, Carol Clymer, Maureen Conway, and Deena Schwartz (2010). 

Tuning in to local labor markets: Findings from the sectoral employment impact 

study, Philadelphia, PA: Public/Private Ventures. Available 

at http://ppv.issuelab.org/resource/tuning-in-to-local-labor-markets-findings-from-the-

sectoral-employment-impact-study.html.  

Martinez, John, Gilda Azurdia, Dan Bloom, and Cynthia Miller (2009). The Employment 

Retention and Advancement project: Results from the Substance Abuse Case Management 

program in New York City, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_nyc.pdf. 

Martinez, John M., and Cynthia Miller (2000). Working and earning: The impact of Parents’ 

Fair Share on low-income fathers’ employment, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_618.pdf.  

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/SSP-Plus-36_Effects_of_adding_employment_2001.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/SSP-Plus-36_Effects_of_adding_employment_2001.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27032655/
http://www.srdc.org/media/195766/when_fin_inc_encourage_work.pdf
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/strengthening-families-through-stronger-fathers-final-impact-report-pilot-employment-programs
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/strengthening-families-through-stronger-fathers-final-impact-report-pilot-employment-programs
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED381738.pdf
http://ppv.issuelab.org/resource/tuning-in-to-local-labor-markets-findings-from-the-sectoral-employment-impact-study.html
http://ppv.issuelab.org/resource/tuning-in-to-local-labor-markets-findings-from-the-sectoral-employment-impact-study.html
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_nyc.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_618.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.21 

Martinson, Karin, Elizabeth Copson, Karen Gardiner, and Daniel Kitrosser, Abt Associates 

(2018). Instituto del Progreso Latino’s Carreras en Salud program: Implementation and 

early impact report, OPRE Report #2018-06, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, 

and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/carreras-en-salud-

careers-in-health.  

Martinson, Karin, and Daniel Friedlander (1994). GAIN: Basic education in a welfare-to-work 

program, New York: MDRC. Available at https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED368915.  

Martinson, Karin, Eleanor Harvill, Daniel Litwok, Deena Schwartz, Deena, Siobhan Mills De La 

Rosa, Correne Saunders, and Stephen Bell (2019). Implementation and relative impacts of 

two job search assistance programs in New York City: The job search assistance strategies 

evaluation, OPRE Report # 2019-46, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and 

Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services.  

Martinson, Karin, and Richard Hendra (2006). The Employment Retention and Advancement 

project: Results from the Texas ERA site, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, 

and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-employment-

retention-and-advancement-project-results-from-the-texas.  

Martinson, Karin, Julie Williams, Karen Needels, Laura Peck, Shawn Moulton, Nora 

Paxton, Annalisa Mastri, Elizabeth Copson, Hiren Nisar, Alison Comfort, and Melanie 

Brown-Lyons (2016). The green jobs and health care impact evaluation: Findings from the 

impact study of four training programs for unemployed and disadvantaged workers, 

Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Labor, Employment and Training Administration. 

Available at https://www.mathematica.org/download-media?MediaItemId=%7B8752C692-

8C8B-4757-A6AF-8E515B1A1C56%7D.  

Meckstroth, Alicia, Andrew Burwick, Michael Ponza, Shawn Marsh, Timothy Novak, Shannon 

Phillips, Nuria Diaz-Tena, and Judy Ng (2006). Paths to work in rural places: Key findings 

and lessons from the impact evaluation of the Future Steps Rural Welfare-to-Work 

program, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for 

Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/paths_to_work.pdf.  

Maynard, Rebecca A., Rebecca N. Baelen, David Fein, and Phomdaen Souvanna (2020). Using 

iterative experimentation to accelerate program improvement: A case example, Evaluation 

Review. Available at https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32462935/.  

Maynard, Rebecca, Rebecca Baelen, Phomdaen Souvanna, David Fein, and Azim Shivji (2018). 

Final evaluation report of Year Up’s Professional Training Corps in 

Philadelphia, Rockville, MD: Abt Associates. Available 

at https://americorps.gov/sites/default/files/document/2018_10_25_Greenlight_Year_Up_PT

C_PHL_SIF_Final_Report_Appendix_FINAL_508_ORE.pdf.  

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/carreras-en-salud-careers-in-health
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/carreras-en-salud-careers-in-health
https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED368915
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-employment-retention-and-advancement-project-results-from-the-texas
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-employment-retention-and-advancement-project-results-from-the-texas
https://www.mathematica.org/download-media?MediaItemId=%7B8752C692-8C8B-4757-A6AF-8E515B1A1C56%7D
https://www.mathematica.org/download-media?MediaItemId=%7B8752C692-8C8B-4757-A6AF-8E515B1A1C56%7D
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/paths_to_work.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32462935/
https://americorps.gov/sites/default/files/document/2018_10_25_Greenlight_Year_Up_PTC_PHL_SIF_Final_Report_Appendix_FINAL_508_ORE.pdf
https://americorps.gov/sites/default/files/document/2018_10_25_Greenlight_Year_Up_PTC_PHL_SIF_Final_Report_Appendix_FINAL_508_ORE.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.22 

Maynard, Rebecca, Rebecca Baelen, Phomdaen Souvanna, David Fein, and Azim Shivji (2018). 

Final evaluation report of Year Up’s Professional Training Corps in Philadelphia, Volume 

2: Appendices, Rockville, MD: Abt Associates. Available 

at https://americorps.gov/sites/default/files/document/2018_10_25_Greenlight_Year_Up_PT

C_PHL_SIF_Final_Report_Appendix_FINAL_508_ORE.pdf.  

Maynard, Rebecca, Walter Nicholson, and Anu Rangarajan (1993). Breaking the cycle of 

poverty: The effectiveness of mandatory services for welfare-dependent teenage parents, 

Princeton, NJ: Mathematica Policy Research. Available at https://www.mathematica.org/our-

publications-and-findings/publications/breaking-the-cycle-of-poverty-the-effectiveness-of-

mandatory-services-for-welfaredependent-teenage-parents.  

McConnell, Sheena, Elizabeth Stuart, Kenneth Fortson, Paul Decker, Irma Perez-Johnson, 

Barbara Harris, and Jeffrey Salzman (2006). Managing customers’ training choices: 

Findings from the Individual Training Account experiment, final report, Series: ETAOP 

2007-01, Washington, DC: Employment and Training Administration, U.S. Department of 

Labor. Available 

at https://wdr.doleta.gov/research/FullText_Documents/managing_customers_choices.pdf.  

MDRC (2017). Frequently asked questions about the interim findings from Paycheck Plus, New 

York, NY: MDRC. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/frequently-asked-

questions-about-interim-findings-paycheck-plus.  

Meckstroth, Alicia, Andrew Burwick, and Quinn Moore (2008). Teaching self-sufficiency: An 

impact and benefit-cost analysis of a home visitation and life skills education program. 

Findings from the rural Welfare-to-Work Strategies Demonstration Evaluation, Washington, 

DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/teaching_self.pdf.  

Meckstroth, Alicia, Quinn Moore, Andrew Burwick, Colleen Heflin, Michael Ponza, and 

Jonathan McCay (2019). Experimental evidence of a work support strategy that is effective 

for at-risk families: The building Nebraska Families Program, Social Service Review 93(3): 

389–428. 

Meckstroth, Alicia, Ann Person, Quinn Moore, Andrew Burwick, Andrew McGuirk, Michael 

Ponza, Shawn Marsh, Timothy Novak, Zhanyun Zhao, and Justin Wheeler (2008). Testing 

case management in a rural context: An impact analysis of the Illinois Future Steps 

program: Findings from the Rural Welfare-to-Work Strategies Demonstration evaluation, 

Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children 

and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/testing_case.pdf.  

Michaelides, Marios, Peter Mueser, Scott Davis, and Kassim Mbwana (2016). Quasi-

Experimental impact study of NFWS/SIF workforce partnership programs: Evidence on the 

effectiveness of workforce partnership programs in Ohio and Wisconsin, Columbia, MD: 

IMPAQ International, LLC. 

https://americorps.gov/sites/default/files/document/2018_10_25_Greenlight_Year_Up_PTC_PHL_SIF_Final_Report_Appendix_FINAL_508_ORE.pdf
https://americorps.gov/sites/default/files/document/2018_10_25_Greenlight_Year_Up_PTC_PHL_SIF_Final_Report_Appendix_FINAL_508_ORE.pdf
https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/breaking-the-cycle-of-poverty-the-effectiveness-of-mandatory-services-for-welfaredependent-teenage-parents
https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/breaking-the-cycle-of-poverty-the-effectiveness-of-mandatory-services-for-welfaredependent-teenage-parents
https://www.mathematica.org/our-publications-and-findings/publications/breaking-the-cycle-of-poverty-the-effectiveness-of-mandatory-services-for-welfaredependent-teenage-parents
https://wdr.doleta.gov/research/FullText_Documents/managing_customers_choices.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/frequently-asked-questions-about-interim-findings-paycheck-plus
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/frequently-asked-questions-about-interim-findings-paycheck-plus
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/teaching_self.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/testing_case.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.23 

Michalopoulos, Charles, David Card, Lisa A. Gennetian, Kristen Harknett, and Philip K. Robins 

(2000). The Self-Sufficiency Project at 36 months: Effects of a financial work incentive on 

employment and income, Ottawa: SRDC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/self-sufficiency-project-36-months-effects-financial-

work-incentive-employment-and.  

Michalopoulos, Charles, and Tracey Hoy (2001). When financial incentives pay for themselves: 

Interim findings from the Self-Sufficiency Project's applicant study, Ottawa: SRDC. 

Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/when_financial_incentives_pay_2001_0.pdf.  

Michalopoulos, Charles, Philip K. Robins, and David Card (1999). When financial work 

incentives pay for themselves: Early findings from the Self-Sufficiency Project’s applicant 

study, Ottawa: SRDC. Available 

at http://www.srdc.org/media/195769/when_finl_work_inc_pay_for.pdf.  

Michalopoulos, Charles, Doug Tattrie, Cynthia Miller, Philip K. Robins, Pamela Morris, David 

Gyarmati, Cynthia Redcross, Kelly Foley, and Reuben Ford (2002). Making work pay: Final 

report on the Self-Sufficiency Project for long-term welfare recipients, Ottawa, Ontario: 

SDRC. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_435.pdf.  

Mijanovich, Tod, and David Long (1995). Creating an alternative to welfare: First-year findings 

on the implementation, welfare impacts, and costs of the Self-Sufficiency Project, Ottawa: 

SRDC. Available at http://www.srdc.org/media/195709/creating_alternative.pdf.  

Millenky, Megan, Dan Bloom, and Colleen Dillon (2010). Making the transition: Interim results 

of the National Guard Youth ChalleNGe evaluation, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED514661.pdf.  

Millenky, Megan, Dan Bloom, Sara Muller-Ravett, and Joseph Broadus (2011). Staying on 

course: Three-year results of the National Guard Youth ChalleNGe evaluation, New York: 

MDRC. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/staying-course.  

Miller, Cynthia, Johannes M. Bos, Kristin E. Porter, Fannie M. Tseng, and Yasuyo Abe (2005). 

The challenge of repeating success in a changing world: Final report on the Center for 

Employment Training replication sites, ETAOP 2006-04, Washington, DC: Employment and 

Training Administration, U.S. Department of Labor. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_530.pdf.  

Miller, Cynthia, Johannes M. Bos, Kristin E. Porter, Fannie M. Tseng, Fred C. Doolittle, Deana 

N. Tanguay, and Mary P. Vencill (2003). Working with disadvantaged youth: Thirty-month 

findings from the evaluation of the Center for Employment Training replication sites, New 

York: MDRC. Available at https://www.doleta.gov/reports/papers/cet_full_report.pdf.  

Miller, Cynthia, Danielle Cummings, Megan Millenky, Andrew Wiegand, and David Long 

(2018). Laying a foundation: Four-year results from the national YouthBuild evaluation, 

New York: MDRC. Available at 

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/YouthBuild_Final_508%20compliant.pdf.  

Miller, Cynthia, Aletha C. Huston, Greg J. Duncan, Vonnie C. McLoyd, and Thomas S. Weisner 

(2008). New Hope for the working poor: Effects after eight years for families and children, 

New York: MDRC. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_458.pdf.  

https://www.mdrc.org/publication/self-sufficiency-project-36-months-effects-financial-work-incentive-employment-and
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/self-sufficiency-project-36-months-effects-financial-work-incentive-employment-and
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/when_financial_incentives_pay_2001_0.pdf
http://www.srdc.org/media/195769/when_finl_work_inc_pay_for.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_435.pdf
http://www.srdc.org/media/195709/creating_alternative.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED514661.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/staying-course
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_530.pdf
https://www.doleta.gov/reports/papers/cet_full_report.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/YouthBuild_Final_508%20compliant.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_458.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.24 

Miller, Cynthia, Lawrence F. Katz, Gilda Azurdia, Adam Isen, and Caroline Schultz (2017). 

Expanding the earned income tax credit for workers without dependent children: Interim 

findings from the Paycheck Plus Demonstration in New York City, New York: MDRC. 

Available at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/expanding-earned-income-tax-credit-workers-

without-dependent-children.  

Miller, Cynthia, Lawrence F. Katz, Gilda Azurdia, Adam Isen, Caroline B. Schultz, and Kali 

Aloisi (2018). Boosting the earned income tax credit for singles: Final impact findings from 

the Paycheck Plus Demonstration in New York City, New York: MDRC. Available at 

https://www.mdrc.org/publication/boosting-earned-income-tax-credit-singles.  

Miller, Cynthia, Virginia Knox, Patricia Auspos, Jo Anna Hunger-Manns, and Alan Orenstein 

(1997). Making welfare work and work pay: Implementation and 18-month impacts of the 

Minnesota Family Investment Program, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and 

Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/making-welfare-work-

and-work-pay-implementation-and-18-month-impacts-of-the.  

Miller, Cynthia, Virginia Knox, Lisa A. Gennetian, Martey Dodoo, Jo Anna Hunter, and Cindy 

Redcross (2000). Reforming welfare and rewarding work: Final report on the Minnesota 

Family Investment Program: Volume 1: Effects on adults, Washington, DC: Office of 

Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. 

Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/mfip_vol1_adult.pdf.  

Miller, Cynthia, Vanessa Martin, Gayle Hamilton, Lauren Cates, and Victoria Deitch (2008). The 

Employment Retention and Advancement project: Findings for the Cleveland Achieve model: 

Implementation and early impacts of an employer-based approach to encourage employment 

retention among low-wage workers, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/cleveland%20Achieve%20Model%20Full%20Re

port.pdf.  

Miller, Cynthia, Megan Millenky, Lisa Schwartz, Lisbeth Goble, and Jillian Stein (2016). 

Building a future: Interim impact findings from the YouthBuild evaluation, New York City: 

MDRC. Available at 

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/YouthBuild_Interim_Report_2016_508.pdf.  

Miller, Cynthia, Rhiannon Miller, Nandita Verma, Nandine Dechausay, Edith Yang, Timothy 

Rudd, Jonathan Rodriguez, and Sylvie Honig (2016). Effects of a modified conditional cash 

transfer program in two American cities: Findings from Family Rewards 2.0, New York: 

MDRC. Available at 

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/CEOSIF_Family_Rewards%20Report-Web-

Final_FR.pdf.  

Miller, Cynthia, James Riccio, Nandita Verma, Stephen Nunez, Nadine Dechausay, Edith Yang. 

(2015). Testing a conditional cash transfer program in the U.S.: The effects of the family 

rewards program in New York City, IZA Journal of Labor Policy 4(1):1-29. Available at 

https://izajolp.springeropen.com/articles/10.1186/s40173-015-0037-6.  

https://www.mdrc.org/publication/expanding-earned-income-tax-credit-workers-without-dependent-children
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/expanding-earned-income-tax-credit-workers-without-dependent-children
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/boosting-earned-income-tax-credit-singles
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/making-welfare-work-and-work-pay-implementation-and-18-month-impacts-of-the
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/making-welfare-work-and-work-pay-implementation-and-18-month-impacts-of-the
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/mfip_vol1_adult.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/cleveland%20Achieve%20Model%20Full%20Report.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/cleveland%20Achieve%20Model%20Full%20Report.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/YouthBuild_Interim_Report_2016_508.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/CEOSIF_Family_Rewards%20Report-Web-Final_FR.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/CEOSIF_Family_Rewards%20Report-Web-Final_FR.pdf
https://izajolp.springeropen.com/articles/10.1186/s40173-015-0037-6


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.25 

Miller, Cynthia, Caroline Schultz, and Alexandra Bernardi (2015). Testing an expanded earned 

income tax credit for single adults: Year 1 of Paycheck Plus, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/testing-expanded-earned-income-tax-credit-single-

adults.  

Miller, Cynthia, Betsy L. Tessler, and Mark Van Dok (2009). Strategies to help low-wage 

workers advance: Implementation and early impacts of the Work Advancement and Support 

Center (WASC) demonstration, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_516.pdf. 

Miller, Cynthia, Betsy L. Tessler, and Mark Van Dok (2012). Strategies to help low-wage 

workers advance: Implementation and final impacts of the Work Advancement and Support 

Center (WASC) demonstration, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_627.pdf.  

Mills, Gregory, Daniel Gubits, Larry L. Orr, David Long, Judith Feins, Bulbul Kaul, Michelle 

Wood, Amy Jones and Associates, Cloudburst Consulting, and QED Group (2006). Effects of 

housing vouchers on welfare families: Final report, Washington, DC: U.S. Department of 

Housing and Urban Development. Available 

at https://www.huduser.gov/portal/publications/commdevl/hsgvouchers.html. 

Mills, Gregory, Robert Kornfeld, Diane Porcari, and Don Lalibery (2001). Evaluation of the 

Arizona EMPOWER welfare reform demonstration: Final report, Cambridge, MA: Abt 

Associates. Available 

at https://www.abtassociates.com/files/Insights/reports/2001/2001367766680_93366.pdf.  

Molina, Frieda, Wan-Lae Cheng, and Richard Hendra (2008). The Employment Retention and 

Advancement project: Results from the Valuing Individual Success and Increasing 

Opportunities Now (VISION) program in Salem, Oregon, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/results-from-the-valuing-individual-success-and-

increasing-opportunities.  

Molina, Frieda, Mark van Dok, Richard Hendra, Gayle Hamilton, and Wan-Lae Cheng (2009). 

The Employment Retention and Advancement project: Findings for the Eugene and Medford, 

Oregon, models: Implementation and early impacts for two programs that sought to 

encourage advancement among low-income workers, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, 

Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of 

Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_eug_medi.pdf.  

Morris, Pamela A., J. Lawrence Aber, Sharon Wolf, and Juliette Berg (2017). Impacts of family 

rewards on adolescents’ mental health and problem behavior: Understanding the full range of 

effects of a conditional cash transfer program, Prevention Science 18(3): 326–336.  

Navarro, David, Gilda Azurdia, and Gayle Hamilton (2008). The Employment Retention and 

Advancement project: A comparison of two job club strategies: The effects of Enhanced 

versus Traditional Job Clubs in Los Angeles, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_la.pdf.  

https://www.mdrc.org/publication/testing-expanded-earned-income-tax-credit-single-adults
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/testing-expanded-earned-income-tax-credit-single-adults
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_516.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_627.pdf
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/publications/commdevl/hsgvouchers.html
https://www.abtassociates.com/files/Insights/reports/2001/2001367766680_93366.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/results-from-the-valuing-individual-success-and-increasing-opportunities
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/results-from-the-valuing-individual-success-and-increasing-opportunities
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_eug_medi.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/era_la.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.26 

Navarro, David, Stephen Freedman, and Gayle Hamilton (2007). The Employment Retention and 

Advancement project: Results from two education and training models for employed welfare 

recipients in Riverside, California, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and 

Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/riverside_phase2.pdf.  

Navarro, David, Mark van Dok, and Richard Hendra (2007). The Employment Retention and 

Advancement project: Results from the post-assistance self-sufficiency (PASS) program in 

Riverside, California, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_546.pdf.  

Nightingale, Demetra Smith, Douglas A. Wissoker, Lynn C. Burgridge, D. Lee Bawden, and 

Neal Jeffries (1990). Evaluation of the Massachusetts Employment and Training (ET) 

Choices Program, Washington, DC: The Urban Institute Press. 

Pardoe, Rachel, and Dan Bloom (2014). Paycheck Plus: A new antipoverty strategy for single 

adults, New York, NY: MDRC. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/paycheck-

plus.  

Park, Neung-Hoo (1998). An evaluation of work incentive provisions in welfare reform: 

California Work Pays Demonstration Project, Doctoral dissertation, Berkeley, CA: 

University of California, Berkeley. 

Patterson, Rhiannon, Michelle Wood, Ken Lam, Satyendra Patrabansh, Gregory Mills, Steven 

Sullivan, Hiwotte Amare, and Lily Zandniapour (2004). Evaluation of the Welfare to Work 

Voucher program: Report to Congress, Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Housing and 

Urban Development. Available 

at https://www.huduser.gov/portal/publications/pubasst/welfrwrk.html.  

Pearson, Jessica, Lanae Davis, and Jane Venohr (2011). Parents to Work!, Denver, CO: Center 

for Policy Research. Available at https://centerforpolicyresearch.org/publications/parents-to-

work-program-outcomes-and-economic-impact/.  

Peck, Laura R., Daniel Litwok, Douglas Walton, Eleanor Harvill, and Alan Werner (2019). 

Health Profession Opportunity Grants (HPOG 1.0) Impact Study: Three-Year Impacts 

Report, OPRE Report #2019-114, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and 

Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. 

Peck, Laura R., Alan Werner, Eleanor Harvill, Daniel Litwok, Shawn Moulton, Alyssa 

Rulf Fountain, and Gretchen Locke (2018). Health Profession Opportunity Grants (HPOG 

1.0) impact study interim report: Program implementation and short-term impacts, OPRE 

Report #2018-16a, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, 

Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Available at https://www.abtassociates.com/insights/publications/report/health-profession-

opportunity-grants-hpog-10-impact-study-interim.  

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/riverside_phase2.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_546.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/paycheck-plus
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/paycheck-plus
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/publications/pubasst/welfrwrk.html
https://centerforpolicyresearch.org/publications/parents-to-work-program-outcomes-and-economic-impact/
https://centerforpolicyresearch.org/publications/parents-to-work-program-outcomes-and-economic-impact/
https://www.abtassociates.com/insights/publications/report/health-profession-opportunity-grants-hpog-10-impact-study-interim
https://www.abtassociates.com/insights/publications/report/health-profession-opportunity-grants-hpog-10-impact-study-interim


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.27 

Perez-Arce, Francisco, Louay Constant, David Loughran, and Lynn Karoly (2012). A cost-

benefit analysis of the National Guard Youth ChalleNGe program, Santa Monica, CA: 

RAND Corporation. Available 

at https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/technical_reports/2012/RAND_TR1193.pdf.  

Perez-Johnson, Irma, Quinn Moore, and Robert Santillano (2011). Improving the effectiveness of 

Individual Training Accounts: Long-term findings from an experimental evaluation of three 

service delivery models, Series: ETAOP 2012-06, Washington, DC: Employment and 

Training Administration, U.S. Department of Labor. Available 

at https://wdr.doleta.gov/research/FullText_Documents/ETAOP_2012_06.pdf.  

Quets, Gail, Philip K. Robins, Elsie C. Pan, Charles Michalopoulos, and David Card (1999). 

Does SSP Plus increase employment? The effect of adding services to the Self-Sufficiency 

Project’s financial incentives, Ottawa, Canada: Social Research and Demonstration 

Corporation. 

Rangarajan, Anu, Alicia Meckstroth, and Tim Novak (1998). The effectiveness of the 

Postemployment Services Demonstration: Preliminary findings, Springfield, IL: Illinois 

Department of Human Services. Available at http://www.mathematica-

mpr.com/~/media/publications/PDFs/IMPACT.PDF.  

Rangarajan, Anu, and Tim Novak (1999). The struggle to sustain employment: The effectiveness 

of the Post-Employment Services Demonstration, final report, Springfield, IL: Illinois 

Department of Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/the_struggle_to_sustain_employment.pdf.  

Rashid, Sonja (2004). Evaluating a transitional living program for homeless, former foster care 

youth, Research on Social Work Practice 14(4): 240–248. 

Redcross, Cindy, Bret Barden, and Dan Bloom (2016). The Enhanced Transitional Jobs 

Demonstration: Implementation and early impacts of the next generation of subsidized 

employment programs, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, 

Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-enhanced-transitional-jobs-

demonstration-implementation-early-impacts-next-generation-subsidized-employment-

programs.  

Redcross, Cindy, Dan Bloom, Gilda Azurdia, Janine Zweig, and Nancy Pindus (2009). 

Transitional jobs for ex-prisoners: Implementation, two-year impacts, and costs of the 

Center for Employment Opportunities (CEO) prisoner reentry program, Washington, DC: 

Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/transitional-jobs-for-ex-prisoners-implementation-

two-year-impacts-and.  

Redcross, Cindy, Dan Bloom, Erin Jacobs, Michelle Manno, Sara Muller-Ravett, Kristin 

Seefeldt, Jennifer Yahner, Alford A. Young Jr., and Janine Zweig (2010). Work after prison: 

One-year findings from the Transitional Jobs Reentry Demonstration, New York: MDRC. 

Available at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/work-after-prison.  

https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/technical_reports/2012/RAND_TR1193.pdf
https://wdr.doleta.gov/research/FullText_Documents/ETAOP_2012_06.pdf
http://www.mathematica-mpr.com/~/media/publications/PDFs/IMPACT.PDF
http://www.mathematica-mpr.com/~/media/publications/PDFs/IMPACT.PDF
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/the_struggle_to_sustain_employment.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-enhanced-transitional-jobs-demonstration-implementation-early-impacts-next-generation-subsidized-employment-programs
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-enhanced-transitional-jobs-demonstration-implementation-early-impacts-next-generation-subsidized-employment-programs
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/the-enhanced-transitional-jobs-demonstration-implementation-early-impacts-next-generation-subsidized-employment-programs
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/transitional-jobs-for-ex-prisoners-implementation-two-year-impacts-and
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/transitional-jobs-for-ex-prisoners-implementation-two-year-impacts-and
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/work-after-prison


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.28 

Redcross, Cindy, Megan Millenky, Timothy Rudd, and Valerie Levshin (2012). More than a job: 

Final results from the evaluation of the Center for Employment Opportunities (CEO) 

transitional jobs program, OPRE Report #2011-18, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, 

Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of 

Health and Human Services. Available at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/more-than-

a-job-final-results-from-the-evaluation-of-the-center-for.  

Reich, Cindy (2018). STEP-UP Program, Social Innovation Fund; Year 4 final impact and 

implementation evaluation report, Saint Paul, MN: University of Minnesota, College of 

Education and Human Development, Center for Applied Research and Educational 

Improvement. 

Riccio, James (2010). Sustained earnings gains for residents in a public housing jobs program: 

Seven-year findings from the Jobs-Plus demonstration, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/sustained-earnings-gains-residents-public-housing-jobs-

program. 

Riccio, James, Nadine Dechausay, David Greenberg, Cynthia Miller, Zawadi Rucks, and 

Nandita Verma (2010). Toward reduced poverty across generations: Early findings from 

New York City’s conditional cash transfer program, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_588.pdf.  

Riccio, James, Nadine Dechausay, Cynthia Miller, Stephen Nunez, Nandita Verma, and Edith 

Yang (2013). Conditional cash transfers in New York city: The continuing story of the 

Opportunity NYC: family rewards demonstration, New York, NY: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/Conditional_Cash_Transfers_FR_0.pdf.  

Riccio, James, and Daniel Friedlander (1992) GAIN: Program strategies, participation patterns, 

and first-year impacts in six counties, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED345089.pdf.  

Riccio, James, Daniel Friedlander and Stephen Freedman (1994). GAIN: Benefits, costs, and 

three-year impacts of a welfare-to-work program, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/gain_benefits_costs_fr.pdf.  

Roder, Anne, and Mark Elliott (2011). A promising start: Year Up’s initial impacts on low-

income young adults’ careers, New York: Economic Mobility Corporation. Available 

at https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/A-Promising-Start.pdf.  

Roder, Anne, and Mark Elliott (2013). Stimulating opportunity: An evaluation of ARRA-funded 

subsidized employment programs, New York: Economic Mobility Corporation.  

Roder, Anne, and Mark Elliott (2014). Sustained gains: Year Up’s continued impacts on young 

adults’ earnings, New York: Economic Mobility Corporation. Available at 

https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Sustained-Gains-

Summary.pdf.  

Roder, Anne, and Mark Elliott (2018). Escalating gains: The elements of Project QUEST’s 

success, New York: Economic Mobility Corporation. Available 

at https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Elements-of-Project-

QUESTs-Success.pdf.  

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/more-than-a-job-final-results-from-the-evaluation-of-the-center-for
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/opre/resource/more-than-a-job-final-results-from-the-evaluation-of-the-center-for
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/sustained-earnings-gains-residents-public-housing-jobs-program
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/sustained-earnings-gains-residents-public-housing-jobs-program
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_588.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/Conditional_Cash_Transfers_FR_0.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED345089.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/gain_benefits_costs_fr.pdf
https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/A-Promising-Start.pdf
https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Sustained-Gains-Summary.pdf
https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Sustained-Gains-Summary.pdf
https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Elements-of-Project-QUESTs-Success.pdf
https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Elements-of-Project-QUESTs-Success.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.29 

Roder, Anne, and Mark Elliott (2019). Nine year gains: Project QUEST's continuing impact, 

New York: Economic Mobility Corporation. Available at 

https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/NineYearGains_web.pdf.  

Rolston, Howard, Elizabeth Copson, and Karen Gardiner (2017). Valley Initiative for 

Development and Advancement: Implementation and early impact report, OPRE Report 

#2017-83, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration 

for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available at 

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/vida_implementation_and_early_impact_rep

ort_final_b508.pdf.  

Rosenheck, Robert A., and Alvin S. Mares (2007). Implementation of supported employment for 

homeless veterans with psychiatric or addiction disorders: Two-year outcomes, Psychiatric 

Services 58(3):325-333. Available at 

http://www.nchv.org/images/uploads/Implementation_of_Supported_Employment_for_Hom

eless_Veterans_With_Psychiatric_or_Addiction_Disorders-Two-Year_Outcomes.pdf.  

Rotz, Dana, Nan Maxwell, and Adam Dunn (2015). Economic self-sufficiency and life stability 

one year after starting a social enterprise job, Oakland: Mathematica Policy Research. 

Rynell, Amy, and Kristy Beachy-Quick (2003). Transitional Community Jobs, Chicago, Illinois: 

A summary report of the program and its outcomes, Chicago, IL: Catholic Charities and 

Heartland Alliance for Human Needs & Human Rights. Available 

at https://www.issuelab.org/resource/transitional-community-jobs-a-summary-report-on-the-

program-and-its-outcomes.html.  

Sanders, Cynthia K. (2002). The impact of microenterprise assistance programs: A comparative 

study of program participants, nonparticipants, and other low-wage workers, Social Service 

Review 76(2): 322–340.  

Schaberg, Kelsey (2017). Can sector strategies promote longer-term effects? Three-year impacts 

from the WorkAdvance demonstration, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/WorkAdvance_3-Year_Brief.pdf.  

Schaberg, Kelsey, and David H. Greenberg (2020). Long-term effects of a sectoral advancement 

strategy: Costs, benefits, and impacts from the WorkAdvance demonstration, New York: 

MDRC. 

Schaberg, Kelsey, Victoria Quirroz-Becera, Toni Castro-Cosio, Stephen Nunez, and Richard 

Hendra (2019). Microfinance in the United States: Early impacts of the Grameen America 

program, New York: MDRC. 

Schexnayder, Deanna T. (2003). Achieving Change for Texans evaluation: Final impact report, 

Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children 

and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://raymarshallcenter.org/2003/01/31/achieving-change-for-texans/.  

Schochet, Peter (2018). National Job Corps study: 20-year follow-up study using tax data, 

Washington, DC: Chief Evaluation Office, U.S. Department of Labor. Available 

at https://www.dol.gov/sites/dolgov/files/OASP/legacy/files/Job-Corps-IRS-Report.pdf.  

https://economicmobilitycorp.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/NineYearGains_web.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/vida_implementation_and_early_impact_report_final_b508.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/vida_implementation_and_early_impact_report_final_b508.pdf
http://www.nchv.org/images/uploads/Implementation_of_Supported_Employment_for_Homeless_Veterans_With_Psychiatric_or_Addiction_Disorders-Two-Year_Outcomes.pdf
http://www.nchv.org/images/uploads/Implementation_of_Supported_Employment_for_Homeless_Veterans_With_Psychiatric_or_Addiction_Disorders-Two-Year_Outcomes.pdf
https://www.issuelab.org/resource/transitional-community-jobs-a-summary-report-on-the-program-and-its-outcomes.html
https://www.issuelab.org/resource/transitional-community-jobs-a-summary-report-on-the-program-and-its-outcomes.html
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/WorkAdvance_3-Year_Brief.pdf
https://raymarshallcenter.org/2003/01/31/achieving-change-for-texans/
https://www.dol.gov/sites/dolgov/files/OASP/legacy/files/Job-Corps-IRS-Report.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.30 

Schochet, Peter, John Burghardt, and Steven Glazerman (2000). National Job Corps study: The 

short-term impacts of Job Corps on participants’ employment and related outcomes, 

Washington, DC: Employment and Training Administration, U.S. Department of Labor. 

Available at https://www.mathematica-mpr.com/-/media/publications/pdfs/01-jcimpacts.pdf.  

Schochet, Peter Z., John Burghardt, and Steven Glazerman (2001). National Job Corps study: 

The impacts of Job Corps on participants’ employment and related outcomes, Washington, 

DC: Employment and Training Administration, U.S. Department of Labor. Available 

at https://www.mathematica-mpr.com/-/media/publications/pdfs/01-jcimpacts.pdf.  

Schochet, Peter, John Burghardt, and Sheena McConnell (2006). National Job Corps study and 

longer-term follow-up study: Impact and benefit-cost findings using survey and summary 

earnings records data, Washington, DC: Employment and Training Administration, U.S. 

Department of Labor. Available 

at https://wdr.doleta.gov/research/FullText_Documents/National%20Job%20Corps%20Study

%20and%20Longer%20Term%20Follow-Up%20Study%20-%20Final%20Report.pdf.  

Schochet, Peter, Sheena McConnell, and John Burghardt (2003). National Job Corps study: 

Findings using administrative earnings records data, Washington, DC: Employment and 

Training Administration, U.S. Department of Labor. Available 

at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED498081.pdf.  

Schroeder, Daniel, and Stephanie Chiarello (2008). Texas Non-Custodial Parent Choices: 

Program impact analysis, Austin, TX: Ray Marshall Center. Available 

at https://raymarshallcenter.org/2008/08/31/texas-non-custodial-parent-3/.  

Schroeder, Daniel, Stephanie Chiarello, Kelley Stewart Nichols, Christopher T. King, and 

Elizabeth McGuinness (2007). Texas Non-Custodial Parent Choices: Program impact 

analysis plan, Austin, TX: Ray Marshall Center. Available 

at https://raymarshallcenter.org/2007/08/31/texas-non-custodial-parent-2/.  

Schroeder, Daniel, and Amna Khan (2011). Non-Custodial Parent Choices - Establishment pilot: 

Impact report, Austin, TX: Ray Marshall Center. Available 

at http://sites.utexas.edu/raymarshallcenter/files/2005/07/NCP_Choices_Estab_Sep2011final.

pdf.  

Schroeder, Daniel, and Amna Khan (2011). Non-custodial Parent Choices - PEER pilot: Impact 

report, Austin, TX: Ray Marshall Center. Available 

at http://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2005/07/NCP_Choices_PEER_Sep2011final.pdf.  

Schroeder, Daniel, Kelley Stewart Nichols, Elizabeth McGuinness, Christopher T. King, 

Esmeralda Garcia, Sarah Looney Oldmixon, and Andy David (2007). Texas Non-Custodial 

Parent Choices: Preliminary program impact analysis, Austin, TX: Ray Marshall Center. 

Available at http://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2007/02/ncp_choices_final_prelim.pdf.  

Scrivener, Susan, Gilda Azurdia, and Jocelyn Page (2005). The Employment Retention and 

Advancement project: Results from the South Carolina ERA site, Washington, DC: Office of 

Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. 

Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_542.pdf.  

https://www.mathematica-mpr.com/-/media/publications/pdfs/01-jcimpacts.pdf
https://www.mathematica-mpr.com/-/media/publications/pdfs/01-jcimpacts.pdf
https://wdr.doleta.gov/research/FullText_Documents/National%20Job%20Corps%20Study%20and%20Longer%20Term%20Follow-Up%20Study%20-%20Final%20Report.pdf
https://wdr.doleta.gov/research/FullText_Documents/National%20Job%20Corps%20Study%20and%20Longer%20Term%20Follow-Up%20Study%20-%20Final%20Report.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED498081.pdf
https://raymarshallcenter.org/2008/08/31/texas-non-custodial-parent-3/
https://raymarshallcenter.org/2007/08/31/texas-non-custodial-parent-2/
http://sites.utexas.edu/raymarshallcenter/files/2005/07/NCP_Choices_Estab_Sep2011final.pdf
http://sites.utexas.edu/raymarshallcenter/files/2005/07/NCP_Choices_Estab_Sep2011final.pdf
http://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2005/07/NCP_Choices_PEER_Sep2011final.pdf
http://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2007/02/ncp_choices_final_prelim.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_542.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.31 

Scrivener, Susan, Richard Hendra, Cindy Redcross, Dan Bloom, Charles Michalopoulos, and 

Johanna Walter (2002). WRP: Final report on Vermont’s Welfare Restructuring Project, 

Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children 

and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/vt_report.pdf.  

Scrivener, Susan, and Johanna Walter (2001). National Evaluation of Welfare-to-Work 

Strategies: Evaluating two approaches to case management: Implementation, participation 

patterns, costs, and three-year impacts of the Columbus welfare-to-work program, 

Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Administration for 

Children and Families and Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation; and 

U.S. Department of Education. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_95.pdf. 

Skemer, Melanie, Arielle Sherman, Sonya Williams, and Danielle Cummings (2017). 

Reengaging New York City’s disconnected youth through work: Implementation and early 

impacts of the Young Adult Internship Program, OPRE Report #2017-22, Washington, DC: 

Office of Planning, Research and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. 

Department of Health and Human Services. Available at 

https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/STED_YAIP_Final_FR-Web.pdf.  

Smith, Tara Carter, Christopher T. King, and Daniel G. Schroeder (2007). Rapid employment 

model evaluation: Initial findings, Austin, TX: Ray Marshall Center for the Study of Human 

Resources, the University of Texas at Austin. Available 

at https://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2007/12/WFE_REM_Final_Rpt_Draft_12-5-07.v3.pdf.  

Smith, Tara Carter, Christopher T. King, and Daniel G. Schroeder (2008). Rapid employment 

model evaluation: Update, Austin, TX: Ray Marshall Center for the Study of Human 

Resources, the University of Texas at Austin. Available 

at https://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2008/12/REM_eval_update_01-28-09.pdf.  

Smith, Tara Carter, Christopher T. King, and Daniel G. Schroeder (2010). Rapid employment 

model evaluation: Update #2, Austin, TX: Ray Marshall Center for the Study of Human 

Resources, the University of Texas at Austin. Available 

at https://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2006/01/REM_eval_update_Jan2010.pdf.  

Smith, Tara Carter, Christopher T. King, and Daniel G. Schroeder (2011). Rapid employment 

model evaluation: 2011 update, Austin, TX: Ray Marshall Center for the Study of Human 

Resources, the University of Texas at Austin. Available 

at https://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2006/01/REM_2011_Update_Final_%205-16-11.pdf.  

Spaulding, Shayne, Jean Baldwin Grossman, and Dee Wallace (2009). Working dads: Final 

report on the Fathers at Work initiative, Philadelphia, PA: Public/Private Ventures. 

Available at https://www.issuelab.org/resource/working-dads-final-report-on-the-fathers-at-

work-initiative.html.  

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/opre/vt_report.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_95.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/STED_YAIP_Final_FR-Web.pdf
https://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2007/12/WFE_REM_Final_Rpt_Draft_12-5-07.v3.pdf
https://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2008/12/REM_eval_update_01-28-09.pdf
https://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2006/01/REM_eval_update_Jan2010.pdf
https://raymarshallcenter.org/files/2006/01/REM_2011_Update_Final_%205-16-11.pdf
https://www.issuelab.org/resource/working-dads-final-report-on-the-fathers-at-work-initiative.html
https://www.issuelab.org/resource/working-dads-final-report-on-the-fathers-at-work-initiative.html


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.32 

Spaulding, Shayne, and Ananda Martin-Caughey (2015). Accelerating opportunity: A portrait of 

students and their program experiences from the 2014 student survey, Washington, DC: 

Urban Institute. Available at 

https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/43721/2000133-accelerating-

opportunity_1.pdf.  

Storto, Laura, Gayle Hamilton, Christine Schwartz, and Susan Scrivener (2000). National 

Evaluation of Welfare-to-Work Strategies-Oklahoma City’s ET&E program: Two-year 

implementation, participation, cost, and impact findings, Washington, DC: U.S. Department 

of Health and Human Services, Administration for Children and Families and Office of the 

Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation; and U.S. Department of Education. 

Available at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_464.pdf.  

Tessler, Betsy L. (2013). WorkAdvance: Testing a new approach to increase employment 

advancement for low-skilled adults, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/workadvance.  

Tessler, Betsy L., Michael Bangser, Alexandra Pennington, Kelsey Schaberg, and Hannah 

Dalporto (2014). Meeting the needs of workers and employers: Implementation of a sector-

focused career advancement model for low-skilled adults, New York: MDRC. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/WorkAdvance_CEO_SIF_2014_FR.pdf.  

Theodos, Brett, Michael R. Pergamit, Alexandra Derian, Sara Edelstein, and Allison Stolte, 

(2016). Solutions for youth: An evaluation of the Latin American Youth Center’s Promotor 

Pathway Program, Washington, DC: Urban Institute. 

Theodos, Brett, Mike R. Pergamit, Sara Edelstein, Taz George, and Lesley Freiman (2014). 

Preparing youth for college and career: A process evaluation of Urban Alliance, 

Washington, DC: Urban Institute. Available at 

https://www.urban.org/research/publication/preparing-youth-college-and-career-process-

evaluation-urban-alliance.  

Theodos, Brett, Micahel R. Pergamit, Devlin Hanson, Sara Edelstein, and Rebecca Daniels 

(2016). Embarking on college and career: Interim evaluation of Urban Alliance, 

Washington, DC: Urban Institute. Available at 

https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/80591/2000788-urban-alliance-

evaluation-interim-report_0.pdf.  

Theodos, Brett, Michael R. Pergamit, Devlin Hanson, Sara Edelstein, Rebecca Daniels, and 

Tanaya Srini (2017). Pathways after high school: Evaluation of the Urban Alliance High 

School Internship Program, Washington, DC: Urban Institute. Available at 

https://www.urban.org/research/publication/pathways-after-high-school-evaluation-urban-

alliance-high-school-internship-program.  

Verma, Nandita, Stephen Freedman, Betsy L. Tessler, Stephen Nunez, and Barbara Fink. (2019). 

Promoting work and self-sufficiency for housing voucher recipients: Early findings from the 

Family Self-Sufficiency Program evaluation, New York: MDRC. 

https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/43721/2000133-accelerating-opportunity_1.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/43721/2000133-accelerating-opportunity_1.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/full_464.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/workadvance
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/WorkAdvance_CEO_SIF_2014_FR.pdf
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/preparing-youth-college-and-career-process-evaluation-urban-alliance
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/preparing-youth-college-and-career-process-evaluation-urban-alliance
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/80591/2000788-urban-alliance-evaluation-interim-report_0.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/80591/2000788-urban-alliance-evaluation-interim-report_0.pdf
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/pathways-after-high-school-evaluation-urban-alliance-high-school-internship-program
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/pathways-after-high-school-evaluation-urban-alliance-high-school-internship-program


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.33 

Wachen, John, Davis Jenkins, Clive Belfield, and Michelle Van Noy (2012). Contextualized 

college transition strategies for adult basic skills students: Learning from Washington state’s 

I-BEST program model, New York: Columbia University, Teachers College, Community 

College Research Center. Available at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED538999.pdf.  

Wachen, John, Davis Jenkins, and Michelle Van Noy (2010). How I-BEST works: Findings from 

a field study of Washington state’s Integrated Basic Education and Skills Training 

program, New York, NY: Columbia University, Teachers College, Community College 

Research Center. Available at https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED512276.pdf.  

Walter, Johanna, David Navarro, Chloe Anderson, and Ada Tso (2017). Testing rapid 

connections to subsidized private-sector jobs for low-income individuals in San Francisco: 

Implementation and early impacts of the STEP Forward program, OPRE Report #2017-

103, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and Evaluation, Administration for 

Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Available 

at https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/2017_sted_sf_FR.pdf.  

Wasserman, K., J. Walter, B. Luczywek, H. Wagner, and C. Redcross (2019). Engaging young 

men involved in Chicago’s justice system: A feasibility study of the Bridges to Pathways 

program, OPRE Report #2019-46, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, Research, and 

Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. 

Werner, Alan, and Robert Kornfeld (1997). The evaluation of To Strengthen Michigan Families: 

Final impact report, Cambridge, MA: Abt Associates.  

Werner, Alan, David Rodda, Elsie Pan, Lisa Plimpton, Steven Mennemeyer, and Victoria 

Johnson (1997). Evaluation of the Alabama Avenues to Self-Sufficiency through Employment 

and Training Services (ASSETS) demonstration: Final report, Montgomery, AL: Alabama 

Department of Human Resources. Available at https://docplayer.net/62166272-Evaluation-

of-the-alabama-avenues-to-self-sufficiency-through-employment-and-training-services-

assets-demonstration-final-report-executive-summary.html.  

Wilde, Elizabeth T., Zohn Rosen, Kenneth Couch, and Peter A. Muennig (2014). Impact of 

welfare reform on mortality: An evaluation of the Connecticut Jobs First program, A 

randomized controlled trial, American Journal of Public Health 104(3): 534–538. Available 

at https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3953799/.  

Williams, Sonya, and Stephen Freedman (2010). The Employment Retention and Advancement 

project: Background characteristics and patterns of employment, earnings, and public 

assistance receipt of adults in two-parent families, Washington, DC: Office of Planning, 

Research, and Evaluation, Administration for Children and Families, U.S. Department of 

Health and Human Services. Available at https://www.mdrc.org/publication/background-

characteristics-and-patterns-employment-earnings-and-public-assistance.  

Zambrowski, Amy, and Anne Gordon (1993). Evaluation of the Minority Female Single Parent 

demonstration: Fifth-year impacts at CET, Princeton, NJ: Mathematica Policy Research. 

Available at http://www.mathematica-

mpr.com/~/media/publications/pdfs/family_support/mfsp_fifthyearimpacts.pdf.  

https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED538999.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED512276.pdf
https://www.mdrc.org/sites/default/files/2017_sted_sf_FR.pdf
https://docplayer.net/62166272-Evaluation-of-the-alabama-avenues-to-self-sufficiency-through-employment-and-training-services-assets-demonstration-final-report-executive-summary.html
https://docplayer.net/62166272-Evaluation-of-the-alabama-avenues-to-self-sufficiency-through-employment-and-training-services-assets-demonstration-final-report-executive-summary.html
https://docplayer.net/62166272-Evaluation-of-the-alabama-avenues-to-self-sufficiency-through-employment-and-training-services-assets-demonstration-final-report-executive-summary.html
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3953799/
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/background-characteristics-and-patterns-employment-earnings-and-public-assistance
https://www.mdrc.org/publication/background-characteristics-and-patterns-employment-earnings-and-public-assistance
http://www.mathematica-mpr.com/~/media/publications/pdfs/family_support/mfsp_fifthyearimpacts.pdf
http://www.mathematica-mpr.com/~/media/publications/pdfs/family_support/mfsp_fifthyearimpacts.pdf


Synthesis Report: What Works During Economic Recessions and Recoveries? 

Mathematica D.34 

Zeidenberg, Matthew, Sung-Woo Cho, and Davis Jenkins (2010). Washington State’s Integrated 

Basic Education and Skills Training Program (I-BEST): New evidence of effectiveness, 

Community College Research Center Working Paper No. 20, New York: Columbia 

University, Teachers College, Community College Research Center. Available 

at https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED512261. 

Note: The number of listed citations does not match the number of reviewed studies because 

some citations include information for multiple studies and some studies are discussed 

across multiple citations.

https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED512261


 

 

This page has been left blank for double-sided copying.  



 

 

 

 

Mathematica 

Princeton, NJ  •  Ann Arbor, MI  •  Cambridge, MA   

Chicago, IL  •  Oakland, CA  •  Seattle, WA 

Tucson, AZ  •  Woodlawn, MD  •  Washington, DC    

EDI Global, a Mathematica Company 

Bukoba, Tanzania  •  High Wycombe, United Kingdom 

mathematica.org 


