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Exploring Earned Income Tax Credit Structures: Dividing the 
Credit Between a Worker and Child Component and Other 
Considerations

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
In tax year (TY) 2019, over 26 million low- and middle-income taxpayers received the Earned Income Tax 
Credit (EITC).  These taxpayers claimed over 32 million qualifying children and received an average amount 
of $2,424 per return for a total amount of nearly $64 billion.1  The EITC is one of the largest anti-poverty 
programs in the United States.  Unfortunately, in FY 2020 the IRS estimates over $16 billion of the EITC was 
improperly claimed – over a quarter of the total EITC outlays.

The National Taxpayer Advocate Fiscal Year 2020 Objectives Report to Congress recommended that the 
EITC be split between a worker portion and a child portion.  This report explores possible options for 
bifurcating the EITC by discussing seven new EITC structures.  Each of the structures sets the worker portion 
of the EITC at 15.3 percent of earned income while exploring different formulas for determining the child 
portion of the credits.  Two possible EITC structures considerably increase the expected EITC payments, and 
we designed five other possible new EITC structures to produce similar outlays to the existing tax law.

This report explains each of the new structures and explores which types of taxpayers would benefit from 
the proposed structure and which taxpayers would receive a loss of benefits.  We explore these changes both 
graphically, as the structure would apply to any eligible taxpayer, and we look at the actual effects on existing 
EITC claimants.  To this end, we calculate the total outlays and the disbursements depending on filing status, 
income ranges, and number of qualifying children.

The IRS continues to spend significant resources auditing taxpayer returns claiming the EITC.  The IRS 
audits a higher percentage of taxpayers with the EITC than any other taxpayers, except those with at least 
$5 million of total positive income.  Therefore, we explored another data source that could potentially be used 
as a proxy suggesting that the child meets the residency requirement.  Our analyses show that the IRS could 
potentially use Affordable Care Act (ACA) data to validate the EITC claims of many additional taxpayers, 
and exploring this data source is worth further study, especially since a child’s residency is necessary for other 
credits including the Child Tax Credit, where significant noncompliance is also likely.

The report highlights data from the Census Bureau’s match with IRS data, which estimates the number of 
eligible taxpayers who claim the EITC.  Taxpayers are much more likely to claim EITC when they can claim 
the credit for one or more children.  However, millions more taxpayers with purported qualifying children 
claim the EITC than Census Bureau data suggest actually qualify.  The complex structures of today’s families 
undoubtedly contribute to this situation.

Finally, the report highlights the positive benefit that splitting the EITC between a worker and child credit 
could have on the EITC improper payment rate.  While the data from the most recent IRS EITC compliance 
study is dated, our estimates suggest that these new EITC structures could reduce the EITC improper 
payment rate by about 35 percent.

INTRODUCTION
The EITC2 stems from a policy designed for low- and moderate-income working taxpayers by providing 
the opportunity for struggling individuals and families to step out of poverty toward meaningful economic 
security.  The credit reduces the tax owed by taxpayers, and any additional amounts beyond the filer’s tax 
liability will be paid to the taxpayer in the same way that excess withholding is refunded.  Nearly 26.4 million 
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income tax filers received approximately $64 billion in EITC in TY 2019.3  Researchers have consistently 
shown that the EITC reduces poverty, encourages work, and improves the health and education of lower-
income taxpayers.4

Overall, the EITC participation rate is relatively high at over 79 percent,5 while the cost for the IRS to 
administer the program is about one percent of the benefits distributed.6  Unfortunately, however, even 
though the EITC program costs little to administer and many taxpayers file returns to claim the credit, the 
improper payment amount is estimated to have exceeded $16 billion in FY 2020.7  As a result, the IRS audits 
a number of tax returns with EITC claims (EITC returns).  For TY 2019, the IRS examined about 203,000 
EITC returns.  While this audit rate was only 0.8 percent, it was four times greater than the audit rate for 
all individual income tax returns, and only taxpayers making more than $5 million had a higher audit rate.  
Audits on EITC returns comprised nearly 60 percent of the TY 2019 individual income tax return audits that 
had begun by FY 2021.  However, in TY 2019, EITC returns comprised less than 17 percent of all individual 
returns filed.8

The National Taxpayer Advocate Fiscal Year 2020 Objectives Report to Congress included a third volume, a 
special report that proposed a variety of reforms to both the EITC structure and its administration by the IRS.  
The prior report recommended splitting the EITC into a worker component and a child component.  This 
report will explore the impact of this bifurcation on the amount of EITC paid to taxpayers, possible new ways 
to verify the eligibility of a child claimed for EITC, observations about the EITC participation rate, and the 
effect of splitting the EITC into a component based solely on income and a component based on the presence 
of a qualifying child.  Planned objectives of this study originally included:9

1. Identify possible options for a new earnings-based per-worker credit and per-child credit to replace the 
existing EITC credit.

2. Compare the existing EITC to the credit amount afforded by possible new per-worker and per-child 
structures and the effect on taxpayers not currently eligible for EITC.

3. Analyze the hypothetical outcomes of prior EITC audits if the rules for the proposed per-worker and 
per-child credit were in place.

4. Explore IRS and Census Bureau data to quantify the number of children who would qualify their 
parents for a per-child tax credit under various definitions of a “qualifying child.”

5. Estimate the new improper payment rate for the EITC based on the rules for the proposed per-worker 
and per-child credit.

Primarily, this report details the effect on the amount of the EITC if the credit were split into a worker 
portion and a child portion.  While the National Taxpayer Advocate Fiscal Year 2020 special report on EITC 
recommended a separate child credit, our first approach is to split the existing EITC into two components – a 
credit based solely on earned income and a credit based on the number of qualifying children.  We explore 
seven possible EITC structures depending on whether the child portion of the credit is a flat rate for up to 
three children, a flat rate that decreases as the number of qualifying children increases (up to three), or a 
variable amount per child that decreases in the higher income ranges.  We explore the significant features of 
each of these possible structures.  We also look at the effects of these various structures on actual TY 2019 
taxpayers receiving the EITC by comparing these total credits to each other and to the EITC paid out for TY 
2019 returns based on the existing law.  We examine underutilized data sources that could enable the IRS to 
validate EITC claims and reduce the volume of EITC returns with questionable validity.  We then analyze the 
effects if these data sources had been used on previous EITC audits and identify whether this data could also 
quantify the number of EITC claims where the additional data could validate the qualifying child(ren).  We 
examine the results of the TY 2019 data provided to the IRS from the Census Bureau, which estimate the 
EITC participation rate based on information provided in the Current Population Survey.  Finally, we will 
estimate the effect of the new EITC structures on the improper payment rate.
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We used TY 2019 data to explore the effects of new EITC structures on the EITC received by taxpayers.  We 
chose TY 2019 because it was the most recent year of complete data prior to the COVID-19 pandemic.  We 
believe 2019 data is the most current data best reflecting the employment and income of taxpayers.  However, 
it would also be worthwhile to repeat these analyses after the data is available for most 2022 tax returns.

BACKGROUND
EITC was implemented on a temporary basis in 1975 and made a permanent feature of the U.S. tax code 
in 1978.  The Tax Reform Act of 1986 adjusted the formula for EITC, significantly increasing the credit 
and providing for continual adjustments to the credit based on inflation.  In 1990, the credit formula was 
modified to account for family size – one formula for families with one child and a different formula for 
families with two or more children.  In 1993, Congress increased the amount of the credit and also expanded 
the credit to include families without qualifying children.  In 1996, a tax law required EITC claimants to 
provide valid Social Security numbers (SSNs) for themselves, a spouse if married filing jointly, and any 
qualifying children.  In 2002, the EITC for married claimants phased out at a higher income level to provide 
“marriage penalty relief.”10  Then, in 2009, a larger EITC amount was temporarily provided for claimants 
with three qualifying children and ultimately made a permanent feature of EITC.11  The rules for all potential 
EITC claimants in TY 2019 include:12

1. Your adjusted gross income (AGI) must be less than:
• $50,162 ($55,952 for married filing jointly) if you have three or more qualifying children,
• $46,703 ($52,493 for married filing jointly) if you have two qualifying children,
• $41,094 ($46,884 for married filing jointly) if you have one qualifying child, or
• $15,570 ($21,370 for married filing jointly) if you don’t have a qualifying child.

2. You must have a valid SSN by the due date of your 2019 return (including extensions).
3. Your filing status can’t be married filing separately.
4. You must be a U.S. citizen or resident alien all year.
5. You can’t file Form 2555 (relating to foreign earned income).
6. Your investment income must be $3,600 or less.
7. You must have earned income.

Figure 5.2.1 describes the computation of the EITC in TY 2019.

FIGURE 5.2.1, Existing EITC Thresholds by Number of Qualifying Children, TY 201913

0 Children 1 Child 2 Children 3 Children

Credit Rate (Phase-in) 7.65% 34% 40% 45%

Maximum EITC $529 $3,526 $5,828 $6,557

Income Phase-out Threshold for EITC

Single $8,650 $19,030 $19,030 $19,030

Married $14,450 $24,820 $24,820 $24,820

Income Threshold for EITC

Single $15,570 $41,094 $46,703 $50,162

Married $21,370 $46,884 $52,493 $55,952

In 1975, the EITC did not exceed $400 and was only available to taxpayers with children.14  In TY 2021, 
the maximum amount of EITC for taxpayers with three or more children was $6,728, and taxpayers with no 
children could qualify for $1,502 of EITC.15  Adjusting for inflation, the maximum amount of EITC received 
in 2022 is over three times as large as the maximum EITC amount in 1976.16
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Taxpayers with qualifying children must meet four requirements to claim the EITC.  These requirements 
include the age test, joint return test, the relationship test, and the residency test.  The age test states that 
qualifying children must be either under 19 years of age, 24 years of age if the child is a full-time student, 
or any age if the child is permanently disabled.  To meet the joint return test, the qualifying child must not 
file a joint return (or file a joint return only to claim a refund of all taxes paid).  The relationship test states 
that qualifying children must have a qualifying relationship to the EITC claimant.17  The residency test states 
that a qualifying child must have lived in the same home with the claimant for more than half of the year.  
The joint return test and the age test are relatively easy for the IRS to verify.  The IRS can easily verify if a 
qualifying child is a son or daughter of the claimant, but other qualified relationships are more difficult to 
verify such as nieces and nephews.

Unfortunately, the residency test is very difficult for the IRS to verify.  While it is generally easy to determine 
that a qualifying child is being claimed by both parents on a jointly filed return, this occurred in less than 21 
percent of the EITC claims in TY 2019.18  A claimed qualifying child on a married filing joint return may 
stem from a second marriage, meaning that a former spouse would also have the necessary relationship to 
claim the child for EITC.  The rightful EITC claimant would depend on which parent the child lived with for 
more than half of the year.  Only one person can claim EITC benefits for a qualifying child.

Determining if a child resided with the EITC claimant for over half of the tax year is very difficult for the 
IRS.  The IRS can determine if the child is being claimed by both of his or her biological parents or legal 
guardians; however, the IRS would not know if financial or other circumstances dictated that the child 
lived with other relatives during the majority of the tax year.  The IRS has access to federal case registry data 
that rolls up custody information from the courts in all 50 states and can generally determine if the child is 
claimed by the custodial parent.  However, the IRS will not know if the custody arrangements for the child 
have changed unless the parents involve the courts, or the taxpayer provides the information to the IRS during 
an examination.

While EITC amounts have significantly increased in the last 45 years, the family structure in the United 
States has changed considerably.  The divorce rate increased by 55 percent from 1975 to 2019,19 while the 
marriage rate decreased by 63 percent.20  Just about 20 percent of EITC claimants are married taxpayers filing 
jointly, suggesting that the majority of EITC qualifying children reside in single parent households or blended 
families.21  Taxpayers rarely understand the requirements to identify qualifying children.  Therefore, the IRS 
has the difficult responsibility of verifying residency even as children are less likely to live with both parents.  
The IRS is placed in the unenviable position of trying to determine if the child claimed for EITC purposes 
resided with the claimant for more than half of the year.

The results of a 2014 IRS EITC compliance study from National Research Program data demonstrates that 
the residency test is the most likely reason that a claimed child is not a qualifying child for EITC purposes.  
Misidentifying a child as a qualifying child without any other error in the EITC claim accounted for more 
than a quarter of known EITC errors and accounted for 38 percent of overclaimed EITC attributable to 
qualifying children and other errors.22  Fifteen percent of EITC claims with qualifying children claimed 
at least one qualifying child in error.23  Failure of the residency test accounted for 75 percent of all EITC 
qualifying child errors while the relationship test only accounted for 20 percent of EITC child errors.24  
Overall, qualifying child errors account for over half of the EITC overclaim amount – between $7 and $10 
billion.25
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OBJECTIVES AND DEVIATIONS
The first two objectives remain unchanged from the those originally envisioned for the project.

1. Identify possible options for a new earnings-based per-worker credit and per-child credit to replace the 
existing EITC credit.

2. Compare the existing EITC to the credit amount afforded by possible new per-worker and per-child 
structures and the effect to taxpayers not currently eligible for EITC.

The EITC research study published by TAS in 2019 recommended a worker-based credit and a separate fixed 
credit for each qualifying child.  In this report, we explore the outcome of this EITC structure with a worker 
credit and a fixed per-child credit.  We also explore bifurcating the existing structure of EITC between a 
worker credit based on income and a per-child credit also based on income instead of only a fixed amount.  
While the new structures do not change the number of taxpayers eligible for the EITC, these possible 
formulas alter the amount of the EITC to which they are entitled.

When we originally formulated the objectives for this research study, we envisioned exploring different rules 
for determining if a child was a qualifying child for EITC.  After reviewing the eligibility rules for other 
credits depending on a qualifying child, we found these other credits also involved criteria the IRS could not 
easily verify without becoming extremely obtrusive into taxpayers’ private lives.  Therefore, we have modified 
the third objective to focus on which returns selected for audit could have been cleared using other data and 
how the available data on potentially qualifying children could narrow the population of EITC returns that 
should be considered for audit.

3. Analyze the selection of TY 2019 EITC audits to determine in what percentage of these audits the 
EITC claim could have been validated without the need for an audit and determine the total number 
of TY 2019 EITC claims requiring an audit to verify eligibility of the child claimed.

Since various definitions of an EITC qualifying child would generally require the IRS to significantly intrude 
into taxpayers’ lives, for Objective 4, we show the results of a Census Bureau study estimating the number of 
taxpayers eligible for EITC under the current definition for an EITC qualifying child so we can compare the 
number of likely eligible EITC claimants to the actual number of claimants.

4. Explore IRS and Census Bureau data to quantify the number of children who would qualify their 
parents for a per-child tax credit under the current IRC definition of a “qualifying child.”

Objective 5 also remains unchanged.

5. Estimate the new improper payment rate for EITC based on the rules for the proposed per-worker and 
per-child credit.

METHODOLOGY
We created a base file of taxpayers receiving EITC on a TY 2019 return processed as of the end of calendar 
year 2021.  We also extracted various other data for these taxpayers including filing status, AGI, the IRS 
computed amount of earned income,26 the number of claimed EITC qualifying children, and other credits 
claimed on the return.  We supplemented this data with the Dependent Database rules broken and final score 
and with the results of EITC audits for TY 2019.

For the first objective, we computed the worker component of the EITC at 15.3 percent.  Several 
commentators have recommended this percentage for childless workers, and Congress actually increased 
the childless worker EITC phase-in credit rate from 7.65 percent to 15.3 percent for TYs 2020 and 2021, 
although the amount is slated to return to 7.65 percent in TY 2022.27  For the child portion of the credit, 
we considered a flat rate amount per child (up to three children), a flat rate per child that decreased as the 
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number of children increases, a child portion that fluctuated based on income and number of children, and 
using percentages that maintained the existing EITC credit but split it into a worker component based solely 
on income and a child component based on income and the number of qualifying children.  Overall, we 
considered seven possible EITC structures.

While we explore the effect of these different EITC structures graphically across all eligible income ranges 
and numbers of qualifying children (up to three) in the second objective, we also compare the actual effect of 
the possible new EITC structures on taxpayers who received EITC in TY 2019.  This approach allows us to 
determine the cost of each structure and the actual effects on various groups of taxpayers.

To accomplish the third objective on reducing the population of EITC claims for audit, we extracted the 
insurance coverage data for household members from ACA Forms 1095-B, Health Form, and 1095-C, 
Employer-Provided Health Insurance Offer and Coverage.28  We matched the individuals on these ACA 
information documents to the children claimed by the taxpayer as EITC qualifying children.29  We compared 
this data to the taxpayers claiming EITC (after the IRS exercised its math error authority) to determine how 
many of the EITC claims had EITC qualifying children also provided with health insurance coverage for at 
least six months of the year.  We also determined the number of claimed children provided health insurance 
coverage by the taxpayer for four and five months of the year.  The IRS may allow a taxpayer’s EITC claim 
if he or she can verify the eligibility of a claimed child for most of the six-month period.  The ACA data was 
compared both to the returns audited because of their EITC claim in TY 2019 and to all TY 2019 returns 
receiving EITC.

To accomplish the fourth objective, we relied on the Census Bureau match of IRS EITC claims to sample 
census data.  This match forms an estimate of the number of EITC eligible taxpayers based on the Census 
Bureau Current Population Survey sample data.  This sample estimates the EITC participation rate by the 
number of qualifying children.  The match also estimates the number of childless workers eligible for the 
credit in TY 2019.

The fifth objective was accomplished by quantifying the portion of the EITC stemming from the proposed 
EITC worker credit based solely on income and then estimating the improper payment rate percentages 
attributable to unreported income detected in the EITC Compliance Study published in 2014.30  We project 
a new estimated improper payment rate for FY 2020 based on these factors:

1. The IRS-estimated EITC improper payment percentage for FY 2020.
2. The EITC attributable to the worker component of the proposed structure, which the IRS can more 

easily verify.
3. The EITC attributable to the child component of the proposed structure, which the IRS has more 

difficulty verifying.
4. The percent of the dollars of EITC non-compliance attributable to income misreporting.
5. The percent of the dollars of EITC non-compliance attributable to claiming children ineligible to be a 

qualifying child for EITC.
6. The total EITC expected to be paid out under each EITC structure considered.

FINDINGS
We have developed our findings from TY 2019 data.  Overall, we considered the data reported on TY 2019 
income tax returns, Dependent Database scoring, administrative audit data, and information documents 
associated with ACA.  In order, this section discusses the findings for each of the five study objectives (shown 
in bold).
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Objective 1: Identify possible options for a new earnings-based per-worker credit and per-
child credit to replace the existing EITC credit.
Figure 5.2.2 depicts the existing EITC amount depending on income and number of children and compares 
the credit amount for single and married filing jointly taxpayers.31

FIGURE 5.2.2

Difference Between Single (Dashed) and Married (Solid) 
EITC Amount for TY 2019 by IncomeDifference Between Single (Dashed) and Married (Solid) 

EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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We explored seven possible options for a new structure of determining the EITC amount.  Each of the 
structures is based on splitting the EITC into a worker component based on income and a child portion, 
providing a credit amount for up to three children.  In all scenarios, we set the worker component of EITC at 
15.3 percent, although we also examine the effects if this amount were reduced by half to 7.65 percent.32  The 
possible EITC structures we explore look at differing amounts for the child portion of the credit, including a 
flat, stable credit per child, a flat credit per child that decreases as the number of qualifying children increases, 
and different variations of a structure where the portion of the EITC credit attributable to qualifying children 
fluctuates based on income.

Option 1: A Worker-Based Credit and a Constant Allowance for Each Qualifying Child
The first structure we considered was a worker component of the credit based on 15.3 percent of earned 
income and a flat, unchanging child-based portion of the credit at $2,000 per child, regardless of income, 
up to the existing maximum of three children.  Figures 5.2.3 and 5.2.4 separately explore the effect of this 
possible EITC structure on single and married taxpayers in greater detail.
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FIGURE 5.2.3

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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FIGURE 5.2.4

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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We have these observations for this possible structure’s effect on the EITC.
• The EITC amount increases for the lowest income taxpayers with children as the flat child credit 

boosts the starting amount. 
• The EITC amount increases for higher income taxpayers with children as only the worker portion of 

the credit phases out.

Option 2: A Worker-Based Credit and a Decreasing Allowance for Each Additional Qualifying Child
The second possible structure we explore also splits EITC between a worker and child portion but decreases 
the flat rate allowed per child as the number of qualifying children increases.  The existing EITC structure 
operates in a similar fashion, where the maximum credit for one child is about $3,000 and increases by about 
$2,300 when claiming two qualifying children instead of one, but the maximum credit only increases by 
about $700 when claiming three qualifying children instead of two.  For this possible structure, we set the 
worker portion of the credit to phase in at 15.3 percent of income and to also phase out at this same rate.  The 
credit amount was $3,000 for one qualifying child, $2,000 for the second qualifying child, and $1,000 for the 
third qualifying child.  Figures 5.2.5 and 5.2.6 depict the amount of this possible EITC at the possible eligible 
incomes and number of qualifying children for both single and married taxpayers claiming the credit.

FIGURE 5.2.5

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

EI
TC

 A
m

ou
nt

 fo
r T

Y 
20

19



252 Taxpayer Advocate Service

TAS Research Reports: Exploring Earned Income Tax Credit Structures

FIGURE 5.2.6

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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Additional observations for this possible EITC structure, specifically related to whether the taxpayer files a 
single or married filing jointly return include:

• Since this structure awards an amount for each qualifying child, the credit amounts do not continue 
to decrease past the flat amounts awarded for one, two, or three qualifying children ($1,000; $2,000; 
and $3,000).

• EITC claimants in the lowest and highest income ranges would be entitled to significantly more 
credit.

• Because there are more EITC claims with one qualifying child (than two or three qualifying 
children), this proposed structure leads to significantly more EITC outlays.

• Overall, the EITC benefit under this structure is about 70 percent more than what is afforded by the 
existing EITC structure for TY 2019.

We designed the third, fourth, and fifth possible EITC structures to generally mimic the total amount of 
EITC that was paid out for TY 2019 returns.  Through the end of 2021, taxpayers received approximately 
$63.8 billion in EITC for TY 2019 returns.33

Option 3: A Worker-Based Credit and a Constant Allowance for Each Additional Qualifying Child – 
Similar EITC Paid Out as in TY 2019
A third possible EITC structure retains the split between a worker and child portion of the EITC but also uses 
a smaller constant flat rate per qualifying child to produce a similar EITC payout to what occurred for TY 
2019.  The structure we considered allowed a 15.3 percent worker credit and a flat credit for each qualifying 
child (up to three) of $1,092 per child.  Figures 5.2.7 and 5.2.8 depict the amount of this possible EITC 
at the possible eligible incomes and number of qualifying children for both single and married taxpayers 
claiming the credit.
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FIGURE 5.2.7

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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FIGURE 5.2.8

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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Even though the flat rate option for all qualifying children and the flat rate option (see next section) that 
decreases the allowance per qualifying child as more children are claimed (up to three) represent rather 
different EITC structures, because most taxpayers claim only one qualifying child, the observations for both 
options are very similar and will be discussed at the end of the next section.34

Option 4: A Worker-Based Credit and a Decreasing Allowance for Each Additional Qualifying Child – 
Similar EITC Paid Out as in TY 2019
The fourth possible structure we explore also splits the EITC between a worker and child portion but 
decreases the flat rate allowed per child as the number of qualifying children increases.  For this possible 
structure, we set the worker portion of the credit to phase in at 15.3 percent of income and to also phase out 
at this same rate.  The credit amount was $1,290 for one qualifying child, $995 for the second qualifying 
child, and $315 for the third qualifying child.  Figures 5.2.9 and 5.2.10 depict the amount of this possible 
EITC at the possible eligible incomes and number of qualifying children for both single and married taxpayers 
claiming the credit.

FIGURE 5.2.9

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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FIGURE 5.2.10

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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We have these observations for the EITC structure of options three and four on the amount of EITC allowed.

• Over 85 percent of taxpayers with incomes less than $10,000 will receive a larger credit under these 
options.

• All taxpayers with incomes greater than $40,000 will receive a larger credit.
• Fifty-seven percent of married taxpayers will receive a larger credit.
• EITC decreases for taxpayers with qualifying children and incomes roughly between $10,000 and 

$30,000.

Option 5: A Worker-Based Credit and a Decreasing Allowance for Each Additional Qualifying Child 
That Also Phases Out as Incomes Increase Past the Plateau Range
The fifth possible structure we explore also splits the EITC between a worker and child portion and again the 
amount of the credit per child decreases as the number of qualifying children increases (up to three); however, 
in this structure, the amount of the credit also phases out as the income increases beyond a maximum 
amount.  For this possible structure, we set the worker portion of the credit to phase in at 15.3 percent of 
income, and it also phases out at this same rate.  The credit amount was $1,758 for the first child, $1,350 for 
the second qualifying child, and $428 for the third qualifying child.  We phased out the EITC at $4 per $50 
increase in income for taxpayers with one qualifying child and at $6 per $50 increase in income for taxpayers 
with two or more qualifying children.  The phase-out income ranges remain roughly the same as under the 
TY 2019 tax law (see Figure 5.2.1).  Figures 5.2.11 and 5.2.12 depict the amount of this possible EITC at the 
possible eligible incomes and number of qualifying children for both single and married taxpayers claiming 
the credit.
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FIGURE 5.2.11

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

EI
TC

 A
m

ou
nt

 fo
r T

Y 
20

19

FIGURE 5.2.12

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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We have these observations for the EITC structure of option five on the amount of EITC allowed.

• Ninety-eight percent of taxpayers with incomes less than $10,000 will receive a larger credit.
• Five percent of taxpayers with incomes greater than $40,000 will receive a larger credit.
• Taxpayers with qualifying children generally received less EITC to compensate for the increase in the 

childless worker’s EITC.
• Single taxpayers benefit more than married taxpayers from child tax credits that phase-out.
• EITC decreases for most taxpayers with qualifying children and incomes greater than $10,000.

Option 6: A Worker-Based Credit and a Decreasing Allowance for Each Additional Qualifying Child – 
Increases EITC Paid Out to Childless Workers
The sixth possible structure we explore is identical to the previous structure explored except that the total 
outlays may increase to approximately $66 billion to account for doubling the childless worker credit phase-in 
amount from 7.65 percent to 15.3 percent.  The amounts offered per qualifying children are not diminished 
as much as in the structure we just discussed.  Specifically, the credit amounts per qualifying child are: $1,839 
for one child; $1,413 for the second qualifying children, and $447 for the third qualifying child.  Figures 
5.2.13 and 5.2.14 depict the possible EITC at the possible eligible incomes and number of qualifying children 
for both single and married taxpayers claiming the credit.

FIGURE 5.2.13

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Single Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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FIGURE 5.2.14

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and  
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income

Difference for Married Taxpayers Between Current (Solid) and 
Proposed (Dotted) EITC Amount for TY 2019 by Income
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Option six is similar to option five but is different because it allows for an increase in the total EITC outlays 
by about $2 billion to account for doubling the childless worker EITC amount.  On the other hand, 
option five tries to mimic the total TY 2019 EITC outlays so the increase in the childless worker EITC is 
compensated by a reduction in the amount of EITC per qualifying child.  We have these observations for the 
EITC structure of option six on the amount of EITC allowed.

• At least 99 percent of taxpayers with incomes less than $10,000 will receive a larger credit.
• Single taxpayers benefit more than married taxpayers from child tax credits that phase out.
• EITC decreases for most taxpayers with multiple qualifying children and incomes greater than 

$10,000.

Finally, we have a few general observations about the first six options.

• All taxpayers with incomes less than $5,000 will receive a larger credit.
• The childless worker EITC doubles; however, this amounts to only about $2 billion.
• Married taxpayers benefit more from flat child tax credits.

Option 7: A Worker-Based Credit and a Child-Based Credit Paying the Same Amount of EITC at the 
Same Income Levels Except for Also Increasing EITC Paid Out to Childless Workers
Finally, we considered a seventh EITC structure where the total EITC amount is nearly identical to the 
credit amount afforded under the existing EITC structure, yet the credit is split between a component based 
on income and a component based on qualifying children, resulting in the payout of about $2 billion more 
EITC.35  In this structure, the portion of the credit based on income is 15.3 percent, even for childless 
workers.  The income phase-ins, phase-outs, plateau ranges, and maximum credit amount do not change; 
however, we adjust the percentages attributable to the number of qualifying children so the amount of EITC 
does not change.  The benefit of this structure over the existing structure is that the IRS can much more easily 
verify the portion of the credit based on income.  Therefore, the portion of the EITC based on qualifying 
children is reduced, lowering the improper payment rate without altering the amount of the credit.  We do 
not show figures for the variation of the amount of EITC structure by income and number of qualifying 
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children because it is identical to Figure 5.2.1, except that the childless worker EITC doubles, allowing about 
$2 billion more EITC.

Objective 2: Compare the existing EITC to the credit amount afforded by possible new 
per-worker and per-child structures and the effect on taxpayers not currently eligible for 
EITC.
While we explored the effects of the proposed EITC structures across all income ranges and numbers of 
qualifying children (up to three), in this second objective we compare the actual effect of the proposed 
changes on those taxpayers receiving EITC from the IRS in TY 2019.  The income groupings are defined 
as follows:

1. < $5,000
2. ≥ $5,000 & < $10,000
3. ≥ $10,000 & < $20,000
4. ≥ $20,000 & < $30,000
5. ≥ $30,000 & < $40,000
6. ≥ $40,000

Figure 5.2.15 depicts the total amount of EITC outlays and the amount of EITC afforded by the first six 
of the seven structures we explored by filing status (FS: married or single), number of qualifying children 
(QC: up to three), and income category (IC: amount of earned income).  The appendix contains various 
combinations of filing status, number of qualifying children (up to three), and income categories.

FIGURE 5.2.15, Total EITC Outlays by Indicated Combinations of Filing Status, Number 
of Qualifying Children, and Income Category36

Total Credit Outlay (in Millions)

FS QC IC
TY 2019 

Existing EITC 
Structure

Flat 
Rate Per 

Child

Decreasing 
Flat Rate

Flat Rate 
Per Child 

Similar 
Outlay

Decreasing 
Flat Rate 

Similar 
Outlay

Decreasing 
Flat Rate With 

Income Phase-
out Similar 

Outlay

Decreasing Flat 
Rate With Income 

Phase-out and 
Increase Childless 

Worker Phase-in 
Rate to 15.3%

Total Outlay $63,624 $92,587 $108,245 $63,622 $63,625 $63,623 $65,809

M  $23,635  $26,793  $15,695  $15,204  $14,569 $14,302 $14,866

S $68,951  $81,452  $47,928  $48,421  $49,055 $49,320 $50,943

0  $4,370  $4,370  $4,370  $4,370  $4,370 $4,370 $4,370

1  $28,727 $38,024  $20,286  $22,034  $21,406 $22,459 $23,212

2  $34,900  $41,261  $23,348  $23,895  $24,372 $23,729 $24,632

3  $24,590 $24,590  $15,618  $13,326  $13,476 $13,064 $13,595

1  $2,833  $3,378  $2,014  $2,053  $2,415 $2,434 $2,499

2  $7,863  $9,067  $6,053  $6,141  $6,940 $6,982 $7,125

3  $31,922 $36,986  $23,005  $23,114  $26,913 $27,111 $27,797

4  $24,021 $28,250  $16,514  $16,590  $17,330 $17,537 $18,113

5  $17,003 $20,409  $10,810  $10,835  $7,802 $7,888 $8,361

6  $8,946  $10,155  $5,225  $4,893  $2,224 $1,672 $1,915
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Instead of displaying the actual EITC outlay amount by filing status, number of qualifying children, and 
income category, Figure 5.2.16 shows the percentage increase or decrease by these same groupings.  Increases 
in EITC outlays at or above 50 percent are shaded in green.  Decreases in outlays are shaded in red.

FIGURE 5.2.16, Difference in Total EITC Outlays (From Actual) by Indicated 
Combinations of Filing Status, Number of Qualifying Children, and Income Category

Total Credit Outlay (millions)

FS QC IC Flat Rate 
Per Child

Decreasing 
Flat Rate

Flat Rate Per 
Child Similar 

Outlay

Decreasing 
Flat Rate 

Similar Outlay

Decreasing Flat 
Rate With Income 
Phase-out Similar 

Outlay

Decreasing Flat Rate With 
Income Phase-out and 

Increase Childless Worker 
Phase-in Rate to 15.3%

M 60% 82% 6% 3% (3%) 1%

S 41% 67% (2%) (1%) 1% 4%

0 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

1 28% 69% (10%) (2%) (0%) 3%

2 41% 67% (6%) (3%) (4%) (0%)

3 73% 73% 10% (6%) (8%) (4%)

1 173% 226% 94% 98% 135% 141%

2 58% 82% 21% 23% 40% 43%

3 14% 32% (18%) (18%) (3%) (1%)

4 27% 50% (12%) (12%) (7%) (4%)

5 97% 136% 25% 25% (9%) (3%)

6 336% 395% 155% 138% (19%) (7%)

An analysis of the difference in EITC outlays by filing status and number of qualifying children indicates:

• The first two EITC structures considered, a flat rate per qualifying child and a flat rate per child that 
decreases per additional qualifying children, both show a significant increase in the total EITC outlay, 
by about $29 billion and $44 billion respectively.

• The third through fifth EITC structures create a similar total outlay as the existing structure.
• Because of doubling the childless worker credit, the EITC outlay for taxpayers without qualifying 

children increases by 100 percent or about $2 billion more.
• The EITC significantly increases in the lowest two income categories and increases in the highest 

income category in the flat rate per child structure and the decreasing flat rate per child structure.

The seventh possible EITC structure we considered is not included in Figure 5.2.16 because the EITC outlays 
are the same as what occurred for TY 2019, except the childless EITC worker amount doubled from slightly 
over $2 billion to a little over $4 billion.
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Objective 3: Analyze a selection of TY 2019 EITC audits to determine in what percentage 
of these audits the EITC claim could have been validated without the need for an audit and 
determine the total number of TY 2019 EITC claims not requiring an audit to verify eligibility 
of the child claimed.
An analysis of Form 1095-B and Form 1095-C data indicates that taxpayers claimed over 7.1 million 
qualifying children for whom they also provided health insurance coverage for at least six months of the year.  
This number increases to 7.6 million if only five months of health coverage are required, and 8.1 million if 
only four months of health insurance coverage are required.  However, IRS systems did not always question 
the residency of these individuals.  Considering those children not deemed to meet the residency requirement, 
the Form 1095 data could verify that the taxpayer provided health insurance coverage for roughly 500,000 
(about seven percent) of the children where the IRS could not verify residency, but where the IRS could 
confirm relationship.  If this verification were allowed, the IRS could verify over $1.6 billion of EITC claims.  
If health insurance coverage were only required for five months, Form 1095 data could verify that the taxpayer 
provided health insurance coverage for roughly 536,000 of the children where the IRS could previously not 
verify residency, but where the IRS could confirm relationship.  And if health insurance coverage was only 
required for four months, Form 1095 data could verify that the taxpayer provided health insurance coverage 
for roughly 572,000 of the children where the IRS could previously not verify residency, but where the IRS 
could confirm relationship.  When considering the lesser verification requirement of only five or four months 
of provided health insurance coverage, the total EITC claims that could be verified rises to $1.8 and $1.9 
billion, respectively.

We also explored the number of EITC audits where the Form 1095 data shows that the taxpayer provided 
health insurance coverage for the child claimed for EITC purposes; however, we found these documents could 
only verify the children claimed on about one percent of the audited returns.  Further research could be done 
to determine the efficacy of states providing information documents from schools to verify a child’s residency 
with the taxpayer for over half of the year.  The IRS could also use math error authority for relationship only 
when the information from the Social Security Administration did not verify the claimant was a parent of 
the child being claimed for EITC purposes and the taxpayer did not provide information with the return 
for another qualified relationship, including being an adopted child.  Qualifying children not meeting 
the relationship test represented about 20 percent of qualifying child errors in the most recent IRS EITC 
compliance study.37

Objective 4: Explore IRS and Census Bureau data to quantify the number of children who 
would qualify their parents for a per-child tax credit under the current definition of a 
“qualifying child.”
Based on data provided to the Census Bureau by the IRS, Figure 5.2.17 estimates the EITC participation rate 
by number of qualifying children.

FIGURE 5.2.17, EITC Participation Rate by Number of Qualifying Children, TY 201938

Number of Qualifying 
Children

Estimated Eligible 
Taxpayers (in Thousands) Participation Rate Margin of Error

0 7,436 65.9% 2%

1 6,399 86.9% 1%

2 4,386 86.5% 1%

3 or more 3,587 84.0% 2%
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About 21.8 million filers were eligible to claim EITC on TY 2019 returns; however, over 26 million taxpayers 
claimed EITC on their TY 2019 tax returns.  The IRS estimates that about 34 percent of EITC-eligible 
TY 2019 filers had no qualifying children, while the remaining approximately 66 percent had at least one 
qualifying child.  As expected, the percentage of filers eligible for but not claiming EITC decreased as the 
number of qualifying children increased.  Interestingly, almost 4.7 million more taxpayers claimed EITC with 
qualifying children than what the IRS estimates are eligible.  This high number of ineligible EITC claims is 
consistent with the fact that many children’s living arrangements and family structures do not fit nicely into 
the eligibility rules for qualifying children.

Objective 5: Estimate the new improper payment rate for EITC based on the proposed rules 
for the per-worker and per-child credit.
We made some rudimentary estimates of the effect of bifurcating the EITC credit between a worker credit 
based solely on income and a component based on the number of qualifying children.  In all EITC structures 
we explored, the worker portion of the credit phased in and out at 15.3 percent.  The child portion of the 
credit was a flat rate credit, a flat rate credit that decreased as the number of qualifying children increased, or a 
decreasing credit per child that phases out at higher income ranges.  We did not change the phase-in or phase-
out income ranges in effect for TY 2019, although for ease of computation we did phase out the credit similar 
to how the existing phase-out of the child tax credit occurs, where the credit decreases for every $50 increase 
in income over the phase-out income threshold.

We used the percentages of EITC non-compliance detected in the last EITC compliance study for 
misreported income and qualifying child errors.  Because of other errors such as an incorrect filing status, 
the tie-breaker rule, and other overall EITC requirements such as having a valid SSN, being a U.S. citizen or 
resident alien all year, not filing Form 2555 or Form 2555-EZ, and not being a qualifying child of another 
person were presumed to continue under the new structure, we calculated these errors to continue under the 
possible new structures.

For the worker component of the proposed EITC structure, we used the IRS Compliance Study upper-
bound noncompliance percentages for income and qualifying child errors.  We then created a proportion 
of the estimated EITC improper payments for FY 2020 (generally corresponds to TY 2019 returns) to the 
total EITC outlays from TY 2019.  We set this proportion of improper payments under the various EITC 
structures we explored equal to the amount of total EITC outlay attributable to the worker component and 
solved for the improper payment rate of the new structure.  We computed the improper payment amount 
in the same way for the child portion of the credit.  Since the credit is limited for both the income and child 
portions of the credit, the improper payment rate is reduced.  The IRS has a greater opportunity to verify 
income since the passage of the Protecting Americans from Tax Hikes (PATH) Act,39 so the improper payment 
rate attributable to income may actually be less that what was observed in the prior IRS EITC compliance 
study.  Figure 5.2.18 shows the estimated total outlays, improper payment amounts attributable to income, 
child, and other components of the EITC regulations, as well as the estimated improper payment rate, and 
the percent decrease from the current improper payment rate.
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FIGURE 5.2.18, Estimated EITC Outlays, Improper Payments, and Improper Payment 
Rates (Dollars in Millions)40

Flat 
Rate Per 

Child

Dec. Flat 
Rate

Flat Rate 
Per Child 

Similar 
Outlay

Dec. Flat 
Rate 

Similar 
Outlay

Dec. Flat 
Rate with 

Income 
Phase-out 

Similar 
Outlay

Dec. Flat Rate 
With Income 

Phase-out and 
Increase Childless 

Worker Phase-in 
Rate to 15.3%

TY 2019 EITC 
Structure Split 

Between a 
Worker and Child 

Component and 
Increase Childless 

Worker Phase-in 
Rate to 15.3%

Unchanged 
TY 2019 

EITC 
Structure

Total Outlays  
$92,587  $108,245 $63,622 $63,625 $63,623 $65,809 $65,924 $63,624 

Total Estimated 
Improper Payments 
- Existing EITC 
Structure $21,786 $25,470 $14,970 $14,971 $14,970 $15,485 $15,512 $14,971 

Proposed 
Structure - Income   
Estimated Improper 
Payments $2,413 $2,820 $1,616 $1,606 $1,605 $1,664 $1,641 

Proposed 
Structure - Child 
Estimated Improper 
Payments $4,493 $5,251 $3,009 $2,991 $2,988 $3,099 $3,177 

Other 
Non-Compliance 
Issues Causing 
Improper Payments $7,407 $8,660 $5,090 $5,090 $5,090 $5,265 $5,274 

Estimated Total 
Improper Pay. Amt. $14,313 $16,731 $9,715 $9,688 $9,682 $10,028 $10,092 

Estimated Improper 
Pay. Rate 15.5% 15.5% 15.3% 15.2% 15.2% 15.2% 15.3% 23.5%

Estimated 
Reduction in 
Improper Pay. Rate 34.3% 34.3% 35.1% 35.3% 35.3% 35.2% 34.9% 0.0%

We note these changes in the EITC improper payment rate are merely estimates.  The information used to 
determine the percent of EITC non-compliance (by amount) is from the IRS’s most recent EITC compliance 
study published in 2014 using data from tax returns and audits at least five years prior.41  Additionally, 
there are other economic factors not explored, most notably the effect of the changes in the EITC structure 
on economic incentives, which may affect taxpayer claims of EITC.  For instance, doubling the size of the 
childless worker EITC may incentivize some childless taxpayers to fraudulently claim EITC.  Nevertheless, 
the data clearly show that splitting EITC between a worker and child component can have a positive effect in 
reducing its improper payment rate.
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CONCLUSIONS
The EITC structure is plagued by a high improper payment rate.  Exacerbating this issue is that often the 
existing rules for qualifying children do not coincide with the modern family structure.  According to a 2016 
study by the Tax Policy Center, only slightly over half of children in families earning not more than 200 
percent of poverty level income live in married couple household and over 20 percent of the children in these 
households are not the biological child of at least one of the spouses.42  The National Taxpayer Advocate 2020 
Objectives Report to Congress also recommended splitting EITC between a worker and child component.  
While this prior report envisioned moving the child portion of the credit, this report has continued to treat 
the child portion of the credit as a component of EITC, although policy makers could consider transferring 
the child portion of the EITC to another credit, such as the Child Tax Credit.  The National Taxpayer 
Advocate Fiscal Year 2020 Objectives Report to Congress also recommended that the worker component 
of the credit be offered to both parents of the child, if eligible.  The calculations in this report continue to 
allow the EITC to only one parent if the child resides in a single parent household.  However, reducing the 
worker credit to 7.65 percent would allow for the possibility of paying the worker credit to both eligible 
parents without increasing the total EITC outlay shown in Figure 5.2.18.  We also propose using ACA 
information reporting documents to validate EITC claims.  While this method of validating claims would not 
necessarily verify the child’s residency with the taxpayer, it would ensure that the parent claiming the child 
was contributing to the support of the child for at least half the year, which is presumably a primary reason for 
the residence requirement.  However, legislative change would need to occur to formalize this change.  Future 
research could be conducted to determine how likely a child included as a member of a taxpayer’s health 
insurance plan is to reside with the taxpayer.  Specific findings from this study include:

• Both the flat rate of $2,000 per child EITC structure and a flat rate of EITC per child that decreases 
from $3,000 to $2,000 to $1,000 as the number of children increase from one to two to three 
significantly increase the EITC outlays.

• A new EITC structure can be designed as either a smaller flat rate per child or a smaller flat rate per 
child that decreases as the number of qualifying children increases, with or without the presence 
of income-based phase-outs, to provide credit outlays similar to the EITC afforded by the current 
guidelines.

• The amount of credit for childless workers offered by the proposed EITC structures doubles since we 
double the EITC phase-in rate; however, the actual dollar amount of the increase only amounts to 
about $2 billion.

• An analysis of the EITC participation rate shows that the rate for childless workers significantly lags 
behind EITC claimants with children and that at least 4.4 million ineligible taxpayers claimed the 
credit in TY 2019.

• Splitting the credit between a worker and child component can significantly reduce the improper 
payment rate.

RECOMMENDATION
The EITC is an important lifeline for many low-income taxpayers and for the children they support; however, 
the qualifying child eligibility rules are difficult for taxpayers to navigate, particularly considering the modern-
day living arrangements of many families, and intrusive for the IRS to audit.  Therefore, we recommend that 
Congress retain the EITC, but alter its structure so the IRS can reduce the EITC improper payment rate by 
facilitating the IRS’s ability to enforce the requirements without being overly burdensome to taxpayers.
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APPENDIX A

FIGURE 5.2.19, Total Credit Outlay (in Millions)43

Total Credit Outlay (in Millions)

FS QC IC
TY 2019 

Existing EITC 
Structure

Flat Rate 
per Child

Decreasing 
Flat Rate

Flat Rate Per 
Child Similar 

Outlay

Decreasing Flat 
Rate Similar 

Outlay

Decreasing Flat 
Rate with Income 
Phase-out Similar 

Outlay

Decreasing Flat Rate 
with Income Phase-out 
and Increase Childless 
Worker Phase-in Rate 

to 15.3%

Total Outlay $63,624 $92,587 $108,245 $63,622 $63,625 $63,624 $65,810

M $23,635 $26,793 $15,695 $15,204 $14,569 $15,140 $14,739

S $68,951 $81,452 $47,928 $48,421 $49,055 $50,670 $48,885

0 $4,370 $4,370 $4,370  $4,370 $4,370 $4,370 $2,186

1 $28,727 $38,024 $20,286  $22,034 $21,406 $22,119 $22,515

2 $34,900 $41,261 $23,348  $23,895 $24,372 $25,301 $24,721

3 $24,590 $24,590 $15,618  $13,326 $13,476 $14,019 $14,202

1 $2,833 $3,378 $2,014 $2,053 $2,415 $2,481 $1,037

2 $7,863 $9,067 $6,053 $6,141 $6,940 $7,086 $4,992

3 $31,922 $36,986 $23,005 $23,114 $26,913 $27,611 $28,028

4 $24,021 $28,250 $16,514 $16,590 $17,330 $17,916 $18,867

5 $17,003 $20,409 $10,810 $10,835 $7,802 $8,248 $8,648

6 $8,946 $10,155 $5,225 $4,893 $2,224 $2,468 $2,052

M 0 $603 $603 $603 $603 $603 $603 $302

M 1 $4,634 $6,158 $3,251 $3,537 $3,346 $3,461 $3,526

M 2 $8,736 $10,369 $5,769 $5,909 $5,704 $5,943 $5,755

M 3 $9,663 $9,663 $6,072 $5,154 $4,916 $5,133 $5,157

S 0 $3,767 $3,767 $3,767 $3,767 $3,767 $3,767 $1,885

S 1 $24,093 $31,866 $17,035 $18,497 $18,060 $18,659 $18,989

S 2 $26,164 $30,892 $17,579 $17,985 $18,668 $19,358 $18,966

S 3 $14,927 $14,927 $9,546 $8,171 $8,560 $8,886 $9,045

M 1 $389 $461 $257 $257 $313 $323 $120

M 2 $931 $1,062 $682 $680 $785 $804 $566

M 3 $4,787 $5,400 $3,449 $3,401 $3,951 $4,051 $4,017

M 4 $6,035 $6,822 $4,179 $4,085 $4,689 $4,827 $5,048

M 5 $5,675 $6,505 $3,697 $3,594 $3,235 $3,382 $3,459

M 6 $5,818 $6,542 $3,431 $3,188 $1,597 $1,754 $1,528

S 1 $2,443 $2,917 $1,756 $1,797 $2,102 $2,158 $917

S 2 $6,932 $8,004 $5,371 $5,461 $6,156 $6,282 $4,425

S 3 $27,135 $31,587 $19,555 $19,713 $22,962 $23,560 $24,011

S 4 $17,985 $21,427 $12,336 $12,505 $2,640 $13,089 $13,819

S 5 $11,328 $13,904 $7,114 $7,241 $4,567 $4,866 $5,189

S 6 $3,128 $3,612 $1,795 $1,704 $628 $715 $524
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Total Credit Outlay (in Millions)

FS QC IC
TY 2019 

Existing EITC 
Structure

Flat Rate 
per Child

Decreasing 
Flat Rate

Flat Rate Per 
Child Similar 

Outlay

Decreasing Flat 
Rate Similar 

Outlay

Decreasing Flat 
Rate with Income 
Phase-out Similar 

Outlay

Decreasing Flat Rate 
with Income Phase-out 
and Increase Childless 
Worker Phase-in Rate 

to 15.3%

0 1  $754  $754  $754  $754  $754  $754  $377

1 1  $959  $1,351  $603  $677  $855  $887  $389

2 1  $681  $834  $403  $416  $538  $560  $181

3 1  $439  $439  $253  $206  $268  $279  $90

0 2  $2,270  $2,270  $2,270  $2,270  $2,270  $2,270  $1,135

1 2  $2,755  $3,619  $1,971  $2,133  $2,526  $2,597  $2,284

2 2  $1,762  $2,102  $1,145  $1,174  $1,445  $1,494  $1,052

3 2  $1,076  $1,076  $668  $563  $700  $724  $520

0 3  $1,341  $1,341  $1,341  $1,341  $1,341  $1,341  $671

1 3  $10,916  $13,980  $8,133  $8,709  $10,089  $10,344  $10,636

2 3  $12,214  $14,214  $8,581  $8,753  $10,340  $10,632  $11,013

3 3  $7,452  $7,452  $4,950  $4,311  $5,143  $5,295  $5,708

0 4  $6  $6  $6  $6  $6  $6  $3

1 4  $8,131  $10,693  $5,805  $6,287  $6,112  $6,325  $6,681

2 4  $9,660  $11,327  $6,632  $6,775  $7,302  $7,546  $7,818

3 4  $6,224  $6,224  $4,072  $3,522  $3,909  $4,040  $4,364

1 5  $5,180  $7,233  $3,315  $3,701  $1,752  $1,886  $2,384

2 5  $6,853  $8,207  $4,396  $4,512  $3,708  $3,906  $3,766

3 5  $4,970  $4,970  $3,099  $2,621  $2,342  $2,456  $2,498

1 6  $786  $1,148  $458  $526  $72  $80  $140

2 6  $3,730  $4,578  $2,191  $2,264  $1,039  $1,163  $891

3 6  $4,429  $4,429  $2,576  $2,102  $1,113  $1,226  $1,021
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