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ODbjectives:

Explore the use of an actionable policy tool to review
policies and guide expanded availability and access.
Further explore implications of this research and policy
options associated with it for the strengthening family
movement in Maine.

Explore the connection to the Maine Child Safety and
Family Well-Being Plan.

Reminder:

Please use the Questions button (and not the Chat) to submit any
questions to the presenters. We will do our best to answer these at the
end of the webinar.
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Maine-

Maine Children’s Trust was originally created by statute in 1985. In 1994, legislation
was enacted that transformed the Trust into a 501(c)3 non-profit governed by a Board
of Directors. The Trust provides leadership and coordination of efforts throughout
Maine to prevent child abuse and neglect before it occurs. The Trust provides funding
and supports for prevention programming, as well as coordinates statewide
collaborative initiatives to strengthen families. The Trust is also the state chapter for
Prevent Child Abuse America.

The Department of Health and Human Services, Office of Child and Family Services
contracts with Maine Children’s Trust to coordinate the Prevention Councils located
In each county in Maine.



Join the Movement:
We can all keep

children safe by
making families
strong!!

Child Abuse Prevention
Webinar Series

Maine’s Child Safety
Family Well Being Plan

Input into Maine’s plan is just the beginning!
Understanding what role we can play in
strengthening families across multiple
strategies is critical for our success in
reducing child maltreatment and other
adverse conditions.

There is something for everyone in today’s
webinar! Each piece of information is a tool
for you use and help to understand what role
you can play in strengthening families in the

context of economic and concrete supports.

While you may not directly engage in policy
work, policies are influenced by the lives and
voices of individuals and families in Maine.



Child Safety and Family Well-Being Plan

Focus on primary and
secondary prevention

We can all reduce child abuse
and neglect and related risk
factors by strengthening
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families.
Maine Child Safty and ] .
Family Well-Being Plan Goal: A Child and Family Well-
Lo s A Being System

in Partnership with the Maine Child Welfare Action Network

Maine Child Safety and Family Well-Being Plan - Version 1.0 (May 2023)

Maine Department of Health and Human Services



https://www.maine.gov/dhhs/sites/maine.gov.dhhs/files/2023-05/Maine%20Child%20Safety%20and%20Family%20Wellbeing%20Plan.pdf

Disclaimer

The opinions expressed during this
webinar are those of Chapin Hall and
not necessarily those of the sponsors of
this webinar.



Families Describe Child Safety &

Family Well-Being,
Child Welfare Transformati
Prevention

We share our lived experiences
and perspectives with national,
state and community leaders to
transform the child welfare system
and to raise awareness about the
need for increased prevention
strategies and resources for
families before serious problems
occur.

- Birth Parent National Network
& Casey Family Programs
Birth Parent Advisory
Committee

PRECONDITIONS/ INDICATORS

Supportive and Healthy
Communities

Creating Positive Changes for Families Using the Socio-Ecological Model

Strong and Stable
Families

Safe and Healthy
Children

*

fortunate

asking for help

talk”

neuroscience)

Copyright © 2020

young children and families
* Encourage comprehensive, integrative a
Public will and social norms that

* Encourage giving of ourselves to benefit thRge less

Federal laws and public policies that
* Redress child and family poverty
* Meet children’s basic needs

* Increase supports of family policies (paid famil
leave, earned income credit, affordable heal
insurance that includes medical, dental, vi
ntal health services)

* Eliminate stigma associated with needing and
* Expect formal and informal leaders to “walk the

Federal and state financing that

* Invest in cost-effective prevention efforts (child
care vouchers, public health nurses, affordable
housing and home loans)

* Fund strategies/programs that collectively meet
the multi-dimensional needs of families

* Prioritize research funding (including

SOCIETY

sistance Program [SNAP], Women, Infants,
p kitchens and places with free meals)

loans, crisis shelters, for example,

Food (Supplemental Nutritio
and Children [WIC], food banks,
Housing (affordable housing and ho
prevention of domestic violence)
Education (parenting classes, public libries, public schools, community
centers, clubs and after-school programs Yor children and youth, in-school
counseling supports, public school specialfeeds education, scholarships and
sliding scale programs for parents and chil§ren)

Child care (universal child care, playgrouncll/play areas/play centers, crisis and
respite child care for family emergencies, ghild care information and referrals)
Transportation (public transportation, reciced fares, public transit vouchers)
Health care (low cost medical clinics, betfivioral health treatment, free
prevention-based health screenings, Algbholics Anonymous and Narcotics
Anonymous support groups)

Job opportunities (Job Employme

ervices, Job Development Services)

Social supports (mentors for g/new parents, peer support groups [birth,
foster, kinship parents se) e or together], Circle of Parents, parent allies/
i e centers, faith-based community supports)

Safe, stable and nurturing environment

Parent participation in local endeavors

Community culture of collaboration

Concrete supports in times of need (referrals to housing, utility bills, medical

care or medical equipment assistance, thrift stores, clothing banks and clothing
vouchers, food banks, family resource centers)

Linkages to quality services when needed
Culturally specific services and supports
Research-based services selection to enhance child and family well-being

COMMUNITY
{Neighborhood)

Strategies and methods
that build and sustain
* Strong families
Healthy partner
relationship
Nurturing and
attachment

Fathers’ involvement
Social connections
(extended family,
friends, neighbors,
faith-based
community supports)
Family's ability to
provide basic needs
for children

Parents as key
decision-makers in
their own families

FAMILY
{Relationships)

Strategies and methods
that build and sustain

» Physical, emotional
and economic well-
being

Knowledge of
parenting and child
development
Parental resilience

Social and emotional
competence of
children

Parent’s ability to
obtzin assistance if
needed

Peer support groups
Parenting classes
Crisis and respite
care

INDIVIDUAL
{Parent/Caregiver)

CHILDREN’S

Alliéince

7

Birth Parent National Networl (EPNN)

(CTF Alliance, 2020)



https://ctfalliance.sharefile.com/share/view/se4b4887a15934119a358e91490d60005

Protective Factors

The conditions or attributes of individuals, families, communities, or the larger
society that reduce risk and promote healthy development and well-being of
children and families, today and in the future.

NURTURING AND PARENTAL SOCIAL
ATTACHMENT RESILIENCE CONNECTIONS
' €
o @
CONCRETE SUPPORT KNOWLEDGE OF PARENTING SOCIAL AND EMOTIONAL
IN TIMES OF NEED AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT COMPETENCE

&




Economic and Concrete Supports (ECS): An Overview

Reduced access to ECS
associated with INCREASED risk
of child maltreatment & child
welfare involvement

/ ECS evidence is \
| consistent across \
| time & types of I
studies: |

\ Pelton, 1978 to

\ ‘- al, 2023
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\. SUPPORTS

Increased access to ECS
associated with DECREASED risk
of child maltreatment & child
welfare involvement

&
ECONOMIC &
CONCRETE

ECS evidence is
ACTIONABLE

ECS evidence is \
consistent across

mechanisms: \

cash assistance, child care,

housing, health care, |

employment /
supports, etc. /
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Chapin Hall & APHSA:
ECS Policy Analysis Tool

June 2023

EVIDENCE TO IMPACT:

STATE POLICY OPTIONS TO INCREASE ACCESS TO
ECONOMIC & CONCRETE SUPPORTS AS A CHILD
WELFARE PREVENTION STRATEGY

APHSA

American Public Human Services Association

IECHAPIN HALL

AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO

www.familyeconomicmobility.com

Policy

Child Care

State Policy Options to

Promote Access and
Flexible Use

Peer-Reviewed Research
Related to Reducing Risk for
Child Welfare Involvement

Concrete Supports

Increase investment & expand
child care assistance

Establish priority for child care
assistance receipt to child-welfare
involved families or families at risk
of child welfare involvement

Eliminate or reduce copays, fees
& costs for families who receive
child care assistance

Implement Child Care
Development Fund (CCDF)
program policies that increase
access & reduce administrative
burdens:

e Expand income eligibility
e Extend continuity of eligibility
to 24 months, regardless of
changes in income
e Waive work requirements or
expand definition of approved
activities to qualify for child
care subsidies (ie, training,
education, job search time)
Provide graduated phase-out
period for families with
income increases
Establish
automatic/categorical
eligibility for families already
enrolled in SNAP WIC,
Medicaid or Head Start
Implement shortened wait
times for subsidy approval
Create family-friendly child
care assistance applications

(PN3, 2022) (OCC, 2023)

Child care investments included in
Build Back Better (proposed 2020-
2021) would be associated with a:

e 6.4% reduction in CPS
investigations

® 6% reduction in substantiated
child maltreatment

e 3.1% reduction in foster care
placements

e 11.6% reduction in child fatalities
due to maltreatment

(Puls, 2022)

Waitlists to access subsidized child
care are associated with an increase
in maltreatment investigations
(Klevens, 2015)

States with CCDF program policies
that make child care subsidies more
accessible to child welfare-supervised
children (in terms of eligibility, priority
lists, copays & activity requirements)
are associated with lower child
removal rates (compared to other
states) (Meloy, 2015)

For every additional child care
concern reported by families receiving
TANF, the risk of supervisory neglect
increases by 20% (Yang, 2016)

Each additional month that mothers
who are low-income receive a child
care subsidy is associated with:

e 16% decrease in the odds of a
neglect report

e 14% decrease in the odds of a
physical abuse report (in the
following 12 months) (Yang,
2019)

Mothers entering substance use
treatment who have difficulty securing
child care are 82% more likely to self-
report child neglect (compared to

mothers entering treatment who don’t
have difficulty securing child care)



https://www.chapinhall.org/project/a-key-connection-economic-stability-and-family-well-being/

Community Engagement

Themes generated from community partner feedback:

Challenges
» Meeting basic needs
« Waitlists
* Navigation of benefits “edges” and “cliffs”

A vision for service structure and delivery
« Accessible to families
« Offered in a non-stigmatizing way
* Incorporate people with lived experience
« Need for care coordination
 Build and sustain the prevention workforce
« Expand peer supports
« Understand who to reach out to when families need help
« Community centers and hubs to access services
« Leverage community collaboratives to support family well-being

Maine Department of Health and Human Services
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Economic & Concrete Supports to
Prevent Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACES)

‘ ‘ Strengthening economic supports for families is

a multi-generation strategy. Centers for Disease
Control & Prevention
Policies that strengthen household financial security (e.g., N{@BI&NINE)S

tax credits, child care subsidies, temporary assistance & livable
wages) and family-friendly work policies (e.g., paid leave & Preventing Adverse

flexible and consistent work schedules) can prevent ACEs by: ihgg:ofgvg);a eirrienti;ees
( ): ellsle

* Increasing economic stability & family income Best Available Evidence
* Increasing maternal employment

* Improving parents’ ability to meet children’s basic needs
&  obtain high-quality child care

Reducing parental stress & depression

Protecting families from losing income to care for a sick child or
family member



https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/preventingACEs.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/preventingACEs.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/preventingACEs.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/preventingACEs.pdf

Reducing Intergenerational Poverty &
Child Maltreatment (NASEM)

Conclusion: Causal evidence on factors leading to maltreatment and child welfare NAHEAVAL IRl
involvement is limited, although most evidence points to household economic '
hardship as elevating the risk of child welfare involvement and to income support
and income-support policies reducing risk for child welfare involvement.

... This leads us to consider the following promising prevention approaches as indirect
approaches to reducing intergenerational poverty:

* The most consistent evidence of causal effects on reduced child maltreatmentis
for direct income transfers to low-income families. ‘\ P

* Consistent evidence of reductions in child maltreatment is also found in strong studies of § A‘Re‘ducing
the impacts of the recent Medicaid expansions occasioned by the Affordable Care Act. Intergenerational

* Expansions of eligibility and benetfit levels in food and nutrition programs such as Poverty

SNAP and WIC have also been linked with reductions in child maltreatment.

Consensus Study Report

* Some community-level interventions such as the Positive Parenting Program (Triple P)
appear to be promising approaches for reducing child maltreatment.

(NASEM, 2023)



"State Policy Option: Exempt Families’ Financial Inability to
Provide From Definition of Neglect

States that do not have exemptions for financial inability to
provide for a child

AK

Yes

WA MT
Yes Yes

NV wY
No No

CA uT co
No No No

PA

Yes

VA

Yes

vT

Yes

N\ £

7 &

MA

Yes

sC

Yes

AZ
No

GA

Yes

™
Yes

cT

Yes

DE

Yes

Inclusion of income-related
factors in definitions of neglect
without any exemptions may be
funneling families into the
child welfare system

However, poverty exemptions in

neglect statutes do not guarantee
sharp reductions in neglect cases
without strategic practices,
preponderance of evidence
standard for substantiation
& assessing neglect through a
harm specification lens

(Child Trends, 2022 — graphic)
(DeGuerre, 2021)



https://www.childtrends.org/blog/in-defining-maltreatment-nearly-half-of-states-do-not-specifically-exempt-families-financial-inability-to-provide

State Policy Option:
Tighten Legal Standards for Removal

Washington State — Keeping Families Together (2021)

* Removal standard narrowed to only when necessary to prevent
imminent physical harm to child due to abuse or neglect

* Existence of community or family poverty, inadequate
housing, mental illness or substance use does not by itself
constitute imminent physical harm

Kentucky — Senate Bill 8 (2022)

Narrows definition of neglect to situations where child’s welfare is
harmed or threatened with harm by parent due to inadequate care,
supervision, food, clothing, shelter, education or medical care
necessary for the child’s well-being when financially able to do so
or offered financial or other means to do so



http://lawfilesext.leg.wa.gov/biennium/2021-22/Pdf/Bills/House%20Passed%20Legislature/1227-S2.PL.pdf#page=1
https://legiscan.com/KY/bill/SB8/2022

Increased Access to Economic & Concrete Supports

Is Associated with Decreased Risk for Child Welfare Involvement

| S

Macroeconomic Supports Concrete Supports

» Tax credits (EITC & CTC) > Healthcare (Medicaid)
» Employment » Home visiting with ECS
= Minimum wage » Child care & pre-K
» Paid family leave » Housing

= Unemployment benefits

@

Child Welfare
Interventions with ECS

Public Benefits

> Overall s’gate spending » Differential response
on benefits

> TANE » Family preservation
» SNAP & WIC



Strategy #3

Improve the economic security of parents and caregivers
to provide safety and stability for their children

* ldentify benefit cliffs and edges

A « Consider community-based flexible funds
a @orm General Assistance >

17
Maine Department of Health and Human Services



Decreased Access to Economic & Concrete Supports
s Associated with Increased Child Welfare Involvement

Reduced
TANF
benefits

Reduced income
earnings shocks

mimm Reduced

@ Lackof
L employment

m child care

®" oas prices

Lack of Increased
ﬁ stable %

housing

(Ginther, 2017) (Ginther, 2022) (Paxson, 2003) (Yang, 2016) (Cash, 2003)
(Klevens, 2015) (Brown, 2020) (Berger, 2011) (Warren, 2015) (Cai, 2021)
(Weiner, 2020) (McLaughlin, 2017) (Bullinger, 2021) (Berger, 2015)

(Frioux, 2014) (Wood, 2012)

Increased risk
for child welfare
involvement




Lack of Access to Temporary Assistance
to Needy Families (TANF)

States that imposed
total benefit loss as
the most severe
sanction for not

meeting TANF

) Increase in
work requirements:

substantiated Increase in

Reminder:The first statutory goal of
TANF is to provide assistance to needy
families so that children can be cared
for in their own homes or with relatives

In FY 2021, up to $6.2 billion
in federal TANF funds were

being held in reserve by states
12.7% (ranging from $0 to $1.2 billion

per state)

neglect foster care  Increase In

reports entries due  total foster
to neglect  care entries

(Ginther, 2017) (Increases observed from 2004 to 2015)



https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/documents/ofa/fy2021_tanf_financial_data_table_20221201.pdf
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/documents/ofa/fy2021_tanf_financial_data_table_20221201.pdf

Lack of Access to Temporary Assistance
to Needy Families (TANF)

States that implemented
TANF time limits of less
than 5 years:

(Ginther, 2017)

o O

34 4% 37.5%
g (o

Increase in Increase in
substantiated Substantiated

maltreatment heglect
reports reports

(Increases observed from 2004 to 2015)



State Policy Option:
Extend TANF Time Limits to 60 Months

Rhode Island — FY 2023 budget bill

Extends the total amount of time that
TANF participants can recetve cash

assistance from 48 to 60 months
(federal maximum lifetime limit)



https://webserver.rilegislature.gov/BillText22/HouseText22/Article-013-SUB-A-as-amended.pdf

Lack of Access to Temporary Assistance
to Needy Families (TANF)

Each additional state policy that restricts access

TANF policy choices reviewed in

to TANF is associated with: this study included:

Time limits of less than 60 months

« Severe sanctions for not meeting
5 O work requirements

Work requirements for mothers
with children < 12 months

Additional children
with substantiated
neglect reports

Suspicion-based drug testing of
applicants

Additional children
entering foster care
due to abuse

Additional children (Ginther, 2022;
entering foster care update of 2017
due to neglect study)

(Increases observed
(all columns are per 100,000 children) from 2004 to 2016)



State Policy Option: Economic Diversion System
to Address Poverty-Related Neglect

Vermont

* Vermont has Jighest rate of child maltreatment referrals in the nation,
but /owest rate of screened-in neglect cases (1.5%)

Vermont has created an “economic firewall” through:

* Interagency collaboration & service coordination: Co-location
of CPS with economic services & early child development divisions

* Providing all CPS district directors with direct access to family
preservation flexible funds to prevent removal

* Multidimensional diversion system that refers families to:

v'Economic support services (TANF)

(DeGuerre, 2021) v'Family resource centers
(Feely, 2020)
(Child Maltreatment 2019)

v'Differential response systems



https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/documents/cb/cm2019.pdf

Maine TANF Spending

Federal and State TANF Spending by Category, 2021

Basic Assistance

Work Activities

Work Supports and Supportive Services
Child Care

Administration and Systems

Tax Credits

Pre-K

Child Welfare

Other Services

Total

Millions
of dollars

$40
$14
$4
$21
$6
$16
$0.5
$11
$26
$131

Maine National
Share of Share of U.S.
spending spending

29% 23%
10% 8%
3% 2%
15% 16%
5% 11%
11% 9%
0.4% 10%
8% 9%
18% 14%
100% 100%

Basic assistance

29%

Maine TANF Spending

s Budget
£ i==m and Policy

riorities

As of 2021, Maine has accumulated $92 million in unspent TANF
block grant funds, equal to 118 percent of its block grant.

Federal and State TANF Spending on Select Activities (millions of dollars)

Basic
Assistance

Work
Activities
Child Care

2006

$65

$2

$29

2011

$81

$12

$13

2016 2018 2021
$30 $30 $40
$2 $12 $14 I
$9 $16 $21




Strategy #4
Provide services and resources to help parents and

caregivers ensure the safety, health, and nurturing care of
their children

* Increase child care availability

* Expand primary prevention of SUD

* Implement Maine’s Child Behavioral
Health Plan

« Expand affordable housing

Maine Department of Health and Human Services
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Lack of Access to Child Care

* For every additional child care concern reported by
families recetving TANE, the risk of supervisory
child neglect increases by 20%

* Mothers entering substance use treatment who
have ditficulty securing child care are 82% more

likely to self-report child neglect (compared to mothers
entering treatment who don't have this difficulty)

% » Difficulty finding child care was a stronger predictor

of maternal neglect than almost any other factor

measured in this study, including mental health &

(Yang, 2016) severity of drug use
(Cash, 2003)




Child Care Subsidies

"\

(Meloy, 2015)

States with Child Care & Development
Fund (CCDF) program policies that make

chil
chil

d care subsidies more accessible to

d weltare-supervised families are

associated with lower child removal rates

(compared to other states)




Child Care Subsidies

States with more generous income eligibility
policies for child care subsidies have lower
physical abuse & neglect investigation rates

‘ among children < age 5

ﬁﬂi

(compared to states with less generous income eligibility policies)

» If Michigan increased its maximum monthly
enrollment income by $700 (for a family of 3):

= 1,220 fewer children < age 5 investigated for neglect

= 528 fewer children < age 5 investigated for physical abuse

(over a one-year period)
(Klika, 2023)




Child Care Subsidies

States with more generous income eligibility
policies for child care subsidies have lower
physical abuse & neglect investigation rates

‘ among children < age 5

ﬁﬂi

(compared to states with less generous income eligibility policies)

» If Michigan increased its maximum monthly
enrollment income by $700 (for a family of 3):

= 1,220 fewer children < age 5 investigated for neglect

= 528 fewer children < age 5 investigated for physical abuse

(over a one-year period)
(Klika, 2023)




State Policy Option: Eliminate Copayments
for Families Eligible for Child Care Assistance

State/Territory Monthly Copayment Policies for a Family of Three Earning $30,000 Annually (2019)

For a single parent family with 2
children < age 5 earning
$30,000 annually:

34 jurisdictions require
copayments >$100 a month

In 10 jurisdictions, this
family would not even be

eligible for subsidized child
care

(as of 2019)

No copayment
$1-100 |
$101-200
$201-300
$301+

Not eligible

(OPRE, 2020)


https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/documents/opre/state-2019-ccdf-policies-graphics-dec-2020.pdf

Strategy #5

Improve coordination of supports and services for
children, youth, and families

 Coordinate annual needs assessments

Qx « Modify mandated reporter training

. 9 = Expand Wraparound Services care
coordination

Maine Department of Health and Human Services
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State Policy Option: Provide Flexible Funds to Meet
Concrete Needs of Child Weltare-Involved Families

From 2019 to 2023
Prevention Out-of-home care
investment costs reduced

of $11.4 million by $79.1 million

(decline in out-of-home costs includes significant decrease in number of
children in foster care & reductions in congregate care placements)

Kentucky

* $1,000 in flexible funds available (per family)

to meet the concrete needs of families
participating in Kentucky’s family preservation
program to prevent entry into foster care

$4,000 in flexible funds available (per family)

through community action agencies to meet

the concrete needs of families with active CPS
cases, including investigations, alternative
response & ongoing cases

oint Committee on Health, Welfare & Family Services, 2021)
(CPS Concrete Goods & Services Funding FAQ).



https://www.ket.org/legislature/archives/?nola=WLEGP+021036&stream=aHR0cHM6Ly81ODc4ZmQxZWQ1NDIyLnN0cmVhbWxvY2submV0L3dvcmRwcmVzcy9fZGVmaW5zdF8vbXA0OndsZWdwL3dsZWdwXzAyMTAzNi5tcDQvcGxheWxpc3QubTN1OA%3D%3D&jwsource=em
https://manuals-sp-chfs.ky.gov/resources/Documents%20and%20Forms/Community%20Action%20Council%20CPS%20Concrete%20Goods%20and%20Services%20Funding%20FAQ.pdf

Chapin Hall & APHSA:
ECS Policy Analysis Tool

June 2023

EVIDENCE TO IMPACT:

STATE POLICY OPTIONS TO INCREASE ACCESS TO
ECONOMIC & CONCRETE SUPPORTS AS A CHILD
WELFARE PREVENTION STRATEGY

APHSA

American Public Human Services Association

IECHAPIN HALL

AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO

www.familyeconomicmobility.com

Policy

Child Care

State Policy Options to

Promote Access and
Flexible Use

Peer-Reviewed Research
Related to Reducing Risk for
Child Welfare Involvement

Concrete Supports

Increase investment & expand
child care assistance

Establish priority for child care
assistance receipt to child-welfare
involved families or families at risk
of child welfare involvement

Eliminate or reduce copays, fees
& costs for families who receive
child care assistance

Implement Child Care
Development Fund (CCDF)
program policies that increase
access & reduce administrative
burdens:

e Expand income eligibility

e Extend continuity of eligibility
to 24 months, regardless of
changes in income

Waive work requirements or
expand definition of approved
activities to qualify for child
care subsidies (ie, training,
education, job search time)
Provide graduated phase-out
period for families with
income increases

Establish
automatic/categorical
eligibility for families already
enrolled in SNAP WIC,
Medicaid or Head Start
Implement shortened wait
times for subsidy approval
Create family-friendly child
care assistance applications

(PN3, 2022) (OCC, 2023)

Child care investments included in
Build Back Better (proposed 2020-
2021) would be associated with a:

e 6.4% reduction in CPS
investigations

® 6% reduction in substantiated
child maltreatment

e 3.1% reduction in foster care
placements

e 11.6% reduction in child fatalities
due to maltreatment

(Puls, 2022)

Waitlists to access subsidized child
care are associated with an increase
in maltreatment investigations
(Klevens, 2015)

States with CCDF program policies
that make child care subsidies more
accessible to child welfare-supervised
children (in terms of eligibility, priority
lists, copays & activity requirements)
are associated with lower child
removal rates (compared to other
states) (Meloy, 2015)

For every additional child care
concern reported by families receiving
TANF, the risk of supervisory neglect
increases by 20% (Yang, 2016)

Each additional month that mothers
who are low-income receive a child
care subsidy is associated with:

e 16% decrease in the odds of a
neglect report

e 14% decrease in the odds of a
physical abuse report (in the
following 12 months) (Yang,
2019)

Mothers entering substance use
treatment who have difficulty securing
child care are 82% more likely to self-
report child neglect (compared to

mothers entering treatment who don’t
have difficulty securing child care)



https://www.chapinhall.org/project/a-key-connection-economic-stability-and-family-well-being/

Chapin Hall Resources

ECHAPIN HALL

A Key Connection: Economic Stability and
Family Well-being
Addressing economic hardship as a factor in child welfare
involvement

Impact Areas

Chapinhall.org/ecsproject

(Weiner, Anderson & Thomas, 2021)
(Anderson, Grewal-Kok, Cusick, Weiner & Thomas, 2021)



http://chapinhall.org/ecsproject

Reflections

* What are some of the key points you have learned
about the importance of concrete and economic
supports in preventing maltreatment?

* What are some next steps or action steps you could do
as a result of learning this information?

* What can you do as individuals to impact policy and
change?



Stay Engaged.:

 Read the plan
* Sign up for plan updates

* Mariette Aborn mariette.aborn@maine.gov Maine
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)

» Christine Theriault christine.theriault@maine.gov Office of
Child and Family Services (OCFS)

Maine Child Saety and : : :
: Rai * Debra Dunlap debra.s.dunlap@gmail.com Maine Child
Fasniy Wen-Belng Pian Welfare Action Network (MCWAN)

Version 1.0 - May 9, 2023

by Vo Depart oot of W gD ané e lenvnr

I » Melissa Hackett mhackett@mekids.org Maine Child Welfare

Action Network (MCWAN)

Maine Department of Health and Human Services


https://www.maine.gov/dhhs/sites/maine.gov.dhhs/files/2023-05/Maine%20Child%20Safety%20and%20Family%20Wellbeing%20Plan.pdf
https://forms.office.com/g/dux17hrVtJ
mailto:mariette.aborn@maine.gov
mailto:christine.theriault@maine.gov
mailto:debra.s.dunlap@gmail.com
mailto:mhackett@mekids.org

Wrap Up & Thank you!

Christine Theriault, LMSW

Family First Prevention Services Program Manager
Office of Child and Family Services
Christine.Theriault@maine.gov

(207) 624-7914

www.maine.gov/dhhs/ocfs
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Heidi Aakjer, MPA
Executive Director
heidia@mechildrenstrust.org
(207) 623-5120
www.mechildrenstrust.org

0 MaineChildrensTrust

|@l mechildrenstrust
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