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IMMIGRANT BENEFITS UPDATE 
Food Stamp restorations, issues in Congress & developments from the 78 th Legislature  

 
In 2002, Congress passed a law that restored eligibility for Food Stamps to legal immigrants with five years of residency in the 
United States and to all legal immigrant children, regardless of their length of residency in the country.  The first of these 
restorations took effect on April 1, 2003, with the restoration for legal immigrant children to take effect on October 1, 2003. 
Congress continues to debate extending Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) cash assistance, Medicaid, and 
Children’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP) benefits to more legal immigrants, as well as whether to exempt certain 
immigrants from sponsor “deeming” and liability requirements.  At the state level, the 78th legislature passed a law permitting 
local governments to provide health care to their undocumented residents.  This new law resolves a debate sparked in 2001 by 
an opinion from the Texas Attorney General that use of local funds to serve the undocumented was a violation of federal law, 
unless Texas law specifically permitted it. Other efforts to expand health care coverage for immigrants failed, and many of the 
cuts made in Medicaid, CHIP, and other health programs will result in reduced care for all low-income immigrants.  This Policy 
Page explains these developments and the impact they will have on low-income immigrants in Texas, and alerts you to 
opportunities to comment on the restoration proposals in Congress.   
 

CPPP wishes to acknowledge the Texas Bar Foundation  
for its support of our efforts to educate the public about immigrants’ access to benefits. 

 
FOOD STAMP RESTORATIONS 
On April 1, 2003, lawful permanent residents (LPRs) who 
have lived in the country for five (5) years became eligible for 
Food Stamps, provided they meet all of the other program 
requirements.  In addition to LPRs who have been here for 
five years, the following legal immigrants are also eligible for 
Food Stamps: 
• Refugees and asylees are eligible immediately upon entry 

into the United States; 
• Veterans and active duty military personnel, their spouses 

and minor unmarried children are eligible immediately 
upon entry into the United States;  

• Native Americans born in Canada or Mexico who are 
entitled by treaty to reside in the United States are 
eligible immediately upon entry into the United States;  

• Hmong or Highland Laotian tribe members, their 
spouses, unmarried dependent children, and unremarried 
surviving spouses are eligible immediately upon entry 
into the United States; and 

• VAWA (Violence Against Women Act) petitioners:  
immigrant women or children who have been battered or 
subject to extreme cruelty by a U.S. citizen or lawful 
permanent resident spouse or parent, AND have pending 
or approved VAWA cases or family-based petitions 
before the Bureau of Citizenship and Immigration 

Services (BCIS)1 (requesting LPR status), provided they 
have lived in the country for five (5) years. 

 
On October 1, 2003, all legal immigrant children will be 
eligible for Food Stamps immediately upon entry into the 
United States.  (In 1998, Congress restored Food Stamp 
eligibility to legal immigrant children who entered the 
country before August 22, 1996.) 
 
To download outreach materials on these and other Food 
Stamp Program rules, go to  
http://www.cppp.org/products/alertsflyers/index.html. 
 
SPONSOR DEEMING & SPONSOR 
LIABILITY 
It is important to note that certain recent legal immigrants 
may be subject to “sponsor deeming” and “sponsor liability” 
rules in the Food Stamp, Medicaid, and CHIP programs 
(although most immigrants won’t be subject to deeming in 
the Food Stamp Program).  These rules and the immigrants 
they will affect are addressed in detail below. 
 

                                                   
1 BCIS, a division of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security, 
took over the functions of the former U.S. Immigration and 
Naturalization Service (INS) in March 2003. 

T H E   P O L I C Y   P A G E 
An Update on State and Federal Action 



What is sponsor deeming?  Most legal immigrants come 
to the United States on a family-based visa.  The vast 
majority of these immigrants are required to have a “sponsor” 
(who must be an immediate family member, but can be 
either a U.S. citizen or an LPR) whose income is at least 125 
percent of the federal poverty level (FPL).  Traditionally, 
sponsors have been required to sign “affidavits of support,” 
stating that they will support the immigrants they bring into 
the United States.  Under “sponsor deeming”, the income 
and resources of an immigrant’s sponsor (and the sponsor’s 
spouse) are counted in addition to the income of the 
immigrant applying for benefits when determining eligibility 
for Food Stamps, TANF, Medicaid or CHIP.  When 
deeming is applied, many immigrants are not eligible for 
program benefits, because the addition of the sponsor’s 
income makes their “countable” income higher than the 
maximum allowed for these programs. 
 
Sponsor deeming rules vary according to: 1) the date on 
which a legal immigrant entered the country, 2) what type of 
affidavit of support their sponsor signed, and 3) the program 
for which they are applying.  Immigrants who entered the 
U.S. prior to August 22, 1996 are no longer subject to 
sponsor deeming in TANF and Food Stamps because 
deeming for this group was limited to three years, and they 
were never subject to sponsor deeming in the Medicaid 
program.  For recent immigrants who arrived after August 
22, 1996 and whose sponsors signed a legally enforceable 
affidavit of support (the I-864, in use since December 19, 
1997), deeming applies only to federal means-tested public 
benefits, which include TANF, Medicaid, CHIP, Food 
Stamps, and Supplemental Security Income (SSI). 
 
Sponsor deeming does not apply to any other kind of benefit, 
including emergency Medicaid or other emergency medical 
care, immunizations or testing and treatment for 
communicable diseases (outside of Medicaid), prenatal care, 
short-term non-cash emergency aid, school breakfast or 
school lunch, Head Start, student financial aid, Workforce 
Investment Act (WIA) programs, certain non-cash services 
that are available regardless of income, and many other 
programs and services that are not considered a “means-
tested” benefit. 
 
The deeming period begins when the immigrant becomes a 
legal permanent resident and ends when the immigrant 
becomes a U.S. citizen. 
 
Exemptions from sponsor deeming also exist for: 
• Non-sponsored immigrants; 
• Immigrants whose sponsor is deceased; 
• Immigrants whose sponsors signed the “traditional” 

affidavit of support (I-134), which includes all sponsored 
immigrants who applied for visas or become LPRs before 
December 19, 1997; 

• Immigrants with 40 quarters (10 years) of work recorded 
with the Social Security system (either themselves or in 
combination with their spouse), 

• Immigrants who have become naturalized citizens; 
• Domestic violence victims; 
• VAWA petitioners; 
• Immigrants who would go hungry or homeless without 

benefits; 
• Refugees and asylees applying for lawful permanent 

resident status; 
• Persons applying for cancellation of removal or 

suspension of deportation; 
• Applicants under the Cuban Adjustment Act, the 

Haitian Refugee Immigration Fairness Act, or the 
Nicaraguan Adjustment and Central American Relief Act 
(NACARA); 

• Special immigrant religious workers; 
• Special immigrant juveniles;2 
• Applicants for permanent residency under registry;3  
• Indochinese parolees; and 
• Most Food Stamp recipients (see below for more detail 

on the Food Stamp deeming exemptions). 
 
What is sponsor liability?  Starting in December 1997, 
sponsors have been required to sign a legally enforceable 
affidavit of support, which commits them to financially 
support the sponsored immigrant, and to repay any federal 
means-tested public benefits received by the sponsored 
immigrant, if requested by the government that issued the 
benefits (sponsors may be held liable for 10 years after the 
benefits were last received).  Sponsors are not liable to repay 
any other kind of benefit, which includes emergency 
Medicaid or other emergency medical care, immunizations or 
testing and treatment for communicable diseases (outside of 
Medicaid), prenatal care, short-term non-cash emergency aid, 
school breakfast or school lunch, Head Start, student 
financial aid, WIA programs, certain non-cash services that 
are available regardless of income, and many other programs 
and services that are not considered a “means-tested” benefit.   
 
Sponsor liability does NOT apply to immigrants: 
• Immigrants who are non-sponsored; 
• Immigrants who have become naturalized citizens; 
• Immigrants with 40 work quarters (can include spouse’s 

quarters); 
• Immigrants whose sponsor is deceased; 
• Immigrants whose sponsor did not sign the legally 

enforceable Form I-864 affidavit of support (includes all 

                                                   
2 An immigrant minor who may be granted LPR status because 
he/she has been declared dependent on a juvenile court or state, and 
has been determined eligible for long-term foster care due to abuse, 
neglect, or abandonment. 
3 A non-citizen who may be granted LPR status based on having 
resided in the United States continuously since before January 1, 
1972. 



sponsored immigrants who applied for visas or become 
LPRs before December 19, 1997); 

• VAWA petitioners; 
• Refugees and asylees applying for lawful permanent 

resident status; 
• Persons applying for cancellation of removal or 

suspension of deportation; 
• Applicants under the Cuban Adjustment Act, the 

Haitian Refugee Immigration Fairness Act, or the 
Nicaraguan Adjustment and Central American Relief Act 
(NACARA); 

• Special immigrant religious workers; 
• Special immigrant juveniles; 
• Applicants for permanent residency under registry; and 
• Indochinese parolees. 
 
Federal guidance on sponsor deeming and liability:  
While certain federal agencies have issued guidance to states 
on sponsor deeming for some programs (most notably, Food 
Stamps), there is no federal guidance to date on how states 
should implement the sponsor liability requirements.  There 
also is no precedent in which a government agency has 
actually enforced the affidavit of support by requiring a 
sponsor to repay benefits lawfully received by a sponsored 
immigrant. Until the federal government issues a policy for 
billing sponsors for repayments of liabilities, it will be 
difficult for states to implement the sponsor liability rules.  
Because of this uncertainty, sponsor liability is an unresolved 
legal issue that makes it hard for immigration attorneys to 
advise their clients whether to apply for benefits. 
 
Since immigrants who arrive(d) in the country after Aug. 22, 
1996 are not eligible for TANF and Medicaid under current 
Texas and federal laws, sponsor liability has not been an issue 
in these programs.  However, the recent changes in Food 
Stamp law mean that many immigrants who apply for Food 
Stamps are now subject to sponsor liability.  Texas’ approach 
to Food Stamp sponsor deeming and liability is discussed in 
greater detail below. 
 
Note:  When children who are U.S. citizens, but who have 
one or more non-citizen parents, apply for benefits, neither 
deeming nor sponsor liability applies.  Only when the 
recipient of the benefit is a legal immigrant do these policies 
apply.   
 
Sponsor deeming in the Food Stamp Program:  In 
addition to the general exemptions listed above, federal 
regulations issued in 2000 also exempt the following 
immigrants applying for Food Stamps from the deeming 
provisions:  
• Immigrants under the age of 18 (not effective until 

October 1, 2003); 
• Immigrants whose sponsor is a member of the 

immigrant’s own household (the sponsor’s income is 
already counted for Food Stamp eligibility purposes); and 

• Immigrants who are “indigent,” which is defined as 
having family income below 130 FPL. 

 
Since most applicants for Food Stamps have income below 
130% of FPL (the upper income limit for Food Stamps), 
most immigrants will meet the indigence exemption.  
However, when the indigence exemption is used to prevent 
sponsor deeming, the state is required to report the 
immigrant’s sponsor (for failure to support the immigrant) to 
the U.S. Attorney General, and share information about the 
sponsored immigrant’s receipt of Food Stamps with the 
sponsor.  It is important to note that the AG notification 
does NOT affect an immigrant’s ability to become a citizen.  
However it is likely that many immigrants will be concerned 
about potential repercussions of the AG notification, 
including fear of retaliation by their sponsor, or concern that 
reporting may trigger a request for repayment from their 
sponsor, and may forego applying for Food Stamps for 
themselves or their family as a result.   
 
In response to these concerns, the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) allows states to apply all other possible 
exemptions first in order to avoid using the indigence 
exemption.  In the event that the immigrant does not qualify 
for any of the other exemptions, USDA has permitted states 
to allow immigrants to decline the indigence exemption (and 
thereby avoid the AG notification) and opt to have their 
sponsor’s income deemed instead.  If states choose this 
option, they must clearly inform immigrants that if deeming 
rules are applied, they may receive fewer or no benefits as a 
result. 
 
USDA has also allowed states to develop an “informed 
consent” process whereby the information about a sponsored 
immigrant’s use of Food Stamps isn’t shared with the AG or 
their sponsor without the sponsored immigrant’s consent.  If 
states choose this option, they are required to explain clearly 
to sponsored immigrants that the consequences of failure to 
grant consent or share information about their sponsor will 
result in them being disqualified from receiving Food 
Stamps, which may lead to a lower benefit for their family.   
If a sponsored immigrant does not grant consent or share 
information about his/her sponsor, the state is required to 
process the application for the remaining household members 
(provided they are not also sponsored immigrants) and give 
them Food Stamps if they are determined eligible.  In this 
case, the sponsor’s income is not deemed to the rest of the 
family when determining their benefit amount.   
 
Texas’ Food Stamp Deeming Policy:  In Texas, the 
Department of Human Services (DHS) has implemented a 
very clear policy that instructs caseworkers to use the 
indigence exemption only if none of the other deeming 
exemptions apply (see above).  If indigence is the only 
exemption applicable, then caseworkers must inform 
sponsored immigrants about the AG notification and allow 
them to decline the indigence exemption and “opt into” 
deeming instead.   



 
DHS policy and guidance to caseworkers on the subject of 
“informed consent” is less clear.  Caseworkers are already 
trained to process the rest of the family’s application in the 
event that an immigrant fails to provide information about 
his/her sponsor.  However, if sponsored immigrants are not 
clearly informed that their family can still receive benefits 
even if the sponsored immigrant does not want to identify 
their sponsor, then the applicant may simply withdraw the 
whole family’s application—or just fail to provide the 
information necessary to process the application—in order to 
avoid the AG notification. This action would result in the 
whole family being denied Food Stamps.  DHS should refine 
its deeming policy to clearly inform sponsored immigrants 
that they have two choices to avoid the AG notification:  
1. The sponsored immigrant may “opt into” deeming, 

which means the whole family may receive fewer or no 
benefits as a result; or  

2. The sponsored immigrant may refuse to consent to the 
release of information to the AG, which will disqualify 
him/her from receiving Food Stamps, but probably not 
affect the rest of the family’s application for benefits.   

 
Texas’ Food Stamp sponsor liability policy:  As in most 
states, DHS has not yet developed a policy for enforcing the 
sponsor liability requirements.  Until the federal government 
issues a policy for billing sponsors for repayments of 
liabilities, states will not be able to make informed decisions 
about how to pursue sponsors for repayment of Food Stamp 
benefits. 
 
Current law:  Immigrants’ Eligibility for TANF, Medicaid, & 
CHIP in Texas 
• Legal immigrants who arrive(d) before August 22, 1996, 

receive federally funded Medicaid, CHIP, and TANF benefits 
on the same basis as citizens.   

• Legal immigrants who arrive(d) after August 22, 1996, are 
barred for five years from receiving federally funded Medicaid, 
CHIP, or TANF benefits.   

• While federal law allows states to provide these benefits to 
immigrants after the five-year period, Texas has chosen not to 
take advantage of this option.    

• Texas does use pure state funds to provide CHIP benefits to 
legal immigrant children during their first five years in the 
United States.  These funds cover about 15,000 immigrant 
children; total CHIP enrollment is currently more than 
512,000. 

 
CHIP, MEDICAID & TANF FOR 
IMMIGRANTS:  BILLS IN CONGRESS 
With the exception of the Food Stamp restorations, there has 
been little progress at the federal level in removing the 
restrictions imposed on legal immigrants’ eligibility for public 
benefits by the 1996 welfare reform law.  In fact, if you read 
CPPP’s immigrant benefits update from exactly a year ago, 
you may wonder whether there has been any progress at all.  
The good news is that the Immigrant Children’s Health 
Improvement Act (ICHIA), which gives states the option to 

provide federally funded health benefits to immigrant 
children and pregnant women, was recently tacked on as an 
amendment to the Senate’s Prescription Drug and Medicare 
Improvement Act (S.1), a bill that is likely to pass in one 
form or another.  Now it’s up to advocates and supporters in 
Congress to make the ICHIA amendment stick.  The 
Senate’s TANF reauthorization bill continues to move 
forward, which includes provisions to remove the five-year 
bar in TANF and allow states to use federal funds to provide 
these benefits to legal immigrants regardless of their date of 
entry.  The bad news is that the House versions of these bills 
do NOT include the immigrant provisions, and the Bush 
Administration recently issued a statement outright opposing 
the ICHIA amendments to S. 1.  Details about these bills and 
actions to take follow. 
 
Provisions from ICHIA added to the Prescription 
Drug and Medicare Improvement Act (S.1):  The 
following provisions from the Immigrant Children’s Health 
Improvement Act were added to S.1, allowing states to:  
• Provide Medicaid and CHIP coverage to legal immigrant 

children regardless of when they entered the United 
States; 

• Provide Medicaid coverage to legal immigrant women 
when they are pregnant regardless of when they entered 
the country; and 

• Eliminate deeming and sponsor liability for these 
immigrants. 

 
If these provisions become law, Texas will be able to use 
federal matching funds to help pay for CHIP coverage of 
immigrant children, saving our state about 72 cents on the 
dollar for their coverage. 
 
The Senate passed S.1 on June 27, with both Texas senators 
voting against the immigrant provisions, and a conference 
committee has been appointed to iron out the differences 
between the House and Senate bills.  Since the House version 
of the bill does not include the immigrant provisions, 
advocates should contact all conferees as well as their member 
of the Texas Congressional delegation to express their 
support for better health care for immigrant children and 
pregnant women.   
 
Prescription Drug & Medicare Improvement Act  Conference 

Committee Members 
Senate 
Grassley (R-IA)  
Nickles (R-OK)  
Hatch (R-UT)  
Kyl (R-AZ)  
Frist (R-TN)  
Baucus (D-MT)  
Rockefeller (D-WV)  
Breaux (D-LA)   
Daschle (D-SD)  

House  
Thomas (R-CA)  
Tauzin (R-LA)  
Bilirakis (R-FL)  
Johnson (R-CT)  
DeLay (R-TX)  
Dingell (D-MI)  
Rangel (D-NY)   
Berry (D-AR) 

 



The Senate TANF reauthorization bill (S.1443):  The 
Senate’s TANF reauthorization bill includes all of the ICHIA 
provisions added to S.1.  It also:  
• Allows states to provide federally funded TANF benefits 

to recent legal immigrants regardless of date of U.S. entry 
and without a 5-year waiting period; and   

• Applies sponsor deeming for three years following the 
date of entry for immigrants applying for TANF-funded 
cash assistance, with no sponsor deeming for immigrants 
seeking other, non-cash TANF-funded services, such as 
literacy, ESL (English as a Second Language) classes, or 
job training. 

 
The Senate Finance Committee is expected to debate the 
TANF reauthorization bill after the August recess.  The 
House TANF reauthorization bill (H.R. 4737), passed last 
year, does NOT give states these options for providing 
benefits to legal immigrants.  Advocates should contact all 
members of the Senate Finance Committee as well as their 
member of the Texas Congressional delegation to express 
their support for the immigrant provisions in the Senate’s 
TANF reauthorization bill.  
 

Senate Finance Committee Members 
Republicans  
Grassley (IA)  
Hatch (UT)  
Nickles (OK)  
Lott (MS) 
Snowe (ME)  
Kyl (AZ) 
Thomas (WY)  
Santorum (PA)  
Frist (TN)  
Smith (OR)  
Bunning (KY)  

Democrats  
Baucus (MT)  
Rockefeller IV (WV)   
Daschle (SD)   
Breaux (LA)   
Conrad (ND)  
Graham (FL)  
Jeffords (VT)  
Bingaman (NM)  
Kerry (MA) 
Lincoln (AR)  

 
To find out how to contact these members of Congress, go to 
www.house.gov and www.senate.gov. 
 
78TH LEGISLATIVE DEVELOPMENTS 
Provision of health care to undocumented 
immigrants by local governments:  The 78th legislature 
passed HB 2292—an omnibus health and human services 
bill, which contained an important provision (Section 2.70) 
authorizing government entities and hospital districts to 
provide non-emergency medical care to their residents 
without regard for citizenship status, provided the services are 
locally funded.  All state and local government progams were 
already required to provide emergency medical services and 
diagnosis and treatment of communicable diseases to 
undocumented immigrants.  The provision stipulates that 
persons who establish residency “solely” to obtain health care 
assistance are not considered residents and therefore not 
eligible for this care.   
 
Background:  In 1996, a clause in the federal welfare reform 
law directed state legislatures to pass new legislation to 

authorize state or local expenditures on undocumented 
persons.  In Texas, as in most states, public hospital districts 
and other local programs that serve the uninsured had 
historically provided health care to undocumented residents.  
After the passage of the 1996 welfare reform law, most local 
programs in Texas (with the exception of the Tarrant County 
Hospital District) and across the nation continued to provide 
this care without passing new legislation.  However, in July 
2001, the Texas Attorney General issued an opinion that this 
provision in the 1996 welfare law made it illegal for the 
Harris County Hospital District to provide certain non-
emergency health care services to its undocumented residents, 
because Texas had not passed a new law reauthorizing this 
care (see Policy Page #138 for a more detailed report on the 
AG’s opinion). While most local programs in Texas 
continued to provide this care despite this interpretation of 
the law, Montgomery and Nueces County Hospital Districts 
reduced their services to this population as a result of the 
AG’s opinion.  With passage of this provision in HB 2292, 
districts may continue to choose to limit care, but there is no 
longer any legal obstacle for Texas local governments who 
want to provide non-emergency comprehensive health care to 
undocumented residents. 
 
Impact of Medicaid and other health program cuts 
on legal and undocumented immigrants:  While the 
78th legislature didn’t cut any health programs specifically 
targeted at immigrants, the Medicaid cuts will affect both 
legal and undocumented immigrants.  Like U.S. citizens, 
legal immigrants who qualify for full Medicaid coverage 
(because they arrive[d] in the country before August 22, 
1996) face the following cuts:  1) reduced hours of service for 
Medicaid community-based long term care starting in fiscal 
2005; and, starting September 1, 2003, 2) the elimination of 
mental health, hearing aid, and eyeglass coverage for adults 
on Medicaid; 3) a lower income limit for maternity coverage; 
and 4) elimination of the Medically Needy "spend-down" 
program for poor families with high medical bills (see Policy 
Page #193 for more detail about these cuts).    
 
The reduction in maternity coverage and elimination of the 
spend-down" program (cuts #3 and #4 above) also affect legal 
immigrants and undocumented immigrants who do not 
qualify for full Medicaid coverage, because these cuts trigger 
similar reductions in emergency Medicaid, which is available 
to both groups, provided they meet all other Medicaid 
requirements other than immigration status.  The lower 
income cap for maternity coverage in full Medicaid will result 
in a lower income cap for Emergency Medicaid coverage of 
labor and delivery.  Like the Medically Needy program, 
Emergency Medicaid also includes a “spend-down” 
component that covers the emergency medical expenses of 
immigrants who are not eligible for full Medicaid; that 
option will be eliminated in September 2003 when the 
Medically Needy program is abolished. 
 
Although health advocates and supportive legislators 
prevented efforts to abolish state-funded CHIP coverage for 



legal immigrant children, the Texas Health and Human 
Services Commission (HHSC) projects that CHIP eligibility 
policy changes will reduce total CHIP enrollment by 
approximately one-third by 2005, which will affect both 
U.S.-citizen children and legal immigrant children.  
Legislation by Rep. Garnet Coleman and Sen. Judith 
Zaffirini that would have expanded Medicaid coverage to 
legal immigrants who arrive(d) after August 22, 1996, was 
unsuccessful.  These bills would have 1) exercised the current 
federal option to provide full Medicaid benefits to legal 
immigrants, and 2) ensured that Texas would accept any 
future federal option to provide Medicaid maternity coverage 
without a five-year waiting period.   
 
Undocumented immigrants & drivers’ licenses:  For 
the second session in a row, Rep. Miguel Wise authored 
legislation (HB 57) that would have made it possible for 
undocumented immigrants to get a Texas driver’s license, by 
authorizing the Texas Department of Public Safety (DPS) to 
accept official documents issued by another country as proof 
of identity.  Since 1998, DPS has progressively restricted the 
list of acceptable documents to prove identity, including 
documents issued by a foreign government. As a result, 
undocumented immigrants are now excluded from obtaining 
a driver's license.  Excluding these Texas residents from access 
to a driver's license poses a threat to public safety, by 
encouraging unlicensed, unregistered drivers, and preventing 
these drivers from obtaining proper insurance.  Rep. Wise’s 
legislation, which passed the legislature in 2001 but was 
vetoed by the governor, failed to even reach the House floor 
for debate.  Rep. Wise has refiled the bill for the second 
special session that is currently underway.  Readers interested 
in supporting this legislation should contact Jesse Bernal, in 
Rep. Wise’s office, at (512) 463-0350 or 
jesse.bernal@house.state.tx.us. 
 
You are encouraged to copy and distribute this edition of 
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