Poverty’s contribution to child abuse,

neglect and entry to care.
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Our results indicate that this decrease in
welfare generosity increased children’s
risk of out-of-home placement by about
1.5 percentage points in any given year,
representing an increase of about 25% in
the annual risk of out-of-home placement.

(Wildeman, C., & Fallesen, P., The effect of lowering welfare payment ceilings on children’s risk of out-of-home placement,
Children and Youth Serivces Review (2016), http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.10.017)

e Results indicate that the Great
Recession was associated with
increased risk of child abuse but
decreased risk of child neglect.

(Schneider, W., et al., The Great Recession and risk for child abuse and neglect, Children and Youth Services Review
(2016), http://dx.doi.org/10/1016/j.childyouth.2016.10.016 )

Economic factors were significant

AiGLE N Prss predictors of physical abuse,sexual
oS abuse, and witnessing of domestic

S ——— violence but not of emotional abuse

'“ - or neglect. We estimated that 27%

of all child maltreatment was jointly
attributable to economic factors. These
findings suggest that strategies that
reduce economic disadvantage are likely
to hold significant potential to reduce the
prevalence of child maltreatment.

We find that increases in the minimum
wage lead to a decline in overall child
maltreatment reports, particularly neglect
reports. Specifically, a $1 increase in the
minimum wage implies a statistically
significant 9.6% decline In reports.

(Raissian, K.M., & Bullinger, L.R., Money matters: Does the minimum wage affect child maltreatment rates?, Children and Youth
Services Review (2016), http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.09.033)
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(Doige, J.C., et al., Economic predictors of child maltreatment in an Australian population-based birth cohort, Children and
Youth Services Review (2016), http://dx.doi.org.10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.10.012)

Multilevel hazard results indicate that
poverty, controlling for health and social
services spending, contributes to the
increased risk of placement. Specifically
poverty and health and social services
spending account for 57.1% of the = Participation is randomized clinical
variation in regional placement for e trial designed to enhance supportive
younger children <5 years of age and | parenting ameliorated the association of
38.1% for children age 5 to 11 years. years lived in poverty.

(Brody Et Al (2017) Protective Prevention Effects on the Association of Poverty With Brain Development JAMA Pediatrics,
171(1),pp.46-52)

(Esposito, T., et al., Out-of-home placement and regional variations in poverty and health and social services spending: A
multilevel analysis, Children and Youth Services Review (2016), http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.10.013)
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Advocate against policies which
will affect low-income families for
example, welfare changes, housing.

When working with families, check
families income and debt levels.
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