
Table 1. HLM Analysis of TANF Privatization and Client Outcomes for Open 

Cases in the State of Florida, 2000-05 
          Participation                            Employment                 Earnings             

Privatization Coefficient     Probability            Coefficient      Probability          Coefficient 

ForProfit 

 

NonProfit 

 

Public 

-.354***          .379                   -.241**          .091                    -6.83 

(.068)                                        (.111)                                       (5.48) 

-.088                .446                   -.085              .123                     9.35 

(.159)                                        (.243)                                       (9.73) 

--------             .464                    -------            .112                    ------- 

Client-Level  

Female 

 

<HS Education 

 

Unmarried 

 

Black 

 

Hispanic 

 

 -.449***        .355                    -1.07***        .043                   -15.43* 

 (.133)                                        (.314)                                      (8.94) 

 -.582***        .326                    -.223**          .092                 -19.67** 

 (.002)                                        (.113)                                      (9.34) 

 -.006              .463                    -.137              .112                    2.68  

 (.007)                                       (.161)                                       (5.90) 

-.182**           .420                    -.072              .105                    4.39   
 (.074)                                       (.125)                                       (5.84) 

 .318**           .544                     .202              .115                     6.20 

 (.090)                                       (.142)                                       (7.31) 

County-Level  

Conservatism 

 

Unemployment 

 

Poverty 

 

Black 

 

Hispanic 

 

-.365              .461                      .064              .121                   -3.16 

(.393)                                        (.074)                                       (.358) 

-.035              .459                     -.091             .100                   -4.96 
(.031)                                        (.055)                                       (2.39) 

-.029**          .422                     -.078**         .089                     1.92 

(.012)                                        (.019)                                       (1.72) 

.005               .464                      .003              .113                  -.819 

(.004)                                        (.007)                                       (.514) 

.028**           .425                      .004              .101                   -2.25 

(.011)                                        (.005)                                      (.655) 
N (Client; County) 

ICC 

Chi-Square
 

4340; 67                                       4340;67                                        4340;67  

 .145                                               .112                                              .048                                           

166.87***                                      61.50***                                    43.73*** 

Note: Cell entries are multi-level maximum likelihood coefficients/predicted probabilities 

(Participation and Employment models) and regression coefficients (Earnings model) with robust 

standard errors in parentheses. The Participation and Employment dependent variables are both 

measured dichotomously indicating whether an open case client was engaged in full-time work 

participation activities or unsubsidized employment at the time of DHHS data collection.  

Predicted probabilities are calculated for each independent variable with all other variables held 

either at zero (if dichotomous) or at their mean (if continuous). The Earnings dependent variable is 

measured continuously and represents total reported monthly earnings from the previous month of 

employment. ***p < .01; ** p < .05; *p < .10. 

 

  



Table 2. HLM Analysis of TANF Privatization and 

Client Outcomes for Closed Cases in the State of 

Florida, 2000-05 

    EmploymentClosure               Earnings             

Privatization Coefficient     Probability 

ForProfit 
 
NonProfit 

 
Public 

  -.108              .223                       -7.76                                      
   (.097)                                        (16.22)                                           
   .350***        .311                       -8.91                             
   (.103)                                        (18.97)    
   -------            .241                      -------- 

Client-Level  
Female 
 
<HS Education 
 
Unmarried 
 
Black 

 
Hispanic 

    .151             .268                     -55.40**                   
   (.146)                                        (21.37)                               
   -.231***       .202                    -52.04***                       
   (.072)                                        (11.68)                                
    .060             .252                      27.65**                         
   (.085)                                       (13.59)                                  
   -.198**         .207                      -4.44                        
   (.090)                                       (13.12)                                   
   -.011             .238                      -2.02                           
   (.115)                                       (20.64)                                   

County-Level  
Conservatism 
 
Unemployment 
 
Poverty 
 
Black 
 
Hispanic 

   -.018**         .182                      -1.17                            
   (.007)                                        (.913)                                    
   -.034             .204                       4.81 
   (.033)                                        (4.78) 
   -.011             .224                      -3.24*                                      
   (.014)                                        (1.92)                                           
   -.005             .211                      -5.66                           
   (.006)                                        (8.35)                                    
   -.004*           .222                       3.07                      
   (.002)                                        (2.03)                                   

N (Client; County) 

ICC 

Chi-Square
 

 4624; 67                                         4624;67       

     .098                                               .036                                           

    55.63***                                      24.03*** 
Note: Cell entries are multi-level maximum likelihood 

coefficients/predicted probabilities (EmploymentClosure model) and 

regression coefficients (Earnings model) with robust standard errors 

in parentheses. The EmploymentClosure dependent variable is 

measured dichotomously indicating whether a case was closed due 

to employment/excess earnings or closed for any other reason. 

Predicted probabilities are calculated for each independent variable 

with all other variables held either at zero (if dichotomous) or at 

their mean (if continuous). The Earnings dependent variable is 

analogous to the open case estimations and represents total reported 

monthly earnings from the previous month of employment.  

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

 


