


1. Colorado Child Care Assistance Program (CCCAP) Overview
2. Cliff Effect Pilot Program (CEPP) Overview
3. Our research

• County implementation
• Caregiver survey
• Parent interviews

4. Findings and Recommendations



• CCCAP appropriations
• $89.6 million in FY16-17

• Qualify for CCCAP
• Income

• Statewide income eligibility: 165% FPL
• Most counties set minimums higher

• Eligible Activity
• Work, education, training, other

• Program only serves about 13% of eligible families
• Most are employed and funded through low-income CCCAP 

(67.9%)
• 2,129 (6.3%) were funded through Child Welfare





•
•

•
•
•
•



•
•
•
•
•



•
•
•
•

•



0

1

2

3

4

5

Positive Actions Negative Actions

Cliff Effect Non-Cliff Effect









•
•

2. Families welcome assistance from CEPP, 
anecdotal evidence it enables greater 
economic mobility.



•

4. CEPP should link copay increases with household income 
increases

• Incomes rise enough to qualify for the program, but not enough to keep 
up with the periodic copay increases



5. CEPP and CCCAP may benefit from other implementation 
consistencies
• And from the counties learning from each other.

6.  We must strengthen public investment in child care for 
working families.



1. Which copay strategies result in better retention rates: what 
best turns the cliff into a slope?

2. How can technology improve communication with families?
3. What strategies reduce parent worry? Which pieces of the 

program alleviate worry?
4. How likely is it that a family could be walked down the cliff, 

given employment trends?
5. Does the cliff effect result in more stable, high-quality child 

care?



“





“







mailto:wood@bellpolicy.org
mailto:prendergast@bellpolicy.org
http://www.bellpolicy.org/

