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Summary: This study examined policies pursued by 50 states and the District of Columbia to
assist low-income family groups with child care. Survey results suggest many states offered
child care assistance to low-income families but data suggested that many states were giving
priority to families transitioning from Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF).
The survey found that since January 2001, 23 states decreased child care assistance, 9 states
increased assistance, and 3 states involved both a decrease and increase in assistance to low
income families.

U.S. General Accounting Office. (2001). Child care: States increased spending on low-income
families (GA0O-01-293). Washington, DC: Author. Retrieved June 11, 2007, from
http://www.gao.gov/new.items/d01293.pdf

Summary: The Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996
(PRWORA) has increased the spending to support low-income families send their children to
child care programs. The study analyzed child care expenditures, especially focusing on how
Child Care and Development Fund (CCDF) and Temporary Assistance for Needy Families
(TANF) block grants have been spent between 1997 and 1999 in seven states.



