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Conclusion

What is neglect?

Neglect, often defined as the failure to 
provide a child with needed food, clothing, 
shelter, medical care, or supervision, affects 
millions of children. Three-quarters of child 
welfare cases involve reports of neglect, 
including many thousands that result in 
family separation each year. Although 
rates of most types of maltreatment have 
declined significantly in the past 30 years, 
rates of neglect have fluctuated only 
slightly and remain high (Child Trends, 
2019). Persistently high rates of neglect, 
and the potentially serious consequences of 
both neglect and family separation by the 
child protection system, point to the need 
for more effective prevention and early 
intervention strategies.

In the past, prevention strategies have 
often focused on family-level issues and 
dynamics, but the role of poverty, and the 
systemic factors that make escaping poverty 

Societal factors in poverty and neglect

What works
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difficult for families, cannot be ignored. Research tells us that families who are experiencing poverty 
are far more likely to be reported to child protective services (CPS) than families with more resources, 
but it does not tell us why this is the case. What is increasingly clear is that helping families move out of 
poverty decreases the risk to children (Rostad et al., 2017).

Our country is currently facing a period of widespread and growing economic insecurity. Broad swaths 
of the U.S. population are experiencing financial hardship without a clear and consistent safety net 
(Kinder et al., 2021). Financial help in an emergency is available in some situations and jurisdictions, but 
it is far from guaranteed. Many areas also face a scarcity of quality, affordable housing, and too many 
jobs still fall short of offering a living wage and benefits (Slack & Berger, 2021). 

This issue brief explores what the research shows about the overlap among families experiencing 
poverty and those reported to the child welfare system for neglect, the societal context within which 
both poverty and neglect exist, and strategies that have proven effective for preventing and addressing 
both poverty and neglect, together. It is important to note that none of these strategies are intended to 
be "quick fixes" implemented in isolation. The issues underlying poverty and neglect require long-term 
advocacy, assistance, and collaborative community support to resolve. The strategies presented in this 
brief should be viewed as part of a larger movement within the child welfare system away from a focus 
on surveilling and separating families experiencing poverty and toward collaborating with a broader 
social services system to ensure that all families have access to the resources and support they need to 
care for their children and thrive.

WHAT IS NEGLECT?

Federal law provides a definition of "child abuse and neglect," but it does not explicitly define "abuse" 
and "neglect" separately, leaving more nuanced descriptions of specific types of maltreatment to the 
States. Most States do not make a distinction in statute between a single incident of neglect (such as 
a momentary lapse in supervision) and a pattern of deprivation (or "chronic neglect"). As a result, a 
wide variety of child experiences and family needs fall under the global term "neglect."" Some States 
define specific types of neglect in their statutes, such as educational neglect, medical neglect, and 
abandonment. Some States' definitions include specific exceptions, such as religious exemptions for 
medical neglect (Child Welfare Information Gateway, 2019). Because of these differences from State 
to State, it is difficult to determine whether all cases of neglect that come to the attention of the child 
welfare system represent equivalent risk of harm.

Racial, ethnic, and political disparities further complicate the issue. A significant body of research has 
documented the overrepresentation of certain groups, particularly Black, Brown, and American Indian/
Alaska Native (AI/AN) children and families, in the child welfare system relative to their representation 
in the general population (Child Welfare Information Gateway, 2021). AI/AN and Black children are 
found by CPS agencies to be victims of child maltreatment at rates (per 1,000 children in the population) 
almost twice that of White children (Chapin Hall, 2022). Explicit and implicit bias affect how families 
are treated at every CPS decision point: African American and AI/AN families are reported to CPS and 
subjected to investigations at higher rates than other families, are more likely to be removed from their 
families, and are less likely to reunify (Child Welfare Information Gateway, 2021). 
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SOCIETAL FACTORS IN POVERTY AND NEGLECT

Most families who live in poverty do not neglect their children. However, families who are poor are 
overrepresented in the (much smaller) population of people reported to CPS agencies for neglect. A 
recent study found that material hardship (poverty) was the only factor that consistently predicted 
both child welfare system involvement and neglectful behaviors self-reported by families (Slack 
& Berger, 2021). The Fourth National Incidence Study found that children from families with low 
socioeconomic status were seven times more likely to be neglected than children in households with 
more resources. 

Some of the connection may be explained by increased surveillance of people living in poverty. For 
example, families living in poverty are more likely to come into contact with mandated reporters 
through overpolicing and reliance on social safety net services (e.g., public housing, Temporary 
Assistance for Needy Families [TANF], Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program [SNAP]). Specific 
poverty-related factors are also associated with greater risk of neglect, as in the following examples: 

 � Difficulty finding child care was found to be a strong predictor of maternal neglect (more so than 
mental health, severity of drug use, or history of abuse as a child) (Chapin Hall, 2022). 

 � States in which TANF recipients lost benefits for not working saw increases in both neglect and 
foster care entries between 2004 and 2015 (Ginther & Johnson-Motoyama, 2017). 

 � Unemployment rates, self-reported housing instability, and evictions have all been associated with 
increased risk of neglect (University of Oxford, 2017; Chapin Hall, 2022).

It stands to reason that increased stress from a job loss or other economic shock, housing 
uncertainty, or the turbulence of falling into and out of poverty can result in strained family dynamics, 
relationships, and caregiving decisions. However, research has found that family dynamics alone do 
not fully account for the link between experiencing poverty and being reported or substantiated for 
neglect (Fong, 2017). Poverty and neglect coexist in a social context. Chronic neglect and poverty are 
impacted by complex social inequities and public policy decisions that extend back generations. 

Historical trauma and structural and systemic racism play significant roles in intergenerational 
poverty and child welfare system involvement, which are disproportionately experienced by Black, 
Brown, and AI/AN families in the United States. In 2019, approximately 30 percent of Black and AI/
AN children, and only 10 percent of White children, lived in families with incomes below the Federal 
poverty threshold (Chapin Hall, 2022). This disparity is not improving over time: between 2000 and 
2014, AI/AN, Black, and Hispanic and Latino families experienced more downward income mobility 
than White and Asian families (Akee et al., 2017).

“There is a fine line between parental neglect of children and societal neglect of families.” 
—Teresa Rafael, executive director, Children’s Trust Fund Alliance
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Despite the dangers that family poverty can pose to the health and well-being of children, U.S. public 
policy has consistently made a clear separation between financial supports to families and resources 
for child protection (Weiner et al., 2021), often at the expense of Black, Brown, and AI/AN families. The 
Social Security Act of 1935 first placed the Aid to Families With Dependent Children (AFDC) program 
(the precursor to TANF) within the Social Security Administration, while social services for families were 
located within the Federal Children's Bureau, within the Administration for Children and Families, U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services. This effectively prevented child welfare agencies from using 
financial supports as a strategy to keep families safely together. 

In response to States removing (primarily Black) families from AFDC rolls because they were deemed 
"unsuitable," the 1961 Flemming Rule required States to either provide these families with support or place 
the children into foster care. A year later, the Social Security Act was amended to create an uncapped 
entitlement for placement into foster care while providing no similar funding stream to support intact 
families (Chapin Hall, 2022). Meanwhile, up to and including the first half of the 20th century, AI/AN 
families were routinely separated by the forced placement of their children in assimilationist boarding 
schools that forbade children to speak their Tribal languages or participate in their culture. The 
prevalence of these abusive institutions, which only began to decline after the passage of the Indian Child 
Welfare Act (ICWA) in 1978, has resulted in generations of trauma, mistrust, and cultural loss.

In 1974, the mandated reporting laws enacted as part of the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act 
further cemented a system that emphasizes surveillance of families over preventive care and support. 
Most recently, the Family First Prevention Services Act expands the availability of evidence-based 
prevention strategies but does not include economic supports among the eligible services.

WHAT WORKS

There are numerous theories about how economic policies and social conditions contribute to higher 
rates of neglect reports, citing factors such as the effects of surveillance and overpolicing, social norms, 
and structural and systemic racism. Regardless of the cause, a growing and compelling body of evidence 
shows that promoting family financial stability is associated with reduced risk of both neglect and 
involvement with child welfare.

“Despite the field’s large and almost unanimous embrace of ecological systems theory 
as a framework for understanding the causes of maltreatment, our interventions are 
inordinately focused on changing or fixing the parent. We either have to admit that we 
have the wrong theory, which I don’t think is the case, or get busy trying to understand 
other aspects of the ecological system that families live within and how changing 
elements of those other parts of the ecology can also prevent maltreatment.” 
—Kristen Shook Slack, professor, University of Wisconsin–Madison

https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/factsheets/about/
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PREVENTING POVERTY-RELATED NEGLECT AT A POPULATION LEVEL 

Attendees at the first-ever White House Conference on the Care of Dependent Children in 1909, 
while acknowledging the overlap of families experiencing poverty and child maltreatment, declared 
that poverty alone was not a compelling reason to separate children from their families. Today, 
approximately half of States include exemptions for poverty in their statutory definitions of child 
abuse and neglect (Williams et al., 2022).

One policy approach to reducing poverty-related neglect is to ensure that every State explicitly 
excludes poverty-related conditions from its statutory definition of maltreatment. For example, 
Washington State's 2022 Keeping Families Together Act ensures that children cannot be separated 
from their families solely on the basis of community or family poverty or inadequate housing. Similar 
legislation has been passed or proposed in other States (Chapin Hall, 2022).

The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) have long proposed strengthening economic 
and concrete supports to families as another critical strategy in preventing child maltreatment. 
These supports improve parents' ability to provide for their children's basic needs, help caregivers 
secure appropriate child care, and reduce stress and depression. Economic supports may also reduce 
household crowding and increase housing stability (Fortson et al. 2016).

In 2021, changes to the Child Tax Credit had a significant impact on child poverty. These changes, 
authorized by the American Rescue Plan in response to the COVID-19 pandemic, temporarily 
increased benefit levels, expanded access to families with the lowest incomes, and paid the benefit in 
monthly installments between July and December. According to the Columbia University Center on 
Poverty and Social Policy, the tax credit, while in effect, reduced monthly child poverty by 30 percent 
and kept more than 3 million children out of poverty (Parolin & Curran, 2022).

Research increasingly shows that policies like this that expand benefits and improve financial 
security in households with children decrease neglect reports. Jurisdictions often have discretion to 
improve access to such benefits by simplifying application processes, making applications available 
online, reducing barriers to eligibility as permitted, and providing prioritized access to families at 
risk of separation or involvement with the child protection system. Some of the policies that address 
poverty-related conditions and have shown to reduce neglect rates, specifically, include the following:

 � Earned Income Tax Credit. One study found that a $1,000 increase in income through the Earned 
Income Tax Credit is associated with an 8- to 10-percent reduction in CPS involvement for low-
income, single-mother households (Berger et al., 2017). A second study found a 10-percent increase 
in refundable State earned income tax credit benefits was associated with 241 fewer reports of 
neglect per 100,000 children in the population (Kovski et al., 2021). 

 � Medicaid coverage. In a study comparing States with expanded Medicaid coverage to States that 
chose not to expand coverage, Medicaid expansion was associated with 422 fewer cases of neglect 
per 100,000 children younger than the age of 6 (Brown et al., 2019).

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/american-rescue-plan
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 � Minimum wage. One study found increases in the minimum wage led to fewer child maltreatment 
reports. For every $1 increase, neglect reports for young and school-aged children declined 9.6 percent 
(Raissian & Bullinger, 2017).

 � Child care. One study found that States with more accommodating policies regarding subsidizing child 
care for child welfare-involved children had fewer child removals than other States (Meloy et al.2015). 
Another observed a 16-percent decrease in the likelihood of a neglect report in the following 12 months 
associated with each additional month that low-income mothers received a child care subsidy (Yang et 
al., 2019). 

 � Nutrition assistance and food subsidies. Medicaid-enrolled children whose parents participated in 
SNAP (i.e., food stamps) and/or Women, Infants, and Children (WIC) programs were found to be at 
lower risk of substantiated maltreatment than children whose parents did not participate in either 
nutrition program (Lee & Mackey-Bilaver, 2007). In rural areas, proximity to stores that accept SNAP 
benefits has also shown to be associated with fewer neglect reports (Bullinger et al. 2021).

Other important economic supports, including housing assistance and child support, have been found to 
impact maltreatment rates in general, although studies may not have specifically focused on neglect:

 � Child support. One study found that mothers who received TANF and were eligible to receive all child 
support paid on behalf of their children (without a decrease in their benefits) were 10 percent less likely 
to have a screened-in maltreatment report than mothers who received only part of their children's child 
support payments. Even an increase in child support payments as small as $100 per year had a positive 
impact (Cancian et al., 2013).

 � Housing assistance. Supportive housing programs have been shown to result in less substantiated 
maltreatment, fewer removals, and increased reunification among children of child welfare-involved 
families facing housing instability (Farrell et al., 2018). In another study, homeless families referred for 
permanent housing subsidies experienced 50 percent fewer foster care placements (Gubits et al., 2015).

The CDC has identified family-friendly work policies as another important strategy to both support 
families' economic stability and improve the balance of work and parenting time. These policies include 
increasing wages, providing paid leave, and offering consistent but flexible schedules (Fortson et al., 2016).

ASSESSING NEGLECT IN THE CONTEXT OF POVERTY

It can be difficult for caseworkers to distinguish between maltreatment and the effects of poverty. Thus, it 
is important to conduct a thorough assessment through observation and by asking questions, recognizing 
there may not be clear-cut answers. This could include assessing adequate level of care (for example, 
supervision and basic needs, acknowledging that childrearing practices and standards of care differ 
from culture to culture), whether the children are experiencing actual harm, and whether the neglect (if 
present) reflects a parent's choices or a lack of available resources despite the family's best efforts. It is 
particularly important when working with AI/AN families for caseworkers to assess their knowledge of 
traditional Tribal childrearing and wellness practices. Cultural awareness is an important practice when 
interacting with all families.  



Children’s Bureau/ACYF/ACF/HHS | 800.394.3366  |  Email: info@childwelfare.gov  |  https://www.childwelfare.gov 7

The family's income, as well as their knowledge of and access to economic resources, are critical 
considerations when assessing safety and risk. Acknowledging these factors during important 
decision points may help prevent unwarranted neglect substantiations and unnecessary separation 
of children from their families. Determining whether the family is eligible for benefit programs that 
could ease financial strain, and helping to connect families with economic and concrete supports 
wherever possible, should be a regular part of practice with families who are struggling financially.

Important questions to consider may include the following:

IF A REPORT ALLEGES … CONSIDER …

Physical neglect  � Can the family afford to provide for children’s basic needs, such as 

appropriate shelter, food, clothing, and hygiene?

 � Is affordable housing available where the family wants to live?

 � Does the family live in a “food desert” that makes access to healthy, 

affordable food more difficult?

 � Is transportation or neighborhood violence a barrier to accessing 

basic needs?

Medical neglect  � Can the family afford medical insurance, or is there a free or low-cost 

clinic nearby?

 � Are there resources from the Tribe that may assist with medical 

needs?

 � Does the family have unpaid medical bills that are getting in the way 

of securing care?

 � Does the caregiver’s employer allow paid time off for medical 

appointments?

 � Is transportation a barrier to timely care?

Supervisory neglect  � Is quality safe and affordable child care available in the family’s 

community during the hours worked by caregivers?

Emotional neglect  � Are the demands and stressors of living in poverty and/or distressed 

communities depleting the caregiver’s ability to offer children the 

affection and emotional support they would otherwise provide?

Educational neglect  � Do caregivers’ work hours prevent them from monitoring the child’s 

school attendance?

 � Is reliable transportation available? 

 � Are older children staying home to care for younger siblings due to 

lack of affordable child care options?
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ADDRESSING POVERTY-RELATED CONCERNS EXPERIENCED BY FAMILIES INVOLVED WITH 
CHILD WELFARE

Regardless of the type of maltreatment alleged in a report or found during an investigation, child 
welfare systems and caseworkers can take steps to acknowledge the many ways that economic 
disadvantages impact the families on their caseloads and, when poverty is a factor, offer support to 
help families achieve greater financial stability. 

Assess and address concrete needs first. So far, a specific combination and amount of economic 
support has not been identified that eliminates all cases of neglect. Many families have other issues 
that will need to be addressed to stay together safely. However, it is clear that most parents cannot 
focus on interventions like parenting classes or substance use treatment when they are facing 
financial crises. In the early stages of working with a family, caseworkers should ensure that basic 
needs such as food and housing are met before expecting parents to fulfill other aspects of their 
case plan. 

Take a two-generation approach to working with families. Two-generation approaches (also 
referred to as whole-family approaches) intentionally integrate services provided to children and 
their families at the same time to help improve family financial stability and well-being. For more 
information, see the Child Welfare Information Gateway brief, Two-Generation Approaches to 
Supporting Family Well-Being.

Ensure compliance with ICWA. In addition to setting higher standards to prevent the separation of 
AI/AN children from their families, ICWA requires child welfare agencies to make active efforts to 
preserve families. A step beyond the "reasonable efforts" required for all families, active efforts may 
include helping parents access supportive community resources and all benefits for which they are 
eligible, including Tribal supports. This work should be done with cultural awareness and humility 
and in authentic engagement with Tribal leaders.

Offer or refer to benefit navigator services. Benefit navigators advocate for families in applying 
for a complex array of economic safety-net programs. They understand the eligibility requirements 
and build relationships with people in each program, so families are not left to navigate these 
complicated systems alone. It is important to be aware that Tribal members, as citizens of sovereign 
nations, may have access to additional benefits and resources.

Identify and/or offer flexible funds for families. In a recent cohort facilitated by Alia, three 
jurisdictions offered more than $130,000 over 2 years in direct support to families. These funds 
were provided when other options had been exhausted. More than half the funds went to housing 
expenses, in the form of rental payments to maintain housing or help with move-in expenses (first 
and last month's rent and security deposit). Other funds supported car repairs; utility payments; 
and basic needs, such as food and clothing, legal fees, and child care. This flexible funding was 
very effective: 85 percent of families that received the funds were able to remain together (prevent 
removal) or reunify (Alia, 2021).

https://www.childwelfare.gov/topics/systemwide/service-array/housing/
https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/bulletins/2gen
https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/bulletins/2gen
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Codesign supports with people with lived experience. Families who have direct experience with child 
welfare systems and those living in the most impacted communities are the experts in what families 
need to thrive. Systems that engage people with lived experience in the planning, implementation, and 
evaluation of program services, and pay them fairly for their expertise, benefit from their first-hand 
experience while creating economic opportunities within the community.

Engage community partners. Partnerships often play an important role in effectively serving families, 
particularly those with complex needs. Community partners, such as community-based organizations, 
supports (e.g., faith-based entities), and leaders have intimate knowledge of the strengths and needs 
of their communities. Collaborating with these partners allows child welfare professionals to gain 
a better understanding of the unique resources and services available in the community, as well as 
the gaps in these supports. Having this information will prove valuable while working with families 
to identify and help them access critical services to address their needs, such as housing supports, 
treatment for substance use disorders, and mental health care. 

Focus on strengths. Keeping a family together, housed, and fed while facing economic strain, trauma, 
and structural inequality is a tremendous sign of strength. Child welfare workers can form better 
relationships with caregivers who are experiencing poverty by approaching them from this strengths-
based perspective, assuring them that poverty is not a personal failure and helping them to build on 
the positive parenting strategies and supports they already have in place. The protective factors can 
serve as a framework for assessing families' strengths and helping them identify ways to build on 
their existing capacity to help their family thrive. Cultural connectedness and belonging are other 
important protective factors to consider, particularly within AI/AN families. 

Connect families with preventive legal advocacy. Addressing unmet legal needs can help prevent 
families from coming to the attention of child welfare. Preventive legal advocacy is a critical support 
that helps families address legal issues such as wrongful denial of government benefits; divorce, 
custody, and protective orders; and housing insecurity/tenancy issues that, when unaddressed, can 
lead to accusations of neglect.

CONCLUSION

Poverty is a complex, ongoing issue that has significant societal, systemic, organizational, community, 
and family affects. The effects of poverty can be harmful to children, but it is critical to recognize that 
poverty alone does not equal neglect. Families may experience and remain in poverty despite efforts 

Community Collaborations to Strengthen and Preserve Families Grants

The Children’s Bureau issued awards in fiscal years 2018 and 2019 to develop, implement, and evaluate 

primary prevention strategies to improve the safety, stability, and well-being of all families through a 

continuum of community-based services and supports. Several grant recipients are directly addressing 

poverty through concrete supports and service coordination.

https://aspe.hhs.gov/reports/lived-experience-brief
https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/issue-briefs/protective-factors/
https://tribalinformationexchange.org/files/products/CultureisPrevention.pdf?utm_source=Center+for+Tribes+Outreach&utm_campaign=4c596fbc46-activeeffortsemail_COPY_01&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_c52045c6a7-4c596fbc46-142484389
https://www.casey.org/preventive-legal-advocacy/
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/cb/grant-funding/fy-2018-childrens-bureau-discretionary-grant-awards
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/cb/grant-funding/fy-2019-childrens-bureau-discretionary-grant-awards
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to advance their economic situation. Thus, when families experiencing poverty come to the attention of 
the child welfare system, it is important to consider the families' knowledge of and capacity to access social 
supports and help connect them with resources. Economic and concrete support interventions are not a 
panacea for child neglect and do not eliminate the need for other social work strategies. However, growing 
evidence indicates that providing such supports can reduce maltreatment rates overall, neglect rates in 
particular, and the number of families coming to the attention of CPS agencies. 

Effectively alleviating family poverty requires a multisystem approach. Child welfare systems cannot 
continue to treat neglect and poverty as strictly family issues. We must consider the impact of poverty on 
families and the context within which many families remain in poverty, including the limited availability of 
economic supports, a benefits system that distinguishes between the "deserving" and "undeserving" poor, 
and a long history of systemic racism and inequality. Ultimately, the goal must be to create a new context in 
which multiple systems work together with communities to equitably provide the support all families need 
to nurture their children and thrive.

In the meantime, child welfare agencies can focus on ensuring that families experiencing neglect and 
poverty are viewed with compassion and respect, rather than blame and that they receive prompt access to 
the supports needed to keep them safely together whenever possible.

REFERENCES

Akee, R., Jones, M. R., & Porter, S. R. (2017). Race matters: Income shares, income inequality, and income 
mobility for all U.S. races. National Bureau of Economic Research. https://www.nber.org/papers/w23733 

Alia. (2021). Lessons in system redesign: Alia UnSystem Innovation Cohort: 2018–2021. https://www.
aliainnovations.org/unsystemcohortyeartwo 

Berger, L. M., Font, S. A., Slack, K. S., & Waldfogel, J. (2017). Income and child maltreatment in unmarried 
families: Evidence from the Earned Income Tax Credit. Review of Economics of the Household, 15, 1345–
1372. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11150-016-9346-9

Brown, E. C. B., Garrison, M. M., Bao, H., Qu, P., Jenny, C., & Rowhani-Rahbar, A. (2019). Assessment of rates 
of child maltreatment in States with Medicaid expansion vs States without Medicaid expansion. JAMA 
Network Open, 2(6), e195529. https://doi.org/10.1001%2Fjamanetworkopen.2019.5529 

Bullinger, L. R., Fleckman, J. M., & Fong, K. (2021). Proximity to SNAP-authorized retailers and child 
maltreatment reports. Economics & Human Biology, 42. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ehb.2021.101015

Cancian, M., Yang, M. Y., & Slack, K. S. (2013). The effect of additional child support income on the risk of 
child maltreatment. Social Science Review, 87(3), 417–438. https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/
abs/10.1086/671929 

Chapin Hall. (2022). Child and family well-being system: Economic and concrete supports as a core component. 
https://www.chapinhall.org/wp-content/uploads/Economic-Supports-deck.pdf 

Child Trends. (2019). Child maltreatment databank indicator. https://www.childtrends.org/indicators/child-
maltreatment

https://www.nber.org/papers/w23733
https://www.aliainnovations.org/unsystemcohortyeartwo
ttps://www.aliainnovations.org/unsystemcohortyeartwo?hsLang=en
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11150-016-9346-9
https://doi.org/10.1001%2Fjamanetworkopen.2019.5529
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ehb.2021.101015
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/671929
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/671929
https://www.chapinhall.org/wp-content/uploads/Economic-Supports-deck.pdf
https://www.childtrends.org/indicators/child-maltreatment
https://www.childtrends.org/indicators/child-maltreatment


Children’s Bureau/ACYF/ACF/HHS | 800.394.3366  |  Email: info@childwelfare.gov  |  https://www.childwelfare.gov 11

Child Welfare Information Gateway. (2022). Definitions of child abuse and neglect. U.S. Department of 
Health and Human Services, Administration for Children and Families, Children's Bureau. https://
www.childwelfare.gov/topics/systemwide/laws-policies/statutes/define/

Child Welfare Information Gateway. (2021). Child welfare practice to address racial disproportionality and 
disparity. U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Administration for Children and Families, 
Children's Bureau. https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/issue-briefs/racial-disproportionality/

Farrell, A. F., Britner, P. A., Kull, M. A., Struzinski, D. L., Somaroo-Rodriguez, K., Parr, K., Westberg, L., 
Cronin, B., & Humphrey, C. (2018). Final report: Connecticut’s Intensive Supportive Housing for Families 
program. Chapin Hall at the University of Chicago. https://www.chapinhall.org/wp-content/
uploads/ISHF-Report-FINAL.pdf 

Fong, K. (2017). Child welfare involvement and contexts of poverty: The role of parental adversities, social 
networks, and social services. Children and Youth Services Review, 72, 5–13. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
childyouth.2016.10.011

Fortson, B. L., Klevens, J., Merrick, M. T., Gilbert, L. K., & Alexander, S. P. (2016). Preventing child abuse 
and neglect: A technical package for policy, norm, and programmatic activities. Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention, National Center for Injury Prevention and Control. https://www.cdc.gov/
violenceprevention/pdf/can-prevention-technical-package.pdf

Ginther, D. K., & Johnson-Motoyama, M. (2017). Do State TANF policies affect child abuse and neglect? 
University of Kansas. https://www.econ.iastate.edu/files/events/files/gintherjohnsonmotoyama_
appam.pdf 

Gubits, D., Shinn, M., Bell, S., Wood, M., Dastrup, S., Solari, C. D., Brown, S. R., Brown, S., Dunton, L., Lin, 
W., McInnis, D., Rodriguez, J., Savidge, G., Spellman, B. E., & Abt Associates, Inc. (2015). Family options 
study: Short-term impacts of housing and services interventions for homeless families. U.S. Department 
of Housing and Urban Development. https://www.huduser.gov/portal/portal/sites/default/files/
pdf/familyoptionsstudy_final.pdf 

Kinder, M., Bach, K., & Stateler, L. (2021). With inflation surging, big companies' wage upticks aren't nearly 
enough. Brookings. https://www.brookings.edu/blog/the-avenue/2021/12/13/with-inflation-
surging-big-companies-wage-upticks-arent-nearly-enough/ 

Kovski, N. L., Hill, H. D., Mooney, S. J., Rivara, F. P., Morgan, E. R., & Rowhani-Rahbar, A. (2021). Association 
of State-level earned income tax credits with rates of reported child maltreatment, 2004–2017. Child 
Maltreatment. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077559520987302 

Lee, B. J., & Mackey-Bilaver, L. (2007). Effects of WIC and food stamp program participation on 
child outcomes. Children and Youth Services Review, 29(4), 501–517. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
childyouth.2006.10.005

Meloy, M. E., Lipscomb, S. T., & Baron, M. J. (2015). Linking State child care and child welfare policies and 
populations: Implications for children, families, and policymakers. Children and Youth Services Review, 
57, 30–39. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2015.07.008

https://www.childwelfare.gov/topics/systemwide/laws-policies/statutes/define/
https://www.childwelfare.gov/topics/systemwide/laws-policies/statutes/define/
https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/issue-briefs/racial-disproportionality/
https://www.chapinhall.org/wp-content/uploads/ISHF-Report-FINAL.pdf
https://www.chapinhall.org/wp-content/uploads/ISHF-Report-FINAL.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.10.011
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/can-prevention-technical-package.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/can-prevention-technical-package.pdf
https://www.econ.iastate.edu/files/events/files/gintherjohnsonmotoyama_appam.pdf
https://www.econ.iastate.edu/files/events/files/gintherjohnsonmotoyama_appam.pdf
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/portal/sites/default/files/pdf/familyoptionsstudy_final.pdf
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/portal/sites/default/files/pdf/familyoptionsstudy_final.pdf
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/the-avenue/2021/12/13/with-inflation-surging-big-companies-wage-uptic
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/the-avenue/2021/12/13/with-inflation-surging-big-companies-wage-uptic
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077559520987302
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2006.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2006.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2015.07.008


Children’s Bureau/ACYF/ACF/HHS | 800.394.3366  |  Email: info@childwelfare.gov  |  https://www.childwelfare.gov 12

Parolin, Z., & Curran, M. A. (2022). Sixth child tax credit payment kept 3.7 million children out of poverty in 
December. Poverty and Social Policy Brief, 6(1). https://www.povertycenter.columbia.edu/publication/
montly-poverty-december-2021  

Raissian, K. M., & Bullinger, L. R. (2017). Money matters: Does the minimum wage affect child maltreatment 
rates? Child and Youth Services Review, 70, 60–70. https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/
pii/S0190740916303139

Rostad, W. L., Rogers, T. M., & Chaffin, M. J. (2017). The influence of concrete support on child welfare 
program engagement, progress, and recurrence. Children and Youth Services Review, 72, 26–33.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.10.014

Slack, K., & Berger, L. (2021). Unpacking the connection between poverty & child neglect: Implications for policy 
& practice [PowerPoint slides]. University of Wisconsin-Madison. https://friendsnrc.org/wp-content/
uploads/2021/05/PovertyNeglect2021_final.pdf

University of Oxford. (2017). Child neglect linked to parental unemployment. https://www.research.ox.ac.
uk/article/2017-11-02-child-neglect-linked-to-parental-unemployment#:~:text=The%20findings%20
reveal%20a%20significant%20link%20between%20unemployment,between%20unemployment%20
and%20other%20forms%20of%20child%20abuse

Weiner, D., Anderson, C., & Thomas, K. (2021). Addressing economic hardship key to preventing child  
welfare system involvement. Chapin Hall. https://www.chapinhall.org/research/economic-supports-
child-welfare/ 

Williams, S. C., Dalela, R., & Vandivere, S. (2022). In defining maltreatment, nearly half of States do not 
specifically exempt families’ financial inability to provide. https://www.childtrends.org/blog/in-defining-
maltreatment-nearly-half-of-states-do-not-specifically-exempt-families-financial-inability-to-provide 

Yang, M. Y., Maguire‐Jack, K., Showalter, K., Kim, Y. K., & Slack, K. S. (2019). Child care subsidy and child 
maltreatment. Child and Family Social Work, 24(4), 547–554. https://doi.org/10.1111/cfs.12635

SUGGESTED CITATION: 

Child Welfare Information Gateway. (2023). Separating poverty from neglect in child welfare. U.S. Department 
of Health and Human Services, Administration for Children and Families, Children's Bureau. https://www.
childwelfare.gov/pubs/bulletins-povertyneglect

This material may be freely reproduced and distributed. However, when doing so, please credit Child Welfare Information 
Gateway. This publication is available online at https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/bulletins-povertyneglect.

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
Administration for Children and Families 
Administration on Children, Youth and Families 
Children’s Bureau

https://www.povertycenter.columbia.edu/publication/montly-poverty-december-2021
https://www.povertycenter.columbia.edu/publication/montly-poverty-december-2021
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0190740916303139
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0190740916303139
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.10.014
https://friendsnrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/PovertyNeglect2021_final.pdf
https://friendsnrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/PovertyNeglect2021_final.pdf
https://www.research.ox.ac.uk/article/2017-11-02-child-neglect-linked-to-parental-unemployment#:~:te
https://www.research.ox.ac.uk/article/2017-11-02-child-neglect-linked-to-parental-unemployment#:~:te
https://www.research.ox.ac.uk/article/2017-11-02-child-neglect-linked-to-parental-unemployment#:~:te
https://www.research.ox.ac.uk/article/2017-11-02-child-neglect-linked-to-parental-unemployment#:~:te
https://www.chapinhall.org/research/economic-supports-child-welfare/
https://www.chapinhall.org/research/economic-supports-child-welfare/
https://www.childtrends.org/blog/in-defining-maltreatment-nearly-half-of-states-do-not-specifically-
https://www.childtrends.org/blog/in-defining-maltreatment-nearly-half-of-states-do-not-specifically-
https://doi.org/10.1111/cfs.12635
https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/bulletins-povertyneglect
https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/bulletins-povertyneglect
https://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/bulletins-povertyneglect

	Introduction
	What is neglect? 
	Societal factors in poverty and neglect 
	What works
	Conclusion
	References

		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-06-26T14:01:45-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




