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This survey of low income female heads of households was
conducted by Ms. Tucker in the spring of 1974. The project was

L4

undertaken as an independent study under the supervision of

.

Dr. Roberta Steinbacher at the Institute of Urban Studies at Cleveland

~

§
State University,

r

Day care is an issue which is of great relevance té the employ-
ment of women, The availability of day care services isi often a
crucial faetor in determining whether or not women can work or
go to school. This is especially true in the case of single parents;

| The Clearinghouse ;or Research on Women and Emplbyment

felt that Ms, Tucker's survey carried some impfi;t;nt implications

for the delivery of community day care services, We decided to

i -

have the study made available to people in the community who are
involved in providing day care services., Data from the origihal
survey was re-tabulated to per;'nit more detbailed analysis, and the
paper was rewritten accordingly. » | 4 ®

We are pleased to be able to present this survey as a Clearinghouse
activity, It exempli‘fies one of the goals of the Clearinghouse: to make
university resources, such as student research pap'eré, available to

the community, #

D:. Rae Rohfeld, ‘Director

Laverne C, Zell, Assistant Director
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Intr luction

Little is known about the child'care arrangements made by single |
mothers who work, go to school, or are in trdining prégrams. The
consensus is that parents have trouble finding suitable child care while

out of the home. Very little documentation of th\f: extent of this need is
recorded.

V\?hat is the need for child‘ day care in the''Cleveland area? Child day
care, as défined.by 'Chapter 5104 of the Ohio Revised Code, means that
persons other than parents administer to the needs ofhinfants, pre-school
children and school-age children outside of school hours‘/for any part of the
twéﬁhty-four hour day. According to national estimates, one out of every
t}'meé children under six will need day care at some time during his or her
%arliest years while the parents woi-k.1 The 19'7Q census reports that there
a\;'1/70, 990 children under the age of six years in Cuyahoga County,'2
indicating approximately 56, 997 children that will need day care.

.. It is assumed that the greatest da\y c.are needs are among families with
both parents working or wi'th single heads of households. In 1970 there were

29,689 women in Cuyahoga County with children under age six who were

in the labor force. "Women were the heads Qf 11, 506 families with children

3
under age six,

r

This study was designed to indicate the level of expressed demand for

day care among low income women who 'are s?ingle heads of households, and

)

1. Greater Cleveland Community Coordiﬁated Child Care (4-C) Conference,

May 21, 1974,
2. Ibid.
3. Ibid.
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the extent to which this demand is being satisfactorily filled. This -represents

only one group of day care consumers. However, the study, along with

. data related to eligibility and accessability, should be of practical value

in planning future developments of day care services.

’

&
Methodology

The sample consisted of 123 single parent families ‘with children
under 14 who were on public assisfhnce at the time of the study or had
received some form of public assistance in the past.

A random sample was obtained from the files of a local social service
agency (total population of 37,399). Subjects were selected from five
social districts defined by the Cuyahoga County Welfare Depaftment:

1) Northeast, 2) Southeast, 3) Westside, 4) Hough-Euclid, and 5) Central
East (see Appendix C for area boundaries). |

Subjects were contacted by telephone b.y four female interviewers who.
were instructed to direct 12 questions to the subjects. (See Appendix A for
questionnaire.) The Haines‘ Address-A-""ey, 1973, was used as the source of

telephone numbers.

Description of the Sample

Age (Table 1) - Three-quarters of those interviewed were between the
ages of 20 and 30, with the largest group aged 20-25 (42 percgnt). Only

7 percent were under the age of twenty, while 17 percent were over 30,

4. The original sample consisted of 200 heads of households. Thirty-
eight persons were ineligible because they did not have children under
15 or were no longer single heads of households, There was an additional
sample loss of 39 persons. Twenty-two of these women either had
no telephone or had unlisted phone numbers, and 17 either refused t}op}e

interviewed or were temporarily out of the home. (See Appendix B §6#
detailed breakdown. ) ‘ .

5.  ptate Disbursement Journal, March, 1974, 7
1 ¢ - . -
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Income (Table 2) - Over three-quarters of the women earned less that
$6,000 a year, with a little over half earning legs than $4, 500. Only 17 percent
-earned more than $6, 000 per year. (Note that income w:as defined as fotal
. income for the family unit from any source. Thus the sample included
welfare recipients recciving Aid to Dependent Children, women who were
entirely self-supporting, and women who received only supplemental‘ paymeants, )

Number of Children (Table 3) - The majority of the women surveyed had

N . :
only one or two children (70 percent). Nineteen percent had three children, and
only 1l percent had four or more children. There was a total of 263 children,

‘averaging 2.1 children per women.

Age of Children (Table 4' - Neany three-quarters of the children were

seven or under, with half of the sample aged four or under.

TABLE 1: Ages of Women Interviewed

-

—
Age Number Percent
Undelx- 20 ‘ 9 | 7. 3%
20 - 25 52 42.3% i
& . ]
25 - 30 ‘_ 40 32.5%
30 - 35 13 10. 6% |
35 - 40 8 6. 5% }
COver 40 1 . 8% %
|

TOTAL 123 100. 0%
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. ~ .
Type of Day care Arranpements

As stated above, 104 women (or 35 percent of thie samplel) used some

form of day eare; The table below shows the types of day care'arrange-

ments that were used, ~ . - e

In three-quarters of the @aséfs. day care took place ina private home
(éither the child's or the sitter's). NMore than a third of the women used
relatives ag sitters (37 percent), Only 19 women (18 percent} made use
. : - : & . .

. ! _
of day care centers. : N
Co

ot

— Y

. . \
£ .
¢

_TABLE 6; 'Pr'e@ent Day Care Arramgem@hﬁ:s '

.

-
-«

Number Percent
. In Child's Home 28 " 26.9%
., by Relative ' 15 .14, 4%
by Non-relative ' - 10 9, 6%
by Qlder Sibling 3 2. 9%
In Sitter's Horne . 49 47.1%
by Relative 23 22.1%
, by Non-relative 26 25. 0%
Day Care Center 19 . 18,3% -
Other 7 6, 7%,
No answer 1 1. 0%
TOTAL | 104 100, 0%

Note: Sample does not include housewives,

12
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This survey of low income female heads of households was

-
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conducted by Ms, Tucker in the spring of 1974. The project was

4 undertaken as an independent study under the shpervision of

A3

Dr. Roberta Steinbacher at the Institute of Urban Studies at Cleveland

: N . ,
State University, « - .

Day care is an issue which is of great relevance to the erhploy- *

r* ment of women, The 'éwé.ilability -of day care services is often a

3
Lmommessiemb - crucial faetor in determining whether or not women can work or
go to school. This is especially true in the case of single parents.
" The Clearinghouse for Research on Women a;id Employment

felt that Ms. Tucker's survey carried some impﬁht implications

for the delivery of comrunity day care services, - We decided to
; 4 . :

-

have the study made available to people in the community who are
involved in providing day ‘¢aie services, Data from the origihal
survey was re-tabulated to permit more detsiled analysis, and the

paper was rewritten accordingly.

university resources, such as student research pap;ré, available to

the community, : o : #

~

. ‘ e : Dr. Rae thfel'c.l‘,'Dirlect'c')r

o . _ Laverne C. Zell, Assistant Director

)

@
We are pleased to be able to present this survey as a Clearinghouse

actiyii;y.' It exemplifies one of the goals of the Clearinghouse: to make
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Introduction

Little is known about the child' care arrangements made by single .
mothers. who v;/ork, go ‘to.schc;ol, or are in trdining prégrams. The
consensus is that pzrents have trouble finding suitable child care while
out of the home, vVery little docurnentatidn of th'e exfent of this need is
recozd_ed.. | |

| What is the need for Cﬁild‘ day care in the"C;eveland area_? Child day
care, as defined.by 'Chapter 5104 of the Ohio Revyised Code, means that .
persons other than parents administer to the needs of 1nfants, pre school
ch11dren and school-age chlldnen outside of school hours _for any pa.rt of the( ’
tw!nty»four hour day. Acconding to national estirnates, one out of every
th reé. children under six will need day care at. some time during nis or her

-

arliest years while the parents work, 1 The 1970 census reports that there

are. 170 990 children under the age of six years in Cuyahoga County, 2

1nd1cat1ng approximately 56, 997 children that will need day care.

-
£

It is assumed that the greatest day care needs are ar'nongg‘ families with
. \. P _ C

both parents working or-with s~ing1e-heads of households. In 1970 there were

o, . <
o e

29,689 womef in C’uyahoga County with children under age six who were

in the labor force. Women were the heads of 11, 506 families with children
: "3 . '
under age six, o -

-

\
This study was designed to indica’te the level of expressed demand for

day care amonglow income women who'are :ingle‘ heads of households, and

1. Greater Cleveland Communlty Coordlnated Ch11d Care (4 C) COnference,

May 21, 1974,
2. Ibid.
3. Ibid.
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. “the extent to wlnch this demand 1s bemg vsattsfactonly fllled Thm»xepreaents
e , only one group of day care consumers. .However, tbe, study, along with
. data related to eligibility and accessability, sh’ould be of practical value™

in planning future developments of day care services.

 Methodology “

The sample consisted of 123 single parent families ‘with children
under 14 who were on publﬂic assisthnce at vthe time of the stuﬁ)f or’ had
received some form of public aesistance in the p'ast.4

A Arandom sample was obtained from the files of a local soc1a1 serv1ce
agency (total populatlon of 37,399), - Subjects we_re selected from five -
social districts defined by the Cuyahoga County Welfare bepa;trpent:
1) Ndrtheast, 2) Southeast, 3) Westside, 4) HOugh-‘Euclid;‘Aa‘md '_5).C‘entral

-

East (see Appendix C for area boundaries).

) Subjects were contacted by telephone by four female interviewers who

were instructed to direct IZ'T:;uestiens to the subjects, (See Appendix A for

A}

q\iestionnaire. ) The Haines Address—A-'(ey, 1973, was used as the source of

telephone numbers,

Description of the Sample

Age (Table 1) - Three-quarters of those interviewed were between the

7. percent were under the age of twenty, while 17 percent were over 30.

4. The ongmal ‘sample consisted of 200 heads of households. Thirty-
eight persons were ineligible because they did not have children under
15 or were no longer single heads of h0useholds There was an additional
sample loss of 39 persons. Twenty-two of these women either had i
no telephone or had unlisted phone numbers, and 17 either refused t(;}»e : §
)
i

B ' interviewed or were temporarily out of the home. {See Appendix B 67
°. detailed breakdown, ) ’ ' '

'_EMC_ . 5. '?tate_ Disbursement Journal, Mareh, 1974, . 7 :
e o c o ~' ] ;.-:,“~ . . "A . .“ . h-'.b- "

ages of 20 and 30, with the largest group aged ZO 25 (42 percgnt\ Only ) ’. }
|
|
!
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Income (Table 2) - Over threg-quarters of the women earned léss that[/
‘ . $6,000 a year, with a little over half earning lefs- fh,an $4, 500, Only 17 pe;'cent
* earned more than $6,.000 per year. (Note that income w;.s defined as fotal
income f-of‘th’e ‘family unit frorn.'an'yA source, 'Tl{us the."sa'mple included

welfare recipients rec':.e'ivihg‘Ai'd tc Dependent Children, ;;vomen who were
i eht.ivrely self-supporting, and v;zomex} .who- received only éupplemehtéf ;Jayments. )

Nun?xber‘of Children (Table 3) - The majority of the women surveyed had

.

N R
only one or two children (70 percent). Nineteen percent had three children, and
only 11 percent had four or more children. There was a total of 263 children,

‘averaging 2.1 children per women,

Age of Children (Table 4\ - Neady three-quarters of the children were

seven or under, with half of the sample aged four or under.

TABLE 1: Ages of Women Interviewed . S /

e 4
égf ‘ v Number > Percent
_ Under 20 | ‘ 9 3%
20 - 25 o 52 42, 3%
: 25 - 30 o | 0 32 5%
1 30-35 | : 13 10. 6%
35-40 : i 8 6.5% -
Over 40 ’ | 1 . 8%

TOTAL 123 100, 0%

s
e




- . TABLE 2: .Incom.e of Women Interviewed
* . . Under $3,000 © 33 26.8%
. $3,000 - $4, 500 | 31 25.2%
$4,500.- $6,000 - 32 - 26.0%
N $6, 000 - $7, 500 o 12 9.8%
-$7,500 and over ' ‘ .9 . 1.3%
. No answer ~ 6 . 4.9%
. TOTAL . 3 - 100, 0%
if | ’ | |
i ‘

TABLE 3: Number of Children

Number of Children " "Number Percent
1 48 | 39. 0%
2 38 30.9% |
"3 23 18. 7% 1
: 4 6 4'. 9% __
E 3 2. 4% .
6 4 3, 3%
7 . 1 . 8%
TOTAL o 123 100. 0% - |




TABLE 4:. Age of Children

- Age: L - Numbér Percent
‘Undet 1 " .\ 6 C, 2.3%.
1 ,, 26 9.9%
2 36 13.7%

3 30 . 1.4%

4 32 12.I2%‘

< )

5 24 ‘ 9.1%

6 a s

K ETEN 6. 8%

8 13 o 4.9%
9 13 4. 9%

10 10 3.8%

1 . 7 2, 7%

12 n 4,2%,
13 9 3.4%

14 7 2. 7%

TOTAL , - 263 N 100, %




<L - [Findings

Need fcr ﬁ)ay Gaz»e

Only 1,5 pe rcent of the women surveyed indicated that they were. .

/’l !

“homemakers and did not use séme kind of day care. Thus, 85 percent

LY

of the sample used day care’ servwes at the time of the sarvey.

As indé\cated in the table below, over half of the-,women interviewed
| o

were empl@%'ed, and the vast méjoﬁty of thgse employed women were

W

\ ' ' o -
working full-‘\time. . Another 25 percent were enrolled in school or in 2

-

tralmng pr ogram. {

» . / .
Of the 19 i\\omemakers 14 (or 74 Jercem) mdxcated that they would

go to school or\ find a job if day care was avaﬂable at little or po cost.
\ ‘ » 4

Thus there | was a high level_ of demand fgr déy ca're among this

group of lower ir\?come women who were single heads of housecholds,
1 { }

H B ke
| ; : T
|

\ s

TABLE 5: Occupations of Women Interviewed

* B ' ’: Number Percent
Employed 67 < 54,5%
Full-time © 60 T 48, 8%
Part-time |\ - : 7 5. 7%
Gbing to School ) 23 18, 7%
Housewife , N 19 15, 4%
Enrolled in Training Program 6 4, 9%
School and Work 5 4,1%
Other | . 3 2, 4% |

TOTAL . 123 100, 0%
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Satisfaction with Day Care Arrangements

Ll N '. | ) - . N ¥
) The '.ii)"é women who'used day carge were divided equally regarding
a B - . T ‘ . * /
R &musf&wu@r wnth t‘mw pﬂmem d«ay care aerrangemems. Fi’ﬁ:y women ’ .
S Pzgre@gﬁd ﬁfahafaetmn wiih‘t\enf Present arrangemen‘s, 50 expressed R

ﬁgasatasfactwn, and. in&w w@m undecided, S

*"n R ,.‘ -
4 v - ,_,.g. v w
. ,
e

ceT &ﬁésgfagtiggjm ’efarie&‘ gr&ﬁ%?wi{ch dﬁfferem types of day care arrangem@nt's, -
a'*‘ '-, 9 . ) ’ ‘

* -

mx&y ?;svz @fﬂm@ :wg& typﬁ@ af‘armngem%ms were satmfactory to ‘nure than

LA BN Y s

v e i
Fu 2%@ Jgsera" thm‘n : D&w c&z{rab ﬂemers generated the

i y R .

-

\s ‘Ime r‘émg s;xm«a"‘gf%,et ’

‘1.9-—«‘

- ap'-u . - T . ' c
i‘z %‘ t‘han non-remtwg, am:% MO wers &atnsﬁe@ w‘hea day care togk = -
f g;ace di the smar £ hame thsm in the child’s home.
L .
o
¢ . ‘ T
T :
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Preference

Two-thirds oi the 50 di-satisfied wornen stated that they would

prefer a day care center, Twenty-four percent preferred a day care .
aide, while only €ight percent preferred a day care home, It would seem .
s » 3

that day care centers are pepula“r not enly ‘with those who use them, but

also among women who presently.have" other arrang'ements. ,
- 4 _ ) . ‘

Factors in Dissatisfaction " X

Those who were d1ssat1sf1ed gave the following reasons: (a) parent.

- - o~ .

did not feel thdt the child was benef1t1ng educatlonally, socially, and = >

P «
e -

emot.lonally as expected, (b} day care costs were to0o high, (c) the day

care setting was not sa'.t'isfactory. and (d) there were too many restrictions
é'é::}‘.) . > : | v !

to continte.to be eligible f6F day care services through a public social

service agency,

Income did not diiferggnificantly between the satisfied and dissatisfied
. R .
groups. However, day care costs were much higher for the dissatisfied
. ¢ ,

group. More than one-third of the satisfied women received day care

services at ne.cost, compared to only ten percent of the dissatisfied women.. "

Higher day care costs thén could account for much dissatisfaction.

3

Cost of day care; however, does not appear to be a major factor in /

satisfaction with day care centers. While six of the 16 women who were ' *

satxsf:ed with day care centers rece,wed services at no cost through County
Wdfare half (or eight women) pa1d $21 or more each week The h\gh x/ate
; of satisfaction with day care centers may be a resul.t of factors suc’h as
educational value, convenience and rel‘iability(i-e: , in contrast with

.

private sitters who can be late or sick ).

15
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| | | n‘ | L ,
TABLE 8: Income of Satisfied and Dissatisfied vGro'ups
- Dissatisfied o Pércent Sat'isfiecid\? Percent
© Under $3,000 16 32,0% 12 . 24.0%
$3,000- $4,500 10 20,0% . 10 2.8
$4, 500 - $6,;ooo ST ,  30.0% 14 28, o%{ ‘
© $6,000-$7,500 4 8. 0% 7 Cl4.0%
. . A N R : ) R
T $7,500and over - 4 . 80% 5 10,0%
| No answer : _1_ 2 0“79 - __Z_ ' 4. 0%
;'j""'*";”»"’ “Total | 50 . 100, 0% 50~ 100, 0%
—— ) | d N
- ~ TABLE 9: Costs ‘olf Day Care -
Dissatisfied -Pe rcent  Satis fied Perc'e.nt'
\ ' e No cost N 5. ] 10, 0% 18 - 36, 0%> _"
| ,\" B ~ $10 or less 4 3 : 6.0% 4 - 8.0% :
. su-$15 o 18.0% 8 16.0%
$16 - $20 17 | 34,0% 6 L 12.0%
‘ $21- 25 6 T won g 16.0% | .
: $26-$3¢ 5 "\“1.’0. 0% 3 ‘, 6.A0°7.o |
. - $31 or more - | '3 . ; | ‘6 0% ' 2 : 4 0% |
| ~ No answer . _L c .4.'0% : __1__ ﬂ,
'TOTAL 50 100.0% . so 100, o%/'
_ B Note: -Q_oiumns may not'add‘ up to totals due to rc;un;iihg. - | !
Ll o 16
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TABLE 10: Costs of Dé.y Care Cen;evrs“ o ] ]

“Co'st | V : Sé;tisfigd- Dissa.t‘isfie‘d‘"
Frée ‘ | o ’ S 0 ‘ '
‘$10>or less ‘ . . ] ) 0 ‘
$u-¢s | | 1

‘~$16 - ‘$20 : : 1 ‘ ' 0
$21-825 ‘» e 0
$26-$30 - 1 - T

$31 or more: B R ‘ o | S )

) 16 2
. : . <

. Current Status of Day Care Services in Cleveland

As of J'anuary 1, 1975, the following numbers of Cleveland area day
care facilities were contracted with the Cuyahdga County Welfare Depart-
ment: 68 licensed day care centers (including nine centers under the

auspices of the Day Nursery Association), 403"day care homes (including

20 DNA homes), and 87 day care aides. ,

v - » S . 3 ;(\ ‘
The day care centers were capable of handling 1, 300 children, and the

day care homes 1,156, The number of children that can be cared for
by day care aides dep‘end's on the size of the individual families.
A listing of day care facilities in Cayahoga County was made available

+

. .
N P v I )




at the Greater Cleveland Co'rri'munity Coordinated Child.Care (4-C) Conference -

«

N (Ijay Care...Do We care?, May 21, 1974). This list, shown below, includes

: 1
both aay care facilities that are contracted with County Welfare and those

that are not.

TABLE 1ll: Licensed Day Care Centers in Cu;}ahoga C0unty, 1974

Full Time Slots Part Time Slots

Publie Centers (state or loeal govern- ) ‘
ment sponsored; full rax supported) 590 ' ‘ 244

Voluntary Centers (non-governmental,
non-profit; sponsored by social agencies,

- churcke\s. etc, ) 2,235 - 2, 017
Independent (propr1etary. for financial |

< profit) : | 3,096 ' 784

\ | 5,921 . 3,045

N . - N

Source: é}\reater Cleveland Colfmmumty Child Care (4-C) Conference,
: N'ay 21, 1974 Day Care. .. Do We Care? :

k£

TABLE 12: Licensed Day Care Homes in Cuyahoga County, 1974

’

Number of Homes Capacity.

Center for Human Services (federally
funded; parents must meet income

requirements and live within service
areas) . . - 20 76

Children's Services (funded by United
Torch Services; parents.pay fees with :
some supplemental assistance available) 79 149

Cuyah0ga Cbuhty Welfare Departrpent ‘
(care is purchased with public funds

from providers on a'coxit:i‘a,ct basgis) figures not 1,202
o - available '
Total Capac1ty ‘ T ' 1 427"

¢ Source: Greater Cleveland Commumty Child Care (4 C) Con£erence,
May 21, 1974, Day Care. .. Do We Care?
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Adequacyy_ of Current Day Care Facilities °

As stated earher, in 1970 there were 29, 689 women W1th ch11dren

“ -

under age 6 who were in the labor force in Cuyahoga County. Usmg

N
hd .

a minimum figure of one child !p.er'women, this indicates a need‘for

-," day care for at least 30, 000 children under age 6. (The actual needv

L3
,,‘«

the needs of parents attendu\g school or otherw1se occupled during the

day, In addltlon, there are probably more mothers w1th young- chlldren '

in the work force now than was the case,m 1970 as the labor force part-

-
o

“icipation of this group has rncreased rapldly. in the last decade, ) Accordmgx

o

to 4-C figures (TablesAH and 12), there are approximatelvy 10, 00‘0 fulll and |
patjt-time slots in:both day care centers and day care homes in the county.'
Thus, only -éne-third ofithesechildren under 6 with emploYed mothers
can be ac,c,ommodated by day-care centers and homea, This lack ot

facilities is compounded by the fact that day care facilities are not "\ 4

evenly distributed throughoiit Cleveland. That is; some areas of the
city may not ha\}e any facilities., Families with limited time and without .
means of transportation then, are sometimes not able to use.available

5

centers,

Summatry and Conclusions |\ ' N

/’ ks .
. .
“ . . s

- . " . .

There was a high need for day care services am ng the women

interviewed, with 85 percent o-fvv_the sample using some form of'day care

F h <

6. Women's Bureau, Employment Staridards Administration, U, S, Depart-.;'

-

ment of Labor, "Day Care Facts, " Pamphlet 16 (Rev, ), 19\73

.

v i
[} ¥ . N~
7 . { .

. e - ;‘19 . i ' > _.~'~’ a

for day care is probably hlgher because these flgures do not reflect - o

\
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*at'the time of the study, Threerquarters of the 19.’h‘ome‘makera indicated
c ‘ A _ ,

that they, too, would go to school or-work if day care wa%s' available at little ‘

1
A

. or no cost. It would seem then, that a very hlgh proportmn of low 1ncome

women who are single heads of houaeholds need da.y care. , |

The f1_nd1ngs dispel many rpyths abopt 'welfare mothers, ' Over halfi"
of the wornen were employed, >a'nd‘ over oneaonértgr'were enrolled ini
school or in traini:;g prograrﬁ}. Fourtcen more women Wonld'work.

study if low cost child care were ayailable. It e5.pp’ears that women who.

ineed' pnblica‘soiosté.ncef at some time in their lives make every effort to

' become employed a‘nd' self—_'sufficient. S -

Nearly half of the women were not satxsﬁed with their present day

. care arrangemerits, Only’ day care centers proved satlsfactory to the

véﬁt majority of 'women who used then:ﬁ : In add1tion, two-tlurds of the

' dxssatlsfled group atated that they would prefer day care centers. .

The preference of day care centers ehould be kept in m1nd by day

care po_hcy r_nakers.

. Recommendations
'I‘h\ere were two outata.nding 'findings in thia atudy:’ 1) There is a

°

e

1

as a means of re&ucmg or solving'the problem of 1nadequate day cafe . , ‘:_f :

facihtxes:nCieveland ’. S , o - .
A R L, , o L

A

1) The' gommun;ty should’ formulate public policies on the reapons;blhty

for ahd aupgort of day care services,

-

s kY - .. - . ’ . 7 : 4 .
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2)

. 3)

_ arrangements

- 4)

- The

1)

2)

" with such arrangements, and the alternatlves which could be

3).

4)

5)

" Edlicate the consumers of day care (parents) on how to

Determine ways in which parents can become more involved

Ve

Increase the number of day care centers to meet the present
and future demands for such serv1ces.

Institute child care job training programs for adults who will
be caring for children to increase satlsfactmn with day care

evaluate child care arrangements, to press for quality day

day care, and to establish cooperatwe day care arrangements
in their neighborhoods.

following research is also recommended: - o B
Identify geographlcal areas whlch are severly lacking in day
care fac111t1es

Identify the day care arrangements made for older children
during times when school is not in session, the satisfaction

made avallable. B - -

Identify means of providing low-cost quality day care (e.g.,
cooperative day care centers which are run by parents and
require only low levels of outs1de support)

Identlfy sources of fund1ng for day care and means of obta1n1ng
th1s fundmg. '

in planning and 1mplement1ng day care programs,
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— APPENDIX A

. Questionn'a’i/re o .

¢

Do you have children under 15 years ef age? ( ) Yes @) No
If yes, what are their ages? Circle ages:

1 2 3 45 6 7 89 10 U 12 13 14 -

What is your present activity? () Going' to school ( ) Employed ( ) FT ( ) P

_( ) Homemaker () In a trammg program ( ) Other

What kind of day care arrangements do you have now? Check ap;prOpriate box:
Children stay at home of a relative,

Children stay at the home of a nexghbor or sitter not related

Cdred for by husband.

Child . stays by himself, v : _ ' ) ‘ -
Child is in a day care center. ' : : )
Chxld is cared for by an older sister or br her. S
Child stays home and is cared for by a relative.

. Child stays home and is cared for by a s1tter.
Other '

S o — —p— p— S~~~
.~ .-
N N et

Are you sa'txsf‘viedAwith your present arrangements?

What,is'your total cost of day care per week? $_

If employed what kmd of work do you perform? ( ) Cle'rical (' ) Secretarial *
( ) Domest1c ( ) Professmnal (- ) Other '

What is your indome bracket?

® &

( ) Under $3,000 St _(): $6,000 to $7, 500

() $3,000 to $4,500 « () Over'$7,500 ~ - - *,

( ) $4,500 to $6, 000- 2 ‘ | »
What is your a\ge group? - o - o )

() Under 20 years () 30 to 35 years ‘ |

( ‘) 20 to 25 years = 1 () 35to 40 years' .

{ ) 25to 30 years .+ () Over 40 years




APPENDIX A (con't) -

\

IF PARENT IS HOME WITH CHILDREN: If day care was made available

to you at a small charge or no charge, would you go to school or find a ~
. job? i [

, : - &
Would you prefer a Day Care Home , Day Care Aide, or a Day
Care Center ?

’

Did you know that persons on public assistance, or who have been:on
public assistance may qualify for day care services through County Welfare?

() Yes ( ) No




APPENDIX B

- ' : Sampliiﬁg Frame ‘ - ) )
Screening and Sample Loss

o - T

200 ATTEMPTED CONTACTS WITH HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS

, Ir'xeligible for sample: Subjects did not meet the criteria
for the sample: - | o

16 No children in the household
12 No children under 15 years of age

10, No need for day care services ‘
38 N
162 Eligible for the sample: Subjects work with children under

15 years of age with or without child care arrangements:

Sample ‘Loss:

3.
Ry

22 Unable to contact by telephone--unlisted

- oOr disconnected service -

16 Refused to be interviewed ' .
3_!_ Parent out of home for medical reasons !
.39 -

123~ SAMPLE INTERVIEWED: Completed data on questionnaires -

ot
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