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Summary of Amendments Made to the Bill After the 04/08/10 Legislative Council Staff
Revised Fiscal Note Was Prepared

None.

JBC Staff Concurrence with Legislative Council Staff Fiscal Note

XXX Concurs Does Not Concur Updated Analysis

Amendments/Appropriation Status

The bill neither requires nor contains an appropriation clause for FY 2010-11.

Bill Sponsor Amendments

Staff is not aware of any sponsor amendments to be offered. 

Points to Consider

1. Although no General Fund is anticipated to be required in FY 2010-11, $448,863 General
Fund is anticipated to be required in FY 2011-12 and future years for administrative costs
associated with caseload increases.    

2. The bill exempts the Department from implementing an outreach plan if it does not receive 
private or federal moneys "sufficient to cover the state's costs".  It is not clear from the
language of the bill which costs are encompassed by "state's costs", i.e., whether this refers
solely to costs for developing the outreach plan or whether this extends to increased caseload
costs for state-supervised, county administered food assistance administration. 

3. As reflected in the Legislative Council Staff Revised Conditional Fiscal Note dated April 8,
2010 (p. 4), the bill effectively takes the federal Department of Defense money away from
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counties for increased caseload from the economic downturn and uses it to fund increased
caseload based on new outreach efforts and eligibility changes.  

Additional Background
The following information is provided in response to member questions about the impact of
reassigning federal funds in the Department of Defense bill from county caseload costs related to the
economic downturn to county caseload costs related to H.B. 10-1022.

Colorado's food assistance program has had relatively high administrative costs per case and
relatively low penetration rates.
• Based on data from the U.S. Department of Agriculture, in FFY 2007-08, Colorado's

administrative cost-per-case was $58.00 per case per month, compared with a United States
average of $40.46.  It is not clear how Colorado's cost-per-case has changed in relation to the
national average in light of recent caseload increases and flat administrative funding. 

• In FFY 2007-08, 5.2 percent of Colorado's population was served by the food assistance
program, compared with 9.4 percent of the U.S. population.  While the percentage of the
Colorado population that receives food assistance has now increased, national usage has
increased at a similar rate.

There have been substantial increases in food assistance caseload that have not been matched by
administrative funding increases.
• Participation in the nutrition assistance program is projected to double between the beginning

of FFY 2007-08 and the end of FFY 2009-10:  from 106,171 households in October 2007
to a projected 202,796 households in September 2010.

• State appropriations for county nutrition assistance administration increased by 25 percent
from FY 2007-08 to FY 2008-09 but have since been reduced by 2.0 percent.

• The estimated one-time federal increase of $3.95 million in the Department of Defense bill
represents an increase of about 5.0 percent over FY 2007-08 Colorado county and state
administrative expenditures for nutrition assistance of $79 million (county administrative
expenses comprise approximately half of this total).


