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FOREWORD

This report is comprised of a basic compendium of data gathered from
a national probability saraple of households with children under 14 years of
age. Tabulations presented are based on 4, 609 personal interviews conducted
during the late spring and early suhmer of 1875 as part of a contract spon-
sored by the Office of Child Development of the U.S. Departmeut of Health,
Education and Welfare to determiue national levels of child care usage as
well as consumer needs, preferernces and attitudes on child care.

The primary purpose of this volume is to provide a full accounting of
all the basic questionnaire items and variables encompassed by the survey
including marginal distributions and sample dispositions. As such, the
report represents a limited, preliminary examinatmn of tne data, not a
final analysis.

Given the sheer volume of the data, it i8 all loo easy to lose continuity
and topical perspective. Consequently, the report hes been organized along
Emir substantive themes—the characteristics of the households; levels of

. usage; measures of satisfaction and preferem:e and cost and transportation—
supported by very brief explanatory narratives, Simplicity has been sought

" throughout with most cross-tabulations and higher-order tables relegated
to the various appendices for those who wigh to e;q:nlore further the huaneces
of the data, : N

Two additional volumes based on this survey are planned for th~ future.
Voluine II i8 an analysis of the patterns and trends of child cave usage.
Volume I is a treatment of the opinions, attitudes and typclogies of child
care consumers.

fii




TABLE OF CONTENTS

FOREV/ORD

SECTION I: INTRODUGCTION

A Perspective I-1
Abstracted Summary -2
SECTION II: DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY
Overview . : ‘ o =1
Sample Design - ‘ -2
Use of Weighted Data ‘ Ii-4
Missing Data 7 _ 11-6
Section II Appendix: Cross Index'and Specimen Queationnaire -9
¥ SECTION Iil: ' CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SAMPLE HOUSEHOLDS-
Overview s : Ii-1
Characteristics of the Respondents ' : -1
Race and Ethnicity , _ . - 111-6
;:‘:*’Hﬂusehald Size and Structure _ 1I1-10
~~  Economic and Employment Characteristics - 1nI-14
g Section III Appendix: S;pplemental Data . =51
@CTEDN IV I\/IEASURES OF CHILD CARE USAGE
7 Ove wlew 2T . -1
i Maximum Usage Estimates 7 7 o . _ -2
Measures of Usage o . IV-b
Usage Schedule ) Iv-12
Licensure V=12
Summer Care’ o Iv-18
Section IV Appendix: Slpplemental Data ) V=25
SECTIC)N V: REASQNS SATISFACTION,- PREFERENCES AND
: PRIOR USAGE »
Overview - o : . ; . V-1
Reasons for Using Ghﬂd Care s : ’ V=1
‘ Satisfaction ' ) » V-4
- '~ Selection Factors ' : V=9
’ Past Fxperience and Change ' _ V=19
Section V Appendix: Sjpplemental Data : V=29
v ;_




TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cout.)

SECTION VI: COST AND TRANSPORTATION
\ .

Costs
Transportation

Section VI Appendix Smplemental Data

SECTION VII: QPINIDNS AND ATTITUDES

[

vi

Page -

Vi-1
" VI-4
VI-11

*

a



Secticn |



SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION

A Perspective

There are ap;iroximately 25 million honseholds in the 48 conterminous

‘United States with at least one child 13 years old or-younger, Of these house-

holds, nearly 90% use some form of child care arraﬂggméntﬁwhethef formal
or informal, by using a family or non-family member, regularly cr'occ*s‘ssionﬁ )
sllyi in a home or in an institutional setnﬂgsswhen the” maﬂler or other adult :
assuming primary responsibility for care is not ava]lable. Su: million house-
holds rely exclusively on members of the immediate household (e.g., siblings
oTr spouses) or schools, while some 16 mﬂlion engage a I'élatlv&, babysitter,

nursery school, family hcxme proprietc»r, day care center or other external

most of us wauld call babysittmg.

: -Tﬁére is nc:thijng partimlgrly startling in the '"bottom-line" statistics
from this survey. Indeed, the broad picture portrayed is the very character-

W‘Ef‘;ﬂié?smdy, for we ave cam;érﬁad not just with low-income households, with

working math3f3;=with exceptional éﬁjidren, with day care centers nor with
any other single target group or method of ‘care. Rather, the study was de-
signed to find out, from a national viewpaint just how children are cared for, .

how often child care services are purchased at what casts, for what reasons

8 "s:
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‘\ : Tu be sure, there 41 pnpullﬁnn %uhg’rnups of spacl'-ﬂ interest, L
,f’pa,rt.v, rularly those ‘fDI' w,horn culture or eccmomic circumstance may pose
different hardshipa or impediments. Hence, ethnic miﬂﬂritiés and Jlow-
income hﬁuSethds were mtentlﬂﬂ’llly overrepresented in the sample to
" bolster the capability. for analyzing such trends, but weighting techniques -

have been emploved to preserve the essential natiﬁnal perspective.

Abstracted Summary

Except where editorially irresistible, this report does not seek to

draw conclusions. The report sections, however, may be summarized by

c’

T

topic as follows:

11. Design-and Methodology. The survey univerge consisted of households

with tElEpthEE. A sample frame for in-person interviews was devel-
.oped by computer;—geng:atmg 25,000 random telephone numbers under
* - a stratified naticnal pr@baibility design, Sndi’acfeening thgée who
’ answered to determine if t;he household cx:ntaingd any ch’ldren under |
14. Names and addresses vnlunteered over the phone were uaed to
obtain face-to-face interviews of apgut an hour in length. A Epecimen |
qus’stlan:nai’re is im';-luded m ﬂié appendix to Sectian 11;

111. Gharacterlatics of San;ple Hnusehalds. Over 99% Df the respondents

were females. Over 80% of respondenta were. married. Most of the
householdi consisted of riuelear ?amilies; and only about 2% of the
chil-dré,'n were not 8oi5 or daughtérs of regpondents. The ovérail

' household income distribt:tigﬁ;vgs decidedly "middle class' with about
15% (weighted) falling below the:poverty level, Just under tWD=thiI‘ﬂE

: Qf the "mothers" were employed nEIEhef full nor part =time.

[
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g6 out" (e g., sdéial reasons, shopping, entertainment).

Measures of Child (‘:‘are Usaga Althaugh naarly 90% reported uamg

. gome form of child care anly abaut two~th1rds use care prmvided by

’ someone Qutside of the family hucleus, . The most frequent extérn-ﬂ

arrangement is care by a relative in the relatlvc 8 hcrme (35 2‘3” of ,

' households). About one in four use care m the- child's hame by a non-"

falative About one in eight of all children recewe full-time- -

= -

' equivalent care (BD or more hours a Week), hut the majority of chil-

dren réceive care so mfrequeutly as to averfige fess than an haur per.

week. ;

]

Heasons _Satisfaction, Preferences and Prior Usaﬁg. Ahout 40% of the

households use child care related to the parents' emplayrnent or
education, Tbe most frequem; reason for care'is so the parent can
The- mgst
"satisfying'' care arrangements from the parents’ viewpoint are those
provided by relatives. The least satisfactory tends to be care in ’,g’f’
the child's home by a non-relative. There is substantial latent demand

for nursery school and day care center cgare, most often barred by

.high cost. Care in the “child's hof@ie is preferred over care in the

.humes of others.

Costs and Transportation, Approximately 55% of those usmg chg,d
care pay in cash. The remainder compensate by services or favors
or recelve free care., Day care centers represent the n ost expensive

methad used while relatives are the most economical, Nme of ten.

;children receiving care away from home are transpcrted by family

. members,

Opinions and Attitides. This section consists of miscellaneous data.

‘ for which no observations are provided.

190
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SECTION 1

DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY

3

el

O f;twew

Data presented in this rapori were collected from a stratified national

pr C:bdbllity sample cf tele:phana hguaﬂ‘ olds with children 13 years old or younger.

The aample frame was thamed by acreening same 24] ‘300 randomly selected
househ@lds by telephone to 1df3ntify thoae with children regulting in an available

sample of 9,075 househcldsi

A total of 4,609 mternewa were obtained fmm a Eample spage of
8‘30 exceeding the original survey gcxal of 4,500.- A specimen instrument
is included in the appendix to this section., For the reader preiernng to relate
data to the exact questicns acked, a cross-index appears at the t;veginning of
this appendix. ’ ’ | ‘
Interviews were conducted in perscn.ét the respandents' homes by tﬁe
fieid Lntervamg staff of Chilton Research Servises Inc., under subcantraet

with Unco. 'I‘he average administration tirne was appmximately one hour
Only Ecanty dis«:i“?ion is devoted in this section to the sample design

and field management proc .ures since each has been the topic of detailed
reparts previously submitted to the Office of Cluld Develczpmént under this
cc.mtract Consistent with. the- -objectives of this repoft, no highersm‘der

statistmal techmques save, pmbablhﬁy Sampling -and weightmg, have been

i2
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Theﬁ ware three bagic staps to the sample design: selestlon of primary
: aampang units (F‘SUs), gelection of central aiﬂces (talepbcma exchanges) and
‘detazmmaticn gf sampling rates within central offices, '

, | in ﬂie ﬁrgt‘ étep, all PSUg wera gatggnriied as bamg in o);a of four .
Ce;\susqqefmed regions =Northeast, Narth Central Scutb and V}ekst. Within
each region, PSUs were furthar stratified aceording to whether or fqt they
wera iﬂ%tandard Matmpolitsn Statistical Areas (SMEAE). with an additinnal

disﬂnctinn made within SMSAB betweeﬂ center-city and Qutsida-eentaracity
. -araas. The selection of PSUE tharefars was a function of a 12- level plan )
e cmss four regions’ g;d thrae residential strata Within the 12 strata, cegtfal
f‘itiEE were- nveraampled ‘such that the reaidantial distﬂbutlnn was 50% central

(o ciﬂas, 33% SMSA-othor and 17% outside SMSAS.. - -

S

_ T 30 Eecand step in the sample dasign was the aaleetion of central
. . offices, Fgr each prlmEry samplmg umt four cantral DfﬂBEE were randgmly
selected. However, to impmve the af:ficiency of screening, the Bampang rates.
within the seledted centrEl gfﬂces emphasized bla;:ks aml Spanlsh=Amarh;a.na
"and hnusehclds near or below the poverty llrE Durl.ng screanlng updated
. demographic reebrds were kept on the ylelds. fram aaeh gsntra,l nﬂlae.
Gentrnl offices Wﬂfé‘ nverﬁampled in cases in wbiep there were ralatively
high obse :ved proportions of mingrltg gmups or hahaehalds near or below
the poverty llna, BO ag tf! guarantaa sufﬂcient AW imerview records a.mung
‘-minﬂﬁty and poverty households to ganduf:t analysis of diffarannes between

raeial and ecgmmic subgmupaﬂ
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In addition to the differential Eampiiﬁg rates’among central offices, a
third step was intrcd’ugéd in the sample design, also to assure adequate I‘EPI‘E"
sentation of the target groups, using the folluwing proportions; '

TABLE II-1
White -~ + 499
¢ N ' Below poverty % .
Poverty to 200% poverty =~ - 16 C
Qs Over 200% poverty Co2n LA
‘Black 33%
Below poverty V 115’{7
) Poverty to 200% paver‘ty 11
’ . —_Over 200% poverty 11
Spanish-American . - . 11%
o s Up to 200% poverty 1%
Lo ’ ' Over 200% poverty : 4 -
Other - ' 7%
, " .
100%
) /
w0l )

To develop the sample frame centrahzed tE-_,pthE screening was used,
creening Interviewers worked from batches of randomly generated telePhone
'number% using the area codes and prefixes of the central offices aelected A
five-minute questionnaire was devglaped to establish if the househald was

eligible to participate in the study (i, e. , containing at least one child under
14), to-identify the perscm responsible for care of the children ‘and to obtain

k]

the- needad demographic info rmatinn

Appmximﬂ_telyhzsi 000 screening interviews were completed, of which
9,075 identified households having children under ,14. ‘These households

were then divided into two matched groups of roughly equal size for use by

1




the field interviewers in conducting the inzpeyscm interviéws That is, the

 households were assigned as matched pairs in which the interviewers Ettempted
to obtain an interview with the first of the pair (up tg fnur attempts each for - -
setting an appaintment and for actually carrying out the interview) before
replacement with the second name. This procedure was used as one of

- several to minimize bias in the overall methodology. _Ali:égetherf 6,850
households were uged-in obtaining the 4,609 ;hterviews: (the reﬁiaindex were
either back-up pairs, as descr‘iﬁéd, or upper incmjné whites for which a por-

" tion of the éample wag not mailed to the field due to the more than amgle

yield fmm teléphane écréening), ’ .

refuaals and 1, 388 (18. B%) failures to locate an eligible respondent. *

Use of Weighted Data

-

1

- Under a controlled probability sample, all households enté; into the
7 survay:’With a kncswn-‘»'prcjbabilityn af-selecti@n In the case of "'ﬁveri‘e’presénted"
_(or certainty) primary sampling units and central offices, hauselmlds are
 selected under greater pmhabilif:y than in "m:mmal" or undersampled areas.
Conseguenﬂy, since the probabilities of selécti::m can be detérmined -unequal
weights may be calculated to compensate for dispraporﬂnnal sampling and to

prmect an unbiased eatimate of the population umverse '

~ *Included in this category are (1) moved from arvea, (2) youngest child
turned 14 and (3) unable to contact after fcur tries,




T ha bagic approach used in deriving. waghts in this study invelved a

thi‘eesstage pmcess summarized (mdeed oversimplified) as: : : N

_1? "1(,R

* W; 1 el
Py " Pt Py : ;
. : ; : where: Plis the prababilitj of selection of the

respondent's primary sampling unit (PSU)

PE is the probability of selection for
the respondent's central office
PB is the ratio of completed intefviews in
“the respondent's central office over

the size of the Eubsample frame
(# of telephane numbers avallable)

R 8w ratic cshmatar based ::m known
pepulatinn prapartians in the stratum,

- » . »I
t -4 . i ° . . t s \

+

. In order to minimize the pnssibility af extraordinary sample errors caused

I = by i very hlgh waights an’ expnnential sma@ﬂling proceSs was applied to the vector
_ of weighting -fagtc:rs, controlling ferﬁthe total weighting within aaclz of the target

sample cells, . , ' | ) ‘. '

'As a.result, each Dbsewation received a final welghting factor prajecting, ’

;“‘7 ina rough cgngeptual sense, the number of U. S, households I‘EPI‘EEEMEC‘ by a

given nulpber,

e R ' derived as the sum of the applicable weights and reparted in thnusaﬂds Tha g
fact that one or two observatinns with high weights may suggest apparent
anémolies in extremely Bmall cells should-be kept in mind, particularly when.

intemreting numbers gccurring in the tails of distributions.
I1-6 .




Misging Daia.

Always a truublesome problem in surve_v resaarch missing data or

item nan—response results from’ refusslsi "don't Lﬁmws" and occasionally

5
cailectmn egdmg and keypunghmg errors. Whenevar welghtmg is used to g

project actual estimates of the universe, non-response ngt only introduces

bias in estimates of populatign means and. proportions but also has the addi-

tional - effeet nf lnwe;‘imz absolute pm]acted numbers- T .

Fartunately, the DbSEI‘VEd non- respunse for mast of the quesﬁnnnaire -

1tems in this atudy iEl{'lEEI‘ trwial Hausehﬂld mc:csme consntutes the-most

: sermus pmblem with a non- respnnse ‘rate Df 11 5%, mnst nf which involves

‘r‘efusals A cammensumte nnn—respgn&e rate was expenenced when Tespon-

.. dents using day care centers, nursery schcmls or care by n@neralatwes in .

.t:ther than the chlldrens gwn homes were asked if the pmwder was licensed

T‘ie relatwaly low c:ompletmn rates e:@eﬁaﬂced here were generally due to

lack of Imawladge

A There are at least thréé common waysc’xf dealing with missiﬂg data.
First, an addxtmnal cell ("nDn—reEpcmEe" or "missing") can be added to each
class variable ‘We do not favor thia appmach because althcnugh marginal

totals are preser\red pmpartions (e g, percentages) are distgrted

Secondly, nﬁn=respgnse can be artific:ially allocated accurding to ubserved

prapartmns Although we plan to emplz:y allocaticm by camputer in Eubsequeﬁt
phases of the reaearch it was demded that this report, as™a "first cut" at

the data shcmld retain the maxim of simplicity. This leads us to the third

’rnethaJ gf treating ncn—respanseﬁtn ignoroe missing daaa duf‘ing tabulutian

and cvaluate its impact duriqg analysis,

17
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As an aid to mterpreting the .results as well as an nﬁormative descrip—
tion of the data a samp"e dlspasitian table, expressed in unweighted (raw)

Gbse:vatlcng, is pravided for every questiarmaire item.

. '
Y .

Huwever if the reader wishes to venture furthér than the analysis .
;prcvided in te:ﬁ: pa*‘t;cuh 1y in interpreting the Eupplemental cross-tabulations
included in ﬂ‘lE varmus appéndices, he or she is advised to use, where pcnssﬂjle
poportions or pementages If an absolute projected papulatmn estimate is
- needed it is a gcmcl idea to refer to appmprlate sample diSpGSltiQﬂ tables to
assess possible effects of missing data. :

L. I
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I T “OMB Approval No, 0855-74022- P
Chiltan Research Servi:es _ ‘Expires 12/75 o ~ Study #8681
- Rgdnnf, Pénnsylvania ; oo ~ May, 1975
_ : ot NATIONAL CHTLDCARE CONSUMER SURVEY =~ . . ° _
'Da;e of Interyie% 5 e o ) ’- -, ' I“Efzﬁ;ﬁiégagi*_?ﬁ
Time Int. Began_ _AM o PM " o
Time Int, Ended i} AM .. ./ PM ' Sampleu # __
’xij Staftfngiﬁith yourself, I would app:eciate it if- yau would give me the age and -
. .relatinnship of each person in your household. (GIVE THE ADULTS FIRST AND THEN
THE THILDREN (OLDEST TO. EDU‘NGEST) (FECDRD EELDW IN 0. 1 COL. AND PROPER NAI\ES
' IN AGE GROUPS ON FLAP) .
2, Whi:h of these people provide Einan:ial suppart fcr yaur Eh;ld(childrén)?
(RECDRD IN q 2 coL.) : . _
: T T i
Relatianship to 'A'eiz. Help ~ Relationship to Age ‘| Help
Respandent ’ 4j7:;  _|Support _____- Respondent Y _|Support
RESPONDENT =~ ’ e o
B - — —T — et -
= 7
Vﬁ - = = —— o = —— — —— = 1 o
Y -t o Y I . _ o
s . . R . ' . ¢ .
e " (FOR CDDP\IG USE_ DNLi) . R
‘ IDTAL NUHEER OF CHILDREH UNDER lﬁéYEARS OF AGE (ERDH GRID IN Q l) _
3. Which if any, af the fallawiﬁg peaple or agencies autgigé mf your hausehcld prgvide
. financigl support for any of your children? Tell me all that apply. (READ LIST:
. CIRCLE AS. APPROPRIATE) - S . p ,
— , I . N — e ——
Spause or gx—gpause - o . e e e
(outside of your household). | " | Atd for Dependent Children
. Relstive (ontside, of your hausehald) ; Other Publi: Welfafe Prngfam
‘Dther person (autsidg,af e Other gavernment source '
our hodsehold) L _
4 (Veterans Administration,
Gavernment payments or subsidies : Biandal Camiied ) 3
, Social Security, eEC—)
‘ p:essly for childcare: R A e -
Ineame tax deductions for ' Other Private Agency or
_childcare pavments _ o Drganigatienrrr ) _
Hafk Ineeneivelepgram_g(WIH);éj;__ f, None ;
e , o I | P L C
oL L T, i -

L f oy
0 22 NG




4, Do aﬁy af yaur children under 14 yaars of sge. have dissbilitiea.or speaial
gtablems? . . S0 = LA —
3 ’ o : o o CﬁNTINIJE . Yes o1
D T o SKIP qu 6 f No. |.. 2
s L . / - . N . i i i

5. (IF-"YES") - Which child(children) fs that? (REFER TO Q: 1 AND WRITE THE AGE(S)
QF THE CHILD(REH) IN THE SPACES BELDW) o . -

T

Naw ‘in thE next few qu&stiﬁns, we want to kngw something abaut haw you arrange ‘for .the
‘care of yaur (ghild)(childten) when you cannot take care of (himlher)(them) yéutgelf

6. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 6) (CIRCLE "BELOW . EACH AGE GROUP IN HHICH RESPDNDENT HAS
-ONE.. GR: HDRE GHTLDREN AND ASK Q. ”5 FDR EACH AGE GROUP) -

=" Sometimes people usée different hildﬂs,; arrangEments during'EE’;Eummer:maﬂthg»ﬁﬂl?x -
'~ Whether or not you use 'childearé during the year, 1'd like to know if you used any
of the following Spéﬁin* Kinds of childcare during last gummer._,nid you use any of -
these types last summer for (READ APPROPRIA’I‘E KGE - GRGU?)? Tell me all that’ apply.

[:]

— S N t;;:ﬁ_ﬁ, —______ ARe Group %; o
R Slféf‘*if L Sumﬂ ‘%hi{dfﬂff% N R TR 35 yrs. [6-9 yre. 10-13 yrs.
'151 Ng special summgr care . ' ) :
. ""|.(Same as rest of year) = - . o b .ood o r . | e
- 2) Suﬁmér’cgmp pragfa@s ’ ‘ ’ 1 o
35l Community recreatinn program, swimming
- pgal » OF; supervised playgrgund )
— i SN i —_ — e 2 ]
_4) Summer schacl g
5) Public'schaol EétiVitiEE ptagram - S
6) Sénd ;hild to E ; - .
DA, Relative .comes to stay wizh ;hiid
Ej Neighbar ér friend watches child (Includes _ .
77| older unrelated child who is on summer '
vacatiaﬁ) o . -
é) CafEd far by alder brnthes or sister wha . R o T ’ |
g0 1s.on summer’ vagati@n e C N :
10) Nursery or daycare prugfam o
(Summer anly) , , _ . .
‘Dﬁth_(SPECIFY) o 7 .
No childcare used during the summer \
o L \I-12 e )




caré of when you cannot be present yourself, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 7) Please
look at the various arrangements shown on this card and'tell me all the arrange-
"ments ‘you are presently using. (RECORD IN Q. 7 COL._ -ALSO ENTER ON' FLAP ANY TYPES
USED -THAT ARE IN "USER" CATECDRY (ITEMS LGQ) ) ’

IN Q. 8 COL )

(1F RESPDNDENT CHQSE.CQDES 4,

5 OR 6)

1Is chis person or place licensed? (REQQRD

1]

(1) very satisfied,
fied?

(2) satisfied,
(CIRCLE APPRQFRIATE CODE IN- Q 13 CDL )

(3) not completely satisfied, or (é) dissatis=

WE ‘are inEerested in all the afrangaments you make to have (NAHE OF CHILD) Eaken é -

ASK Q.'s 9 THRU 13 IN ORDER, AS APPLICABLE, FOR EACH TYPE OF CHILDCARE USED IN "USER"
CATEGORY (ITEMS 1-9 ONLY). (TF NONE USED, SKIP TG NEXT CHILD. 1IF NO OTHER CHILD;_
SKIP TO Q. 20.) e : . -
9.7T(HAND;RESP0NDENT CARD Q. 9) -Pléase look at this card and tell me the time :of day
~ -- when you usually use (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) (RECORD IN Q. 9 COL.) ;
A 1. Whole day 4, Evenings Only v
: . 2. Mornings Only 5. At night (Qvarnight) Only -
- -3, Afternoons Only 6. -Varying times :
10, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 10) Please tell me the days of the veek when you usually
use (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT).. (RECORD IN Q. 10-CuL.) .
1 Héekdays . . . s T
2. Weekends -~ . ' : ST
- 3 WEgkﬁays and weekends
11, v(HAND RESFO&BENT'CARD Q. 11) - And. flnally plEase tell me how often yﬂu use -~
(CHILDCARE ARRANGEHENT)§ (RECDRD IN Q 11 COL.)
13=_Fixed times ; b, Irregular, uﬁptédigéable times -
- 2. Rotating times (days or hours) 5. Split times .
3. Ifragulaf prEdicEablP times S
12, On the average, ‘how many hours per week wauld you say yau used (TYPE OF QHILDCARE)?
(RECORD IN Q. 12 CoL, )
13. Haw satisfied are you with (CHILDCARE ARRANGEHENT)? Would you say you are:




-

We are interested in all the arrﬂngements yau make
~care—of when you cannot be present yourself,

A
to have (NAME QE,CHILD) taken

(HAND RESPONDENT CARD™Q. 7) ~ Please.

"look at the vsriaus arrangements shota on this card and tell me all the arrange-

ments you are prasently using. (RECQRD IN Q.
. USED THAT QRE IN "USER" CATEGORY (ITEMS 1-9).) ~ -
Is

8. (IF RE;PDNDENT CHOSE CDDES 4, this

5 OR §8)
IN Q. 8 CcoOL. ) :

ASK Q.'s
€ATEGORY (ITEMS 1-9 ONLY).

, "(IF NONE USED, SKIP
SKIP TO Q." 20,) B

9. - (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 9)

7 COL.

person

this card and tell ‘me

ALSO ENTER ON FLAP ‘ANY TYPES

or pldce licensed? (RECORD

9 THRU 13 IN. ORDER, AS APPLICABLE, FOR EACH TYPE OF CHILDCARE USED IN "USER"
TO NEXT CHILD.

IF NO OTHER CHILD,

Please look at > the time of day
when-you usually use (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) (RECORD IN Q.'9 COL.)
1. Whole day 4," Evenings Caly, . B
2, Momnings Only “ 5. At night. (avernight) Only
3. Aftafﬁccns Only 6. Varying Eimes

10.

"Please tell.me the days of the weak when ypu

(HAND RESPDNDENT QARD Q. 10)
use CCHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT) . (RECORD IN Q. 10 COL.)
1. Wgékdays
. 2. HWeekends _
. 3.. Weekdays and weekends

11. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. '11)

; .1, Fixed timesa~

usually

%

And finally, please tell me haw aften ‘you use
7(CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT)? (RECDRD IN Q. 11 COL.) ’

= 4;

Irregular, unprédictable Eimes;f

2. Rotating times (days or hcurS)

5:

Split times

o1z,

113,

3. Irregular, pfedictable times s
On the average, haw many hnufs per week wauld you say you used (TYPE DF CHILDCARE)v
(RECORD IV Q. 12 COL.) ,
How saﬁisfied are you wiﬁh (CHTLDCARE ARRA&GEHENT)7 Would you say ycﬁ are:

(1) very satisfied,
fied?

(2) satisfied, (3) not complete
(CIRCLE APPRDPRIATE CODE IV Q .13 CQL. )

o g

—

ly satisfied, or (4) dissatis-

;E



E

ENTER AGE OF CHILD:

'

- 6.7 T o E 09 Jooio Jogn .12 L 0; T
TINEARE ARRANCEMENTE Use Licensed Tifne Days -of | How Hrs. . Sstis action
CHILDCARE AR,RANQEPE_N?? os - -~ Week . |Often |Week | 1712 [3 [4
Dl In aunxhémé by rela- . T~ ,,/;z' i

tive (not spouse or )
child's brother or b
_sister . e . = N A
02.In ow: home by non- :
A — reiative = _ e i s . S
03.In other thE by 7 i - .
|__xelative e P R M
04.In other home by .
~_non-relative 5 I SRR R -
05.In nursery or : - .
__pre-school, _ — : L -
06.In a daycare center . o
D?;iniiaépefative pro= - :
gram or babysitting . ;
__. cooperative = - e e —_ —
DS:BEEQ£€ or after school .
. activities program . ;é‘
- (not regular school. S .
haurs) - ' - IREON R
'09 Headstaft/falléw thru .
e — ——— —— ,,3{,,f7* ,,:\;: — i}_
10,.In own home by, \ © J
_ _spouse o N . : - i .
11. In-own home by - | )
_ child's older v ¢ ‘ i
f;§ brnther or sister ’ S : . o y
12. Child | stays by self ‘4 ~ .
13, Child takes care bf I S o e
self and younger - . ,
_._brother or sister , Lo
14. Public or private N . }
school - kiﬁéergafﬁen .
_and abaver_fm B -
15. Cared for by parent
at work
16. No childcareused . ’
(Ch{ld stays with me) :
B
20

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




(ASK Q.'s 14-19 ONLY LF A USER OF CHILDUARE, CODES 1-9 IN Q. 7. OTHERWISE,
SKIP.TO Q. 20) ‘
14. (IF ONLY ONE METHOD USED IN «. 7, RUCORD THAT CODE IN SPACE PROVIDED AND |
SKIP TO Q. .15) _ : . ¢
(IF,MORE THAN ONE METHOD, ASE: . Tater in the {nterview we will sometimes
be referring to ''main method” you use for childcare. Which of the methods
we just listed would vou say 1is your main or most important mothod?
15. Assuming.y@u could have any type of childcare you wanted, would you prefer
to use some other type inste -t of (pfgs&gtmm;ipfﬁgthcd}? : :
’ . ‘ Yes
SKIP TO Q. 17 No I
16, lhich of the childeare typas on this ecard would you prefer to the main method
you are now using? * (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 7) :
. v . . % , '
= L +
‘ ' ‘ < ]
p , s
, . -
- / j H-16 s

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




17. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 7) Before ?éu selected your current childeare artange-
men;(s) did you' seriously consider any of these other arrangements? .

SKIP TO Q. 20 No 2

18. Which types did you consider? (RECORD CODES BELOW IN Q. 18 COL.)

19, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 19) Please tell me the main reason ﬁhy you decided not
to use (CHILDCARE ARRANGEMENT). (RECORD ONE CODE FOR EACH TYPE 1IN Q. 18 UNDER
Q. 19.COL.) - |

I
M

Too expensive
Did not 1like location

1) In own home by relative (nst spouse or
child's brother or sister)

[
—r

2) In own home by non-relative. 3) Transportation problems
3) In other home by relative ' = 4) Inconvenient hours
4" In other home by non-relative : 5) Child too young
5) In nursery school or pre-~school 6) Child not toilet trained
6) In a daycare center , 7) Waiting list
7) In a cooperative pragfém or ﬁaby-, B)'Ehild not accepted
4, sitting cooperative 9) Too little discipline, supervision
) rraen oot e hettvities L 10) tack of educattonal yrogean

’ . 11) Lack of program of activities

9) Headstart ' 7 , 7 o
- - ' 12) Lack of trained staff

w
m

10) In own home by spou ,
) me by epou . 13) Did not like childcare provider

11) In own home by child's older brother 14) Did not like facilities
+ or gigter N 7 ) ]
o 15) Couldn't find a relizble ch:ldcare
12) Child stays by self provider
13) Child takes care of self and younger 16) child has special ptabﬂsms or needs
brother or si-’ 17) I stopped working s
14) Publiec or p» . . school = kinder- '18) I started working
: garten and ov. ) o - .
) - _ 19) Child too old (outgrew arrangement)
15) Cared for by ~arent at work 20) Program out of existence

16) No childcare used Cﬁhildxgtgyg with me) 21). I moved
o 22) Provider no longer available

23) ‘Other (SPECIFY) __ . 7,

- ' 7 = ;;;g‘ %8—7—:77 ~ - V 777 iQ !: lg_; o B
. Type | Reason _

- - - . —
R :




(ASK Q.'s 20-22 OF EVERYONE)

20.

21‘,

22,

(HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 7)
in the past?

Which types have
IN Q. 21 COL.) n
(HAND RESPONDENT
using (CHILDCARE
Q. 22 COL.)

Have you ever used any of these types of arrangements

Yes 1

No | 2

[éﬁz? T0 Q. 23

you used 4q the paét and are not using now? (RECORD CODES BELOW
e ) ]

CARD Q. 19) Please tell me the main reason why you stopped
ARRANGEMENT). (RECORD ONE CODE FOR EACH TYPE IN Q. 21, UNDER

1)
2)
-4)
5)
6)
7)

8)

14)

15)
16)

"In

~ TYPE

In own home by reléﬁifg'(nat spouse or
child's brother or sister)

In own home by non-relative

other home by felative

In other home by nénérelatiie

In nursery school or pre-school

In a daycare center

1ﬁia caaperétive program Df!baby!
sitting cooperative

program (not regular school hours)
Headstart

In own home by spouse

In own home by child's older
brother or sister o

Child stays by self

4

Child takes care of self and younger
brother or sister

Public or private school -- kinder-
garten and above

Cared for by parent at work

No childcare used (child stays with me)

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12).
13)
14)
15)

16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)

" REASOI
Too Expansivérr '
Did not like location
Transportation problems -
Inconvenient hours
Child téa young
Child not toilet trained
Waiting lisc
Child not accepted
Too little discipline, supervision
of Ed;catinnal program
of program of activities
Lack of
Did net like childcare provider
Did not 1like faéilitieg '
Couldn't find a reliable childcare
provider

Lack
Lack
trained staff

Child has:sﬁeéial problems or needs
1 stopped ’
I
Child too
Program out of existence

working .
started working

old (outgrew arrangement)

I moved
Provider no longer available
Other (SPECIFY) __ 77_,

B _ Q. 21 Q. 22 R
, i Type 4 - Reason
= ) W
& ] - ) ) g i




ASK ONLY IF A USER OF CHILDCARE, Q. 7 CODES 1-9
FOR ANY CHILD; OTHERWISE, SKIP TO Q. 47

23. There are many reasons why people need and use childcare. This card shows some
of :hese reasons, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 23) Which of these reasons explain
why you presently need or use childcare? Tell me all those that apply.

(CIRCLE PROPER CODE IN Q. 23 COL.) 7
(IF 2 OR MORE CIRCLED IN Q, 23, ASK Q. 24. OTHERWISE SKIP TO Q. 25)

24, Now, which is the most important one of these reasons to you?
(CIRCLE PROPER CODE IN Q. 24 COL.)

i S Q. 26
Q. 23 " Most
- 7, - e Important
. _a ' )
1| So that I can work, or look for work
2| So that I can carry on regular community, |
ﬁharitable or volunteer activities
3 So ﬁhat I can carry on occasional
community, charitable or volunteer
activities
4 | Because I need to get away ffam children
fa: a while sometimes
5\ To help my :hild learn things he needs
! for sehaal
1 e N . - —
5\ Tﬁ tea;h my child haw to be iﬂdependant
* 7| To teach my child how to get along with
wcther éhildfen
81 so that I can go to schacl myself
9 | So that I can take 1ab training
10}is0 that I can go out (sécial, shcpping, E
entértainment aztivitias, ete, )
\Gther (SPECIFY) .

i

l

vane gf these
—

\

|

|

|

o

\




(REFER TO FLAP FOR TYPE(S) CHILDCARE(S) USED IN Q. 7)

'25. On the average, what is the TOTAL AMOUNT you spend each week for each of the
types of childcare arrangements which you are currently using? (RECORD TO
NEAREST WHOLE DOLLAR IN Q. 25.COL.) (INCLUDE ALL OF THE CHILDREN COVERED BY
THAT TYPE)

(IF IN EXCHANGE FOR SERVICES OR FAVORS, CIRCLE APPROPRIATE CODE)
I
‘Total
Amount /Week
' Services/
Dollars Favors
In own home by relative (Not spouse
or child's brother or sister)
In own home by non-relative
In other home by relative
In other home by ngnafelaﬁivg
>Iﬁ nursery or pre-school
In a daycare center
In cooperative program or baby-
sitting cooperative .
Before or after school activities
program
Headstart
' 31




26, How many tlmes have you changed your |.28. Why did you change this arrangement?

main method of childcare during the (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 19) Tell
last year? (HETHDD FROM Q. 14) _ - me all that apply.
TimES — i B R O S

1) Tég expensive

F LIRS 7ot Sd =ikl i rEy T N T = 3

. 3 Trans thatian rgblems
27. What was the last arrangement you ,W ) p,ﬂ,i‘, P _

. red from? 1 E3 NT
changed from? (HAND RESPONDENT CARD 4) InEDnVEniEnE hours

Q. 7) (CIRCLE ONE CODE) e , l
R 5) Child too young o

1) In own hame by relative (not

spouse or child's brother or 6) Child not- tﬂil&t trained

7) Waiting list

sistéf)

‘2) In ‘own hamé by non-r 1 tive | - I

8) Child not accepted

3) In cher home by relative

6) In Gther h@me by nanarelative

9) Too little dissipline,
supervisicn

it

5) In nursery or pEE=SChDél Lack of Educatianal pfagtam

6) In a dayéafe center 11) ;gck af prcgf§§ cf ac;ivicies
7) In :anpéfative program or %?)7FECk of trained Staff
babysitting caaperative o T -
— ,,, e 13) Did not like childcare

8) Before or after schaal - ’ /PrOVidEf

. activities program (not : ]
14) Did ngt liké Eacilities

regular s:hoal haurg)

9) Headstart

li) C@uldn't find a réliablé
V;hildcaré provider

lG) In own hame by spouse D
16) Child has spécial prablems .

or needs

- 11) Iﬁ nwn hame by child's

‘older bfather or sister -

l?) I stapped wnrkiﬂg

12) Child stays by self
. 18) I started wafk;nﬂ

19) Ch?'d too old (gutgrew
ar. angement)

13) Child takes care Df self
- and ygunger brother or sister

14) Publiﬂ or pfivate schaol

\ -- kindergarten and above 20) Pragram out of existenge

- | S 21) I maved !

15) Caréd fo by parent at wark }
22) Prmcider no l@ﬁger available

15) No ;hildaare used -5~ _
e — 23) Dthet (SPEGIFY) ' * o




ow, we would like to calk to you about what standards rhefé should be, 1f any, faf
arioug kinds of child:are.

9. Thinking about childcare provided in someone else's home, in your opinion which
of the following aspects of childcare should be regulated by standards?
(HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 29) (CIRCLE AS MANY AS APPLY. RECORD IN Q. 29 coL.)

0. Thinking about childcare provided by daycare centers and nursery schools, which
of the following aspects should be regulated by standards? (CIRCLE AS MANY AS
APPLY) (RECORD IN Q. 30 COL.) )

Q. 30|

l) Fife and bu{ldin Eafety

2) Clégnlinéq and ﬁanitatiaﬂ of facilitias

3) Number of childeﬁ per fEspGnsiblE adult

4) Tfaining and qualifiﬂatiun Df staff

5) Faad and nutriti@n

5) Pragzam content and attivities

7) SPSCE pEr ahild, and physical sufzaundings and equipment

8) Counseling and fefeffal services for family and child
prGElems :

§) Health gcnditinﬁ of staff and children

lD) No standards shauld be set - , .

31, Do you think .there should be personal qualificatiens set for non-related people
" who care for children in the children's own home? In other words, should sitters
be required to pass health exams, education requirements, or meet some other
kind of standard 1if they were providing care in your home?

[

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



"(ASK Q. 32 AND Q. 33 ONLY FOR THE AGE 33. If you placed your child.age(s)
GROUP (S) IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT HAS , (0-2), (3-5), (6-9), (10-13)
CHILDREN. REFER TO FLAP FOR APPLICABLE in a daycare center,
AGE GROUPS) ’ nursery schcol, or before or after
school program, again assuming that
32, We would like to talk to you about the facilities and staff are accept=
the number of children a fespansible able, what i1s the largest number of
adult can reasonably handle, If you other children per adult you would
placed your child age(s) (0-2), (3-5)} acecept? :
(6-9),(10-13) in someone else's home . .

and assuming that the home and o ﬁﬂquEtréiféﬁiidﬁaﬁrpé}i@égiﬁitr

caregiver are acceptable, how many 1 0-2 [ 3-5] 6-9 [ 10-13
‘children altogether ghould this ) 1
person be able to care, for? o B N s
7iiNﬁﬁbéy;égjéﬁi;dféﬁApg?jﬁig;g' o %,3 B B . i i
0-2 3-5 6=9 110-13 | | 4-5
1 - 6-7
-3 8-9
4-5- 10=11
6-7 - 12-13
?_9 . 14-15
10-11 16-17 Y
12-13 18=19 o -
14-15 20-21 - )
16=17 22 c?f )
- - — — more
‘18-19 — _ - - .

22 or
more




34, About how far from your home, in 37. What is the wost amount of time you
minutes, is the childcare you are now would be willing to have your child
using most? (One way) spend traveling from home to a
. e . . o 7 childcare arrangement?

Not applicable (in Respon~ — 7

-dent s own home cmly)ﬁ . B : Less Ehan lD minutes

Less than 10 minutes away , 10 ~ 19 minutes B

10—19 minutés away 20 - 29 miﬂuéesA

EU 29 minutes away 10 ; 397;iﬂﬁtes ) i
30~ 39 minutas sw‘;y ) 40 minutes or more

é? mi;utésﬁ?f m@ﬁg awagr ) o No E;ﬁe - - ) )

35, How do your children usually get to 38, (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 38) In your
and from the place where they are : present situation how much is the mos
taken care of? Exclude public and you would be able to spend altogether
private school and tell me all that for all of your childcare needs on a
apply.- (READ LIST) z ’ weekly basis? Pick one of the cate-

- B o o B gories on this card and tell me its
— . ' ' - yumber. .
Not applicable (in Respon- number
dent's own home only) - - —_— -
— _ — 77 Ncne
I tak;e tham e .
— - — — — $l - $5 week
A family member takes thgm - = = —
- R - 56 - $9 weelk
‘A friend takes them - —
- — - — — $10 = $l4 week
Carpaal - - — - -
e — - B S 515 - $19 week
—_ A thldcafe service takes — — et —
them . 520 -’$2& week )
Child(ren) ualk( ) | ' | 2573 329 week
(Child(:en) uses public $30 = 534 week
transportation S ———— — —
—— — — . - $35 - 539 week
Dchéf (SPEGiFY) . = N - _
- —— R . $40 = $44 week

(ASK Q. 36 ONLY IF RESPONDENT ANSWERED CODES | s4s - 549 week 1

2 OR 3 IN Q. 35; OTHERWISE SKIP TO Q. 37.) ; T ooweet

36, Do you feel you have to go out of your L $50 = $54 week

. way to use the place you are using .now? - : R R
7 B 555 = §59 week
Yes N $60 - $69 week
No - o 1§70 - $79° week

3;3- _ 4§8D79§7?§§§/Heek ) )

T34




39, Do you think (SPECIAL SERVICE) should be available through a daycare cénter,
nursery school or licensed family daycare home? (RECORD IN Q. 39 COL.)
(IF "NONE OF THESE“ CODE 1, SKIP TO Q. 41) -

40. (FOR EACH "YES") Would you be uilling to pay an additianal fee in your childcare
: costs for (SERVICES IN Q. 39)? (Q. 40 coL.)

41, Is (SPECIAL SERVICE) presently available thraugh your childcare arrangement?

(Q. 41 cOL.)
e —0.39 T .40 T .41
Should be Willing to . " Now
Special Service: - Available | Pay Extra Fee ____Available
,,,, — Yes |[No |DK || Yes [No | DK || Yes | No | DK

Immunizations and medical
éhéﬁkaupé

’ Dental check—ups

Planned nutritional meals
and snacks

Planned educatian activities

Caunseliﬂg and referral ser-
vices for family and child
problems

Psy;halagical testing

EKIP TO
"1Q. 41

Nane Df these

42, Now, I'm going to read 5 features of childcare. After I finish reading then,

pleass tell me which one 1is least important to you. The five features are:
(READ LISTED FACTORS IN SUCCESSION)

o . Least " -
Features I
, 7,,,:, | Important
(CIRCLE THE ONE, | ©°o8t .
FEATURE LEAST N i -
IMPORTANT) ;igfé?%énée of hcurs aﬁéfiék%f,, -
k ' CDﬁVEniERE of lggacian
Ptavides child develapmént
aﬁtivities and instructiaﬁ
Agrees with my viewa on ghild-
;- ) reating R
L . £y 73
A — —— p—— 3/*"7 i ‘3()’ g —— = e S — e i —




We would now like to find cut more about the ways 1in which parents pérticipace-in
their childcare arrangements.

43, Please tell me in which of the following waysd ycu would like to be involved
‘4n your child's arrangement. (HAND CARD Q. 43 TO RESPONDENT) (CIRCLE AS MANY

AS APPLY)

1) Talk regularly with person who cares for
my child about his/her activities and
development

2) Spend time in hgmei daygare EEﬂEEf, or
nursery school with my child to see how
ﬁhing% are done

3) chk as a VDluﬁEFEI member of staff in a
.daycare center, nursery school or family
dsycare home - »

&) Talk to parents thSé childfen are in
this arrangement

5) Help decide what kinds of activities and
pfggfgmﬂ will be prVidEd '

6) Help dEEide on SElECtiDﬂ af stsff fnr
dayecare center, nursery school or home
where there is more than one person who
cares for my child

7) Learn more abaut effectivé ways Df
raising children

S) Regeive :aunsaling abaug Ehild and Esmily
te;ated pfablems

9) Help deaide on how avallable Eunds shculd
be spent, e.g., types of equipment pur=
chased, field tfips, staff salaries, etc.

10) Work as a paid Etaff mamber in a daycare

center, nursery school or family daycare
home

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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6th '
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/

Pécpla look for many things when they select someone to provide in-home care for

their children. (HAND OUT DECK OF CARDS, Q. 44, SAY:) On each of these cards 1s

a factor which some people think is important in selecting someone to come into
their home to provide care for their children. I'd like to know which of these
factors is most important to you. Take a minute to look through the cards, and

then pick out the seven most important ones and set them aside. Now, tell me which

one is most important to you, second most important (CONTINUE UNTIL ALL SEVEN ARE
RANKED) :
(RECORD NUMBER FROM BACK OF CARD IN ORDER OF IMPORTANCE, IN BLOCKS

Ly

(ASK ONLY THOSE RESPONDENTS CURRENTLY USING CHILDCARE IN THEIR OWN HOMES. CODES 1 OR 2
IN Q. 7. OTHERWISE SKIP TO Q. 45)

ROVIDED BELOW)

» Ogdéfﬂﬁf Iméééﬁaﬁﬁér 7'§gﬁEEE §ﬁQﬁiC;rﬂ
f lst '
. 7 éﬂd ] ] S -
T -
) Aiééhi T o B
’ s | -
Coeen. |
e ) ]

. (ASK ONLY THOSE RESPONDENTS iURRENTLY USING A FAMILY DAYCARE HOME [ LICENSED OR

UNLICENSED] ITEMS 3 AND/OR 4, Q. 7. OTHERWISE, SKIP TO Q. 46, IF APPLICABLE)

People look for many things when they select a family daycare home for their

children. (HAND OUT DECK-OF CARDS, Q. 45, SAY:) On each of the cards is a factor
which some people think is important in selecting .a family daycare home for their

children. I'd like-to know which of these factors is most important to you,

most important (CONTINUE UNTIL ALL SEVEN ARE RANKED).
(RECORD NUMBER FROM BACK OF CARD IN '

.~Take a minute to look through the cards, and then pick out the seven most impg:tant
ones and set them aside.  Now, tell me which one is most imporrant to you, second

t

i

VIDED BELOW) - 1

ORDER OF IMPORTANCE, IN BLOCKS PRO- | Order of Importance, | Number from Card

2nd
,3rd
- 4th

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




(AS¥ ONLY THOSE RESPONDENTS CURRENTLY USING A NURSERY SCHOOL, ITEM !

N Q. 7, OR

5
DAYCARE CENTER, ITEM 6 in Q. 7. OTHERWISE, SKIP T 0. 47, IF APPLICARLE)

46,

People look for many things when they select a daycare center or nursery school
for their children. (HAND OUT DECK OF CARDS, Q. 46, SAY:) On each of the cards

{s a factor which some people think 1s important in selecting a nursery school

or daycare center for their children. 1'd like to know which of these factors

is most important to you., Take a minute to look through the cards, and than pick
out the seven mast important ones and set them aside. Now, tell me which one is
most important to you, second most important (CONTINUE UNTIL ALL SEVEN ARE RANKED).

(RECORD NUMBER FROM BACK OF CARD IN ORDER OF IMPORTANCE, IN BLOCKS
PROVIDED BELOW)

;jbtdg% éf_IﬁEﬁfﬁgﬁtEﬁir Numbet from Cgrd ,ﬁ

ist

t End

ard

4th

5th

6th

7th




ASK_EVERYONE

47.  Are you employed full-time or part-time?

SKIF TO Full-time 7
a Part-time
Nelther

48. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 48) I'd like to know which, 1f any, of the following
are important reasons why you yourself do not work. Tell me the number of each
of the reasons on the card that applies to you,

1) I am lﬁ schaal or' j train i,g

2) I can caﬂtfibute more to my family as a hcmamaker

3) I'm not physically able ta ucrk

4) Hy yﬂungést child is too yaung to leave with SDmPunE else

5) I'm too busy with ather re%ponsibilities to have the time to work

*6) ‘Taking care of my chi)dren iz more :reatiua and sakisfying
thsn Eaking a jab ‘ . .

.7) I dan't ﬁEEd the maney

8) I can' t make Enaugh mgney ta maka it warﬁh my while to wnrk

9) I just dﬂﬁ t 1ike La Wka N

(\

10) I can‘t find tha kiﬁd of job I want -

) Bn t have enaugh jeb skills 7 : o

' 12) Hy spnuse daasn t,want me to wark

13) I am - Ehe iny gne Hha shculd take Qafe af my child

14) I can't find the kind nf childgare arraﬂgements I wauld need to wark

/ 15) I can't affa:égthe kind Qf childga re arrangeménzs I would

nerd tg wafk , ‘ S

16) I can't fiﬁd ‘a job, non available

'17) i am prés&ptly 13akiﬂg fQE a: Jab_

18) Nana Df Ehe abgve

Wy B =




49, Are you enrolled in schoaf?éf a job
training program either full-timé or

(HAND RESPONDENT CARD. Q. 51)
51, ‘This card lists different days of
' the week. Please tell me which.one

part-time? — e
* Full-time _ | 1
A _

describes your (work, school and/or

'

Part-time E

training) schedule. (CIRCLE ONE - ~
CODE) + o _

N,

= -

Neither

. g
v 1.

: ‘| Weekdays
N, —

(ASK Q.'s 50-56-ONLY FOR THOSE WHO ARE NOW
_WORKING OR ENROLLED IN SCHOOL OR A JOB

TRAINING PROGRAM, "FULL-TIME" OR "PART-TIME'|

IN Q.'s 47 AND/OR 49; OTHERWISE.SKIP TO
Q. 57.) R :

We would like to find out about your work,
school or training stchedule, '
(HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q.50 )

This card lists different times of
the day. Please tell me.which one

50.

- , S
- . Weekends

Weekdays and - 3
weekends AN

52. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD .Q. 52)
And finally, please tell me which
statement describes how often you
(work, go to school, and/or go to
training). (CIRCLE ONE CODE)} °

describes your (work, school and/or — — —
training) schedule. (CIRCLE ONE CODE) Fixed shift » ‘ : 1
T S Rotating shift 2
. Whole day i 1 — ——— —
— e 1 i} Irregular, predictable shift 3
Mornings only 2 . N 1 ,;

Afterrioons only

Evenings only

At night (overnight) only

Varying ‘times

. -

o b . o
Irregular, unpf%dictable shift!

A

Split shift

53. 'In a typical /week, what,is the
average number of hours you spend
‘away from home at work, school and/or
tréiﬁing?‘fv'

/ # Hours




LR

540 (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. 54) People have different reasons for working. On
o this card we have listed some of these reasons. Tell me. which of these reasons

apply to you -- just read off the numbers of those reasons. ‘

It is necessary for economic survival
- L _ -

- To get a little ‘bit more than the basic necessities 2

“*  CIRCLE - ) s o - . ]
] FIEﬂ o To buy the nicer things, luxuries, get ahead 3

" "AS MANY = - . oo R ;
A I don't want to’be on Welfare . . 4

— , — e e
It gives me a feeling of independence and . 5
self-satisfaction [

I like what I do on my job 6

\, = ‘. —— — e

N To get out of the house and avay from the children .

for a while ,

- o L ) -
s . To have contact with ‘other adults and their ideas _ 8.

o . - - T — e — =

- 55, What kind of work do you do? (GET FULL DETAILS OF KIND OF WORK ~- JOB TITLE ONLY

=

LA
L

s .
-
/ s

56. About how much do you earn in a year, before taxes?

(ASK Q. 57 ONLY IF RESPONDENT IS NOT WORKING IN Q. 47)

'57; Have you ever been a working parent since you have had children?

o

I-11




58. (HAND RESPONDENT CARD Q. '58) On this card are listed some ways chat’thil lcare” ©

. funds can be used.. Which, if any, of these ways would you most 1ike to see used?
(CIFCLE BELDU ™ n, 58 COL. )

59, Which one of these would you say is most impa:tant’ Next most important?
And the next? (RECORD BFLOW) (PLACE A "1" BESIDE THE FIRST CHOICE; A “2" BESIDE

THE SECOND CHOICE; AND A "'3" BESIDE THE THIRD CHOICE, Q. 59 coL.)

O T N
: Most Like -
— — - - - - __to See Ranking
1) A referral service where 1 h
parerits could get information about -
screened and qualified people and
agenaies to pfavide ghildeafe
2) Assistance to establish 2
additinnal shildcare facilities .
3) Summer pragrams . .3 v
4) Before and after school programs 4
2 5) A mnnitﬁring sys;em to. EhEﬁk 5
on ;afegivers and faziliﬁies
6) Training programs for caregivers 6
7) None of these C 7

60, I am going to read you two ways that childcare funds can bé used. Which one of
the two ways would you most like to see used? (READ LIST) ’ A ‘

1) Direct =ash payments to wnrking _ .
‘ patents for childcare \ 1

2) Direct cash payments ‘to Ehe person

[ ] 1

or agency providing the childcare for
the working parents
DO NOT READ 3) Neitter 3




6l. I'm going to read 3 ‘gtatements, After I finish reading zhem, pleas. tell me
which one of these statements bes

t describes your preference on the way to
handle the costs of Ehildtare in general (READ CATEGORIES)

Childagre should be free for all those wha E 1
might need it regardless of income 4

- - —"QT—’——’ . _ —

| The costs of childcare should be adjisted

" )
according to parents'’ ability to -pay ' -
7 (sliding scale) ’

L = — — Gf — - ——— . - — = — e
Parents should pay all costs of the : © 3
childcare they usef? _

/
g

o-33




PART II

\

ATTITUDE, VALUE, OPINION STATEMENTS

We are also interested in your feelings and impfeggiansiabcuz childeare and

tqpics felated to childcare. I am going to read Egveral gtatements aloud to ygu.

=

‘ please tell me how you feel abgut each statement, using one ﬂf the five categaries

shown on yagr card. Just tell me the letter hPEiﬂE the feeling that comes to- mind'

when you hear the gtsteﬁent. It is not ﬂeeessary to take a lot-of time ;hinking

about the statement; your first rea n is all that HE need. Please respond to

Ea:h statement even i1f you have anly limited experience with the tapi: -= based nn

Do you

anything you may have seen or heard. There are no right er wrong anavers.

have any questions?

(IF RESPONDENT 1S MALE, SAY:) Some of the statements that I am éaiﬂg to read

or "working mothers." This is because many of the people we are

" refer to "mothers"
talking to are mothers. ~For any of these

children, regardless of whether they are

L

the main responsibility for ralsing their

mothers or fathers.

(ANSWER ANY QﬁESTIDNS BY REPEATIﬂG PORTIONS OF THE INSTEUCTIGNS Aﬁﬁ/GR GIVING A

items, try to think about parents. who have

RESPDNSE BESIDE THE STAIEHENT )

SIMPLE EXAMPLE.)

HAND RESPONDENT PART I

A
B
c
D

. E

IF RESPONDENT SAYS "DON'T KNOW",

(FILL IN THE LETTER OF ‘THE

II RAIING CARD.\

&

Strﬁngly Agfee

Agree
Neither Agree

Disagree
\

or Disagree

Strongly Disagree

RECORD THE LETTER F.

45

<
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Ratings

my children is that they soon get to know too much about me,

'1) Ic! imprtEﬁE that the person or place taking care of EhildrEﬁ
shares the parent 5 OWn sense af values
2) ﬁI wauld prefer to have someone come- into my home to take care of
- my childfen over any ather Eype of arfangement '
3) Some of my. children can stay by Ehemselvei for a while until I
=get home. o ®
4) The person who cares for my ahild shauld have 1at5 af experienze
‘ la@king after.childr2ﬁ5
5) If1I had someone come into my hame to stay with my Ehildfen, I
wnuld warry abcuz things disappearing.
'6) I sometimes feel guilzy when 1 have Ea leave my thld with
someone ElSE
7)  Lists of qualified caregivers should be available in a kind
of referral center. . '
ré) There is too much stfess piaced on tf&ing to teagh a child things -
in most places where ﬁhildren are taken care of,
%) 1 wauldn t have sitters come into my home to take care of my
cl ildren unless I knew them very well.
ﬁlD) I don't like the kinds of children you find in plaﬁes where
gfgups of children are taken care of.
11) Daycafe Eenters are not- cpen at Ehe huufs parents need them.
12) Hany peaple wha Eake care af ghildren are anly in 1t fnr Ehe mgney
13) !Takiﬁg children out af their home te someone ElEE is gnod far
childfen, since ic makes them more independenc
14) cCash payments for childgare shnuld be available to wafking
mathers. EEEardle%s af their income. .
15) Ghildfen gften pick Uﬁ bad habits fram thase who cate for them.
16) The people who have come inta my home to Eake care af my childfen
have always tfea;ed my hame with respe;t
17) Horklng mcthéfs miss the best yeafs of their ghilﬂren 8 lives
18), Hﬁsc sitters gpend too mu;h time launging around instpad of
paying 1ttentioﬁ to the. children. ’
19) I am the anly one wha can renlly prﬂvide for my child's needa
20) ‘The trauble wi:h having a person come 1nt§ my home to take care gf

-35 )
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. Ratings

— . - ’ e
21) The main advantage of daycare centers is that children learn
how to get algng with others.

22) I don't think that ehildren get enaugh persnﬂal attentian at
dayﬁare centers. .

23) 1 have had to change my sitters often be:auge they have been
s0 undEpendable.

724) Emetgency ghildcare Eacilities shauld be available An every

_ community. L -

25) . My ehild wnuld not get enaugh per @nal attention in a family
daycare home.

26) When azher peﬂple take care of my childfen they don't - get

27) Methars who work ﬁéglgﬁt theit Ehildren as a fesult,

e == = -

EB)j Day:are tEﬁters and nursery s:hcals are Eagtly thE game thing

29) I am more tangerned gbaut my child' ematiaﬂal develgpment than
his educational development when someone else is taking care of
him/het; ‘

-30) A person whg comes iﬁtQ my hame to take cure af my child(fen)

should help around the hauag as wgll

31) Ihe person whg cares Ear my thildlshgulﬂ have gome kind of
E:aining in childcare. i :

1

32) Relatives let children get Eway with too muah.

33) I wauld never SEﬁd my child ta a day;a:e center.

34) I feel that all sghaals ghaul pfovide supervised and arganized a
sfter-schoal activities for theif children.

35) Cash paymencs far childcgre ta\warking mﬂtherg shauld be baaed
" upon their financlal need, o

1

36) I would rather pay someone tn laak after my childfen thnn leave
them with relatives. - :

~37) All the szhaaleage :hild needs is snmggﬁé wha knows uhete he is
after school until the pareﬂt gets home, :

38) Daycare centers often have too uida a range of ages to dara good
jab cafing for all of their :hildfen.

39) Day:are centers ahauld help children tﬂ lenrn to live uith rnuzinea
and a:hedulea.

40) I feel that paft—tima childcare is all sight hu: I HDuld haalti:g
to use it full-tima,

I1-36 it
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, 41) The main advantage of having relatives. take care of my children
1s that it is less expensive. than having anyone else take care

of them.

42) Hy first chnice for someone to Eake care of my children is a
.félaEiVE VA

43). I chink that every cammunicy shauld have supervised recreatipnal

prmgtams far school- age-children to attend after school, ‘
44y I wculd waffy about my chle be:aming ﬂlaser to the pegsﬂn vho »

-takes care of him/her if hE/EhE spent more time with then than .

I am able to, ‘ )
R — - _ - _ - I - _ - 7i - = — — . _ -
45) I would preféf to have my child taken'care of in someone else's
’ home over any other. type af arranggment ’
. 46) I wauld worry - stuL my ;hild getting fed praperly in. places where

g;oups of children are taken care of.
47) I\Qave had 1mt5 Df difficulty findlng peapla to Eake care cf my

children,

' &B) )I.think thag everyane uha Eakes care’ af Ehildren shauld be licensed

49) I am happy with Ehe persan or place wha takes care af my child s_ ;

50) I don't think that Ehere are En(ugh plaEES fbr schacl—age childfen
tn go after school.

51) Dayéafe centers should accept infants, /

52) The government should not be involved in programs to take care
“of children.

"53) 1 vauld warry abaut my ;hild being treazed badly while someone
else is taking care of him/her., =

—— e

5&) Peaple wha ;ake care gf childeﬂ are aEie teach things to children

)
which Eheif own pafents would not be able EE teach them,
in order to suppaft

55) I Hauld Le willing to have my taxes faised
childcare activities, .

It just dgesn t pay to wark 1f you have to pay someone to tske

" ecare of your ahildren. .
4 -

56) ,

=

57) A m@ther who ugrks

misses the expérience of SEEiﬁgéth children

grow up.

11537 - 3



IF IN

i ASK EVERYONE 65. (RECORD FROM GESERVAIION._
- : DOUBT WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING
So we can be sure we'ze: ggtting a sclenti- ‘GAIEGDRIES 1S APPROPRIATE, ASK:)
fic cfcgsaseceign of all households, |
" please tell me . . . And are yaua
< §2, ‘What is ;he higheat gfade of schaal ) B R — - ]
syou completed? . ASK _A?hité - - o } B
E Q.66 Blatk 2
Gzadeg 1 - 8 1 SKIP TO ‘Ameri:an Indian 3
) } — . Q. 67 ' 1,
Le - high schaal 2 Q. ¢ Asian AmEficag : ] 4
Hﬂgp schgal graduate,, '3 . EEAgGT Q;hér 5
Some ;allgge.éi other 4 - ,
past high E}Zhéi{l H”Qf}E ) (IF "JHITE" OR "BLACK" IN Q. 65, “ASK:)
- | College Eiaduaté or :? 5 ' 66. Do you consider yourself mainly to
rhigher o _ be: (READ LIST)
63. Are you: Heiican Amegi:an ' ‘ 1
ngfied 1 Puertﬁ Ri:an ' ' 2
) Never mafrigd 2 - bf ather Spanish Heritage 3
5?;? Sgpafgtgd 3 NHot ﬂf Spaniab baekgrauﬁd 4
Q. 65 | — 1 . N : - )
) N 7DivafEEd _ , é' 67. So we can be sure we're getting a
widowed S 5 scientific cross~-section of different
) A N S income groups, please tell me your
/ total faﬁily income for the last year.
" 64, Is your spousé Emplayed full or ' Tatal family income ahauld include
psrtatime? all members of your household and all
_ e — money yau receive from outside sources
Fuliétimg 1 -
. —t _ \ $_ e year
Pntt—tiﬁe : 2 S :
= " = = CIRCLE BELDN THE TDTAL HUMBER GF I'ELE-
) Hgither 3 PHONE AND PERSONAL ATTEMPTS MADE ON
) —— — - I THIS HQUSEHGLD TO CDH,FLETE THL‘. THTERVIEW

#of Calls: |1 ]2 |3 |4 |5 6l718

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:

D #__

Atea Egdg

Exchange _____

Sample’ Cell




_ . _ A

68, Finally, thinking about any experiences with childcare you may have had,
what problems ot needs stand out in your mind as needing attention? -

4 =




(ONLY ASK THIS IF CHILDCARE USER CODES 1-9 IN Q. 7)

69. Since childcare i8 so impattant we are thinking about doinga.study with
childcare providers throughout the country. Since there is no register of
people who provide childcare, we would appreciate your telling us the name
address, and phone number of yeur current main childecare arrangement. I1f we

do this study we may wish to ask them if they would be willing to participate
in a voluntary interview., This interview will, of course, also be used for
research purposes only. If this person is selected to be interviewed, none
of the information you have provided will be revealed. There will be no way
to connect your answers to theirs. This is completely voluntary. Do you wish
to provide this information? ( :

Name ) . 7
(Provider or Place)

Address______ ' — ] - - _ N

Cley- ___State_ 3 - ~—

" Phone Number_,_




ivlﬁif s
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SECTION III
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SAMPLE HOUSEHOLDS -

Overview

This section is devetecl te a etatietleal description of the heueehelde
surveyed. For the most pert pro]eetiene given can be’ interpreted as being
representative of U.8, houeehelde including one or more eh;ldree ueder 14 yeare'
of age, ];neluded in thie discussion are the prlmery demegraphie variables (i.e.,
age, race, sex, heueeheld eize ‘marital status and kieehip structure), generel

v.eeenemie indicators (i. e, . meerne peverty status and’ eeureee of economic sup~ = -
port), employment eharaeterietiee of reependente e.nd where applieeble, thei

epeusee. :

Characteristios of the Respondents . S g

=

Respondents we;-e selected undezr . » extreme sex bias. That is, the
preferred reependent wag defined, in all cases, as the female primerily respon-
- gible for care of the children. Married males in twe—parent heueehelds were

" interviewed in only.a handful of ¢ cases (n = 19) G

- The weighted dietnbutien of respondents by eex ie reperted on the
‘fellewing pege as Table II-1, Given the everwhelrning prepernen of femalee
shown, tegether with the dietributien of household relationships presented sub-
eequently" in this section, it can reaeenably be eenetrued that, for analytical

purposes, the term respondent is virtually synonymous with "mother, " in'y‘

v

/

m-1 - e
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TABLE II1-1
SEX“OF RESPONDENT

3

* Projested —
S sex _Households® | Percent’
Male 182 g\; .07
| TOTAL 24,378 \ 100.0

s\

2 - . . \

*Reported in thousands

“Unweighted Sample Disposition

~ SOURCE; - Question 1

BASE: A11 households with Valid answers - 4608
children under 14 ' _

F Non-response R

TOTAL' 4609




\
\

22 Interviews involved houscholds headed by uznniu'riad males. Of the 4, 609 housc-
holds inte ﬁiiewed 1,539 included 4 son or a daughter under 14. Apprnx‘imately

29 of the respondents were grandparents, with most of the remaining houscholds
exhibiting other close relationship structures (e.g., respondents! siblings,

3

nieces, nephews within the household),

It is finportant to underscore that households, not "families, "consti-
tute the unit basis for interviews in this study. For mziny variables, this fact
tends to hinder comparison with census data, However, the study design pre-
supposes that an understanding of the overall household, particularly the avail-
ability of proximate adults as caregivers, is critical to the analysis of child

care practices,

V’Fhe definition of respondent bears great impact on nearly all of the -
data colle:ted. TFor example, consumer preferences, attitudes and:opinimxs
reported in the sections below are primarily those of mothers and should not
be generalized to the entire adult population. Similarly, questions keyed on
the respondents' spouse (e.g., 'Is your spouse employed ‘?”) can be interpreted

generally, but not exclusively, to-denote the status of husbands.

A weighted distribution of the ages of respondents is given in Table
III-2 (on the following page) The mean age is 33. 8 years, with appraxlmately
90% fa{ling within the customary childbearing ages of 18-45. Negrly half 7
(47.4%) are included in the modal category ''26-35." \

The great majority(82.2%) af respondents were married at the time

of the survey. (Table III—.?;)- Less than one percent reported spouses who were

‘physically absent from the household.

|




TABLE TI1-2

AGE OF RESPONDENT

Projected 7
L Age . Households | ~ Percent .
Under 18 47 0.2 ;
18 - 25 3,812 s j
26 - 35 11,530 47.4
36 - 45 6,647 27.3
46 - 55 - 1,973 | 8.
56 - 64 . 222 0.9
65 & Up 78 0.3 |
Total 24,308 100.0 §
N |

L 7 *Reported in thousands
SOURCE: | uestion 1

BASE: A1l households of “Unweighted Sample Disposition
- Children under 14 ' o —

Valid answers 4,588
Non-response.

2

TOTAL 4,609




TABLE I1I-3

MARITAL STATUS

77 i T “Projected i T
) ... Status - __Households* ____Percent

Married 5 20,027 82.2
Never Married 686 2.8
Separatedi 1,301 5.3
Divorced , ! 1,722 7.1
Widowed 633 2.6

TOTAL 24,369 100.0

o *Reported in thousands
SOURCE: Question 63

BASE: A1l households with Unweighted Sample Disposition
children under 14 _WETghted sample Uisposition

Valid answers 4,606
Non-response —3

TOTAL 4,609

- 100% -

ITII-5




The cducational level of respondents is presented in Table T11-4. This
distribution, which includes large proportions of high school drop-outs. high
school gradvates and thosc with post-sccondary educations, portrays a broad

typological cross=section,

Race and Ethnicity

As we have noted in Section II, the sampling plan was designed to
embrace disproportionally large numbers of minority and low-income inter-
viewees via planned oversampling. In both cases, the goal of attaining
sufficient raw interviews {o support detailed analysis of these population sub-
groups was achieved.

Race was recorded from observation where tﬁe interviewer was able
to make certain determinations. Where there was doubt, the respondent was
asked to select the appropriate rac’;ié] category.

_ Race and ethnic characteristics were recorded oniy for respondents.

It is therefore an explicit analytical é‘ssumptiolx throughout this report that

the respondent's race may bhe attrlbuted to all members in the househnld, par-
ticularly where patterns of child care usage have been expressed as distributions
of children by race or ethnicity.

in Table III-5 due to the import of the oversampling. In our opinion, the
unweighted sample space for racial minorities (n = 1,602) is demonstrably
adequate for the partitioned analysis intended.

A second item (question 66)was included in the questionnaire to identify
respondents who perceived tﬁemselves as Spanish in ethnicity, Results from |

this. question are given in Table III-6. The question wa$ not asked of American

Indians or Asian-Americans, = 2
2 0




TABLE I1I-4

HIGHEST LEVEL OF EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

, “Projected
level | Households* ___Percent

Grades 1 - 8 1,726 7.1
Some high school 4,557 18.7
High school graduate 9,382 38.5

Some college or other post high
school work 5,479 2

(%)

.5
College graduate or higher 3,203 1

FP

TOTAL 24,337 _ 100.0

~ *Reported in thousands

SOURCE: Question 62

BASE: A1l households with | Unweighted Sample Disposition

children under 14
Valid answers 4,601
Non-response , 8

TOTAL 4,609

100%




TABLE TI1-5
RESPONDENT'S RACE

Race "RéQ77U7 PfojécieérririAdjusted”
nace Interviews | Households* | Percent

White ' 3,006 19,559 | 80.2
" Black CL 1,829 3,575 14.7
American Indian B2 462 1.9
Asian American 36 337 - 1.4
Other*# 85 456 1.9

i

: TOTAL 4,608 24,389 100.0

SOURCE: Question 65

*Reported in thousands
**Recorded by observation

BASE: A1l households where there was no doubt

with children }*#Not read
+ under 14 - .

Uﬁwéighiédggéﬁ§1é éféﬁésif%én

Valid answers 4,608
Non-response 1

“TOTAL 4,609

' - 100%




TABLE I1I-6

ETHNICITY: SPANISH BACKGROUND

o " Projected
SFani?ﬁVBaCEQfP“"df ~Households™ | Percent

Mexican-Ameffcan 690 3.0
Puerto Rican 197 0.9
Of other Spanish heritage 430 - 1.9
\ _ Not of Spanish baékgrcuﬁd 21,732 94.3

TOTAL . 23,048 100.0

SOURCE: Question 66 *Reported i1 thousands
BASE: Respondents whose"
~race is either
‘white or black ) 3 )
.. - | Unweighted Sample Disposition

Valid answers 4,415
Did not apply 173
No response 21

- TOTAL® 4,609
94, 3% _ .

II-9
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Firia,lly, a summary variable was constructed from both the race and
the Spanish ethnicity variables as shown in Table IlI-7. The logical methodology
. used-in combining these items held that Spanish-ethnicity takes priority in sum-

mary classification over race,

Household Size and Structure

The sample households range in size from two (by definition)to fifteen
(Table III-8). The modal size is four members (mean = 4,46), tending to con-
firm the image of the "typical American family. "' Fewer than one in twenty
(4.2%) consist only of mother and child, a structure which may be assumed to
represent a care~-demanding circumstance, at least for non-public-assistance
househalds. -

In the broadest sense, the concept of ”bousehol;i“ is very nearly
synonymous with that of ”famiiy" since fewer than one per—cent'c&ntain unrelated
members. The proportional distribution c;f relatiqnships shown (Table fIIsQ') i
merits clarification since percentages do not reflect the absolute pr@p@rﬁians
of household members of a given relationship. Instead, flgures represent the
probability of a sample household containing at least one member of a certain
relationship. For example, while an eétimated 77.6% include at least onel son,
some include more than one son, Gi;fen_ that the categories :ire not exclusive,
the percents do not, of course, add to 100%. |

(In any event, it is somewhat enigmatic that there are substantially
m\are, _héuseholds (5.4%) that contain sons than contain daughters. Perhaps -
daughters are more likely to occur in pairs?! On the other hand, a.ll other sex=
linked relational pairs favor females. This phenomenon, if intellectually inter-

esting, has little direct analytical import.)
62
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TABLE III-7
RACE/ETHNICITY DISTRIBUTION

br@jécfed

Fatggcfy Households* | Percent

White | 18,312 75.1
Black 3,507 14.4
Spanish 1,316 5.4;
Other | 1,255 5.1

TOTAL . 24,389 100.0

SOURCE: Questions 65 and 66 eported in thousan

BASE: A1l households with
children under 14

ﬁhweightédfsaméié ﬁispasiticnfw:

Valid answers 4,608
Non-response = 1

Total 4,609

100%

II1-11




TABLE III-8
TOTAL FAMILY SIZE

" Projected
Households™

“Number of
Family Members

—— - —

2 1,025 4.2
3 5,618 23.0
4 7,944 I 326
5 5,003 _. 20.5
6 - 2,511 10.3"
7 1,251 s
8 546 2,
9 224 o,
10. n2 o,

T,
LEC IS s B Ve B %
T

1 e 122 : 0.

p—"}

12 | 25
13 8

]
lo o o o

14 ' ' 0
15 2

TOTAL " 24,390 100.0

B o 7 ;Re;;érizézf in thousands
SOURCE: Question 1.

BASE: All households with — P
-children under 14 Unweighted Sample Disposition

[}

Valid answers 4,609

100%
III-12
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TABLE III-9
PROPORTION OF HOUSEHOLDS CONTAINING MEMBERS OF A GIVEN RELATIONSHIP

Relationship to Projected -
Respondent Households* Percent

Self (Male) 182 0.7
Self (Female) 24,196 99,2
\Husband | 19,960 ,. 81.8
Hife B g 100 0.4
son 18,920 7.6
Daughtcer - K i 17,655 72.4
brother " s 1.0
Sister : : 280 1.1
Father T ) ' 280 -1
Mother ' 732 3.0
Grandson 27¢ 1.1
Graﬁddaughter a4 1.3
g Grandfather 29 0.1

Grandmother

[oow T

Hephew

Niece 109

Uncle 3
i‘Auﬁt' 64
0thcr Relatives ?D
151

o

Unrelated Persons
s . : 98
v Unknown relationships _— —

24,390 100. 0%

[Py Ha

4

e I
*Reported in thousands

-SOURCE: Question 1
BASE: A1l households ;{—”—Um’?}ghftgﬂ SE'?'E1—‘3*DT,SPQSS,t,m?;
with children | * Xﬁ;\téple F'ﬁ’f’”g?g;; n Va}:lg
I‘3”_":‘2'“ 14 ! J—r;f,,,, \f:;p"q ENLsS ,—‘ﬁs""ﬂ:—,—,
: 0o 0.0 -
422 . . 9.2
2,070 - 44.9.
1,905 41.3
160 3.5
38 8
2
]

38 . 0.8
1 0.2

[~ o P v —

100% - Valid answers 4,600 16Q,D
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From this probability distribution, it is clear that at least nine of ten
families are styled aj‘!ier the traditional nuclear model consisting of parents
and children. Yet 212 interviews do describe households including five-sr more
relationships, a fact which may make some analysis of "complex families' pos-

sible in the future.

A second similar probability—of- relationship distribution (Table III-10)
isg limited to children under 14, Except sons and daughters, the only children
that are repfesefntéd at greater than a 1% probability are grandéhildren_—

The average number of children under 14 per hiousehold is 1.96 with an
observed maximum of nine children (Table =11y, Tae ‘estimated distribution

by age is pre. .ated as Table II-12

As a tﬂpic of ancillary interest, resPDndénts were asked if any of thei:
cbilclren had disabilities or special problems, Fully 8.6% (projected n =2.06
million) answered affirmatively. These respondents’{vere then asked the ages
of i:ﬁe applicable disabled or ''special” chﬂdren, The resultant distribution is
given by age in Table III-13. ‘

Economic and Employment Characteristics
More than 90% (22.2 million) of hcuseholds with children under 74

receive at least some economic support from one or more hausehold mgmbers
(Table I1-14). of thesa agpruximately 87% contain male respondents QI‘ husa
ba:;tcls contributmg suppgrt and 41% mclude breadwinnmg female respcmdents or
wives. No other household 1,**.11&1111;\;31:?i related or unrelated, contributes with \
sufficient t‘féquén-cy t.o merit generali'zation. Th regfguarters repai't no finan-

cial support from external sources (Table ITI-15).

, o S T
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TABLE II1-10

PROPORTION OF HOUSEHOLDS CONTAINING CHILDREN
UNDER 14 OF A GIVEN RELATIONSHIP

Relationship to | Projected | {
; Respondent Households* | Perrent .
I — B R —— . ‘
Son 17,048 : 69.9
Daughter 16,061 o659
Brother 19 0.1
Sister 31 P 0.1 ,
Grandson 270 f 1.0 %
‘Granddaughter 307 ; 1.3 3
. - |
Nephew .75 0.2 :
, 5 g |
Niece - 85 ; 0.3 i
Other relatives 9 0.0 ’
Unrelated persons 25 0.1 :
- | |
Unknown'.relationships 69 1 _03 l
. TOTAL 24,:188; 1 100.0
- e I
E}
SOURCE: Question ] i Egp@ftgd in thousands
T - , L h
BASE: A1l households | UeI9ntes Samole Dispositton
with children # Multiple Number of % Valid
* - under ‘14 Answers  Respondents  Answers
1 ‘2,766 60.0
2 *1,785 38.7
3 48 1.0
. 9 ___02_
Valid answers 4,608 100.0
Non-responsge 1
_TOTAL 4,609

100%

"y ' II1-15

67 .




TABLE TI1-17
NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN THE HOUSEHOLD

. Number of ) Projéétéd 7
g _ Children | Households* - Percent -

1 9,622 39.0
2 | 8,995 36.9

, | 3 3,970 | 16.3
.4 - 1,288 5.3
5 408 1.7
5 o ne © 0.5
7 8 0.3
0.0

4
9 4

[

TOTAL 24,390 ©100.0

! i *Reported in thousands
- |SOURCE: Question 1 |
BASE: A1l households with, -

children under 14

UnWeighted Sample Disposition

Valid answers 4,609




TABLE III-12
AGE OF CHILDREN

,7§rojééteqf

. Children*

_Percent

+ Under 3
Under 1
1
2
3-5

3
4

S|

6-9

8

9
10-13
10 -
1
12
13

=

(Subtotal)

"(Subtotal)

(Subtotal)

(Subtotal)

TOTAL -

3,517
13,477
3,403
3,578
J5,148
3,717
T 4,023
3,808
47,963

100.0

SOURCE:
BASE :

Question 1

A11 children
under 14

100%

“*Reported in thousands

VUnygighted"Samplé Disgositién

Valid answers

4,609

Im-17
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TABLE III-13

. . s -
AGE OF CHILDREN WITH DISABILITIES
/ OR SPECIAL PROBLEMS
- Projected Number |
Age of Children* B Percent

-Undef One year
One year .
Two yéaré
Three years |
HFcur yeafs
Five yeérs
Six years |

Seven years
Eiéh@ years |
N{ne yearg

Ten years
E]even"years‘
Twelve years‘
‘Thirteen years

TOTAL

22

o W
Q. o N

-} .
= oy -~
o

o
el

8.2
100.0 ~

—

"\, SOURCE: Question 5

’ \ . .
BASE: Children with disabilities
or special problems \

\
SS\V!&\
7 \ \
/ \
h \

' 'y

‘ *$eﬁgrted in thousands

| Unweighted Sample Disposition

B

\

B

- Valid answers
Non-response

419
8,978

TOTAL 9,397

i




TABLE III-14

\ PROPORTION OF HOUSEHOLDS RECEIVING FINANCIAL
. . SUPPORT FROM MEMBERS OF A GIVEN RELATIONSHIP

} Relatinnship to . Projected .
Respondent Households* 1 Percent
Self (Male) | 144 0.7
Self (Female) 8,986 40.5
Husband : | 19,076 86.1
Wife .55 0.2
Son o 205w 0.9
" Daughter 5 133 0.6
Brother 7 28 0.1
Sister o 37 0.2
Father ' i 46 0.2
- Mother _ 109 0.5
Grandson ' 0 0.0
Granddaughter ’ 0 0.0
Grandfather . 3 0.0 .
Grandmother . 43 - 0.2
Nepﬁew : 7 0.0
Niece 0 0.0 -
Uncle 2 . 0.0
- Aunt 0 0.0
,Other Relatives 7 0.0
Unrelated Persons _ 57 0.3
Unknm-m re’latmnships il . 0.1
TOTALtf* 22,166 102,08
H SDURCE;' Question 2 *Reported in thousands

A*This should’be interpreted as 205
BASE: All households thousand households have one or more
~ with children - 8ons that help Euppart the ohildreh
under 14 **4Does not inelude households hab*ng no’
8upporting mémbé?s (uﬁwgzghfsd n = 598)

Unwe1ghtéd Samp]e D1spas1t1gn -

N Multiple  Number of % Valid
Answers  Respondents Answers

0 598 13.0
1 2,757 ©  59.8
o .2 1,214 26.3
100% 3 36 , 0.8
- N 3 0.1
T s 00 | .
Valid answers . 4 609 "~ 100.0
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TABLE III-15

SOURCES OF FINANCIAL SUPPORT OF CHILDREN (FROM
OUTSIDE OF THE HOUSEHOLD)

Projected R
Households* | Percent

_Saurces

Spausé or ex%sbause (éutside of your hbusehaid) 1,686 . 6.9
Relative (outside of -your household) : ’ 170 0.7
‘Other person (outgidé of your household) . EA o 3 Y 0
Government payments or subsidies expressly for child care E 3{2 | 1.3
Income téx deductions for child care paymeﬁts : 250- 1.0
Noﬁkxlncentive Program (WIN) | - * - 24 0.1
Aid for Dependent Children - | "] 1,639 6.7
' Other public welfare program “ 1,099 4.5

Other government source (Veterans Administration, - . 1,670 ' 6.9
Social Security, etc.) .

Other private agency or organization ' 0 0.0

None _ . ' 18,569 - _76.4

_— ‘ ) TOTAL 24,304 - 100.0
- SOURCE: Question 3 *Reported in ﬁh;us&nis:

BASE: All households with = | Unweighted Sample Disposition
| children under 14 | Muitipic  Number of _ Relative
- Answers, Respondeants Percent

4,327 .9
237 . &
6

I
(e

L

2
5
1

Tl Y
Mo X

o Valid anéwe%s_4,592 +100.0
100% . { . |. Non-response __ 17 -

TOTAL 4,609

72
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A fourth or roughly six million/ receive adchtlonal fmancial Support
from outside the hausehold Among the sources tabulated are SuprI‘t from
an estranged spouse (6.9%) and Aid to Families with Dependent Children

" ’ (AF,‘DG-SV 7%). The categories "other public welfare" (4. 5%) and Y'other
= government source" (6. 9%) are generally undefined, including food stamps,
the "adult" welfare categories (blind, disabled, old age asa;stance) social
security, veterans' benef;ts general assistance, Medicaid and myriad other
assistance programs., Finally, ‘the category "income tax deductions" may not

Ehave been stated entirely clearly and may yield a suspect statlstle although it

. 1s reported in Table Hi-15 without note. S : -

A distribution of the grc:ss a:mual household cash inéoiﬁe is shown in -
e Table III-16. This item (question 6'7) YIE].dEd the locwest response rate (88 5%)
of all the basic survey variables, due primarily to refusals, The ‘reader 15
therefore cautioned that non=response 1S not allocated in the pro;ected dlStI‘i—
bution, !
A second income variable pover’ty status (‘Table IH -17), was constructed
asa ﬁmctlon of gross muorne and hcusehold size using the 1nteragency government
B poverl;y-alevel tables of April SO 1975, Since fam households could not be
7 identified on the basis of questlon,nalre data, figures for non-farm families were

ﬂpphed to all hpuseholds. : a.

The three categories shown (belnw poverty, above poverty to EDO % of
poverty and above 200% of pnverty) are particularly relevant to federal pollgys
related research since eligibﬂity for various programs and benefits ;s deter-
m ined by the .poverty level, Arthermcre the three clasaes correapgnd, if
only very roughly, to the vemacular notion of "poor " ”marginal" (or "near
poor') and "non-poor'" ( or "middle- class") households, Ccpn%eql%ently, this
cont.z.;'ast variable is and will g@ntinue to be used more prominently than simple
income in our analyses,

) 4




TABLE III-16
ANNUAL INCOME OF TOTAL HOUSEHOLD

’_PrcjééLud '

Income Class :
o > Houscholda®

Percent

-Under $2,000 | 200 0.9,
$2,000-2, 959 S 7 A Y

~3,000-3,999 ;q | 804 . 3.7
4,000-4,999 . . | a4 | 3.8
5,000-5,999 . | 937 ' 4.3

P 6,000-6,995 ¢ . S aan s

' 7,000-7,999 - 83 | 41
8,000-8,999 | e f
9,000-9,999 - o0 w0 4.2

10,000511,999 o : 12.5

12,000-14,999  ° | 3,965  F 18.3

15,000-19,999 4,416 20.4

20,000 and up C | o369 | 7.0

ToTAL 21,624 100.0

”i*ﬁééﬂsfédriﬁ fﬁéﬂégnds

\

* SOURCE: Question 67

BASE: A1l households  fe———
with children ,

‘under 14 v )
— Valid answers 4,081
Non-response 528

~ TOTAL 4,609

74
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TrreEm= A k& 1S

 ANNUAL INCOME OF TOTAL HOUSEHOLD IN
RELATION TO POVERTY LINE**.

- Iﬁ?émé C]éss | ;5g8§§§§$gs* Percent
~Below poverty 3,212 , 14.9
Poverty to EOD%Ipaverty | 5;285 ’ 24.4
~Over 200% poverty 13,127 607
- CToTAL 21,624 100:0 - i

SOURCE: Question 67

*Rép@é%éd'iﬁ thousands

**Poverty level criterion gs a function
. of family size ig'as follows:

Family  Poverty Family Poverty
Size Level Size Line
* :

83,410 5
4,230 ' 6
5,050 _

For each additional member $820 is .

added. These figures are used by

the Department of Labor and Bureau
of the Census for non-farm families
in.the continental U.S. and became

effective April 30, 1975,

A11 households
with children -
under, 14

BASE:

85,870
6,690

~
W Dy

Wy,

100% .

7:!é§§ightéd Séﬁp1e;ﬁispnéitiéﬁprf

4,08
528

“Valid answers
Non-response.

. 4,609

- TOTAL

——
i+




_ Because ' chlld care usage, partlcularly of the more formal methcsds
_is s0 thén job~related, household employment characteristics assume a qumtes—
' sential role in our at’temgxt to describe the sample universe, With this in mind, it = .
;s important to note that over a third of thefespondénts are emiplayed_at least
' part-time, with nearly a quarter assuming full—timejobs'(l‘abl,e I11-18). Including
iespbndents who are enrolled in school or job training‘ pmgfams (Table III-19),
some 9.6 rmlhcm estimated households have prlmary ca regivers w1th work or

educational corﬁmltments

Both the distributign of earned income (Table II--L-ED) and the Bureau of
‘Labor Statistics taxonomy éf job claséificaticns (Table IiIéEl’) fgr r’gséondents
paint woefully stereotypmal portraits of the Atnerlcan Woman. Only 1.2 % of
_ respondents (versus 17% of households) earn over $ED 000 w1th nearly half 7
45% versus 9.6% for househo_lds) earning under $5,000, albejt true that about
Toneéﬂiird) of ﬂmse employéd work only part-time. By the svs;me token, the
. majority are emgléyed in serviee or clerical positions.
In analyzing many of the attitude vzrlables and in assessmg plEVl us,
>ch,11d care usage experience (see Section IV), it:is w0rth noting that about

half c}f ‘those respandents not currently working have worked at some time since

LS

having children (Table III—EE)

-On the C!ﬂ‘lEI‘ hand, nine out of.- ten Qf ﬂ‘le spouses (i.e., "husbands')
are currently employed on a full-time bams (Table III-23). An estim:ted 6. 4%
are not employed, a figure roughly commepsurate with the national mmmpl@yi

ment rate.’

g™
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TABLE 111-18
RESPONDENT'S EMPLOYMENT STATUS

Pféjeéted

_Status Households* | Percent

Full-time o 5,737 23.6

 Part-time : 3,19 13.1
o

oo

Neither " , 15,375 | 63,3

_— : ' "FQTAL“ i - 24,3@9 100.0

'SOURCE:  Question 47 reported in thousands

/o her. N L -
BASE: Al11 households with Unweighted Sample Di;pesiti'qn

children under 14

~Valid answers - 4,596
‘Non-response 13

TOTAL 4,609

F/"].
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TABLE III-19

. " RESPONDENT'S ENROLLMENT STATUS IN
< SCHOOL™OR JOB TRAINING

" o Proje:cted#' :
Status | Households* | Percent

Full-time . . | 960 4.0
- Part-time | B R N P2 S

Neither [ 22,192 91.4

TOTAL ] . 24,276 ' .100.0

SOURCE: Question 49  *Reported in thousands

children _undef ‘14 L : : T
Valid answers . - 4,589
Non-response 20

~ BASE: A1l households with [“ynueighted Sample Disposition

\

TOTAL ~ 4,609

100%

L e
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S 5 ;
g f:;fg © TABLE III-20

ANNUAL EARNED INCOME OF WORKING RESPONDENTS

] 7i—i;ffri1,rif | Projected |
WJIH?Dmej;]aS? i Households* | Percent

* Under $2,000 | 1,006 | 12.8
$2,000-2,999| | 932 1.8
3,000-3,999 ! SR 805 10.2

\ |

4,000:4,999 | o . 801 | 10.2
? :
| 784 9.9

.

'5,000-5,999
6,000-6,999 . | 679 | 8.6
7,000-7,999 - 620 | 7.9 | --

8,008,999 - | g 8.0
9,0@049,999, S 426 | 5.4

10,000-11,999 616 7.8

12,000-14,999 - | A

15,000-19,999 | . 188

—_— ——

20,000 and wp -~ | 92 1.2

TOTAL "+ -~ 7,884 100.0

SOURCE: (Question 56 " *Reported in thousands

"BASE: Households with ... 7Uﬁﬁé€§ﬁ£ed7§§méie'Dféggéitiaﬁ

working respondents -
T Valid answers 1,566

Did not apply 2,848

Non-response - 195

. TOTAL 4,609




TABLE 111-81

-\\ o " JOB CLASSIFICATIONS OF WORKING RESPONDENTS

Y — 777&

\ _Job Classifications . g ceholds* | Percent

. 7| Professional, technical - - ‘;1,703 19.4

Farmers, farm ménagers_ o 0 . 0.0
. - . i . I
Managers, officials, proprietors 499 ‘ - 5.7

\\CiericaTQ ' . 1 3,343 - 38.1

Sales workers | o 370 4.2

| Craftsmen, foremen SRR 151 | 7
Operatives - 782, | 8.9
ﬁr’vate;hcusehgTﬁ workers. . ' 1éif . ) 1f5,
‘SE:X1CE workers . “ ' ],EBQf ] 18.6

Far#\laborerS-and"fcremen B S TY T B T A

TotAL 8,767 | 100.0

|

| Non-farm laborers . ' 7 0.1

Tk

SOURCEY - Question 55

*Reported in thousands -

: Lo ‘
BASE:' -Employed’ . . R S e
T regpaﬁdents ' Unweighted Sample Disposition |

Pie ] valid answers- - 1,738
’ : - Did not apply - - 2,848
Non-response 23 -

! ToTAL

v\s_“;-""- S - N—
- - o N - —

4,609

i
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"TABLE I11-22

PREVIDUS EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF~

NON- HORKING RESPONDENTS
. T - N Projected -
i 'Respénse i} _Households /|- PEV‘E,Eﬂt,,
Horked ‘since hdving ch11dren S rses” | ae
"Haven't worked since havmg - : . o
. chﬂdren 7,714 50.4 .
- TOTAL 15,310 100.0
" SOURCE: Question 57
" BASE: Households in which - —
o gg'éf,zfis ,{,2 e Unweighted Sample Disposition
presently working .
: Valid answers - 2,826
_Did not.apply. 1,774 - .
Ncn—respcnse ﬁg
—— TOTAL 4 5093 o
v |
P e
5 !
|
.
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PR _ TABLE T11-23 ©
'SPOUSE'S EMPLOYMENT STATUS

L VFijécted!' "
_ _ Status - |- - Households*.| PRercent

Full-time
v part-time
I Neither

J

, TOTAL

90.8

20,017

P - -

' SOURCE: Question 64

respondents
AT

BASE: Married

Repprted in thousands

i3

7;Uﬁwéf§htedWSémpiérbiégusf{%aﬁ

3,434
1,174
1

| E

‘Valid answers
Did not apply

~ No response

~ TOTAL 4,609

A
e
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TABLE III-24

HOURS PER WEEK SPENT AWAY FROM HOME
FOR WORK, SCHOOL, AND JOB TRAINING

. “Projected
Hours Awa¥ | Households* | Percent

1-9 | 674 7.4
10-19 1,035 1.3
20-29 _ 1,175 12.9
30-39 1.340 1.7
40-49 4,029 44.2
50 and up 871 9.5

e il

TOTAL 9,122 100.0

SOURCE: Question 53

*Reported in thousands”

BASE: Households with

work, go to school
or: take job
training

Valid answers 1,813
Did not apply 2,706
Non-response

90

; /) s ’ TOTAL 4,609

w ’ : =31
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TABLE I11-25

SCHEDULE FOR WORK, SCHOOL, OR JOB TRAINING:
GENERAL DESCRIPTION

Description

 Projected

Households*

‘Percent

Fixed shift

7 Rotating shift
Trreguiar, pr@d}ctab1e shift
Irreguiar, unpredictable zﬁift

Split shift

7,099
369

906

9,521

74.6
4.1

10.4

(SIS
2 R

ra

1.

100.0

50URCE: Question 52

*Reporte.! in thousands

Households in which
mothers work, go to

BASE:

Unwﬁightéd Séﬁﬁjérb;SUDSftiDﬂ

school, or are in,
job training

1,882
2,706

Yalid answers
Did not appiy
Non-response

TOTAL 4,609

ek 4
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TABLE 111-26

SCHEDULE FOR YORK, S5CiI0OL, OR JOB TRAINING:
TIME OF DAY

Projected
Households* | Percent

Time of Day

Whole day fﬁ 5,592 L3,
Mornings only 824 8.6

Afternoons only : - 382 4.0

gl

Evenings only 689 7.
At night (overnight) only 226 2.4

Varying times - 1,812

—
Ts]
=

:

vl

TOTAL 9,524 ©100.0 |

SOURCE; Question 50

*Reported in thousaruls

BASE: Households in which

mothers work, go to [ Meighted Sample Disposition

Sob trairare N Valid answers 1,882
' b Did not apply 2,706

Non-response

—21

TOTAL 4,609

A \/ [ 5
N e
: ) /




TABLE II1-27

SCHEDULE FDRZQDRK, SCHOOL, OR JOB TRAINING:
DAYS OF THE WEEK '

Pro,.cted

Days of the Veek

_| Households* | Percent

¢

Weekdays

Weekends

Weekdays and weekends

TOTAL

b6,784 7.2
141 1.5

2,601 - 273

9,526 100.0

SOURCE :
BASE: -

Question 51

Households in which
mothers work, go to
school or are in job-
training

*Reportead in thowgunds .

”UnwéfghtédrSamp?gmgféppﬁiﬁiéﬁl
Valid answers ' 1,884
Did not apply 2,706
Non-response _19

TOTAL 4,609




REASONS FOR NOT WORKING

) V frojocied
Reasons Hauserholde* | Percent
1.-T am in school or job training 5 58 1.6
2, 1 can contribute more to my family as a homemakop 7,964 52 g
3. I'm not physically able to work 1;4(«,5 9.3
4. My youngest child s tog young to leave with someane 3,921 26.0
else ' .
5. I'm too busy with other responsibilities to have the 3.316 22.0
time to wark o
6. Taking care of my children is more creative and 6.414 425
satisfying than taking a job '
7. 1 don't need the money ’ ' 1.830 151
8. 1 can't make enough monty to make it worth my while 2,741 8.7
to work ) ) .
x
9. 1 just don't Vike to work _ 638 4.2
10. I can't find the kind of Jjob I want 761 5.0
!1, I dort't have enough job zkille 1,355 9.0
12. My spnbse{daesn't want me ta vork 4,095 327
- 13. 1 am the only one who should take care of my child 3,003 19.9
14, I'can't find the kind of child care arrangements | v 7 3
. o L, i,101 7.3 X
would need to work
5 5. 1 can't afford the kind of child care arrangements I 1.145 7.6
would need to work v
16.°1 can't find a job, none available 769 .1
17. 1 am presently looking for a job - 803 “5.3
18. Kone of the above : 588 EX:
TOTAL 15,080 100.0
. T " licreriad in thewands
SOURCE: Question 48
BASE: Households in which Uneighted Sanple isposition
respondent is not f ¥ultipie  HNumber of
emph_yed ___Answers Respondents _ Percent
' 1 £08 29.1
.2 645 23.2.
3 536 19.3
. 4 391 14.1
5 177 6.4
. 6 nez 4.0
5 e 7 61 2.2
T8 25 0.9
- 9 11 0.4
10 6 0.2
, n 2 0.1
-2 1 = 00
_ Valid answers 2,775 100,0
=« ' II1=35 Did not apply 1,774
- o Kon-response __60
) TOTAL & 4,609
i@ oz — = ; ——
O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



TABLE TI1-79

REASONS FOR WORKING .

] - Rirgfrff o “Projected |
_ ) Eéggn 7 Households* | Percent
1. It is necessary for economic survival 5,289 60.1
. 2. To get a 1ittle bit more than the basic 3,600 40.9
necessities .
3. To buy the nicer things, luxuries, get 2,312 26.3
ahead ,
4, 1 don't-want to be on welfare 1,627 18.
5. It gives me ‘a feeling of 1ndep“mjence 3,727 q42.4
and self-satisfaction
6. I 1ike what I do on my job 4,357 49,5
7. To get out of the house and away: from 1,098 12.5
the children for a while
8. To have contact with other adults and 2,634 29.9
their ideas ; o
TOTAL 8,796 100.0
7 7 T - ) “¥eported i Thousands
SOURCE: Question 54 !
BASE: Households with
working mothers -
. Unwe1ghtéd Samp1e D1spcs1t1an ,
e # Multiple Number of % Valid
/ Answers  Respondents  Answers
' 1 467 26.8 ,
\ 2 404 23.2
N .- 3. 363 20.9-
o 4 . 217 “12.5
36% 5 - 156 9.0
6 . 92 5.3
7 25 1.4
8 L6 0.9 |
Valid answers 1,740 100.0
. Did not app1y 2,869 ‘
I TOTAL 9,397
11I-36
. 89
& \ ?



TABLE 111-30
RACE/ETHNICITY DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN

o - Caté éﬂ Projected
' R -egory Children Percent

 White - 34,439 71.8
Black 7,584 15.8
Spanish o 3,027 6.3

her ’ 2,912 6.1

TOTAL 47,962 100.0

SOURCE: Ques: ons 65 and 66

*Reported 1n thousands

BASE: A1l children

'Uﬁ»zighted Sample ﬁ%éﬁ@siticﬁ

Valid answers 9,396
Non-response . 1

~ TOTAL 9,397

100% ———

T~

90

3
11-37




- TABLE IIT-31
SOURCES OF FINANCIAL SUPPORT OF CHILDREN FROM QUTSIDE OF
\ THE HOUSEHOLD: A DISTRIBUTION OF THE CHILDREN

Projected

. Households=| Percént
. B R (O EYR It WP w
Spouse or ex-spouse (outside of your household) 3,384 7.1

© Sources

Relative (outside of your household) 317 0.7
Other person (outside of your household) ‘ 105 2.2
726 1.5

Government payments or subsidies expressly for child care

Er

Income-tax deductions for child care payments § 408 0.9
Work Incentive Program (WIN) . 43 0.1
Aid for Depende5t Children ' 4,158 8.7
Other public welfare program e 2,446 5.1

Other government source (Veterans Administration, 3,132 6.6
Social Security, etc.)

Other private agency or organization ‘ 0 0.0

None u | 35,667 74.7

TOTAL | 47,783 | 100.2

*Reported in thousands

SOURCE: QuestiQHNS : . .

7AVUHweighted ééﬁpié;ﬁ%spositféﬁ n‘
| # Multiple  Number of Réiatiéﬁ
Answers RespandEﬂts Percen
8,717 93.2
" B59 6.0
64 .
16

"BASE: A1l children

L py —
e

o
3 P

Valid answers 92,356 °

s 100% ' Non-response __ 41

el
AR e ]
-
=

TOTAL 9,397

2 ‘ . : . & e

'3 II1-38




. TABLE 11132
H }
ANNUAL _INCOME OF TOTAL HOUSFHOLD IN
RELATION TO POVERTY LINE**:.
A DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN

£

! Projected

iwlﬁcaﬁérﬂjass Children* Percent

Below poverty 5 8,094 18.9
Poverty to 200% poverty 11,166 26.1

 Over 200% povert: : 23,482 54.9

TOTAL- / 42,%43 o 100.0

SOURCE : Question 67 *Reported in thousands
**Poverty level criterion as a function
BASE: A1l children 5U?jbmiZy size 1§ ﬁs follows:
Family Poverty “Family Poverty
Size Level Size Line

83,410 - - &, 45,870
4,230 6 6,690
5,050

For each additional member $820 is
S added. These figures are used by
100% . - the Department of Labor and Bureau
‘ of the Census for non-farm families -
in the continevtal U.S. and became ,
‘effective April 30, 1975.

M, Ty Wy

Unweighted Sample Disposition

Valid answers. 8,348

y On-response 049
i - N FE%pDﬂS? 1!?49
TOTAL 9,397

0139 . -



TABLE I11-33

THE NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS WITH CHILDREN WHO HAVE
DISABILITIES OR SPECIAL PROBLEMS

Projected
Chj1drgn o Households*

J
Percent |

Nith disabilities or 2,068 “ 8.5
special problems '

Without disabilities 22,286 . 91
or special problems o ' o

L TOTAL 24,354 ©100.0

!

*Reported in thousands
SOURCE: Question 4 o _ o
BASE: A1l households with | Unweighted Sample Disposition

. children under 14 , N ) f
. Valid answers 4,601
Fon-response - 8

e

TOTAL 4,609

I1-40
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SECTION 1V

MEASURES OF CHILD CARE USAGE

. % :
- ' In this section, levels of child care :usage’are presented from two statifstical
perspectives: households and children, Furthermore, Tour basic définltlon%

" of. consumpt;on are proffered for use throughout the remainder of the *epnrt

as foliows:

) T*ta,l M@thods Used. Under thia definition, any hOUSehold which

uses any fo rm of child care, even 1f very m;casmnally, Ancluding
rcasual ‘care by the spouse, an older sibling or even the re'ﬁpandent
at her Qr his place of work. This ! -fmltmn obviously, is only

of passmg Interest fmm an analyhcal viewpoint and embraces

abcrut EQ% of hcusehald&,

® Users Qf a "Princlpal" Method Households or children using or

r-eceiviqg carg from one or more of nine types of caregivers or
mstltuti@ns not included in the immediate family nucleus. These
pfmcipasl"types are (1) in-home care by a relative, (2) in—hzjfné'
care by la honérelative, (3) other-home care by a relative, (4)
.-other-hdme care by a.m;n——relative, (5 nué'sery and p're}-scl:u:u:ﬂ,si
(6) day dare centers, ("7') cooperative programs, (é) befaré and

after school care programs and (9) Headstafti.\ Unless’otherwise

‘noted, the term "user" in this re; it refers to any hov,ﬁs;-hnld s{
rep@rtmg at least one child reeewmg onc or more of these types
= - »\ E
e of care, even Lf m.frEquently. ' : i /
-l : s A
= = M‘nﬁﬁ; 3 B ’/
E ‘} /
f /
. _ D 7}/
= T - . ) ) i ¥ -




©  Main Method, llQSpolants’uSing more thian ong of the nix-'l;z;f
principal types listed above were asked Lo selecl one as
their most i,tﬁpi)rt;mt or "main" method. This variable is
useful in its own right as an indicator of impurum;c and.
is, in addition,’ used as a lceyér frame of reference in Lthe

structure of the questionnaire,

@ Children Receiving One or Moo Hours. of Cure. pu Weele . .

Some respondents reported that their izhﬂd ren received giv-
en types of care so infrequently gs to "average” less than

an hour per week, Where distributions 2nd meun levels

of usgg% are given, these observitions were intenlionally

dropped as being insubstantial.
! L
Also included in thh section are the schedules and times of day various

types of care are used, usagé of special summear care arrangements and, for
: ' f

thiree more formal methods (in-home by non-relative, nursery Séhoals and day

:,éarégcenters}, ligénsure status of the ;:a‘fl'xegiveatjwhert: known. Supplemex/‘ital
gfossetlabulatians and:tables of mean usage by pové:tS&%s‘tatus, 1[*3{345:/3t;hni,‘;'-ilzj,ri
and summary marital/emplﬂyment status are inc:lu,ded\_ in the appendix: at the
© end of the section, E . \ .

A

' : = -

Maximum stage ESEIDHILCEE '

i

i

. . S

interviewers asked fc.\r eaeh child under 14, what methods of (Julf] care were

used for that child ncf rrﬁatter ht:rw mfrequentiy, including even \f,ery informal

arrangementg w;thm [:he househald ’f‘ully:SB‘}% of the c‘mldr 7} ble IV-s ) '
represen tmg 89.,7% qf the hausehclds (Table IV=2) mported Sorne usage of care.
. An estimated 15, 8 mlllmn (64, T%) reported using at least one of the nine

i = ’ v . . /

‘priﬂcigal methods,

o

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



TABLE V-1

NUMBER OF CHILDREN RECEIVING
AT LEAST ONE TYPE OF CARE

_Projected
Children* | Percent

Children receiving at least one 42,220 ‘ 88.0
type of care ;

Children not receiving ¢hild 5,743 12 .0
care A R —

TOTAL 47,963 100.0

7 , o  ;E§péf%éH7iﬂ thsﬁé&ﬁdsr
SOURCE: Question 7 :

) _ . ﬂUniéirhtéa éam 1é4bf5'051iiaﬁ
BASE: A1l children _-nweighted sample Disp

. Valid answers 9,397

100%

[

9!? - ﬂk¥




TABLE IV-2 -
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS USING AT LEAST
ONE TYPE OF CHILD CARE

'Frajettéd .
L B @ 7 Households* |  Percent

Using at Teast one type : 21,888 89.7

ot ueing any child care 2,502 | .3

TOTAL ’ 24,390 100.0

' T o A Reporied in thousands

BASE: A1l households with Unweiégted Saﬁp?erDispasitiDﬂ
children under 14 e - =
— ’&? Valid answers 4,609

100%

IV-4

93




The logical presence of some usage is given by method as a distribu-
tion of children (Table IV- 3) and househglds (Table TV -4). To the surprise of

no one, care by the spouse leads the list.

In general, both tables are dominated by providers related to the <hild,
mc;ludmg care in a relative's home and in the child's home and inforinal care bv
siblings. Only ahout ?"%’{f of children receive "formal care in nureery gc;i0ols
or day care centers, Perhaps the most important observation to be made from

- these tables concerns the availability of relatives as child eare providers,

Whe:n users of any of the principal (first nine) methods were asked what
they considered to be their "main method, " nearly half (48, ‘3%) identifiad a

"non-nuclear" relative as the provider (Table IV-5),

At this point, it should be noted that the difference between nursery
gchool and day care center care is not entirely clear, since a given facility could
provide full-time care and possess all the attributes of a day eare center but sim-
ply be titled a "nursery school," If there is a single importent categovical differ-.
ence between these methods of care (ot.hezi than Iocal nomenclaturs), it pmbably
lies in the respondent's perceptmn of the mode of usage. Unier this hypgtheai
two users of the same facility—one part-time in order to prcvn:le aomal contact
for the child the other full time because the parents warksmlght identify the -
method of care as nursery s~hool and day care center respectively. In any
event, overall qsers of "day care centers" are nearly twice as iikely to identify
ﬂiat method as their "main me\hod' .as are ""nursery school" users.

B

Measures of Usage

As we have noted, a great proportion in the overall distribution of chil-
dren ”usinfg”lchild care ¢onsists of marginal (very infrequent) users. Only about

26. 4 million children (62, 5% of the gross "somelimes use' papu]ation) receive

IV-5




- ' TABLE IV-3

TYPES OF CARE RECEIVED BY CHILDREN

B - Type of Care o o Children* percent
1. In own home by relative (not spouse or child's brother or sister)| 11,470 27.2
2, 1a own home by non-relative ‘ 11,107 26.3
3. In otfier home by relative . 13,76 32.5
4. In other home by non-relative ] a £,345 19.8
5. In nursery zchool or pre-school 1,921 4.7
6. In a day care center %60 2.3
7. In a couperative program or bubysitting cooperative 546 1.3 .
8. gefore or after schonl activities program (not regular school hourg) 1,676 4.0
9. Headstart 130 0.3
10. In own home by Spous2 71,832 51.7
“| 11, 1n own nome by child's older brother or sister 12,397 20.4
12. Child stays by self 5,144 12.2
13, Child takes care of self and younger brother or sister 2,799 6.0
14, Public or private school - kindergaften’and above 9,437 22.4
15, Cared for by parent at’work 10 7
TOTAL 42,220 100.0
SOURCE: (Question 7 “reported in thousards
BASE: Children receiving at lcast e T
one typre' gf care i Unweighted Samrggms?asifm%ﬁ%
gMultiple  Hunber of ¥ valid
- | Answers : Respondents  Answerls
1 ~72,907 36,1
2 2,419 o
3 1,429 17.8
4 703 8.7
5 403 5.0
6 131 1.6
' 7 40 0.5
88% B8 __ 0.2 ]
Valid answers 8,050 100.0
Did not apply 1,347 -
TOTAL 9,397 7
o P
V-6
100

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




TABLE IV-4

TYPES OF CARE USED
77777 ] N ) - Projected )
Tooe of Care Projected |
e 7,,}?? Df, ,Cafe, , R | Households* | Percent
1. In own hame by relative (not spouse or child's brother or sister) 5,780 | 25.4
. ,:' L B .
2. In own home by ncn-relative 5,632 25.7
L N . . -
3. .In other home by relative ] 7,706 35.2
4. In other home by non-relative : ) 5,137 23.5
5. In nursery school or pre-schenl 1,769 8.1
6. In a day care center ' : ‘ 698 3.2
7.-In a cocperative program c’:n?babysitting cooperative 340 1.6
8. Before or after school activ tius program (not regular school hours)| 1,078 4.9
9, Healiztart o ) 105 0.5
10. In own homne by spouse . - 11,460 52.4
1. In own home by child's older brother or sister ' 6,770 30.9.
12, Child stays by self 3,83 17.5
13. Child takes care of self and younger brother or sister - i 1,950 8.9
14, Public or private school - kindergarten and acove 5,706 26.1
15. Cared for by parent at work . | 444 727.7(3
TOTAL 21,888 100.0
SOURCE: Question 7 FReparted in thougands
BASE: Households using at least ~ Unweighted Sé@éié Diisri'as'iftiiqﬁf ;
- one type of care - 3 : — IS 00T 2 S oree B
f Wultiple HNumbor of Z Valid
~ Answers Respordents  Answers
1 1,219 30.0
2 1,202 29.6
3 778 19.2
. 435 10.7
5 238 5.9
6. 104 2.6
7. 44 1.1
8 23 0.6
9 1 /0.3
N 10 2 7 0.0
- [ NP | IR RO
Valid answers 4,057 100.0
Did not apply __ 552
TOTAL 4,609 l
® ) Iv-7
11Ul ) ‘
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Type of Care

Prcjééted

Househo 1ds*

Percent

10.
1171,
13.
e,

. In own home by relative (not spouse or child's

brother or sister)

. In own home by non-relative

. In other home by relative

. In other home by non-relative:

. in nursery school or pre-school

. In a daycare cehfé%

. Ina cooperative program or babysitting cooperative

. Before or after school activities program (not

regular school hours)

-5

. Headstarf

In own home by spouse
In own home by child's older brother-or sister

Child stays by self

Public or private school - kindergarten and cbove

. Cared for by parent at work

TOTAL

3,418

3,176
4,136
2,513

874

71

266

149
4i.
Child akes care of self and. younger brother or siste 17

10,

6

21.8
20.3
2t .4
216.1

fiah]
[’

[
LSa]

15,636

- 100.0

i

SOURCE: Question 14 ' -

*Reported in thousands

BASE: Households that use

child care ’ 11 Valid answers

Did not apply
No response

STAL®

2,838
1,740
3

“Unweighted Sample Disposition |

[

65% | 1V-8
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care (ﬁﬁder one or more of the nine principal types) with sufficient regularity
to "average' an hour or more per week (Table IV-6). Even within this grou;ﬁi of
"'regular users" (under a very iiberal,assumptibin indeed), most (53, 6%) average

less than 10 hours a week. About 21%, or an estimated 5.6 million of these

- children,’ representing. just under 129 of all children under 14, receive full-time-

equivalent care (defined as 30 or more hours "p‘er week).

The distribution of usage I&VEIS iz, as one would expect, -very strongly
tled to the. method used (Table IV=7),* Most (56%) day Qargscentérsusing
Eh;ldrén utilize the services at a fuumtimééequivslgnt rate, whereaa about. three-
quarters of all the home—baseﬂecare users (methods 1-4) zecewe care less than

10 hours a week.

i;-;_;(:bilr.;i1'@1:1 receiving care in another home by a non-relative are of partic-

ular interest in this analyses, smce; regulated "family day care homes' would

- generally fall under this heading, But given the proportion of "light" users

(67.2% receiving less than 10 hours), it is probable that at least half of the

"other home by non-relative" group represents informal arrangements among

friends and neighbofs rather than the more structured "family day care home,"

This inference is supported in part by the p{rc:poft{:tlcn of respondents who

exchange services and favors for care rather than cash (cf., Section VI on
t;};;sts).

Regardless of the structural characteristics of "other home by non-
relative” care, it is interesting that the distribution of usage is among the

flattest (most broadly distributed) of the methods, fThis would tend to confirm

- 8peculations that this method embraces a variety of usage modalities.

=

*Sample diEpOSitloﬂS for each method are included in the appendi:g to this
section,

A
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- TABLE IV-6
COMBINED HOURS THAT CHILDREN USE ALL TYPES OF CARE** -

Projected

. Hours _|_Children* | Percent

1-9 : | 1a,125 53.6
10-19 - 4,678 17.7
20-29 . 1,91 | 7.5
30-39 | - 1,153 4.4
20-49 2,993 1.4

50 and up 1,425 5.4
| TOTAL | 26,356 | 100.0

Méan Hours*#* 16.1

. Mo g e e
_SOURCE: Question 12 “eportsd in thougands
o ‘ o **Doze not inelude children

BASE: Children using at least who receive less than one -

' one type of child care  hour per week

on average of one hour  *#*computed from actual hour

ner week., rather than from the above

hour cells

Valid answers 4,867 -
Did not apply 1,347
Missing data 3,183

TOTAL 9,397

IV-10 :

104
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P i TABLE V-7 - T |

SUMMARY TAOLE: "
HDUPS PER WEEK THAT CHI LDREN RECEIVE CARE**

i R e
| - | TotaT .
 Type of Care 1-9 1 1019 | 20-29 30;39_, 40-49 {50 & up Projected
;Per::entr Chﬂdrenj*
O home by velative | 65| 90 | 44 | 3 5.5 |16 | 1000 | 9460 °
2. Ovn hore by non-relative 0.8 | 82 | 46 16 | 35 121000 | 9,m5
3. Other home by relative AL 00 43 L ne |2 Lo | 0 1,318
I Other hove by norerelative | 612 1 95 | 66 |36 |09 | w0 | e | 7
S, Nrsery or presschool | 403 | 25 | 35 | 42 | 18 (00 | 1
b byarecr LS 0S| we [0 {01 | ose [we |
5| 7 tooenstive progrn | 84| 60| 40 ['h0 | 26 | 00 |0 | s
| b befoglater scont rigrn | 10 | w8 | 20 | o | o 0000 | 1
et e s Lol |
SOURGE: " Question 12 | o R | ’ L *Reported in thougands,
BASE: Children receivinget' - v | “;ﬂffﬁg“g"‘*"’*zg ;;”"PZE
n the reslpectwefypes - - | Dn,,p'ages iV%OtalVatlS.

108




~are evident here, also by meathod,

Licensure

Usage Schedule

- =t =

aDur analysis of the mode and szgmflc;ance of usage 1@ greatly augmented
by three addltmﬂ.,h variables ,also colleetgd by both child and rm;thod/ I‘lr&.t ‘
resmndents were asked when dur‘ing the day or night, each. ipphcable child
uaualw received a given type of care,” The results- (Table IV-8) Teinforce the

developing pattern that nursery and day care centers are most likely to-be used

on a regular, full—-—rtime‘basis "Other bome by non-relative' is aro‘uily distrib=

uted and encompasses a broad range of usag,e modalities, and most home=based
care can probably be termed "babysitting." The distribution for "before and -
after school program' is suspect (e.g., ""evenings' at 6. 5% and "'whole day" :
at 3. 9%) and may reflect misinterpretations by some respondents.

A second scheduleifelaied quégtion days of the week used, yields a
congruent distribution (Table IV-9), with nursery schmls day care centers,

befoi‘é and after school programa, ‘and Headstart most frequently used during

‘the week C.are by relatives and all in-home care is used either on weekdays

or weekends with appmximately equal probability. Once again,, however, other
home care by non-relativés is unique, oceurring more frequentlv dvring week-

days but still meetiﬂg broad, dwergeni needs. f ’ 5\ ;

A third varjable, general ‘usage schedule" can be interpreted as a-

measure of regulanty (Table 1V-10). The same general patterns noted above

&

£,

' ‘Respondents were asked, for each child using other home by non-

, relstwe nursery school or center care, 1f the provider or faEllitY was licensed,

.. Based upon the valid anawers attained, nearly all day eare centers (97%)

(Table IV-11) and 86% of nurgery schools (Table IV-12) used are licensedg
v e .= i . o Lt .

-



- TABLE V-8

 TIME OF DAY THAT CHILOREN RECEIVE ARE*

- Tihe_pf Day |

| - Total |

TE - chﬂe Morn}ngs Af-ternnom Evenings | Overnight | Varying = Prajeét "
Type of Care day | only | only onl onl | /

~ 1 T I TR T B T 1 e

.Oyn-honiebxrelative 00 | 41 -'7.0\\,1 6.0 | 35| 49.3 ;.-105.0 1i.34_7

4

—

5

. Oun hamé\'by, onrelative |73 [ 2.5 |63 o 87 ] 8 38'.4_’ 1000 | 10,992

ol gt

Other e by relative 128 | 390 | 86 | 64| 65 |56 |0 lnEs

EL—-AX - .

.

. Other hone by non-relative 29 © 7.7 [ 168 | 0.0 | 13 |43 | 1m0 8,38

. Nursery or pre-school 7.0 | 466 | 104 00 | 00 | 5 TOOQU:"'T,‘QAB‘_"

wk

G Dyaareceter . (666 [ 70 [ WD [ 00| 00 | [wo| e

7 Coapeiative program 08 s e | oso 2.9 | 434 1|00._0 f 546
8, Befare/after $¢hool pragram 39 1.6 6.3 .| 65 1 03 |3 10009} .]s538;
o abmestt o ma| w5 85 | 00 | 00 | 35 1) ol m

é

" HRagorted in thousands

;{)ﬁ*‘iz;§0URCE:_; Qestiond R B
oy L | Aion frequencies, scmrplg

BASE: Children receiving care fis
(BROE: - LA1AVEN PUETVING Cart poaition and other
in the respective typesl infomation, ace tables

F ) on pages IV—49 - IV=57,
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i

. DAYS.OF THE WEEK THAT CHILOREN RECEIVE CARE®*

THBLE V-9

SUMARY TABLE

/
L
\

%
%
* i

Type of Care

Heekdays

wegkends

| weekdays —
b Weekends |
Percent

| Tata]

Children*

PruJected‘

2, Own home by non-relative

3, Other hone by, relative
2

. Ohn hone by relative

4. Other hoe by non-relative

5, Nursery or pre-school

8. Before/after school program ° i

6. Day care center

190, Headstart

17, Cooperative progran

‘ -27.3j

e
%

00,0

7.0
0.4
9.9

65,7 -

05

B,
0®
9
09
45

100.0
10C, 0
100,0
100,0
100.0.

10,0

100.0

100.0

1000

11,182

15,406
8,084
1,94

%
168
I

10,9%

1936 |

SOURCE :
BASE:

*Question 10

Children receiving care

in the respective types

For frequencies, eample

HReported in Hhousands,

dispostition and other
mf@matmn gee tables

1]
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TABLE IV-10

SUNMARY TABLE:

4 GENERAL ,DESCRIPTfDN OF SCHEDULE IN WHICK CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE**

I e b
R ) A Percent Chiild_r_en{;
1, Own home by relative | [T S .67\(.1 2,0 1100,0 111,347
2, Cin home by, non-relative | 168 | 16 | B34 2,11 1000 1@,987 |
1, Other hone by re’]atﬁei LA 130 8.2 {19 ] 1000 13,510
ot b by nonreative | 85 | 26 |13 55 |22 100 | 835
i rsry b il | 80|35 24 52 09 |00 | 18
6. Day <are center {04 | 1 38 0w g lwe | w o
. opertie rogra EY X R4 |ar | me | s
B.-Before/after shorl progon | 6.0 |95 B3 | me o mo | e
. H esistat 95 | 0. 00 0.5 20 | 1000 | i
ﬂSDURCE* Due:;.tioﬁl N o -ﬂﬁ‘:;gpﬂptéd i thﬂ“mfg
4por fre encies, g e’
i o
t o Bages 1167 - -5,

11
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TABLE 1v-11%*

'CHILDREN RECEIVING LICENSED CARE:

o DAY CARE CENTER

o - T Projected | -
g Respa§§§ - i Children* | Percent

Licensed

Unlicensed -

820

T0TAL 845

97.1
2.9

100.0

- SOURCE:
" BASE:

'Qﬁestiénrs

T *Reported in

Children receiving
care-in day care

" center

th@usﬁnﬁs o

ii@ﬁweightedrééﬁéié pispdsitiéﬁ

Valid a%swérs
Did not apply:
_ Non-response

- !‘; - TOTAL

177
9,200

9,397




¢ ) .
> TABLE Iv-12 S

CHILDREN RECEIVING -LICENSED CARE: =
" NURSERY OR PRE-SCHOOL :

Bac o 7§féjecfeé' -
Response Children* |"Percent

Licensed ' o .1,595 86.0

Unlicensed - T ee0 _14.0
B TOTAL 1,855° | 100:0

*Keported in thousands

SDURCE:v Questian 8

.BASE: Children receiving:

" care in nursgry or : .
pre=school e —

Unweighted Sample Disposition-

' 7 ~ - . \
) [;7 ‘\ { Valid answers., - 320
: v. ]  Did not apply 9,049 "

\ 1 | Non-response 28

/ .
Tae-l ~ TOTAL 9,397
4% - —

EVES

A@ba17“A




i

It .should be underscorad, hawever,.ht,hat ab;ut one in ten eligible respondents -
 either did not know whether the facility was licensed or refused to answer the
question, thus presenting a relatively high pr@babil:lty for bias in the eétiméts

- By ccutrast other home by non—relative" care is seldom (10 3%)
licensed (Keep in mind, once again, that a high pmpcxrticn of the respmlses ,
represent informal ba.bymttmg arrangements (Table IV-13)." - Just under 10%

“ of the ehglble sample space is item non- resmnse

. Summer Care

'Tn round out our averall pic:ture of child eare, respandents were

" agked whaf E"pécial care arrangements they made during the summer months

o when sc:hcxal is Dut and Dccupatiﬂnal vacatmns are usually taken, The results -

from this questian are summarized by Table IV-14 and sample dispositigns by

applicable age groupings are presented as Tables IV-15 thrc:ugh IvV-18. .

IvV-18

116



TABLE IV-13

* .CHILDREN:RECEIVING LICENSED CARE:
""OTHER HOME LY NON-RELATIVE

Ricoanis | Projected |
X 7.",espan5§ré - | Children* | Percent

" | Licensed , : 777 10.3

Unlicensed - : 6,755 ~89.7

TOTAL 1 7,532 100.0

o *Rey tdi t;zs? snd ’
_SOURCE: Question 8 [ HEPOTEed W wHoUsands
- BASE: Children receiving care .

: - in other home by non- , .
. relative e ———————————————————
L e | Unweighted Sample Disposition

o , Valid answers' -. 1,247
o L7\ ). Did not.apply 8,026

Non-response 130

~o S 8 o Total 9,397

V=10

I 117




TABLE “IV-14

USE OF SUMMER CHILD CARE*

1138

—— — B - N e e e e — . —— ]
Type L 7Age Graup —
- o Jo2. 35 Te9 Tors
1. No special summér care (same as rest of year) 40.3% |- 47.2% | 35.2% | 29.0%
2. Sunmer ‘camp program 0.1 2.3 7.7 -13.4
3. Community recreation program, swimming pool, 0.3 3.4 1.3 ¢ 14.2
or supervised pTaygr‘Dund ’ - : .
4. Summer school 0.0/ | 1.2 | 5.8 1 7.2
5. Public schoul activities program 0.0 0.3 | .7 1 2.7
6. Send child to stay with relatives 7.1 10.7 10.7 r¥10.5
7. Relative comes to stay with child 6.0 5.3 3.8 | 3.6
o : ' _ ' |
8. Neighbor or friend watches child (includes older| 7.3 | 10.0 9.1 5.5
. unrelated chde who is on sunmer vacation) B I
Qi‘Cared for by 91der brother or sister who is on, 2.0 3.1 6.7 9.3
summer vacation - . ) . . Co .
10. Nursery or day care program (sunmer anly) 1 0.8 |. 4.6 1.9 0.4
11. Other. 3.9 | 2.4 2.9 2.1
12, No child care used durir, the sunmer 39.7 | _27.7 |-_24.8. | _26.6
. TOTAL ’ 100.0% | 100.0% -{ 100.0% | 100.0%
N ‘ B V*FQI‘ frequcsnﬂes, Earnng 5zsp§sztmn ‘
SDURCE\:V QuEst‘mn _§ and other. information, see tables
I on the. following pages.
BASE: . Households with at 1east S e
one child in the
respective age group .
Iv-20"



" TABLE. IV-15 | ’ o
S USE OF SUMMER CHILD CARE: CHILDREN 0-2

T T T T T  Throected
Type ° | Households® | Percent

1. No special summer care (saméias rest of year) ° |- 2,906 . 40.3

!

. 2. Summer camp program | A - 04

* | 3. Community récreation program, swimming pool, 2 ' 0.3 ° i
or supervised playground ] ' -
T

T ] . . B :
4. Summer school - : o 30 0.0

5, Public sch@a?‘agtivities;prugram o o - | 0.0

6. Send child to stay with reiatives ", 509 i 7.1~

7. Relat1ve ADMES tc ;Lay w1th Lh11d . : 433 7 6.0
\ 8i~Nalghhur oy friend WatEhES child (1nc1udes a1de, 526 - 1. 1.3 -
unire.ated ohild who is on sunmer vacat1on) ) : T BT
"9, Cared “for Bj older brothef or- ‘sister who is on 14 0 2.0 -
;umnet vacation —
10. Nursery or dagugaﬁé pF?gram-(summék only) - ' 57 ‘ __:D;B
: . , ! . _ _

£y

1, Other S S 280 39

JE.KNQ éhilq care used during the summer S 31354--.:-}- 39,7 »af-

R TOTAL | 1217 - 10000

o+

= N —i , = " e et s =

S SOUﬁCE: ﬁaéétion 6 .. : ' *Rsp@rted in thgusands

- : ! : drw 1 ht d'S 1 Di 1t1
BASE: Households with at least — ed Saple bispostion__
_ H 5 2a ¢ # Mu1t1p15 Number of. ~ % Valid

‘ane-child 0~
DQE ch ’.D 2 Answers Respandents Answers
- . * * i —— e e -
1, 300 o 94.8

51 7, 3.7
18 1.3

. / ' valid answers’liﬂ - 100.0
= ;o : pid nat apply 3,238 .

-

—
]

30% _ , i TOTAL 4,608
| v-2! T

119

LT
It
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. TABLE IV-16 .

USE DF SUMMER CHILD CARE: CHILDREN 3-5

 Tvoe o Projected S
K ype Househo1d4* Percent
!_1i No épeciai sumnervéare (samg as rest‘pf year)r ‘3,338 41,2 .
- 2. Summer camp program : T 215, 2.3
3, Community recreation program, swimming pool, 320 3.4
or supervised playground
4, Summer school <112 1.2
5. Public school activities program 29 0.3
6. Send child ‘to stay with relatives 992 0.7
7. Relative cames to stdy with child 491 5.3
B s ) ! B - B \ : > c -
' -8 Ne1ghbnr or *Fr'1end watches chﬂd (includes o’lder 931 10.0
.unrelated c:hﬂd who is on summer va(:atmn) : :
9 Cared for by older brother or s1ster who is on 290 3.1
‘summer vacat‘mn : ' Co- s
;:“1Drngr$ery or day care program (summer only) . . 426 4.6
11. Other 221 | 2.4
" 12. No child care used aﬁriﬁg the sammer'i T | 27.7
| | TOTAL 100.0

. *Rep@rtgd in thaus&nds E

SOURCE Quest1on 6 . tidiles

A 1 : ] Unweighted Samp1e _Disposition
. BASE; Hauselgﬂgsaw th af east # Multiple = Number of % Valid

one'c -5 ) ___Ansvers Respondents Anszwersw

- S YW 1,645 ° 91,5

- : 2 115 " 6.4
3 30 . 1.7 -
6. 4 . 0.2

4 830 VaHd answers 1, 798 100.0

[} 50 Did not apply 2,811 ‘ 4

n 1V-22 TOTAL 4,609~
:\. - B 1
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

TABLE 1V-17

USE OF SUMMER CHILG CARE: CHILDREN 6-9 ~ ¢~

| Projected _ -
Households*’

=

1. Ho special sunmer careé(samesas rest of year)

2. -Summer camp program . .o

3. Comaunity recreotion prograw, swimming pool,
or superviged playground”

4, .Summar school A e

5. Public school attivities program
6. Send child to slay with relatives
7. Relative comes Yo Slay with child

8. Neightwy or friend watches child (includes older 995 | 9.1

- uneelated child Whe is on sunmer vacation)

9. Carcd for by older brdther or sister who is on
suntier vacation

10, Nursewy of day care program (SUﬁnr{ér only)

1. Other ™ . "\ L

. R . [ ’
12. No child cark used dyfing the summer

ST TOTAL

3

3,860 - |. 35,2

640 5.8
&
~ 190 e 1.7

1,180 . 10.7

a6 1 3.8

739 6.7

211 1.9

2,778 24.8
000,

b S

10,991

'SOURCE: Question G
BASE: Households with at least *
- one ¢hild 6-9 |

.- *Reported in thousands.

__Unweighted Sample Disposition

i 4 Multiple lNumber of  %JNalid
~ Answers  Respondents © Answers |-

1,838

o
Ll
L]

"

" Did not apply 2,357

TOTAL ™ 4,609 ‘




TABLE Iv-18

USE OF SUMMER CiILD CARL: CHILDREN 10-12

Ir-- — = S - e = 77::7 S = === "
- _ Projected
! Type Households* Percent
r - = — e e = == = — = = — — = =
! .
1. Ho special sunmer care (same as rest of ycar) 3,114 29.0
2. Summer camp program v 1,439 13.4
3. Community recreation program, swimming pool, 1,521 14.2
or supervised playground
f 4. Summer school 772 7.2
- 5. Public school activities p%cgram 290 2.7
| 6. Send child to stay with relatives 1,125 10.5
! 7. pelative comes to stay with child “ 386 3.6
8. Ne1ghbor or friend watches ch11d (includes-older 592 5.5
unrelated child who is on summer vacation)
9. Cared for by older brother or sister who is on 994 9.3
" summer Vacation .
\ . @
10. Nursery or day care program (summer -only) 43 0.4
© - 11, Other ¢ 230 2.1
" 12. No child care used during the summer 2,856: _26.6
TOTAL 10,731 100.0
,,, e 7 ,,,, — - ; .
SOURCE:. Question 6 : *Egpartéd in thﬁusands
BASE : ‘h 1 ; h at Teast C ' jiu;‘x\;:mghted Sample ()]EDQS'HHDH
) E: H0u5§b01d5131%3 at feas , # Multiple - Humber of % Valid
one ch Answers ~ Respondents Answers
7T ’ ' ' : 1 1,734 83.8
s ’ : ) 2 214 10.3
- / 3 .83 4.0
| 4 26 1.9
\ 1 & 12 0.8
\ , 6 1 0.0
~o { ST T T s =
! it | Valid answers 2,070 100.0
T 445 . Did not apply 2!5;5
v-24 | TOTAL 4,609

-
Do
N




SECTION IV APPENDIX
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

RIC

AL I H
Humber
fpr,

N4

Uwit Nwes by nen-relativa

Hunbe
Forcent

Ot aae hope by omonecelative
fumber
Percent

Nursery or pre=school

Hatnbar
Fercent
ud,; nare center
lumbher
P

fuoperative program
fiumber
Fercant |

Lefore/ofter
Humber
Percent

svhool program

Hegdstart
Hunbe e
Poroent

(1A home by spouse
fiymber
Percent
Aller sibling
Humb
Forzent

itays by soff
fumger
fercent

Self and younger sibling
fymter
Perzent

Fublic or private schosl
Hunthar
Parcent

Pyrpnt at wark
Humber
Forcent

(ALL MFTHODS
Humbier
nreent

& e

TABLE IV-19

ALL METHODS OF CARE BY POVERTY STATUS *
(Households reported in thousands including multiple answers)

6%2

1.4%

T
I

2%

.41

o
e

7%

4%

twf Tercw Projected I 2
e _af Households o cf Base : duu*ﬂhu|ﬂ5 of Easn
o
1,310 s 3,230 26.4% 7,165 26.52
! 25, 4% : 67.71 100.0%
EYC TR 19.1% 1,962 32.3% 1 5,082 26.1%
: 78.0% | 100.0%
! i
.90 1,817 41,21 4,173 15.7% | - 6,981 35,81
07,81 L7.6% 100.0%
a6t | 947 20,63 3,317 27.11 4,655 23.9%
' 20.6% 71.3% 100.0%
5.71 = 9 4,11 1,237 10.1% 1,574 8%
12.1% 78.61 100, 0%
5,41 107 2.31 413 3.4% 659 3.4%
T6.3% 2.7% 100. 0%
0.1 10 0.9% 261 FRF o 1.6%
13.4¢ 86.0% 160. 0%
2,31 185 4,08 714 5.8% 960 4,91
19.3% 74.5% 100.0%
2,01 2 0.71 12 0,11 9% 0.5¢
: 33.6% 13.0% 100.0%
25.9% 2,300 49,44 7,458 §0.8% | 10,427 53,5%
22.1% 71.5% 100.0%
45.0% 1.450 11,18 1,380 27.61 5,987 30.7%
24.2% 56.5% 100.0%
14.5% 661 14,23 2,501 18.9% 3,356 17.2%
19.7% 63.2% 100.0%
13.61 383 8.2¢ 1,046 8.5% 1,778 9,12
, 21.5% 58.8% 100.0%
29.6% 1.185 25.5% 1,104 25.3% 5,009 25.91
23.5% 61.5% 100.9%
1.7% 128 2.7% 241 2,0% 409 AT
30.6% 58.,9% 100.0% °
160,02 4,657, .100. 0% 12,259 100.0% 15,488 100.0%
23.93 62.9% 100.0%

rty to
% Foverty

?ﬁvvrt; L

*Includes households averaging less than

an hour per week.

=25
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ALL METHODS

(Hou

i

i
o

TABLE IV-20

OF CARE BY SUMMARY MARITAL/EMPLOYMENT STATUS*
useholds reported in thﬁusandf including multiple answers)

TYPE OF CARE
o e ‘iousihnhjf u[ Base
rialative 7 B o o o ) 7
19.1% 1,174 0. 4% 493 £5.0% 509 30,01 5,762 26.4%1
L0 R.6% Q.82 1600.0%
non-relative . )
1,457 .77 3,505 30.7% 418 21,23 226 13.3% 5,608 25.7%
26,01 64.5% /.53 1.0% 100.0%
s homt by relative . o B i o } o ~ o
: 2,00 29.8% 4,524 39.6% 651 33,71 527 30.8% 7,701 35.3%
£6.0% &.7% 8.5% 6.8% 106,02
Ofher hoad by non-relative ) o
B ter 1,957 29,31 | 2,266 19,45 601 30,5% 293 i7.3% 1 5.129 23.5%
Vorcent 38.43% o 44,21 11.7% 571 100.0%
I s or pre=school ) o o ) i )
o 561 i, 4% 913 7.13% 154 B, 13 174 . 7.41 1.768 2.1%
31.9% * 52.0% 9.0% 7.1% 100.0%
S 322 4.8% 148 1.4% 162 B.2% 65 3.B% 637 3.2%
46.1% 71,32 21,21 9.31 100.0%
‘lap.eritive program ., 7 B o ) ) 7 ) )
Hy 4 . 44 0.7% 280 2.51 9 0.5% 6 0.a% 3393 1.6%
; 13.0% 82.41% 2.7% 1.9% 106.0%
Befure/after school program ) N - ) B ) o 7
Num be 328 4.93 534 A.7% 151 7.7% 62 3.7% 1,077 4,9%
Percent 30.5% 49,6% 14,0% 5.8% 100,02
Headstart o A . o _ .
wirber 3 0.1% 36 0.41 14 0.7% 36 2.1% 104 0.5%
Mercunt - 7.8% 44,33 13.5% 33.41 100,01
|
V0w nere by spouse o o o - _ . i
Huitber 3,963 59.1% 7.401 64,81 28 1.5% 23 1.4% | 11,476% 52.4%
Farcent 134.7% £4.81 0.3% a9.2% 100. 0%
2 ’“]4 33.0% 3,457 30.3% 454 26.3% 556 32.8% 6,727 30.9%
§Z.9% 51.43 . 7.4% 8.3% 100.0%
|
1.487 22.2% 1,766 15,5% 333 16.0% 242 14.31 1,879 17.6%
8.8% 46,11 8.7% 6.3% 100, 0%
750 1n.2% 451 1.3% 12z 6.7% 125 7.43 | 1,956 8.9%
ja.sz 43.8% 6.3% 6.4% 100.0%
27.4% 2,751 28.1% 521 26.5% 586 34.5% 5.700 26.1%
~ﬂrrf-r,t 7. 3% ' 48, 3% 5.1% 10.3% YDD ag
Parent at work ) . ~ 7
Hurihisr 131 4.9%1 73 0.6% 31 1.7% 5 0.3% 443 2.0%
Fernent 74.6% 16.5% 7.6% 1.2% 100.0%
ALL METHODS ' 1 3 L e , ) o o
Humber 6, }'H‘ 100.4% (1,422 100.0% 1,570 100,0% 1,697 16G0.0% | 21,801 100, 0%
Parcent 3DL81 52.4% 9.0% 7.8% 100,01
| :
[ I W \‘, L I L - _ —
*Includes households averag1ng 1355 than ,
an hour per week. ‘ }
| | o
= V=26
i

O

E

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




TABLE TV-21

!
7 o ALL METHODS-OF CARE BY RACE/ETHNICITY
(Households reported in thousands including multiple answers)
LY
R ‘ﬁ‘,""‘ T ] T
TYPE OF CARE _ white 7 Tther 1 TOTAL
Frajected Percent PTU)Qﬁ[L‘ FrngLted‘ Tercenti Projected Peroent
o _‘-_;‘—_,._7&&3‘)‘?”?9fi‘s‘1', Househole 1_f Elasé & | Househ f8 '; Households of ﬂﬂwffl Ho wlds of %asg
Own home by relat{ve . . .
humber 4 ,6R0 27.81 608 20.5% e 23,9% z22 22.9% 5,779 26.4%
Percent a1.o% 10.5% 4.7% 3.8% 100.0%
Owi homo by ron-relative .
Number 5,201 30.3 210 1.1% 102 9.1% 117 12.7% 5,61 25.7%
. Fercent : 92,41 171, 1.8y : 2.1% 100, 0%
“tuther hoine by relative 7
hufiber 6,308 37.51 891 30.13 42 30,52 163 16.81 7,708 35.2%
Fercent 81.9%1 11.6% 4.4% Z2.1% 100.0%
Other home by non-relative . . ; )
Number 4,333 25.7% 479 16.7% 130 11.6% 193 19.92 5,146 23.5%
Feyrcent BA. 4% 9.3% 2.5% 3.8% : 100,04
Hursery ar pr‘e=sghu@] ) . V - _ . .
Nuniber 1,399 8.3¢ 210 7.11 5 3.1% 123 12.7% | 1,767 8,14
Percent 79.1% 11.9% 2.0% 7.0% 100, 0%
Day care center , . B ) e )
Numbar 437 2.6% 158 5.41 38 3.4% 63 6.5% &97 3.2%
Percent 62.7% 22.7% 5.5% : 9.1% 100.0%
Cooperative program ) ’ . )
Number : 282 1.7% 6 0.6% 13 i.21 27 2.8% 339 1.5%
Percent ) 83.2% 4. 8% 3.9% B.1% 100.0%
Beforg/after schogl Program i T .
Number 927 5.5% 76 2.6% 34 31x 39 4.0% 1,077 4.9%
Percent : B6.1% 7.1% 3.2% 3.6% 100.0%
Headstart ) . : . : )
Number 48 0,31 18 1.31 132 1.2% 4 0.5% 104 0.5%
Pe r:ent 46.21 36.9% T o12.5%  A.3% 100.0%
Own home by spfmse i B . _
Number _ | 8,722 57.8% 807 27.3% 481 42.8% 449 46.2% 1 11,460 52.4%
Percent 84.8% - 7.0% 4.2% 3.9¢ . 100.0%
Older sibling ' ) ) N o . o
Humber 5,114 30.4% 908 30.7% 398 35.41 347 ©  35.8% 6,770 30.9%
Percent 75.6% s 13.4% 5.9% 5.1% 100.0%
Stav: by self . ) . . ) . )
Nu =36 3,188 19.0% 448 i5.28 | T 129 11.5% 63 6,62 3,830 17.5%
Fercent 83.3% 11.7% 3.4 1.72 100.0%8 .
Self and younger sfanQ i o -
Number . - 1,467 8.7% 249 8,41 103 5.21 130 1:41| 1,950 8.91
Percent 75.3% 12.8% 5.3% 6.7% -.100,0%
Public or private school - ) . .
Number 4,287  25.5% asa 30,01 245 21,81 284 29.31 5,705 26.1%
Percent 75.1% 15.6% 4.31 5. BZ 100.0%
Parent at work S : ’ '
Number 385 2.3y 28 1.0¢ I 1.9% & 0.6% 443 2.0%
Percent 87.0% 6.7% ) 4,9% 1.4 100,0%
ALL METHODS o : . i
Number © |16,830  100.0% 2,960 100,02 1,125 100.0% g7 100.02 | 21,886 . 100.0%
Percent 76.9% 13.5% 5.1% 4.4% 100, 0%
*Includes pgﬁgéhBTds averaging 1ess than
an hour per week,
V-27
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TABLE IVv-22

MAIN METHOD. OF CARE BY PDVERTY STATUS
(Households reported in thousands)

[’"' B ” — - T INUOME T -
- "~ Faverty to© “Over 2003 !
TYPE OF CARE Below Poverty ____200% Poverty _ Pﬁvér‘ty . TDTI}Q 7 .
Projected Projected ~Frojec ~ Frojected
L _ o  Houscholds  Percent ' | Households Percent Houserhulds Percent | Houschnlds  Percenr
Own home by retative . ’ : e
Numher 473 30.4% 849 £6.0% 1,772 19.1% 3,094 22,04~
Prrcent 16.3% 27.4% 57.3% 100.0%
<0wn home by nen-relat{ve
Number 150 9.7% 493 15.72 ER IHE 23.6% 2,810 20.1%
Percent .11 17.4% 77.2% 100.0% |
Other home by relative
Number 428 27.5% 1,098 ) 33.6% 2,228 3.1% 3,758 26.71
Percent 11.4% 29.31 59.3% 100.0%
Other homs by non-relative )
Number 207 13.3% 441 13.51 1,587 17.1% 2,236 15.594
Percent 9.31 19.8% 71.0% 100.0%
Hursery or pre-schoal ) :
flumber . &8 3.8% 5 2.6% 621 6.7% 765 5.4%
Percent 7.62 11.1% B1.2% 100.0%
4
Day care center -
Number 18 7.6% 90 - 2.8% | 309 3.3 518 3.7%
Percent 22.9% 17.5% ’ 59,61 . 100.0%
Cooperative program ) ) .
Number 0 0.0% 16 0.5% 122 1.3% 139 1.0%
Percent 0.0% 12.21 87.91 100. 0%
Beforc/after school program
Number 4 2.7% <44 1.3y 204 2.21 2590 2.1%
Percent - 14.4% 15.1% 70.5% 100.0%
Headstart :
Number 1 2,7% 20 . 0.6% 2 0.0% 64 0.5%
Percent 64.4% 31.41 4.2% - 100.0%
Own home by, spause o ) ’
Number 12 0.8% 57 1.8% 161 1.7¢ x]| 1.6%
" Percent 5.41 . ) 24.9% : 69.5% 100. 0% ’
Older sibling
~Number 20 1.3z 57 1.82 47 0.5% 125 0.59%
Percent 16.5% 45.7% 37.8% 100.0%
Stays by self 2 .
‘Number o 0,07 3 0.1z 0 0.01 3 0.0%
Percent 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Self and yaunger sinng ‘ ) ) N
Number o 0.0% 9 0.32 7 0.1% 16 0.1%
Percent. 0.0% 55.4%1 44.¢ 100.0%
Public or private school o . v
Number 1 0.12 0 0.0% 6 0.12 .8 0,1%
Percent 23.5% 0.0% 76.5% 100.0%
Parent at work . ) . : )
Number -0.0% o 0.0% 5 0.1% 5 0.0%
Percent 0.0% 0.0z 100.02 109.0%2 ,
ALL HETHODS 1,554 100.0% 3,268 100.0% 9,264 100.0% 14,086 100.0%
Rumber 11.01. 23.2% ‘ 65.8% 100.0%
. Percent :
*Question was asked only of respondents
using first nine methods, : . -
IV-28 ,



TABLE 1V-23

MAIN METHOD OF CARE BY SUMMARY MARITAL/EMPLOYMLNT STATUS™

(Households reported in thousands;

3

TYPE OF CARE T Eap i K 1 Tay e e e
’ ro) H':F{r;ﬁm Percent Fredarted  Prrcrnt’
_ e _ ouseholds of Base | Huusvholdn ot ; of Base  Households of Hose.
Own home by relative i ; ! . -
Number 765 16. 3% | 1,949 24.1% i 20,451 37z .3 3,417 21.9%
Percent . 22.4% 57.03 ; 1. 9x I 100.0%
{vn heme by non-relative : " I
i Rumber 786 16.7% 1+ 1,34: 24.4 214 R 13.5% 3,153 20.2%
} Purernt 24,493 | 63,7 [ i 100,07
i | |
Other home by relative i : |
Humber 1,145 2435 1 2,337 78.91 | 11 15.7: | 31l 181 4,112 26.51
Parcent 7.0 ‘ 56,61 : 7.0 8.0 ! 100, 0%
i !
1,175 o b 9.63 199 205, 0 141 E T BN 16.1%
46. 9% I 31,01 16, 34 5.H1 100.0%
Nursery or pre-schaool . o - : ,.
Number . 327 6,91 3lge 4.7% 126 7.8% 45 i.8: a71. 5.6%2
Percent 36.9% 43,3% 14.51 5.21 100.0%
Jay care center
Rumbar 270 5.7% a8 1.1% 139 B.7% 51 4.3% 550 3.5%%
kercent 49.1%1 16.1% 25.41 9. 3% 100.0% ’
Cooperative program 7 o )
Numbier 5 0.1%2 126 1.6% & . 0.4y i} 0,02 139 0.9%
Percent 4.2% 91,01 . 4.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Before/after schoci program .
Number . 9% 2.0% 145 1.8% 35 2.2t 30 2.6% 07 2.0%
F‘er‘f:gnt . 31.41 47.3% 11.41 10.0% 100,02
Headstart ' . ) )
Humber 4 0.1% 24 0.3% 7 0.4% a5 3.0% 70 0.4%
Percent 5.6% 34 .62 10.2% 49,6% 100.0%
Own home by spouse . .
Number 94 2.0% 169 2.1% o] 0.0% 2z 0.2% 266 1.7%
Percent 35.41 63.8% 0.0%1 G.8% .100.0%
Dlder ‘sibling
Number 33 0.7% 79 1.0% 25 1.6% 1 0.9% 149 - 1.0%
Percent 22.4% 53.1% 17.2% 7.4% : 100, 0%
Stays by self
Number G 0.0% 0 0.0% Q 0.07 3 0.3% 3 0.0%
Fercent 0.0% 0.0% 0.01 100.0% 100,0%
Self and younger sibling )
Number 4] a.0% 15 0.2% 0 . 0% 0 0.0% 16 0.1%
Fercent 0.0% 100,02 0.07 0.0% 100.0%
fublic or private schog! ,
Humber 3 0.11 2 0.0% 2 0. 1 0.2% 10 0.1%
Fercent 34.7% : 19.8% £6.71% 18.8% 100.0%
Parent at work K :
Numhpr 5 . 0.1% 0 a.0% ty 0.0z 0 0.0% 5 0.0%
Percont 100.0% 0.0% 0 av 0.0% 100.0%
ALL METHODS C , o ) R B o
Number 4,708 - '100.0% | B,089 100.0% | 1,617 100.0¢ | 1,189 1p0.0% | 15,603  100.0%
Percent 30.2% : 51.8% 10.4% 7.6% 100.0%
*Question was asked only of respondents :
using first nine methods.
. | - V=29
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TABLE IV-24

MAIN METHOD OF CARE BY RACE/ETHNICITY*

(Households reported in thousands)

I — R — RACEJETRNICITY T I
! TYPE OF CARE White ] ATack | - Spanish Other — — ]  TOTAL )
Profected Percent . Projected Percent | Projected  Parcent | Projected Percent | Frojected Fercént
e _ Households of Base ' Households of Basgi, Households of Base | Households of Rase | Households of Base
{Ovin home by relative : . .
I Humber 2,586 20,8% 453 23.3% 192 29.4% 185 3.3z 3.417 21.91
[ Percent 75.7% 13.31 5.6% 5.4% 100.0%
fown hore by non-relative
- I Rumber 2,939 23.6% 117 6.0% 54 8.4% 64 10.92 3,176 20.3%
Percent 92.6% 3.7% . 1.7% 2.0% 100.0%
|Gther home by relative
I Numbier 3,195 25.7% 613 31.6% 251 38.41 75 12.7% 4,136 26.5%
i Fercent 77.3% 14.8% 6.1% 1.8% 100.0%
! .
|Other home by non-relative .
I Humber 1,977 ° 15.9% 340 17.5% n 10,9% 123 20.8% 2,513 16.1%
! Percent 78.7¢ 13.62 2.81 4,9% 100.0%
:f\'u:rf;érg or pre-schogl i o
.. Number 626 5.0% 84 9.51 5 4.01 35 7 601 872 5.6%
; Percent 71.8% £1.2% 3.0% 4.1% 160.0%
?Da; care center ) )
i Number 325 2.6% 129 6.7% 2 4.9% 63 10.7% 550 3.57
| . Percent 53.1% 23.51 5.9% 11.51 100.0%
I'Cooperative program o ) )
| Humber 112 0.9x [ 0.3% 1 0.3% 19 3.2% 139 0.9%
Percent BO,.6% 4,4% 1.31 13.7% 100.0%
Before/after school program ) o i
Number 245 2.0% 4 2.21 13 2.1 6 1.1 307 2.0%
Percent 79.8% ' 13.6% 4,51 2.2% 100.0%
Headstart ) .
Number 38 0.3% 24 1.3z 4 0.7% - 0.6% 70 0.4%
Percent 54.4% 4.3 6.2% " B.1% 100,0%
Own- hoie by spouse i . i . .
Number 2314 1.9z i0 0.5% 6 1.12 14 2.4¢ 266 1.7%
Parcent 88.1% 4,1% | 2.6% 5.3% 100.0%
0ider sibling . : -
Humber 136 1.1% n 0.6% 0 0.0% 1 0.2¢ 149 1.0%
Percent 91.3% 7.8% 0.0% 0.9% 100.0% ’
Stays by self ) - \
Number 3 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 3 . 0.0%
Percent 100.0% 0.0% n.0% D.0% ’ 100.0% .
Self and younger sibling . )
Number 16 0.1% a 0.0% 0 0.0% [¢] 0.0% .16 0.1%
Percent | 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.01
Public or private school . L - ] : ’
Humber 0 0.0% 10 0.5% , 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 10 0.1%
Percent 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Parent at work ) o o ) .
Number 5 0.0% o . 0,0% ., 0.0% 0 D.0% 5 0.0%
Percent 100.0% : 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
ALL METHODS o - A . __: : . LT o
Nurber 12,444 100.0% 1,943 100.0% 655 100.0% 53] 100.0% 15,633  100.0%
Percent 79.6% : ’ 12.4% _4.2 3.8% - 100.0%
*Question was asked only of respondents
using first nine methods,
I[V=30
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TABLE IV-25 ,
CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ONE HOUR OF CARE PER WEEK
BY METHOD AND HOUSEHOLD POVERTY STATUS
(Includes multiple methods)
— T T ~RBOVE POVERTY | ABOVE POVERTY T
BELOW POVERTY LEVEL ~ LESS THAN 200% | OVER 200t | ALL LEVELS
TYPE QOF CARE Projurtod | Projected Frojected Projected
. L _ Children  Percent | Children  Percent | Children  Percert| Children  Percent
Own home by relative T T T o ]
Number 1,213 15.0% 2,408 21.5% 4,845 20.6% 8,463 19.8%
Percent 14.3% 28.4% 57.3% 100.0%
Jwn home by non-relative
Numbar 449 5.5% 1.758 15.7% 6,767 2¢.9% 8,974 21.0%
Percent 5.0% 13.L% 75.4% = 100.0%
Other home by relative
Number 1,240 15.3% 3,144 28.2% 6,009 25.6% | 10,393 24.3%
Fercent 11.9% 30.2% 57.8% 100.0%
Other home by non-relative
Number 561 6.9% 1,421 12.7% 4,579 18.5% 6,561 15.3%
Percent B.5% 21.7% 65.8% 100.0%
Nursery or pre-school .
Number 149 1.8% 221 2.0% 1,353 5.8% 1,728 4.0%
Percent B.6% 12.8% ' 78.6% 100.0%
- Day care center )
Number 248 3.1% 141 1.3% 503 2.1% 892 2.1%
Percent 27.8% 15.9% 56.4% 100.0%
Cooperative program
Number 2 0.0% 64 0.6% 426 1.8% 492 1.2%
Percent 0.3% 13.0% 86.6% 100.0%
Before/after school program o
Number © 130 1.6%° 28] 2.5% 986 4,23 1,397 3,3x
Percent 9.3% 20.1% 70.6% 100.0%
Headstart ¥ d
) Number 64 0.8% 37 0.3% g 0.0% 110 0.3%
Percent 58.3% 33.5% 8.2% 100.0%
ALL METHODS ‘ o
Number 3,122 . 38.5% 5,999 53.7% | 14,944 63.6% | 24,064 56.2%
Percent 13.0% 24.9% 62.1% 100.0%-
BASE NUMBER CHILDREN IN U.S. 8,054 100.0% 11,166 100.0% | 23,482 100.0% . 42,743 ==
7
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TABLE 1-26

CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ORE HOUR PER WEEK OF CARE BY
METHOD BY RESPONDENT'S MARITAL/EMPLOYMENT STATUS
(Includes muTtiple methods)

TYPE OF (ART

gl T e T T
Pty Pragecied Furcent Progicied Percont Projected Perent
tn_of Brse' Children  of Base

T

TR
iProjcciéif Percent  Fre-scid ¢

H A = i N 2T | "_l_lr.'-‘-
Lrildren of Saso Cnildren  of Gauey Chilreen

Own home by relative
Humber
Fargent

Oun haze by non-relative
aymaer
Parcent

Other hore by relative
umaer
Percent

Other hore by non«relative
Nuzfer
Percent

[ .
ilursery or presschoal
furber

Fercent

Day care center
Numagr
fercent

Copperative progran
Numser
Percent

Beforefafter Sﬁhag1'prégra
Kumbar

| : =
| ] . |
WRLWaSM0 gl e 2k owm war| e
0. BN a{ Al CNe 10,0
: | |
; | | ,
R RN B R B X T R R PR NN R R TS
%2 | o R i 100,6
| ‘ ;
20 N }53% ma| w0 BN B WRINgE B
a0 0.9 AT 1.6 100,04
i J | .

- o [ ) ) - .
DR B NN M ab | W 1E| 108 MR
0.2 HRE AT BT Lol
! | | |

|

608 LM 0w 565 18 250 1. Xl
HH I 51.5% C 10T 004 100,05

W w0 omo om| ow ol ow e
.1 Lo 0.0 9.4 190.0%

R N A A A A I R
12,61 .0 10 0.0 100,02
A,

N R R O T X2 N (IR I B R
b

Parcen: 74.8% f4.65 1.7% i 104,04
- THeadstart
Nurber i AH 53 0.2% 12 0.4y i 0.620 1 g5
Parcent AH qa.51 . B ‘ 100,03 .
AL HETHODS | , o _
Rumher 1,78 BLA AT B 2am 7381 2,19 288 26,290 5508
Percent 29,31 5.5¢ 065 £33 100.0¢
BASE N0, CHILDREH U5 112,543 26,693 R4V 500 7,780 100.85
. 3h,31 55.91 . 1.5 10,74 00,08
_ - - S _ —— — o
'\\t N
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TABLE 1V-2]

CHILDREN USING AT LEAST ONE.HOUR OF CARE PER WEEK
0 BY METHOD AND RACE/ETHNICITY
L | (Includes muTtiple methods)

e S i o e T g 1
}" o __!\C_n{"f‘.u;‘f{

i ;{Eh;ﬂ
TYPE OF CARE Pl AR |
' _ L Critarar Percont |Critdren Percont (hf

il D_T_ﬂfﬂ__.._._' Jom
CProected T Focted |
greent Childron Percet childrer_Percent

(wn hame by relative ,
Number [ B IR I B N L O S R T TR 7 B L B )
Percont 77,04 12,40 ‘ 3.5 503 152.08

O hone by pon-relative | | ,
Kuzher §.813 B SR EE R - B I A S I L T R
Parcent 9.3 42 2.0 IR 100.05

e
3
P
Py
en

T
nar

Bt
a

Otrer hane by relative ‘
tirber §,55¢ PR R S (U B S N O B LA ILBE 236
Percent 75,24 2.8 5.8 1% e .
Other Raza by non-relative -
Nurbar 5,832 1.0 6% AR bIn | BT ek 17,069 47
Percent R 9.61 L N I 100.0%

B — M

Rursery or pre=schoo) , ‘ , ‘ o
Kuther 1,460 CILT I VR 5 A O O IO KA b O RN
Parcent IIRH 12,6 1.5, I 162,04

Day care conter o : Co

furker 955 (P10 T 7 X T 9 18 I (TR O X
Farcen Wihs 0n 5.5 154 v 1002

I . .

Cooperative progran
thbE:‘ 6'52 4[.3; E’-

] 0.4% 13 .4l ki 1.2 | 5% 1.1
Percent \ ERH J

S 18 e ol

.

Before/after schoa) progrin _ 7 _ 7 o
Nyober 1,3 (S IR U - R T 0 S A 3 I B 2
 Percent R 1.01 .04 . L4 V0.0

Headstart : , : -
Nurker ] 0.8 43 0.6 1 0.1 § 03 1 [
Percent BN 35,64 S A 190,65

ALL METHODS ' _ : VR .
Hunber RSV R O R /AR IR L B R I NP SR A
Percent mh 1305 45 4 16005

BASE NUVIER CHILOREN IN .5, | 24,439 1,5% 3;027 2,912 |56

' i
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TABLE 1V-28

CHILOREN USING AT LEAST ONE HOUR OF CARE PER W EEk
BY TYPEOF CARE AND AGF '
(IncTudes mltiple methods)

T ' T RN Aﬁe of Ch1ld in Years - —
TIRE OF CARE Uder 7T T TR R IR O R R e AR
: Projected  [Projected ‘Projected mmmw' Projected " [Projected  [Projected
_ _ Ghildren_Percent!Children .Percent Chiléren Percent iChildren HH%E%HWHiﬁ@@ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂi%@ﬂﬁ%ﬂwﬂ Percent |.
| hone by relative - . K L o
Runber o7 BR800 091 e .08 s B Mo | T Wl o na
Percent i §.74 A 9,42 .04 7.4 8.3t «
¢ | . : [
" |Ovn hone by noi- re]ative _ ' . _
Nunber PR -T2 B 9 N ) L B L T AR NG00 2y L0 B o way | am 5.3
: Percent 5.4 B0 10,2 104 - 1087 9.3 58
ther hnme by relative . e _ , .
Munber 63 By 9 CWTE 05  3.08 | 1,0% RN T 000 8.8 9 .00
Percent L4 :RH 9.3 4.7 C0% 5.3 AL
b;her hone by non-relative | | ‘ o _ . 9
d | Mumber ST VA | /L O I SR 0 R I VA N T Y VY T I TR T
5 Pergent ‘ ‘A 8.4 1.1 0.5 10,1 | 5.0 5,13
~Nursery or pre-school :
Nuber O L A K % L I I A A T wWoON&G, noouw
Percent 1.5 E 9.43 20,6 .8 B
Day care center 7 , 7 . _ ' *
Nurber 10 0.3 4" 1.5 88 LB M Ly 645 109 A6k ia ¥ L
+Percent 114 b 9,24 1.9% 4.9 17.64 10,14
Cocperative progran ) | .
Kunbay AL 1.3 A 2 N T 2 I R X 2 N R R R B B ¥
Percent gAY e 4.3 LY A 16.4% 508
Before/after schoo) progran _ o f , I _
Number 0 00 0 0.0% 0 0.0 AU 12 R T B RS I | R N 7
v Percent 0.0% 0,01 0.0 0.0¢ /’ 0.5% L 5.04
Headstart - . : o _ / . _ , ,
Number 0 0.l O 00Ef 2o 6/ 0] 3 2 LA T N B B N
Percent 0.02 0.0 1.8% 12.9% 3.3 30.5 2.7
AL METHODS. o | L | - 7
Nunber 9904080 T0.8% | 2,0 TR 248) 6988 | 2,601 MY 2408 664 26 6.8
Percent 60§ L 9,04 b3 9% LA 8.5¢
oA nc, 0F CHILDREN I U.;! 329 100,06 | 2,657 100,02“ 3,19 IDG 0% 3,§{7 100,08 | 3,588 100,08 | 3,640 100,08 3,817 100,04
| .P — = : B — B - 777 o = ) = 7
30 j |
) , 100
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TABLE 1V-28

* CHILOREN USING AT LEAST ONE_HOLR OF CARE PER WEEK (continued)
Y TYPE OF CARE AND AGE
(Includes multiple methods)

/ 4

 Ageof Child Tn Years

— T

4

B

—7

T

11

A

L, ToTAL

rojected |
Children Percent

Frojected
Children Percent

Projected
(hildren Percent

“Projected | Projecied

iChildren Percent

(Children Percent

TN M

Children Percent

Frojected i 0]
Children Percent Children Percent

Projected

N
Br 18
6.7

0 0.3
1

T8 2.6
1.08
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.04

18.3%

1)
0.0

0.4
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3.0¢

17

L
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b 44l
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|

R
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14 00,08
Q

Y
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05 1.0
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6 0.0
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0.3

o N

o
000
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6

12.8% |
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2 0.6
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g
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TABLE
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MEAN LEVEL OF USAGE FOR-CHILOREN USIHG AT LEAST OME KOUR

(Incudes mu1t1p1e answers]

PER WEEK BY TYPE OF CARE AND HOUSEHOLD POVERTY STATUS

T T T ~T T TR
| ’ EELDW POVERTY | 2004 POVERTY | POVERTY ((LASSES
~ TYPE OF CAre | ean Projected | Mean “Projected| Mean Projected | Mean - Projected
P | fmmmm@;ﬁw;mmmnngcmym_mw;mmwg'
Oun hore by et 22025 |90 2465 | 69 485 | 82 4
(hn ot by non-relative B8 M9 L0 L |0 66 | 75 gan
XOther:‘.the by relative 81 L0 | 99 304 | %8 6,009 ,9'.7.10,39&
it fone by el TS [ e [ s s
Nursery or pre-schoo] AR 15!8 }21 BRI TN I 118
by are ey w2 B2 W | s W ns m
Cooperative progran 3.0 AN Y] | 6 | 6. 92
Be?ore/ﬁftér school program 00 0| 52 & | 5 % | 5.6 1,395
heagstart 03 % B8 w9 las
AL K 83 B 61 589|160 W | B8 s |
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THALE 1V-30

(Includes multiple anwers) |

—

0T FARRTED

ERK LEVEL OF USAGE FOR CHILOREN USING AT LEAST ONE HOUR BY

TYPE OF CARE AND RESPONDENT'S NARITAL/ENPLOYHENT STATUS

TIPE OF CARE .

\

"~ Enployed

Not Employed

~fuployed

ot Employed”

_TOTAL

Mean  Projected

__HHours Children

Hean  Projected
Haurs_"Chjquen

Mean  Projacted
Hours_Children-

Mean ~ Projected

Wean Projecte

Oin hone: by non-relative
Other home by relative

Other hame by non-relative

* Murseryor pre-school

Day care center

Cooperative program

| Before/after schoal progran

Headstart

ALL HETHODS

|0in hone by relative

W1 1,

8 05
e o
X
606
By %)
06 N
155
o
5

7,703

40

02580
5,960
6 60
1 L
08 W
6.3 o6
50 s
.

2.5 9

863

B6 13,07

4.2 762

16.0 104

03

T
0.6

i

3.0

19
265
3.1 ‘16
1.8
8.0 12

B

Hours_Children

s 0

141

07 s

.7 465
85 655
TR

s

%28

00 N
8o 0

2,193

1.5

Hours_Children|

863,40
9,65
6.7 1,8
e
IXIR
83 %
T
71580
0y

61 %%

1,068 |-

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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(Includes mu1t1p1e answers)

" WO-SPANTSH YR E— o
— MOSPANTY SPANISH OTHER TOTAL
TIPE OF CARE it | BLACK

nean — Projected [Wean Projected |Wean  Prajected | Rean — Projeeted Tean “Vrajected
— o |Hours Children |Hours Chﬂdran fours Children | Hours Children Hours _Children
Oun hame by relative | 6.5 7,289 | 157 LIGT 1103 %Y 2.7 £32 1135 946

hahore by mrrelative |60 nen (o4 aw |08 1o W, 28 |29 90

Oter fore by moreeletive | 105 5% | 02 g | 19s 1 |y W[ 165 7,066

g meormestol 60 s 00w [ we v | s | w2 1
Lolwareete g0 m ne o les g Moo W07 g
| Cooperative progran IO S R T B R KT

beforefatter schaol progran | 5.0 1 | o5 w g a1 5] s 1

peadtart 6 0 e 6 las o0 e s|as

AL METHODS Mamwzmdm WONB B0 108 | WS mas
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* Lo home by relative

5 E KTCALL NETHODS

1

TABLE

-3

MEMN LEVEL OF USAGE FOR CHILDREN USING AT LEAST OV HOUR
DER WEEK BY TYPE OF CARE AND AGE
(Includes multiple methods) - ﬂ
- ) - "ﬁa}jf”ﬁhiﬂ‘d ianéarrst,; — 5__ L ]

TR 0F CME

“ours_Ch\dren.

_Gnder T ]

T

T

,,d'

;

—

Seah  Projectad

Yo Projected
Hours _Children

Hean Frojcted
Hours Chitdren

Ve Projected
Hours Children

Mean  Projected | Fean  Projected

Hours Children

Hours _Children_

Taar Projectad
Haurs_Children

Yean Frojected
Fours Ghfldren

dah naz&lby relative

loan e 'by nonerelative |
‘ iC:ier’ husg by relative
Otrer home by nan-relative
hursery or pre=school

D3y care center

Ccsﬁitive program ’
sefarefafter schol ipra'gfam

173

4 18

noow
B
08w
s B
Y
0
00
TR

PR

500 800108 8
m
9

51

6] 14

85 071,058

1.5 T8
18]

3%

15.6
13,9
IR

0
i
1]
0.0 0

2]
B4
14 neon
w0
ETRE

2,1

0.0 0

13.] 20.2

R
104
1,08

"M
1y
Bl
ng
8.0
06
B4
00 0

il
1K

16,0

EY

‘15 8

611,05
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s m
i1
3.5

1.t

u
0
4

R I

2,6

1104

a4

A E

b4 4l
0.4 1,68
1.1

1
1.8
18,3
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8
kh
7,408

1.9

wy

. 785
0
%
(i

10.0
1.8
.
)
]

0.5

L
Lo
0.6

«

1.0

(X
e
Jlog
1.8

ne

il
38

103

1R
'3
W
t
y

12
145

7.
1,044
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T hol G e
) i

0

o -

1

m

TVOE OF (A% \ S A
Yen  Projected

Hours Children

3 N P ) |
Mean Projected [ Fean  Projected
ours Children | Hours- Children_

Wean Frajecte

Hours Children

Bear Projected
Hours Children

Nean  Projected
Hours  Children

Hean  Frajected

Hours *Children - | -

Jum hore by —r—
Dther hane by rélative ;
Other hane by non=relative
Hursery o pié=schoal

Day care center

Caonerative program

|t , )
. {Refore/after school progran

. iﬂgadstart

Toxt Provided by ERI
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15.8
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00
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TABLE IV-33

NUMBERIQF HOURS PER WEEK THAT iHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:

DNN HOME EY RELATIVE**

) R ENE Progected
7 . flours 4\, - _Children* | Percent

-
1019
20-29°
30-39
40-49

50 and up
. ¢

7,236

t»_ . . 3 s ; /;853}.;

1o
o™ m3
286

76.5

9.0
4.4
3.0
5.5

BT A T

TOTAL

Mean Héurgfﬁ* i

~132

9,460
8.6

SOURCE ;
BASE:

Questiﬂn 12

Children receiving
care in own home

by relative**

*Eepsrted in thausands

*#4Doeg not Lnslude ehildren

who receive less than one
hour per week

| *#**Computed from actual hours

rather than from the above
haur cells A

V:Qn@eightéd;Sampie'Dﬁ%pgéjf{dﬁ

~ L F

Valid answers

- Zero value
, Did not apply
" Non-response -

1,764
174

TOTAL 9,397~ |

V=40

147

"y
¥



TABLE-IV;Bé

,;.:.,_

NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE
DNN HDHE BY NDN RELATIVE** :

Hours

Prcgected )

-1-9

. Children®

17,852

Percent

' 80.8

1019 ; 79 W
20-29 : a9 4.6

* _— TOTAL 9,715 100.0

30-39 | 188 1.6
40-49 - 5 o344y 1 3.5
50 and up - 118 - - 1.2

Mean Hours*** ] 7.5 ‘ ——-

AReported in thousand
. **Does not include children
- who receive less than one
hour per week .
{
- *4*Computed from actual rg
‘rather than from the above
“hour cells

SOURCE: Question 12 °
BASE: Children receiving

care in own home
by non-relative

Unweighted Sample Disposition

: . Valid answers 1,451

~ - Zero value “ 144
23% ‘ Did not apply 7,735

. _Non-response 67

e

S : ¢ . TOTAL 9,397

43 |

V=41



TARLE TV-15

NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILORFN RECEIVE CARE:
OTHER HOME BY RELATIVE**

Holre - . 'VPréjégtéd'
) Haur;{ _Children* PE?‘CF‘FI}_ N

1-9 8,423 74.4
10-19 1,145 10.1
20-29 ‘ 497 1.3
30-39 200 RE
4n. 49 816 7.2

Liiand up : 242 2]

TOTAL 11,318 100.0

Mean Hours*** 9.7 -

- - i i - i e ntaie

SOURCE: Question 12

*Reported in thousands
**Does not include chiidren
BASE: Children receiving who receive less than ore
care in other home hour per week ’
by relative **xComputed from actual hours
rather than from the above
e hour cells

i ’ J. N”Qﬁwéighﬁéd Sampla Dfépositian

VN, s Valid answers 2,160
‘ Zero value 219

29% Did not apply 6,830
Norn-response __188

Lo

TOTAL 9,397

144
TV-42




TABLE 1v-36
NUMBER OF HOURS PER WECK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARL:
OTHER HOME BY NOM-RELATIVE**

ﬁr@jeﬁﬁédr
Children* | Percent

1-9 4,746 67.2
10-19 668 9.5
20-29 465 6.6
30-39 255 3.6
40-49 | 773 10.9
50 and up Pl l ol

TOTAL 7,065 | 100.0

Mean Hours*®#* 11.8 -

*Reported in thousonds

SOQURCE: Question 12

**Does not inelude children

BASE: Children receiving who receive lesg than one
care in other home  hour per week

by non-relative A 4Computed from actual hours

rather than from the above

-7 hour cells

’ o
o A A . —
! ‘ : Unweighted Sample Disposition

N ’/ Valid answers 1,169
- - Zero value 148
| . Did not apply 8,026
17% | id not aj :
Non-response 54

Lo - TOTAL 9,397

\ ’ 150

V=43




TABLE 1V-37

NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RUCEIVE CARE:
NURSERY OR PRE-=SCHOOL** '

T projected |
7:777h77 HQEFS | children* | Percent

10-19
20-29
30-39
40-49

50 and up

TOTAL

Mean Hourg¥¥*

908 47.3

21.5

413

67 3.

17.9

BASE:

SOURCE:

Question 12

Children receiving
care in nursery or
pre-school

E*Rgpéffsi in thousands
**Does not include children
who receive less than one
hour per week
***Computed from actual hours
rather than from the.above
hour cells 7

Unwéighteé éémpTéfﬁﬁépegftfpﬁ

Valid answers - 339
Zero value o3
Did not apply 9,049
Non-response > €

TOTAL 9,




TABLE Iv-38
NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
DAY CARE CENTER**

, " Projec ted
rﬁauré 7 o Children* Percent

1-9 166 17.5
10-19 110 11.4
20-29 139 14.6

30-39 ! 103 10.8

50 and up e —2
TOTAL 950 100.0

Mean Hours#*+** 28.3 _ -

SOURCE: Question 12

*Reported in thousands
7 7 **Does not include children
BASE: Children receiving who receive less than one
-~ care in day care hour per week
center A**Computed from actual hours
“ rather than from the above

gs’ey“\' hour cells
7 \
{ \

Unweighted Sample Disposition

h 4 Valid answers 194
Did not apply 9,200
2% Non-response 3
TOTAL 9,397

V=45

i52




TABLE 1v-39

NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
COOPERATIVE PROGRAM**

1-9
10-19
20-29
30-39
40-49

50 and up

TOTAL

Projected
__Children*

| Percent

454
32
22
16
13

0

538

84 .4
6.0
4.1

Mean Hours*¥* 6.6 -

*Reported in thousands

SOURCE: Question 12
*4Does not inelude children
who raceive less than one
hour per week
**2Computed from actual hours
rather ‘than from the above
hour cells

BASE: Children receiving
care in cooperative

program

| I ;U@weighﬁéd7$§mp15WDiqugﬁﬁjqﬁi

Valid answers 87
T Zero value 2
1% Did not apply 9,308

9,397

TOTAL

153

IV-46




TABLE 1V-40

NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:

BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES PROGRAM**

Hours

77?r5j&c£édr
~Children*

Percgﬁt

1-9
10-19
20-29
30-39
40-49

50 and up

TOTAL

Mean Hours***

1,250 79.1
17.9
2.0

16 1.0

SOURCE:

BASE :

Question 12

Children receiving
_care in before or
after school
activities program

-*Reported in thousands

A4Does not include children
who receive less than one
hour per week

**4Computed from actual hours

rather than from the above
hour cells

pﬁwéggﬁiéd Samé]gQ?i;g@sitiéh:

Valid answers

252

S e Zero.value 4
- g Did not apply 9,131

10

lon-response

TOTAL

154

V=47




TABLE IV-41

NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:

HEADSTART

Hours

ﬁé%éjeétéd

Childrep* Percent

i-9
10-19
20-29
30-39
40-49
50 and up
TOTAL

Mean Hours***

16 13.4

33 27.4

29 24,

SOURCE: Question 12

BASE:

Children receiving

care in Headstart

*Reported in thousands
**Does not include children
who receive lees than one
hour per week
**xComputed from actual hours
rather than from the abouve
hour cells

Ugweighte@VSamp1e DiSpgsjtféﬁW

Did

Valid answers

Non-response N

42

not apply 9?35;

9,357

TOTAL

165

IV-48



LABLE 1V-42

TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
OWN HOME BY RELATIVE

Time of Day

| Children*

Projected |
Percent.

Whole day

‘Mornings only

Afternoons only

Evenings only

At night (overnight) only
Varying times

TOTAL

1,131
470

93

N

2,962
194
5,596

11,347

10.0

4.1

SOURCE: Question §

BASE: Children receiving
care in own home.
by relative

*Reported in thousands

VUnQéfghtédhéémﬁﬁé'ﬁiéprfiﬁg%r

Valid answers
Did not apply
Hon-response

~ TOTAL

2,043
7,328

26
9,397

156

Iv-49




TABLE TV-43

TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
OWN HOME BY NON-RELATIVE

Time éf Day gg????éﬁg Percent
Whole day 803 7.3
Mornings only 278 2.5
Afternoons only 694 6.3
Evenings only 4,799 43.7
At night (overnight) only 203 1.8
Varying times 4,216 | 38,4
TOTAL 10,992 100.0
SOURCE :7 Qué%t; (;ﬁ 9 7 7 *E\;pii::;r;egl:zn Vthgz:rzr,éjéiﬂéi
BASE: Children receiving
. care in own home by
non-relative e e e ——
Unweighted Sample Disposition

Valid answers 1,645
Did not apply 7,735
Non-response 17

Y

Iv--50




TARLE IV-44

TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
OTHER HOME BY RELATIVE

. l: ; :': ) PFDjeﬁéédrﬂﬂ
Tiﬁé éfrééyr thiﬁffﬂf,ﬂ, Peragnti

thole day 1,743 12.8
Mornings only ' 516 3.9
Afternoons only ' 756 5.6
Evenings only . 2,229 | 16.4
At night (overnight) only 878 _‘ 6.5

Varying times 7,431 ' 54.8

TOTAL 13,575 100.0 |

*Reported in thousands

SOURCE: Question 9

BASE: Children receiving
care in other home
by relative

AR 1 ¢

Uﬁweightéqugémpig7@fsp§§jtioﬁﬁ

) : © Valid answers 2,530
/ : '{ Did not apply " 6,830
| Non-response 37

AN ~ TOTAL 9,397

Iv-51




TABLE 1v-45

TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECETVE CARE:
OTHER HOME BY NON-RELATIVE

) ?Eajégtédfr
: Chi?dr;m* Percent B

Time of Day

Whole day 1,825 21.9
Mornings only 642 7.7
Afternoons only | 1,400 16.8
Evenings only 829 10.0
At night (overnight) only 106 1.3

Varying times 3,526 42,3

TOTAL 8,378 100.0

SOURCE: Question 9

Yhenorted Tn thousands

BASE: Children receiving -
care in other home =~

by non-relative e e ——— e

: { Unweighted Sample Disposition

- ’ Valid answors 1,364
, ! \ Did not apply 8,026
{ ! Non-response _ /

N - , - TOTAL 9,397

V=52




TABLE IV-46

- TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE Y
NURSERY OR PRE-SCHOOL

e -
_ Frmggéf”?éy,; : | children* | percent

Whotle day

Hprﬂings only
Afterna@ns_oniy

Evenings oﬁ1y

At night (overnight) only

Varying times

[ae]

116

1,948

37.0

44,6

0.4

5.9

10.0

SOURCE:

Question 9

Children receiving
care in nursery or
pre=school

L . . -
Feported in thowaands

9

“imreignted Sample B

spesitio

1

Valid answers
Did not apply

Hon-response

TOTAL

343
9,049
5

9,397

/

169

;
et




TABLE TV-47

TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECE[VE CARE:
DAY CARE CENTLR

. ff 7,,77 o 75r§je¢£éd )
L 77#7?WeingP?¥ o . - Children* Percent

Whole day - 614 64,6
Mﬂﬁnings only - 73 7.7
Afternoons only . ‘ 134 141

. C Evenings only _ 0 0.0 -
At night (overnight) only 0 0.0
Varying times 130 _13.6
TOTAL 951 100.0

o . , ;Péﬁééééd in thgﬁsaﬁié

SOURCE: Question 9 : : -

BASE: Children receiving
care in day care
centers

S Fan” S e, 2y

=y Grweighted Somnloe Disvosibion
e N o LY e L P
/ X Valid answers - 194

Did not apply 9,200
Hon-=response . 3

S TOTAL 9,397

ar
- A - o For R St o - Sy i i i

161 .

IV~54




TABLE TV-48
TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:

Mmeof Day | childrent | percent

Whole day 59
MDFﬂ%ﬂQS\?%iy 120 . 21 .0
Athniagns only ‘ 71 13.0
gge%iﬂgs only ! '
At night (bvernight) only .

Varying times

TOTAL

100.0

SOURCE ;
BASE :

Question 9

Children receiving
care in cooperative
program

ALeporiad in thousande

Unweig

hted Saiple Dispesition

Valid answers
Did not apply

TOTAL

89
3,308

9,397




TABLE IV-49

TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES PROGRAM

o Projected |
~ Time of Day Children* | Percent

Whole day ) 64 1 3.9
Mornings only _ 26 | 1.6
Afternoons only ‘ 1,103 67.3
.5

Loy ]

-Evenings only 106

At night (overnight) only 6 0.3

~ Varying times ' ,1333 ,_20.3
. TOTAL 1,638 - 100.0

*Reperted in thousawls -

SOQURCE: Question-9

BASE: Children receiving
care in before or

after school . S e A s e Y
activities program Unweighted Sample Uispesition

v “valid angwers 259
/" S ) Cid not apply 9,131
/ Non-response 7

\ . T0TAL 9,397

S T S —

V=56

163



TABLE 1V-50 - 5
TIME OF DAY THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
HEADSTART

A [ progected |
( 7T?me‘§f7?§yrf o Children* Percent

Whole day . 8 | 39.4
Mornings Qn1; | 415 33.5

. Afterncons only ! / 29 | 23.5 .
Evenings only k 0 0.0
At night (overnight) only o 0.0
Varying‘fime$ | 4 3.5

!

[ TOTAL ; 121 100.0

gﬁURtgz Quést%an 9 o 7 Y's *Eé?gftéd iﬁrfh@kszﬁdsv
. ‘ j
’ /

BASE: Children receiving /

care in Headstart

i

]

el | R 'Qh$eightéd Séﬁp]élDiépusikioﬁ
s . - - R e s .
] ] Valid answers 43
L. Oid not apply 9,351

v ’ rfn-respanse -3

b

TOTAL 9,397

Less than 1% ] ,3

///‘i’
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™ ' o
TABLE IV-51

\EAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
OWN HOME BY RELATIVE

'ﬁPrcﬁecﬁédri .
Children* | Percent

Days of . the Week

Weekdays 3,058 27.3

Weekends - 2,408 21.5

Weekdays ‘and weekends . | 5,716 | - 51.1
TOTAL 1,182 100.0

' *Reported in thouscnds

SOURCE: Questions 10

BASE: Children receiving
care in’'own home
by relative

- Qﬁﬁéightéﬁ ééﬁéfé Disp@é{tign
f' [:::::} Valid answers 2,013
. ! Did not apply 7,328

Non-response 56

S~ , TOTAL 9,397
249 e —




TABLE IV-52

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
OWN HOME BY NON-RELATIVE

Days of the Week

) Projected |
Children* Percent

Weekdays 2,513 23.0
8.2

.

Weekends : 3,080

.y

TOTAL 10,906 100.0

Weekdays and weekends 5,313 | 8.7

URCE: Questi " Reported in thousands

SOQOURCE: Questions 10

, BASE: Children receiving
care in own home
by non-relative

_Unweighted Sample Disposition

v S“S? 7
) o / D |- Valid answers 1,633
- | I | Did not apply 7,735

‘ ; A - . g
\ | jl Non-response 29

~eo’ TOTAL 9,397

166G
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TABLE IV-53

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
‘ OTHER HOME BY RELATIVE

 Days of the Week

Projected 7
| Children* Percent

Weekdays " 3,660 27.3
Weekends ' 3,332 24.8

Weekdays and weekends 6,433 47.9

TOTAL - 13,426 100.0

' T *Reported in thousands
SOURCE: Questions 10

BASE: Children receiving
care in other
home by relative

- - | unweighted sample Disposition

[ - Valid answers: 2,502
i Did not apply - 6,830
' : Non-response 65

- - » TOTAL 9,397

167 /
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TABLE TV-54

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:

OTHER HOME

BY NON-RELATIVE

T Weekdays ; 4,95§ 59.9
Weekends 598 7.2
Weekdays and weekends 2,728 gg;gq'

TOTAL 8,284 100.0

"SOURCE: Questions 10
BASE:

by non-relative

Children receiving
care in other home

o
v

*Reported in thousands

;Unwéjéﬁﬁgdeéﬁpié

Disposition |-

~Valid answers
Did not apply
Non-response

TOTAL

1,353
8,026
.18
9,397

164

v-61




| TABLE TV-55
DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
NURSERY OR PRE-~SCHOOL '

. _  he Uent o Projected | )
B Days ?f the NéEk B Children* | Percent -

!

Weekdays | _ 1,781 | 9L.6
Weekends - 75 3.9

Weekdays and weekends .88 4.5

TOTAL 1,944 100.0

N _ . ' *Faﬁ@rteﬁ in thousands
SOURCE: Questions.10 §
BASE: Children receiving

. care in nursery -
or pre-school

. ,o7[~. . | Unweighted Sample Disppsition
! \
\

| valid answers o3m
y | Did not apply 9,049
"\ v Non-response 7

S B ) ' TOTAL

9,397

Iv-62




{

‘TABLE IV-56

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:

4

DAY CARE CENTER

e of the Weer | Projected |
. Days of the Wee Children* | Percent

| Weekdays

'Neékends

905
18

96.7

Weekdays and weekends

13

TOTAL

100.0

936

SOURCE :
" BASE:

Questiéns 10

- tﬁépaftééji§i¥héﬁsandg

Children receiving
care in day care

center

Unweighted Sample Disposition

valid answers
Did not apply
Non-response

TOTAL

192 .

9,200

3

170

Iv-63




TABLE IV=57

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
COOPERATIVE PROGRAM .

e T Projected
oo of the et Children* | Percent

E

- Weekdays - o 352 65.7
Weekends . 39. 7.2
Weekdays and weekends o 145 27.0

CTOTAL 535

R " *Reported in thousands
SOURCE: Questions 10 - -

BASE: . Children receiving
’ care in cooperative

program

“Unweighted Sample Disposition

Valid answers
Did not apply
A Non-response

9,308

88
1

-7 TOTAL 9,397

Iv~-64
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TABLE IV-58

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES PROGRAM n

e o “Projected _
Days of the Week | .Children* Percent

Weekdays S | 1,320 8
42

=

.6

T

o
Q0 O

- "Weekends-—--

Weekdays and weekends A | __276 ©16.8
| - TOTAL 1,638 | 10000

- o " *Reported in thousands

SOURCE: Questions 10
BASE: Children receiving
care in before or

after school
activities program

i - lﬁﬁWeigﬁ£ed Séméie_D%Sngitiahl-

Sgi: N -

- )/ I; A Valid answers 259
_ |- : ; } - Did not apply 9,131
\ . . Non-response 7

Senet TOTAL 9,397
3% | S —e e

174
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TABLE IV-59

DAYS OF THE WEEK THAT CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
‘ HEADSTART '

Days of the Heek

- 7WFFDjE§téd , :
Children* Percent

Weekdays r ' 121 100.0
: _ 3 :
Weekdays and weekends . 0 - 0.0

b -

 TOTAL 121 1100.0

e '17”; o 73§é§§ré§éii§:tk§u5aﬁés
_SOURCE: Questions 10 ] o

BASE: Children receiving
- " care in Headstart

: Valid answers 43
. WA Did not apply 9,351
. 4 _ . Non-response 3

Less_than;I% ' ' TDTAL 9,397 .

173
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A L TABLE- Y60

L, GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECE VE CARE:
 \ _ . . DHN HGME BY RELATIVE . ;

¥

R L 7‘7Eféjéé%éd' v

A o[ o 2 Description o Children* | Percent

\ _ Fixed times 1 My | ases

| “Rotating times - , - 303 2.7
\ Irregular, predictable times ' 1,441 12.7

——— I[rregular, ufipredictabie times 7,610 | 67.1"

7se1it times x 230 2.0

TOTAL | 11,347 | 100.0

N '*Eéééﬁfgﬁ in thousands
: Question 11 : fe T
: Children rece1V1ng

care in own hpme
by re]at1ye

>y

J‘" o X ) ';ésf UHNE19hted Samp]e D1spas1t1on -
I _ | !/ [::2:) . Valid answers 2,039 |

’ S , Did 'not-apply _ 7,328
Voo / Non- respgnge ' 30

~. D rotaL 9,307

i

174 |

nr.arnr .




 TABLE IV-61

75 : GENERAL DESCRIPTIDN OF SCHEDULE IN NHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
' " - OWN HOME BY NON- RELATIVE a

B a0 . Prngected .
Description | cnildren*/| Percent
™ T

Fixed times  / . 1,883 | 6.8
| 174 1.6

‘Rotating times ) |
';Itregﬁ1ar; predictable times 1,770 16.1
Irregular, unpredictable times | 5;964f | 63.4

:aSpIif,times B A o 235313 2.1

. TOTAL © 10,987 '_ 100.0 .

B 7 7 ' *Rgpartgd in *hausaﬁds
SOURCE: Question 11 : ' _

BASE: Children receiving
_care in own home-
by non-relative -

B - ! ' ; T ™

sffgf : » 77Upw?jghtéd amp]e D1JpaS{t1Qn
:,1 : Cji::) |7 valid answers 1,643 -
. N

! . Did ot apply  * 7,735
\ /. Non- re%pgﬁae : __19

| '\ o - TOTAL 9,397

IV-68




TABLE. 1V-62 N R

. GENéRAL DESERIPTIDN OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE
: OTHER HOME BY RELATIVE

- A
Percent

- = — T

i F1xed t1mes T ' 1,934 ]4i3£
Rctat1ng times } : ‘ 354 2.6 7
Irreguiar, predictable ‘times 1,771 13.0
Irregular, uhp;édiétabie times 7 ' 9.258 68.2

Split times: - ' 264 7.9

e e = = S

TOTAL 13570 | 100.0
: A

: *Rép@r-ted in t:h.;:u f.:rﬁs
SOURCE: . Question 11
" BASE: Children receiving - | "

- care in other home - B :
by relative ‘

[~ 7 gQwéighted ;amp1e-DiSpDSitigp

o Valid answers 2,529
| : Did not apply 6,830
\ ;7 Non- -resporise - 38

el

o= . ©ToTAL 9,397

. 170
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TABLE TV-62
&

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILUREN RLOELIVE CARE:
OTHER HOME HY NON- RELATIVE

e ‘ B e e
SCrinti Projected
Destription Children* | Percent
e e e e o e e s 4 R e e . — .
Fixsed times 2,36y 8.5
Rotating times 213 2.6
Irreqular, predictable times 1,10% 13.3
Irreqular, unpredictable times /4,449 53.5
- B . .
SpTit times ~~]E>C 2.2
" TOTAL 0 100.0
*Reparted I thousands
SOURCE: questjon 11
BASE: ¢hildren receiving
: cei'®@ in other home
by Non-relative
' : g teecichiad Saepie 9o ouition ;
- = v e g vomrnam
// \ Valid amswers 1,363
| , “Did not apply 8,026 :
\ / Non-response 8
\\ 4 .
-’ a TOTAL 9,397
s 17% - - T
L] - :
/ |
i
< i
|
1
- |
\ . '("— ‘1
S l
17 ¢ }
ly .
‘ ?
‘ V-70 |

A .

Lonii



TABLE 1V-64

GFNERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHTLDREN RECLIVE CARE:
NURSERY OR PRE-SCHOOL

Description E;?{é;é%d PUF(th

Fined Lincs L et
Rotating times 68 h
Irreqular, predictablie Liﬁas 47 .4
IrreggTar, unpredictable times 100 5.2
Split ‘times 7 0.9
TOTAL 1,947 100.0

. *ngﬂrtﬁi in +h@usﬂnd3
SOURCE: Question 11
BASE: Children receiving

care in nursery
or pre-school

‘ :Onwe1ghted Egm;1L D1 ;a§1t.an
; Rl AN Valid. answers 342
/ \ Did not apply 9,049
1 oy Non-respanse 6
. ] ; =
\ . =
: / ‘o /! TOTAL 9,397
4%
1738 .




TABLE [v.04

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SUHEDULE IN wWHICH CHILOREN RECETVE CARE -
DAY CARL CENTEP :

S S
Floe it s ] Projected {
Description i Children* | Percent

Fixed times -_!

Rotating timbs 1]

861 - l 904
o1

Irregular, predictable tinpg EV A 3.8
Irregular, unpredictable imes

|
)
I
J
Split times ' I

18- 18

AL J 957 100.0

o

7 , N wfzﬁdiié ﬁééégaﬁis
SOURCE: Question 11
BASE: Children receiving

care in day care
center

{ cheigated sampla Oing

osition

,7 \\ : Yalid ansyers 195
'! i Cid naot apply 9,200
\ I . llon-response 2

S - TOTAL 9,397
2‘3}; Li T P S — =t e W P, =

V=72

i




TABLE 1V-66

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF < HEDUL{ IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
L. 'ERATIVE PROGRAM

Descrintion Projected
vestriptio Children* PForcont

Fixed Lines 160 J00h 7
Rolaiing vimuey 23 !
Irregular, predictabie tines 108 20.6
Irregular, unpredictable times 222 42.4
Split firis 7 1 2.1

TOTAL 525 100.0 . .

i

*Reported iv. thowsands

SOURCE: Question 11

BASE: Children receiving
care in cooperative -
program

P g Unweiqhted Sample Disposition
A NE S ’ - o S
i"; \ = = = - - senam
Y
[

' Valid answers 85
| i Did not apply 9,308
A / Non-response 4

A / ——

N TOTAL 9,397

L S A ——— . — —_
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TABLE V=67

GENERAL DESCRIPTION () SCHEﬁULE [HOWHICH CHILOD 1 RECLIVE CARL
BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES FuUGiAM

Projected
Childron* Porcont

Fixed times 1,024 63.0
Rotating times 155 0.4
Irregular, predictable times . 2hH0 Ph.3
Irregular, unpredictable times 16t 0.2
split times T 20

TOTAL R 1006

*Reporiad in thousaris

SOURCE: Question 1

BASE: Children receiving
care in before or
after school
activities program

s PRI LT T o T 2R ¢ s P o, R ——— S
irm T IR T o s 2 AP T lloin s ¥ YR P A (ATY

- ‘ st Sooecde T eginis
4 \ oA R P 7[%
/ \ Valid answers 258
L e

/ t Did not apply 9,131

\ / Hor-respanse 8

V=74




TABLE 1V-68

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHEDULE IN WHICH CHILDREN RECEIVE CARE:
HEADSTART

roJLct;d
(lll]drgn*

Fjur Ln’nf

Fixed times e I 57

am

—— - -
Description {

b

!

Rotating tiues : : U 0.0
Jvveguiar, veedohas ) {; 0,0

Irregular, anprediciabile times i 0.5

“plit times | L 2

1o

TOTAL 2 100.0

, ) o ) ?éEPQPiéﬁriﬂiththénié
SOURCE: Question 11
BASE: Children receiving
care in Headstart

E’ nveiahted Saay?g ﬁi:uézitiﬂn
[ - i s - 'I, i s

Valid answers
Did not apply
Hon-re<ponse

TOTAL

43
9,351
3

9,397

lLess than 1%

V=75




TABLE TV-69

7 SUMMARY TABLE :
CHILDREN RECEIVING LICENSED CARE*x

fstatus ] Total

Type of Care Licensed Unlicensed Frﬂjeétéd

e o - - | Percent. | Children*

Other home by non-relative 10.

I
LS

89.7 100.0 | 7,532
Hursery or pre-school | 86.0 4.0 100.0 | 1,885

Day care center 97.1 2.9 100.0 845

SOURCE Que%t’iﬁﬁ 8 *Reported in thousands

. . : . . XLy Fraaorad o 3 ATHFY &2
BASE: Children receiving care : i?z f}%iEQ”L?Qi* i?mpr
. X L s . LERSsL LIS I cHen
in the respective types duespostitan anc cther
. - - - information, see tables
T ’ on pages IV-16 to Iv-19.




TABLE 1V-70

USE OF LICENSED CARE

L1cen59d Un11censed Tota1
B .| Projected Projected Progected
_Type of Care __ |Households* Percent | Households* _Percent | Households* Percent
1. Other home by 527 11.3 | 4,162 89.2 | 4,665 100.0
non-relative '
2. Nursery or 1,435 . - 86.5 235 14.2 1,660 100.0
pre-scnool ’
3. Day Care Center | 584 < 96.8 20 3.2 602 100.0
SOURCE: Question 8 *Reported in thousands
BASE: Households using the
; respective types of care
Other home by non- ré1at1ve - Nursery or pre=schge1
' . Unwe1ghted Samp1e D1sp051t1on 7 7";aneightegﬂSamplgiDjspcd,u1on _
# Multiple  Number % Valid _ # Multiple  Number - % Va11d
Answers Respondents Answers Answers Respondents _Answers
e 759 99.2 : 1 276 99.6
_———2_ _____6____08_ 208
Valid answers 765 100.0 Valid answers = 277 100.0
Did not apply 3,770 ‘ ‘Did not apply 4,309
Non-response - 74 . ° Non-response 23
TOTAL 4,609 o ' TOTAL 4,609

Day care center

Unwe{ghted Sample D1Sp051t1on s s ey 7 N\
- - : If / \: F . \
Valid answers 135 | Sl B ) i { ,
Did not apply’ 4,457 -} ‘ x ‘ ff ‘\ / v y
Ngnsrespéns;é N N 7 7\..‘__?;; ""z__l,-*“g

TOTAL 4,609 oy N o3y
Other .home by Nursery or Day care
non-relative pre-school = center
CIveTT.

L o ; | . ' ) jfgfi - Zg:;
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SECTION Y

REASONS, ‘SX[I%I!TUON PRISTL RLNCI‘;
EERER

fu N '”

(} TErryiengs |

This section containg tovical data and 1elated digcussion on Lhe reasons
for child care usage, lev 's of parental satisfactinn with current methods,

csreferences and

Pfac s in sclecting arrangements. past usage experience and

the iTequencies of and reasons for child care arrangement changes.

:
. : 7/
Reasons for Using Child Care o i
— r : — » * {“_
Users of any of the principal methods of care were asked to select,

from a list, the reasons why they use care (Table V-1), Having chosen one or
- move reascns;ﬂ;, they were then asked to select the single most important reason
(Table V-2). ; |

In é;eizeij‘al, the distribution of reasons can be grouped into three con-
ceptually 'differant summary categories: work, school or job- training
(items 1, § and S) adult-=mlented factors, psyghalaglcal or social (items 2,
3, 4 and 10); and child- df;vglupmemfrelateg factors (iterns 5, 6 and 7).
MEdaured only by frequency of IESanEé (nat :1djustm[_, for the amount of usage),
a plurality (43.7%) give, as the most 1mp0rt'1nt reason, one Of the several adult-
oriented factors., .This group, then, undoubtedly consists largely of ”oucssianal

babfsittmg” consumers (Table V=2),

v 18§



TABLE V-1

REASONS FOR USING CHILD CARE

Reasons

fkajéciéd
Households®

Percent/

10

]

Paie]

. 50 that I can work, or look for work

. So that I can carry on reguiar community,
. So that I can carry on occasional community,
. Because ] need to get away from children for a

. To help my child learn things he needs for school

charitable or volunteer activities

charitable or volunteer activities

while sometimes

. To teach my child how to be independent

. To

. So that I can go to school mjseTf

. So that I can take job. training

. So that I can go out (

11.

12:

activities, etc.)
(
Uther

None of these

teach my child how to get along with other children

social, shopping, entertainment.

6,601
1,498

2,302
4,418

2,194
3,460
3,631

1,496

10,595

1,172
159

S 13,

41.9

9.5

14.

28,

22.
23.
9.
2.
67.:

15,760

1 100.0

SOURCE: "

- BASE:

Question 23

Households that use
child. care

65%

TOTAL -

*Reported in’th@usanﬁsrs

_Unweighted Sample Disposition

# Multiple  Number of

" Pe

rcent.

Answers  Respondents

1,043
- B06
467
252
175
77
25

p—
({ngEQNJGWULuquu-A

—ira
OO0 OMOma M
— e O D~ = (D —

36,

Valid answers 2,869 . . 100.0
Did not-apply 1,740 :
TOTAL 4,609 ,




LIV L T B ¥ UL

THE MOST [MPORTANT REASON
FOR USING CHILD CARE

Reasuns

-~

[#a]

10,

1.
12.

" 50 that I can

So that I can take job training

- Other (SPECIFY)

So that I can work, or lonk for work

S0 that 1 can carry on regulay community,

charitable or voluniuer activities

carry on occasioenal oordnunity,

charitable or volunicer activitiag

i

Bacause T naed tu get away Toom oonacen Tov
awhile sovetimes ’ !

To heip my child Toarn things ha needs for schogt
Ta teach my child how ‘o be independent

To teach my child how to get along with other
children '

S0 that I can go to school myself

So that I can go out (social, chopping, enter-
tainment activities, «tc.) -

None of these

Projected
Houseno lds?

Percent

A o N __ et I R

503
135

5,168

84%

159

15,663

1 100.0

35,0

2.6

SOURCE :
BASE:

Question 24

“;*Repﬂftéd in ﬁhﬁuea”{é’

Households that .- S

,;pﬁ@éfghted'Samp1e'Dispcsitighprs

use-child care

Valid answers.
Did not apply
Non-response

TOTAL 4,609

2,850
1,740
19
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

AN
¢
i

Of perhups graeater :-;izz'nifié;::uwv Cnearly 40%, or about 6.3 million

Fousonholds, use ehild care as an :id}LlIlCl to employment or uiucatmn Only

clout one inten gves gne ol the child-o riented develgpmu‘ntaﬁ reasons as a
; l

aobser-

.»._f

crimary response. However, an importanft cavent mu*‘st accompany this

3

vation.  The child=oriented factors (e.g., ‘help child learn, be independent or -

”\‘

set along with others) are likely o ayfure greite r prominenc e among the parents’

0! pre=school=age children, ;X o

®

Purthel. ove, the h‘eqzwncy ol child=or mmmj responses rices -

vonatie illv P mn[mr‘lum of tatal respousas to the "all-ransonsg! ql_u}:iinn
Cloble V1), This ean probably be constredd to Anié;‘mihat al least oo quarter -
of the | pulation of nsér s perceive child care io be a positive influcnce, .not
el a mecess: ary wﬂu‘ “w vonverse ’m rence 2, thal threc-quarters 5}3;

no developmental value, is ;‘mtenﬂy’ invalidj this proporiion, t. refore, must be

interpreted as extremely conservative,

‘ For each child using eaeh of the nine principal c‘are tvpes‘a pll;able

regponden.s were asked to rate their level of E;:ifl‘%factmn using the Qatngqrxes
Tvery bdtl%tléd " Usatisfied, ' "r}cat completely satisfied" and "'dissatisfied."
Simmary results, shown in Tabi V-3 , portray a clear pattern of dlff&l;‘

in ;au faction by method, but m:zt an’ D\’Lf“’h&:llﬂlﬂgly strong ang.

, | ,
T Using a mean rating based on assigning of corresponding values to the.

ordinal categories (i.e., 1 for "very satisfied" through 4 - "dissatisfied"), =~ - ..~ o

the most favorable rating is atiributed to arrangements in the child's own home

= b :
i

- . ’ ’ . } ) . \. | ; (s
§

*‘mmplp dlEpGS tmns are pr‘c’ﬁzvided for each methad in‘the appenrjix tg this:

lu‘tu)n - . o ’ ' :
a £ * 7
3 . . : /




TABLE V-3

SUMMARY TABLE
LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE**

ST

lery lot Conplstely | _
Type o fare Satisfied {Satisfied | Satisfied | Dissatisfied Projected
. Percent, | Children*

o -
1. Gun horle by relative B1.8 14.6 3] 0.5 100.0 | 1,279

0 b fore by ronerelatie | B8 | 28 L 13|11 00| 1099
1 3. Other home by relative 7.2 18.0 2. 1.4 100.0 | 13,468 |
4, Other home by non-relative nyoas AT 18 1000 | 8,26
b, Nursery or pre-school 7.2 19.4 5.8 0.5 100.0 ] 1,936

= haira

6. Day care center 74.5 17.0 b.6 29 ] 1000 %
7, Cooperative program | .72._-0 204 13 0.2 .| 1000 526
6, Before/sfter school progrn | 115 | B0 | L3 W00 | 1,60
9, Headstart 9.6 | 19.9 by 2,2 000 | 12

P

| | . , Heported in thousands,
SOURCE: Question 13 | | .
| | | “for frequencies, sample
BASE: Children receiving care | Lisposition and other
¢ in the respective types . - information, see tables
i o on the following pages.

19
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

—t

&

by ‘uw relative (1.2) tollowed by "in other homé by non-relative” (1.3) and

nursery schools (1,3), The:least favorable rating (1.5) was reported

Ly users of arrangements. in the childrens' own homes by non-relatives,

Th observation that care in the child's own home by a relative is

m

among the most satisfactory to parents is confirmed in part by a second
questionnaive item in which users were asked if, given the hypothetical choice
of using any tvpe of child care (implicitly disregarding u_ve'xil;’lbﬂity’nr cost),™-
they would prefer some other type over their current main method, Just under
a quarter (33 9%) indicated a propensity to change. When the distribution of
answers is examined against the current main methods (Table V-4), users of
a%mngemcnﬁs in other homes, whelher by a relative or non-relative, are the

5y

most likely to prefer some other method, at 32,27 and 26, 8%, respectively, The

method "in home by n non-relative” is a close third, Of all the home-based

care types, "in home by a relative" is, once again, the most highly rated,
On the whole, nursery schools and day care centers both appear to be gener-

ally satisfactory as measured by the tendency of users to prefer another

" method.

The questmnnalre panel on preference over eurrent main method led -
1¢jg1call_f to the questmn af what iype of care would be most preferred by those who
would chaage. ThlS question, represented by Table V-5, resulted in a rather
c‘ramatxc b1moda1 pattern. Lhere are two clear tendencies: (1) glearly 30%

r-referred some form of in-home care (confirming, perhaps, aresidual dissatis=

-faction with other-home care) and (2) approximately 40% éxpressed latent

demand for f&mal institutional care (i.e., nurgery schools or centers).

Both farms of oﬂier—hame care were infrequently preferred, although the

-notion of availability in-the case of relatives renders the respcnf’lént'ﬁ per-

spective somewhat problematica” In any event, the current ps:licy trend toward
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

PREFERENCE OF USERS TOWARD CHANGING THEIR MAIN TYPE

TABLE V-4

OF CARE

400

00,

100,

100.
100.
100.
100,
100,
[RVN

100,

109,

0

0

B o o ) o ) ) 7PrEFEP:;Df 7 -
Type of Care 7fg§féripglgﬂanj§f77: to Change - foral
Projected |Projected My
- i _HHs*  Percent HHs™ Percent | I

V. Own home by relative 641 18.8 2,776 - 41,7 3,417

2. Oun hoare by non-relative 776 0.5 | 2,390 75.5 | 3,160
i 3. Other home Qy ra2lative . ?;JD§ .ESEW 3,009 73.0 4,128
Dd, 0t her none b;-ﬂgﬂfr&igtivg gﬂ? 32.2 1,702 67.4 2,503

Do Hursery or pre-sohocl 18 16.0 i 73] b0 A74

t. Dav care cernter 147 19.% 443 QD 5 SA0

7. Coaperative pragram ) 1.8 113 &,z 139

ASi Beforo/artar school program 4 16.7 QSS 83.- 307
.8, Peadstart, & 9.0 G4 91.0 70
10, Own howe by spouse a5 17.1 lEED” gz2.4 66

1. biﬁgr £ibl1ng 24 16.2 124 £3.8 149

12. Stays Ly self 3 100.0 0 . 0.0 1
12, Self and yeunger sibiing 0 0.0 16 100.0 o
14, Public or private scinol 0 - 0.0 10 1000 10
15, Parent at wark 0 0.0 | _ 5 100.0 | 5,

ALL METHEDS 3,738 23.9 {11,874 76.4 | 15,612 .

Fﬁ??iﬂ?w

100.0

RIC

- o - - " *Reported in thousands
SOURCE: Question 15 0 - -
"BASE: Households that use 77Unﬁé§gh£aa Saﬁp?é DHsﬁé;it{éﬁ:
: child care S L
] Valid answers Z,856
Did not apply 1,738
- Hon-response 15
TOTAL 4,609
V-7
g 193 :




; B * TABLE V-5 |
TYPE OF CARE PREFERRED OVER PRESENT MA(N TYPE

) ) L T 7 T Projected |
P Typgﬂ?f7C%f§ e B - HouseholdstPercent

1. In own home by relative (not spouse or ch1d's brecther or sister) 496 13.5

[ow ]

2. In own home by non-relative oo . 582: 15.

3. In cher'hnmeiby relative o ' 214
f. In other home by non-relative o , 124

5. In nursery school or pre-school 778 21.

L] oy
] o -+ #a]

6. In a daycare center 742 - 20.

oo~
»oo

7. In a cooperative program or babysitting cooperative 259

8. Before or a’ter school activities program (not regular school hours) 197

(]

9. Headstart : : _ ) 2

10. In own home by spouse 59

j—

11. In own home hy child's older brother or sister _ 27

12. Child stays by self 0

o o o .
o

13. Child takes care of self and younger brother or sister 3
14, Public or private school - kindergarten and above o : 86

15, Cared for by parent at work . 7 a3

o o M

16. No child care used (child stays with me) 10_
‘ TOTAL 3,681 | 100.C

9
-3
éD

Bt e o s o
SOURCE: Question 16 Reported tn thousands

BASE: Households using care ) Uﬁﬁé%ghtedisgﬁﬁ1éfDfépcéitiaﬁ"
that prefer another’ - — —
method, of .childcare ‘ Valid answers 721

P . Did not apply 3,877
;S \’ Non-response 1
! ' ”




lI‘lCI‘EﬂSlnb and strengthening family day care home care is appavently short on

" pradugt concent acceptinee, ' in the purlance of advertising.

Selection Factors

Current users of in-home care, nursery schools or 1:!3_5,; cars (:f:;zté;ars
and family day care homec v.*srf:;ig}::::‘; ‘o choose, in rank mc‘n o hinportance,
seven factors in sclecting their chilil eare arrangermeoent. T‘aé!e:s Ve, VT
and V-8 present the resuits from t;hmm guestions wxpressec | us pereentages
of the eligible I‘ESTJCBHSE; An additional colunin, 'ﬂ!\d'f‘iir we 1g/hferi rank, " :
was calculated-by multiplying the value 7 by the pmmﬁiimi 1Lt/nm;lri first, 6 by

the prapa:‘tian ranked seccond and so forth, finally ugmg un 1t‘ a5 the muldi~
. /

/

plicand for the propcrtion of observations ranked se eventh, |

. . ‘ .For in-home as well as family day caré‘useré th/e "reliability' and
"i.varmﬂ]" of the caregiver were deemed, in the aggreg&te to be the most
lmportant factors followed closely by.the r:hﬂd s level @f/satlsfac‘twn Althnugh
Yavailability'' is relatively prnminent, the responses mditzate a ver‘j.f sfmng pattern
of child-orientation from a common sense as DppDSed t@ procedural vxgwpomt
Such 'ssues as licensure, healﬂa examlmﬁons for staff quallflCdtIOHE and
convenience are noct highly ranked. "Yet it is only falr to point out, that users

of these two methods of care are more likely to be casual, occasional users

i
[

than, say, day care cenwer users,
. The taxchomies for cach v:»rmmfl typé I;Ef?fénééd- are different, as
are the patternc of usagv Yét it can be Said ﬂﬁat center and nursery achool
users are somewhat more hkhly to identify Dmgrammatxc :md procedura]
" factors (E £., "fi‘equent mfnrmatmn " "planned and EupEI‘V‘ISEd play") than are
home-care users.. The dlfferences between mgthoﬂs are, however, neither

/

imminently clear nor strong. .
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TABLE V-6

RANK-ORDERED FACTORS FOR SELECTING A DAY CARE CENTER

OR NURSERY SCHOOL

- LTI e o T TTTTiVieighted
e o _factor S SR ETR Znd ___Ard 7th Pank
1. Lotant suparyision 5.9 5.1 0.8 3. 2.0 2.3 1.9 1M
2 - in school-retated topics 1.7 3.6 4.3 4.1 3.9 z2.9 2.6 92
3 ailalile when 1 need it 5.1 1.3 0.9 1.0 3.0 2.0 1.7 67
A Troguent iaformation about my chﬂd 1.0 BN 3.0 7.7 10.8 8.4 7.9 143
L. Thninas are clean and safe 4, 20 12.2 7.3 6.1 6.7 6.7 210
. inable cost 3.4 2.3 2.8 3.7 1.4 + 4.8 8.0 23]
/. Fed rlghl things 'at right times a. 1.8 3.2 3.8 4.0 2.3 4.4 &7
{ Bl amd Joving careqiver 1k, b4 5.6 2.4 3.5 2.9 4.1 L 213
Lo inline glven when noeded 2.0 2.9 4.4 5.0 8.1 8.6 4.7 120
i 1 Sruper times 0.9 0.8 2.0 0.8 2.8 3.1 1.2 a0
11 innesd coregiver 6.8 7.9 3. 3.1 4.5 4.7 2.7 - 136
V9. Cares fer more than one of mine 1.3 1.2 1.1 1.0 1.2 1.3 1.5 - 34
17 frvgoral attention far my child 1.9 4.8 10.0 3.5 3.5 2.7 1.6 124
L 13 hae Ty views on c*\ﬂdrmrmg 0.7 0.7 4.2 1.7 0.2 a1 1.0 -39
TRt bk this type of care 14.5 9.3 3.4 3.3 1.3 4.9 3.1 204
Jn Tt Yearns to brhave well 3.2 6.8 1.7 3.0 7.4 5.1 4.6 136
.o Euilfing and Eqummznt are suitable 2.6 3.3 4.6 4.7 4.2 5.1 6.2 109
Pianned and supervised group play 2.7 6.3 7.2 11.4 8.2 8.1 7.5 187
dell trained staff 16.8 9.2 9.6 7.2 7.4 5.1 2.1 284
‘ovation is convenient 2.7 1.3 1.9 2.2 2.3 3.0 2.5 a0
21. AlY tave periodic health exams 0.4 0.9 2.8 1.3 1.9 4.6 3.1 n
77, "irarspartation provided 0.7 2.2 0.7 0.6 0.4 0.2 4.1 a0
23. Farsnt dnvolvement in praegram 1.0 1.5 0.6 1.8 2.0 0.7 4.8 38
é4. Special services are available 0.7 3.6 0.8 2.3 0.4 -1.9 1.7 32
25 Others from similar background * 0.5 0.0 0.4 0.6 0.1 0.8 0.6 10
6. Hot tee many chiidren for staff 0.8 1.2 - 3.3 7.9 6.9 _ 4.6 3.2 94
¢7. Parents can get basic education 0.0 0.3 0.1 2.7 0.0 1.9 0.7 16
28, Others ape in right age range 1.0 0.8 2.4 2.6 1.8 1.8 4.5 48
3. Flace or caregiver recomended 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.8 0.4 1.1 39
TOTAL PERCENT 00,0 100.0  100.0 1080  100.0  100.0°  100.0 ’
PROJECTED HDUSEHC‘LEE 2,230
o . A ' *Reported in thousands
SOURCE: Question 46. - P ' -
RAZE . Unires - 4h ‘e we*l h dSamnTe D1 Ation |
BASt: Households that use a Uﬂ g t? prS_, nr »
day care center or o N
.. nursery school Valid answers . 406
' Did not apply 4,171
P , Non-response , 7,32
1 , . —
7 AN " = _ )
; y , TOTAL 4,609
i } :
i — S
\\ /
“ ¥
= — =
9% ,
190
B s V-10 :
i e A
O
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TABLE V-7

RANK.~ORDERED FACTORS F ELECTING A CAREGIVER FOR INHWDMF CARE
e B T mmk “Ordir T LT TWeTohted
CArd T A £ o Rark
T ; B T [k} )
& 2 0. 1.7 14
1. Avmlah]e whvm 1 need it b L& kN Ly 108
4. Frequent information abtout my child . 3, 5.1 17
G, Things wi- -1=a1 and eafe 39 6.1 7.1 7.3 7.1 70 A 170
6, Feanlar hoalth enams for staff 1.3 0.6 1.1 0.4 [ (4 R 26
7. -Brasanable cost , 3.7 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.6 3.4 1.4 a3
B, Fed right things at rich: times 1.8 £ £.9 G.J 7.1 h.9 312 101
U9, Warm wad loving carenivaer 14.4 AN 115 B.0 [ 1.t 7 74
| "0, Discipline given when needed 7.6 "6 7.9 9.1 16.4 L. 7.2 188
10T Naps wt.proper tires 0.2 1.7 1.3 i3 3. 1.5 1.7 40
| 12, Experienced caregiver 7.1 4 7.0 5.2 5.6 4.7 K 178
oy Cares for mare than ane of mipe 1.2 1.1 2.3 1.4 2.4 2.9 2.9 X}
145 Personal attention for my child 1.3 2.4 3.7 4.9 3.5 5.2 L T I ¥
15, Fas my views on childrearirg 1.4 1.5 1.9 e 1.8 /b P.7 53
16, Child 1ikes this type of care 5.4 a8.7 7.3 6.3 4.8 5.0 5.8 213
17. Child learrs fo behave well 0.7 0.7 1.2 #.3. 1.6 3.1 2.4 36
18. Caregiver helps around hause 0.1 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.5 1.1 1.0 17
19. Cardgiver is a parent 0.5 0.z 0.7 0.9 0.4 0.0 0.6 15
20, Caregiver 15 a relative 3.4 - 1.9 1.4 1.0 1.8 1.6 3.3 58
21. I kruw garegiver well 4.9 4.6 4.0 1.6 4.9 4.1 1.3 134 _
22. Caregiver takes only my child 0.5 0.8 1.8 ° 1.6 2.5 1.9 7.4 69
23, Is available for emergencies 2.8 3.2 2.9 2.9 3.1 3 3.4 84
24. Caregiver was reconmended fo me 0.7 0.8 . 0.7 0.9 0.4 0.8 - 0.9 21
25. Deals with child's special needs 1.2 1.6 1.8 2.0 1.7 2.6 1.2 47
26. 5t111 can work when child's 11] 0.3 0.8 1.0 1.0 0.7 1.0 1.2 21
27. Child is In own home and own bed 1.7 z.3 4.0 3.9 4.2 3.6 5.8 87
28, Child isn't taken elsawhere 1.6 1.9 2.2 2.6 7 3.2 4.8 3.4 67
79, Reliable and dependable caregiver 1.6 18.3 10.6 7.7 5.5 3.9 4.3 73 .
30. Too young for center or nursery 0.6 0.6 . 0.1 0.2 0.9 0.4 0.8 137
TOTAL PERCENT ] 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0
~ PROJECTLD HOUSEHOLDS* 9;@79
. I — — - _ o k — _ _ —
e . gt ] Repo rtgé’ in thousands
SOURCE: Quest1on 44 po h
BASE: Households using child care hted Samp1e D1sp351tian

in their own home by a _ .
© relative (not spouse or |
chi]d's,sib1ing§ or nons '

. 9
Valid answers 1,49
Did not apply. 3,0

relative L - .

Non-response _/c

Rl I . Total 4,609

. E

i ] _ _ I e

\

\

\"s ,s;ﬁ '
37%
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g : T TABLE V-8

RANK ORDERED FACTDRS FOR SELECTING A FAMILY DAY CARE HOME -'

- ———— TRk Ofder g
~ ) e _ “Tst Znd ard " "4tk Eth __bth =~ 7th 1 Rank_
T - 5.6 3.1 L B B A O F I 125
7 Cin oacnpol-related topics 0.2 0.6 0.8 0.9 1.7 1.5 1] 22
Shatde when 1 oneed it - 5.4 3.4 3.2 2.9 4.1 . 3.8 5.6 11
fropuent anforration about my child 1.5 2.3 2.5 4.1 3.7 4.6 5.9 |
b Teanus are-clean and safe 5.2 10.0 1.8 1.8 8.1 6.9 4.3 244
L ir hrealth exang fDr’ staff 1.6 1.2 1.3 1.1 1.7 1.3 1.8 39
able cost 4.5 2.9 4.5 3.4 3.4 3.2 “B.9 112
i [ right things at right times i 3.8 "E.R 6.1 5.3 5.5 4.7 130
E T um end Tgving cgregiver 13.7 +10.7 7.9 7.7 59 4.4 2.6 259
e ;;,,“_{, civen wher needed 2.0 6.0 8.4 8.7 4.2 9.3 6.1 179
-: ; ! i 0.6 1.9 - 1.5 1.3 3.9 4.1 3.B 47
W 6.3 7.0 5.7 4.8 4.3 2.8 2.7 155
oo furrore than one of mine 0.9 1.5 1.9 1.9 2.4 2.4 1.9 46
fervanal attention for ny child 1.7 2.9 2.9 2.6 Z.4 3.7 1.8 Al
thefrn Ty views on childrearing 2.7 3.4 2.5 1.6 2.7 2.6 2 71
b trild Vikes this type of care 11.0 _ 7.8 5.5 8.7 5.2 5.3 5.0 206
2. Duild learns to behave weil 0.5 1.4 ¢ 1.9 2.3 3.0 3.3 3.6 50
1P td and supervized group p]ay 6.3 0.9 .2 3.2 3.5 3.9 1.8 51
Peotiterced family daycare rother’ 4.5 1.4 0.9 1.4 1.5 1.2 1.0 58
T hute snd cquipment are suLtable 2.0 2.0 * 3.2 3.4 3. 4.0 3.9 77
21. Het tao many other children. 0.6 1. i.5 1.7, 2.6 2.% 3.5 41
00 Otners gre in rightage range 0.2 0.7 1.4 1.7 2.5 2.6 3.6 36
£3, Ic.utmn is conveniept 2.2 2.7 3.7 2.9 I 5.5 6.8 £9
. 24, Larcgiver was recomninded to me 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.6 0.8 g.8 - 10
-#5. Is available for emergencies 0.3 0.3 0.8 0.9 1.5 0.7 0.8 18
78, Cthr: from similar tackground 0.2 ‘0.6 0.2 0.6 0.7 0.9 1.2 14
27. ent involvement -is frequent 0.7 0.7 1.1 0.5 1.4 1.8 2.4 28
78, 511 can work when child's i 0.5 : 0.7 0.8 1.0 1.0 1.3 1.8 23
25. Hore-1ike atmosphere - - 3.3 1 4.3 3.9 4.3 - 4.0 3.7 3.7 . 109
30, Cnild too young . 0.6 - 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.5 0.7 13
31, keliable and dependable caregiver 1724~ 12.8 7.6 6.5 3.8 3.3 3.3 284
- - TOTAL PERCENT - sy loo.a © o 00.0. 100.0 100.0 7100.0 100.0 100.0
PILOJECTED HOUSEHOLDS* 9,974 L ! : . :
%’ . 77 g - - = - N ! - ) ) ) *Ré @i’f:éd "7-“7, ti 48 7757
SOURCE: Question 45 - - . | . neported in thoysands
'BASE: Households that use child | - .?‘Unwe ghted Sample D‘ISPCJS‘It’IDn
care in the:home of a - i —
~relative or non-relative , Vahd answers 1,802
e . . Did not apply 2,683
, S Non-response. * __124
[ ——— .
! S TOTAL 4,609
\ . ) — e R
N . - -
7 Qsi‘ﬁ—,ﬂ
: 18/ v .
41% i93 . ) .
: : V-12
Lk i -
- s s
o
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The 10gii:i11 inverse, t.hatxis,k the least important factor n aeléctmn;
was also inC]LIFJEd in fhé quesﬁormﬁre (Table V-9), using an abridged respon:
taxonomy. " The results of this quesiion askéd of all users,. mdu:ate that users
tend to déaan‘lthSlze cost and convenience. Yet the welfare of children, like.

mom, apple pie and, Jllegcnmlh the fLig, ;a}darr\comgs last in our hearts. i f’

! nsight into the W'fly in which consumers selgc-t a method of care is.
perh“lpa best glean‘ed from a questionnaire panel asking from a historical
perspective, whst ﬂrf‘iﬂﬁ"émé‘—ﬁtg curreni users actuaily did consider. Firsi,
ﬁ% ers of the prmmpal methods were asked if they considéred any othgr method,

and three-quarters reported that they had not (Table V—lo), It4s uncleaxj,
from a behaworal newpoint what constituted "GOﬂEldEI“‘ithD " but, it'is )
Dfabiblb fhat for the 25.7% who had considered other methadsi génuine decision-

making had not been arbitrarily or circumstantially precluded.

Those who had considered other methods were then asked ta. name up-
to fouij methods considered and the respective ""main reason" why thef did not
use each méthad Cross~tabulated results of this question are prés;nted on
three successive pages (Table V-~11) and include multiple respanges.

W‘hile Small cell sizes presage caution in drawing inferences from this

table, several patterns are very clear. Foremost, nursery schools and day

care centers were the most frequently chosen. Third in frequency was "own
J
home by a non-relative, "' thus verifying very satisfaetarlly, the dlstributign of

pre.ferred methods (c. f. s+ Table V=5, sup ra

»
In all three 1nstanr;es coat is an important barrler thstimﬁng the .~

modal cells for nursary Echonls and centers and a vgry gstrong secand factor

for mshame care by a nonsrelatwe. -
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TABLE V-9

LEAST IMPORTANT FACTOR IN SELECTING TYPE OF CARE

- T T peninnta —
Factors | Projected :
A . | Households* Percent

Convenience of hours |

Cost

Convenience of location

= ;“—'- . s
Provides child development
activities and instruction

Agrees with my 'views on ch
rearing :

.- TOTAL

4,948 | 31.6
1,449 9.3
4,064 . 28,5
1,537 o

ild- . 3,255

©100.0

15,654

-

SOURCE: Question 42

' BAéE: Households that
' use child care

*Reported in thousands

Unﬁéigﬁtédréaﬁp]e Disposition:

*Vaaiq’aﬁgwers 2,847
Did not apply 1,738
Non-response 24

. TOTAL 4,609,

ot




TABLE V-10
THE NUMBER OF USERS WHO CONSIDERED OTHER METHODS OF
CHILD CARE BLFORE SELECTING THE TYPE CURRENTLY USED

" Projected

___Households* - Percent

-Consijaered other types 4,038

Considered no other types | . 11.699 . |- .74.3

TOTAL - -15,737 100.0

*Reported in thousands

SOURCE: Question 17 1
' ' : UﬁwéightéQTSaﬁﬁié:Dﬁépééﬁf{é%f

- BASE: Households that-use «
child car: o R _

~ Valid answers 2,862
Did not apply 1,738
Non-response - 9

TOTAL

——

4,609

201
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TA’al;E V-1

TYPES OF CARE PREVIOUSLY .CGNSIDERED BEFORE SELECTING

CURRENT .%RRANEEMENTS BY REASON FOR NOT CHOOSING
-~ T Tmmelettane T ' e
Reason Cun Hese l tvn “ff’-i‘,\ Jtrer bave | Dtrer Here bey Cars | Cooperative | B/A School
) - By el By Bon-le! | 2y nel | By ren-3el Center Program | Program
. n % n % a & -1 n n % N - fi H
. 1, Too expensive , 5 21| 190 24.8 5 2.0 50 12.2( 447 33,0y 320 25.5] <43 15.3 13 9.1
) 2. 01d not ke location 2 pof 8 N0 0 0.9 o 00] 28 2. 35 28] 14 4.8 o 0.9
3. Trarsportazion problems 35 13.3 19 2.5 8 187 3 64| 75 87 2 190 10 17 3 2.0
. leconvenient hours 9 3.2 709 3oazal a2 2af s o] a0 31| 19 67| 13 89
5. hild too young Tl 3 1 oe| 3 12 6 1| w893 ns 91 0 00| 15 9.9
6. Child rot toflet trained e 00| 0 06| o000 L0 00| 230 5 04 0 0.0 9 6.3
7. Wafting 145t 0 6.8 8 0.0 0 s3] Naooe|t w2 52 4. 0 0.0 1 0.4
3. Child not accepted 0. 0.0 0 0.0 5 0.9 Y% oeo| moce 19 1.5 5§ 12 ¢ 0.0
9, Too 1ttle discipline 12 44 % 1.5 1 oos] 2 asl 2 a2 56 4.0 9 0.0 4 2.8
'ﬁl Lack educational program ¢ 0.0 26 3!4 D 2.0 23 4.6 o C.t 33 2.8 13 5.3 i 2.0
1. Lack of activities program 6 22 2 02| o 00 o 00| 13 ol 1 o8l 8 3.0 6 2.2
12. Lack of trzfned staff g 0.0 “o1.e 0 9.0 5 1.0 19 1.4 § 0.0 ¢ 0.0 L 2.9
* 13. Did not ke provicer 0 0.0 ¥ 45 3 76 15,4 12 0.9 12 1.0 ¢ 0.0 6 4.0
14. Did nat Tike facilities b 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 22 4.5) & 35 38 3.0 109 0 0.0
15. No rgliable provider 1 1.2 227 9.7 1 37 §2. 10.5 3 28 48 EB 21 7.4 15 10,0
16. Child has zpecial proilem 0 0.0 0 0.0 ¢ 0.0 7 1.3 21 1.6 1n 0.9 0 0.0 0 .0.0
17.°1 stopped working &0 N7 o2y ¢ 05 0 6] %6 g2 62 5.0 0 0.0 13 8.9
18. T starte¢ working 3 otnz|- 2 020 2 09 o o0o0l-0 oc¢| o o6l o 60| o0 00
19, Child too old TR T WS [ T 211 R I 1129 121 97 7963 15 5.3 118
s |20, Program out of existence o ool 0 vl oo ocol c 7 o3l e el a2 33 soms| o 00
2. 1 moved ’ 5018 709 N Lk 5 1.1 0 06 s 0 0.0 0 0.0
22, brovider no longer svaflable B4 3.5 37 4.8 52 Ehsi 1} QQ 8 0.6 <& 0.5 0 0.0 2 1.6
TOTAL 265160.0] 765 102.0] 271 1000/ 430 160.0{ 1,315 100.0- 1,255 100.0] 260 100,0 | 147 100.0
. . E )
Q
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- TABLE V=11 (continued)

' i Gres for | Rbifcor
| e | Priate | gy Farent
8 Seheal £t Vork
1. Too expersive KRN S A A D ! A EoEs) LW

E.K idnat.’iike]acatiun- § EJQ 0 O,"J"S DCI ¢ 20l 6 00| T 000 0 0.0
. i rot Jike Tocati i 007 0 0.0}

— ‘ i : ‘ i

3, Trarsportation predlens Moed] 0 00 0 00l 0 00) 0 00 1 wIL 0 08

4 lnconvenfent hours onn 13,@? 0 05 I R X | R R
- ' ’ : i
5, Child too yeurg IR 7S R R 0 I I O I B

6. Child rotgletlet tratned . 0 00 0 000 0 GC| 0 CO] O 00 O 00| & 0¥
| 7. afting st o600, 000 0 50 o 00l 0 ool o 00l 0 00

[y ]
[ree
I
L |
e
L=
L=
Loa ]
L]
L
e
]
—x

8. Child rat accepted N REE ] I A A 0.0

0, Too Metle discipline | 0 GOy 15 W Mot o0 009 48] 0 65 5 00

G0
i

Lo
L]
]
]
L)
a
Lo )
=1
e
Lo~
2
L=}
Lo
)
g

~——
a2

10, Lack educational prograa | 4 21

i
= |
Ha b

L]

LHT— M

12, Lack of triined ctaff. b LE

!
] : ; ,

|0 ek of setivittes progrn | 0 000 0 00 0 000 ool o ol 0 0
|

13, 01d ret 1ike provider ]a‘mia 000 0 020 0 00 0 ot Coo0s 0

1
W0 et N facitivies | 4 250 0 tel o0 0al 0 B el 5 sl 0 00l

15, o reltable provider a_l% 968D 6 050 2000 00] 0 600 00!
H%Wm“mmwﬁm,fﬂgmgﬂ'SﬂjB 10 000 0 0010 00]-0 00 -
|
|

17,1 stopped wortng R T I T O R N O R 3 I AR X

A8, 1 started vorking R 6! )
M Child o gld 2 11.35?6 VR« O TV B I VO B B B BN

20, Progrem cut of exfstence 6 23 ¢ 0leo0 00f 0 60f ¢ 08l ¢ 00 0 00

2, 1 soved W66, ¢ L ) COL 0« GCy*0 06 0 00} 0 O

Wondn

D Provider o longer asatlable ] 7 L&A Al o1 oAlp o 0eROl L U
23, Gther I R R LR N AR L

; o : TOTAL 170 163.0, %000 I B ER 1 X I I B o R R R i I & 160.0 i 31000
' b I ‘i ! A ' :

|
[
i
s
b

-y
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Ef TABLE A) (continued)

TYPES OF CARE PREVIOUSLY CONSIDERED BEFORE SELECTING

Question=18 Types

Unwe1ghted Sample D1sp051ﬁﬁon N

CURRENT ARRANGENENTS BY REASON FOR NOT EHOOi NG

&=

Quest1on 19 Reasons

UWEWEdﬁWEDHMHﬂ E

TDTAL 4,609

A WuTtiple Namber of |
__hnsriers _Respondents . percent
I 7 R
2 147 18.1
-3 3l 3.8
Y R S
Valid answers 812 100.0
'Did not apply 3,79
Non- resmnse 521

y

: o

- SOURCE Quest1uns 18 and 19

fype

" BASE: Househn]ds that previously
| ccns1dered.at Jeast une

hnsvers. Reapondent;ﬁ Percent
R ¥
L' 18.)
i 3.8
SR RN SN 1
| Valid answers 811 100.0
Did not apply 3,796 .
Non-response E;E_g_ﬁ
WAL 4,60,

f



=
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From tHese data, it is difficult to avoid concluding, if prematurely,

that (1) there exists a substantial demand suspense for nursery and center =

~care, caused by egét sml pmgrammatic barriers (as opposed to avéi;abﬂity

per se)’ and (2) d]jflcultlr:s in obtainmg "reliable in~home care, coupled with

"high' cost also result in demand spspense, *

- As a measure of Etabﬂlty, respo:ndents usmg child care were asked
hé\;f many times thay had changed their main method during the past year
(Table V-12). Abcut one in ten had changed, Significantly, over Lalf (53. 8%)
gave as thei: reasen for changing (‘Iablé V—13)'Either some;prgblem with the
alrangemenc (e.g., trﬂnSportatmn, :mccmvemence dvsclpline program,

facility or staff inadequacies or sps::clal problems as @pposed to cost
4]

“(10.5%) or such usual exte1nal reasons as the Ghlld 5 aging (6 5%), maving | -

;:.(8..1%) or c:hsnge in the respondent's employment status (18.0%). The modal

Teason is av:iilabilitj; (18 7%). Given that over SDD‘" of those changing identifiéd

their old method as one of the "in-home' or fiother home" care types (Table V- 14),'

’1t is posslble thst somse respondents mlsmteq::reted the question to, mean a

change in pmwder mstead of methad

Before one leaps to the acgnelusian tha’.c the distribution in Talglé V-13
represents reasons for c‘liécontinui\ngécare types on the whale, it is useful to
examine the ussge history of the entire sangiple All respondents were asked if
they had used any types of care in the past whlch they are not using at present.

Just under half reported having discontinued some'method in the past (Tal;le V—lS},

&

*Tt is Interesting that when asked to choose from among possible funding
options for child care, .respondents most frequéntly chosge "referral service"
(cf , Table VII-14, p. VII-15),
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TABLE V-12

FREQUENCY OF CHANGING MAIN TYPE

OF CARE

WITHIN LAST YEAR

Number of Changes

" Projected

Households* Percent

0
S

< o -

TOTAL

13,950,
1,199 7.7
235 -

115

- SOURCE: -

BASE:

Question 26,

. Households that
use child care

. *Reported in thousands

N funweiéhted Samp?eibfépositjﬁh

.Vaiid.énéééﬁs;“'«r?,saa a
Did not apply 1,738 -
Non-response’ 1
4,609

TOTAL

4209

, V=20 -

89.6 .

15,566 __;<—~10050—ff-—;‘*T;“;’?“'“f;
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« - - TABLE V=13 .
= 1 EEASDNS FOR, EHANGING FROM MOST RECENF TYPE OF CARE - 7
-7 | :_,,:77 _ _
- k] . = ——
" ) F’rajer:ted L
o Reason o ) Households* - Percent
1. Too expensive "166 10,5
- 2. Did not like location - 15 0.9
3. Transportation problems 56’ 3.5
4. - Inconvenient hour's 99 T 6.3
5. Chilg t\‘;\a yDUﬁg / : 38 2.4
- 6. Child not ta/ﬂet tlamed , 8 0.5
: 7. ua1t1ng Tist 1) 0.7
L. ! o &+ Child not a\:t;eht,ed ) 0, 0
e ' " e oo 1itt1e-aiscip1ine - 139 /8.8 .
10,  Lack pf edut;atmna‘l pragyar\ 59 3;_7
411, Lack of activities pragram 33 2.1
12. .lack of trained stdff 27 1.7
. 13: Did not like provider : v 154 9.7
K |14 0id not Vike facitities : 68 4.3
15. No reliable provider 72. 4.5
16, Child has special problem e 39 2.5
_ 7117, " I stopped working n 13.4
- 18. 1 started working 72 4,6
r 119, child too old 103 <7 6.5
20. Program out of existence 36 2.2"- .
21, 1 moved 128 , 8.1
122. ‘Provider no ]QHQE!: available 295 18.7
S~ |23, other 230 14,6
CTOTAL | 1,578, . 100.0
B
SDURCE‘; Questian 28 A B Unwmghted Samp]c D15pn:1it1ioiﬁi
e — ¥ Multiple  Number of % Valid
, EASE- HQUSEhQ!IdS that J\EVE ChangEd AHS\"EY‘E PE [DDﬂdEntS Arswers
-+ _their main method during the R E—— e
" ~past year , - 8%
St yea 2 27 9.3
- 3 8 2.7
R e 4 6 %
eN N 5 2 0.7
I Ve 6 0 0.0
) | ~ 1 T 2 _ 0.7
\ R P!
N, e Va’Hd answers 291 100.0
St Did not apply 4,313
% 210 TOTAL 4,609
C Va2l
I \%‘\ . /F
o '

EMC, _,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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_ TABLE V- 14
TYPE OF CARE FRDM NHICH USERS MOST REC

ki -

ENTLY CHANGED

BASE:
. ~their main method during the

] o T Terogected |
" T¥Pe of Care Households* | Percent
1. In own home by relative (not spouse or ch11d S | 110 6.9
brother or sister). L4
2. In own bome by nonzrelative 198 {2.5
| 3. In other home by relative 1 ’ 199 12.6
,ﬁ;*gihshln cﬁher homerby non-relative 473 | 30.0

5. In nuféerybséhQQT'ap pre-school l 267 16.9
ﬁ 6.. In a daycaré center . | 168 10.6

7. Ina cgcperat¢ve program or babys1tt1ng cooperat1ve 4 ' 0.3

8.’ Befare or after school activities Program (ﬂDt 11 0.7

reguTar schgo1 hgurs) .

9. Headstart = | 0 0.0
JD; In own home by spcusé “ 39 2.4
]1: In own home by child' s o]der bruther or sister 23 1.4
12." Child stays byseif o | 00
iiég Child takes care of self and yépnger brother or 51ster 3 0.2

;!514 Pub11c or private sch001'= kJndergarten and abcve 33. 2.1
18. Cared for by parent at wark — . E 0.0
16.  No child care used** sﬁ_gl 3.2,
: e | Tt | s | 100.0
7 _’SOURCE:’ iQuestion 27 o ) ;. R \\ *Reported :L;r thousands ~
) ‘*AInterpreted ab' none used ,
Househo1ds that have changed prior to present main method

UHNE1§htEd Samp1g D15pJS1t19n

past year .
VA Iy AN Valid answers - 289
O A A . l , Did not apply 4;313
L AN Non-response ~ __ 7
o b ) . : g
\ . A ,
~. -’ 211 TOTAL - 4,609
; 7% e




TABLE V-15
" PREVIOUS USE OF CHILD CARE

& -

N Projected | - -
_ Experience B Households* Percent

H;ye used cthef.types_ 11,38D_; I 4525
Have not used othér types | 12,019 53.2
ToTAL || 24,299 - | 100.0

 *Reported in th@usands T

SOURCE ; Question 20 & T p—— e e
Question 2 : - . |Unweighted Sample Disposition

BASE: A1l households with —————
- children under 14 “Valid answers 4,585
. Non-response 249

TOTAL 4,609 .

V-23




These respandents were asked to 1clem:jiy up: to four previausly-
applicable types together w1th the main reasons for stopping. Th1s dlstrlbs '
.ution, presented on the three successive pages as Table V-16, shows a more
"nafmal;"pattern of téﬁninatiun " with ?"ehild‘t?ga old, "‘ "I stc;pped working, "
) and "I moved" assuming greatest pmmmence amgng tpe reasons given.

Yet again natwitbstanding the small cell EIZES tbere is arnple evidence to

-~ inifer that a greatdeal of flux and discontinuance 1s eaused by (1) dissatisfac~

tmn with pruviders or their pragrarns (2) diffmultles in makmg and

rnaintaming arrangemeilts and (3) cost.

213
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TABLE V-16 (continued)
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I L
=
=
o
=
=
Lomar ]
S
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TABLE V=16 (continued) -
TYPES OF CARE PREVIOUSLY USED BY REASON FOR DISCONTINUING

 estion 21- s (uestion - - Reagons
| Unweighted Sample D15p051t1an - U""319ht9d Sample [] 5905 ftion
" - I Hultiple  Number of
| # Multiple  Mumber of - o
Answers  Respondents Percent , A"SWEFE Respapchts_ Percens_
- BN I I
I I A X ) B
2 g5 23.0 3 150 1.1
3 19 1.] I 9 43
SV ol ansvers. 2,108, 100.0
Valid answers ;) ]12 100.0 | Nid not apply 2, 49;
Did not apply 2497 | Non-response ___J
N CTOAL 4,609 TOTAL 4,609
~ SOURGE: Questions 21 and 22
BASE: Households that previousTy -
used at Teast one type
,ss,
/
]
1
\
% 2
bt 219
‘ o




SECTION V  APPENDIX

SUPPLEMENTAL DATA

2290




TABLE V-17

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE:
OWN HOME' BY RELATIVE

o 77,,7,!i ,,; 7 ”Eraﬁéctediﬁ
Level of Satisfaction Children* Percent

Very satisfied

Satisfied

Not completely satisfied
* Dissatisfied

TOTAL

9,226
1,645

s2

11,279

81.8
14.6
3.1

100.0

SOURCE: Question 13

*Reported in thousands

- BASE: Children receiving care
in own home by relative

‘Unweighted Sample Disposition.

- Valid answers
Did not apply
Non-response

2,027

TOTAL

221

V=29




~ TABLE V-18

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPEADF CARE:
OWN HOME BY NON-RELATIVE

Level of Satisfaction

Projected

Children*- Percent

Very satisfied
Satisfied. (
| Not completely satisfied

Dissatisfied

TOTAL

6,987 63.8

3,047 1 27.8

. 794 7.3

'
—,

125

10,953

e}
[}
fa)
»

[

SOURCE:

Question 13
BASE:
in own home by non-
relative

) gﬁéééﬁf&diiﬁ'tkéuséﬁdé;'

Children receiving care

”ﬂnwéﬁgﬁted73§m§1e Di;ggsj@j@ﬁ

1,635 -
7,735.
27

Valid answers
Did not apply
Non-response




. _TABLE V-19

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH-TYPE OF CARE:
OTHER HOME BY RELATIVE

Projected '
Children* Percent

Level of Satisfaction

Very satisfied 10,530 78.2
Satisfied ' 2,421 16.0
Not completely satisfied ' 335 2.5 -

Dissatisfied ’ 183 1.4

TOiAL 13,468 ° 100.0

- ) , *peported in thousands
SOURCE: Questicn 13 '

BASE: Children receiving care
in other home by relative

yﬁwéightééuSamﬁféwaSéééificﬁ

. Valid answers 2,514
/ Did not apply 6,830
P J Non-response 53

AN TOTAL 9,397




"TABLE V-20

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE:
OTHER HOME BY NON-RELATIVE

Projécfed
thidfen* Percent

_Level of Satisfaction.

Very satisfied 5,942 72.1

1,770 21.5

4.7

Satisfied 

Not completely satisfied 385

149 1.8

Dissatisfied

TOTAL 8,246

100.0

SOURCE:

] ~ *Reported in thousande
Question 13 ) '
BASE: Children receiving care.
in other home by non-relative

_Unweighted Sample Disposition.

Valid answers
)} Did not apply
Non-response

TOTAL

1,350
8,026

—21
9,397

9%d
V-32:




TABLE V-21

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE:
NURSERY OR PRE-SCHOOL

o o [ Projected |
o Level of Satisfaction Children* percent

Very satisfied

Satisfied

Not comple. ly satisfied
Dissatisfied

TOTAL

1,439
375
13

10

1,936

74.3
19.4
5.8
0.5

100.0

SOURCE: Question 13

BASE: Children receiving care
in nursery or pre-school

‘Reported in thousands

Unweighted Sample Disposition

Valid answers,
Did not apply
Non-response

TOTAL

339
9,049 |
9

—————

9,397




TABLE V-22

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE:
DAY CARE CENTER

o va ,igljr:" e Projected
Leve} Dfrsat15fa;t1an o Children* Parcent
Very satisfied ' _ 708 74.5
Satisfied 162 17.0
Not completely satisfied 53 5.6
Dissatisfied . ‘ 28 2.9
TOTAL : 957 100.0
T T *Ripovied in thonsands
SOURCE: Questicn 13
BASE: Children receiving care
in day care center
fgf“’ o Unw57qhted Samp1e D1 pas1t1onf
'y \ -
f \ Valid answers 194
\ _ ! Did not apply 9,200
\ -t Non-respanse 3
S P L
B TOTAL 9,397
2% e

b
(A
\G "
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TABLE V-23

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE:
COOFERATIVE PROGRAM

Projected

el Satis =11 .
/ Ley,1 DFVSEtTSfaEtIDﬂ Children* Percent

Very satisfied 379 . 72,0
Satisfied 107 20.4

Not completely satisfied 39. 7.3

Dissatisfied ’ 1 _ 0.2

TOTAL 526 100.0

I A " *Reported in thousands
SOURCE: Question 13 ,

BASE: Children receiving care
in cooperative program

V N | Unweighted Sample Disposition_

\

, 1 Valid answers: 86
\ ./ Did not apply 9,308
N ’ Non-response 3
TOTAL 9,397




TABLE V-24

LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE:
BEFORE OR AFTER SCHOOL ACTIVITIES PROGRAM

. .

Vri, 7,f o pa .VPréjecteéi )
7Leve14?f Satéifact1on Children* Percent

]
i

‘ Very satisfied; = - 1 1,147 71.5
Satisfied | 371 23.1

Not,completely satisfied 21 1.3

Dissatisfied . : 65 4.0

TOTAL 1,603 100.0

D T ~ *Reported in thousands
SOURCE: Questicn 13 ) '
BASE: Children receiving care

in before or after school

activities -program

s‘!; ~. . ‘Unweighted Sample Disposition’
’ \ = —
/ ; \ . Valid answers - 256,
i

[ 0id not apply . 9,131
\ /- Nen-response . 10

TOTAL 2,357

o -

.
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LEVEL OF PARENT SATISFACTION WITH TYPE OF CARE:
HEADSTART ‘

Levg1 of Satisfaction

?Fojected

Children* Percentr

Very satisfieé

Satisfied |

Not completely satisfied
Dissatisfied

TOTAL

84 69.6

24 19.9
100 8.3
3

121

2.2

100.0

SOURCE: Question 13

BASE: Children recefvin

in Headstart,

g

Less than 1%

~ Reported in thousands

care -

7 Uﬂwgiébtéd §amﬁieiDisp6§jﬁiQn
' 43
9,351

3

9,397

- Valid answers
Did not apply
Non-response

TOTAL

V=37




 TABLE 'V-26

ATTITUDE OF USERS TOWARD CHANGING
THEIR CURRENT METHOD OF CHILD CARE

~ Projected "
User Attitude ~ Households* o Percent

Prefer to change 3,679 - - -23.8
76.2

| - Prefer not to change 11,764 :
TOTAL | . 15,443 100,0

© *Reported in thousands

SOURCE: Question 15 °

BASE: Households that use . 7Aﬂﬁﬁeiéﬁfedﬁséﬁﬁié7bi§§05it{5;7

child care o
. Valid answers 2,856
. Did not apply 1,738
Non-response 15 |

/ Total 4,609 - /

0
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o /SECTION VI

COST AND TRANSPORTATION

In this section costs, including in-kind compensation, are presented v
by type of care. Supplemental cross-tabulations are incvfﬁded in the appendix
at the end af the section by marital/ employment status, race/eﬂmicity and
household poverty status. Cost thresholds and transgartatlun—-related
variables are also repo:t.ed since each has a direct role in determining

. resources allatted for care,

Costs | _ : o ; | .

About one in ten users, most of 'x,;rimm réce:ivé serviées from relatives,
Headstart or befére and after sehaoLl programs, .repcprt no cbmp'ensation
vwhatsaaver for child care (Table VI-1). Over half of all users (55, 2%)
ngtably those usmg home-based care by non-relatives, nursery schmls or
day care centers, pay in cash, Appmximaftely the same pmpn:‘tian receive _
some serﬁces in exchange for services or favors, with about nne in five paying
cash for one arraagement and "in-kind'" for another. The relaﬂval}* low pro- \'\\ .
\ portion (43 7%) paying cash for care in the other home by nnn—relative category
' \ indicates that caution Ehculd ba used in equating this'method with the concept

. ‘ ¥

of "family day care hame " .

The distribution of tgtal costs paid by methad (‘I‘ab"e VI1-2) is .
analytically ugeful not only a8 an economic measure, but alga as a supple—
(mentary partition between casual and farmal users, Only appmximately 3.8
million (23.7%) of the user pnuseholda pay $15 per week or more,, and nearly
hal? (47%) report no cash expenditures for child care.

| VI-1

e
bo




" TABLE VI- o

" PAYMENT FOR' CHILD CARE IN DOLLARS OR EXCHANGE OF SERVICES/FAVORS |

- N B _ Y TDMPENSATIOR - - .
-1 " fo - - Lompensation. “Exchange (f - TOTAL
TYPE OF CARE ___ Compensation - _In Dollars _Services/Favors _ ) ) o
Profected i Percent - Frojecfed HH _ Percent |Projected FH  Percent Projected AR Percent [Valld Answers.

L

Own hame by relative 1,110 R A 932 16.1 4 3,513 61.2 . 5,780 100.0 1,017

Own home by nﬂnérehtivé kI h 6.7 4,528 80.4 727 12.9 5,632 100.9 828

Other hore by relative 1,72 ° 22.4 952 124 5,024 65.2 1,705 100.0 ©1.420
Otner home by non-relative 422 8.2 2,243 43.7 2,472 48,1 5,137 100.0 R

Nursery 279 15.8 1,421 80.3 6 ¢ %9 | L7 100.0
Center 29 12.7: 542 7.5 68 T e 539 00.0 | 152
Cooperativé 50 14.7 % 232 £8.2 340 1000 | s
B/A senaol : 622 57.7 305 28.3 150 14.0 1,078 1000 172
Headstart ‘ e 79.8 w3 2.9 | 17.3 T04 100.0 kL

ALL TYPES®* 1,675 10.6 8,717 55.2 8,609 5.5 15,730 100.0 2,553

" SOURCE: (Question 25

*Reported in thousands _
) ’ } , ‘**‘Dggs not add to 100%, aince
BASE: Households using the respective ’ . a household could pay for
types of child care . ) one type and exchange

: : services for another

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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o UEEKLY EMPEIDITURES BY TYPE OF MRS T
(Households reported in thousands including multiple methods)
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One of the future goals of this study 18 to compare c\..\rrent‘paymentss
against the resp@ndents' stated upper limit or budget threshold for care. A
_ dlStI‘ibﬂthl‘l of the "mast [users reported] they would be able to sgend altagethai '
for all of [their] child care needs on a weekly basia' is given in Table VI-3.

This variable is of limited analytic use in simple marginal form.

T réggpartatinn '

Ignoring xinéhome users, abmit 90% of child care-related transportation .
is performed by a family member including respandents (Table VIi-4), In most
c:f the remaining cases, the child walks. Two-thirds of tlmse who travel »
require less than 10 minutes travel cime (Table VI-5), with about 5% ti‘avelmg
30 minutes or more. In over 85% of the.cases in which a family member is
responsible for transportation, the traveling is c—onsicﬁered to be "out of
the way” (Table VI-6). | |

As we have seen in Section V, convenience and transportation problemsa
welre not particularly highly ranked as problems or barriers to care., The maxi- |
mum travel tlme \axpressed as the maxmlurn time respondents were will.ing to
have ch’ldren travel to a child care arrangement lends at least a partial clue,
Viewed on the whole, the distribution of current travel times is Eubstaht.ially
lower than the threshold liﬁlits glven in Table VI-7. TEE two questions,
_ hc:?v'éver, are not parallel in concept as they do not measﬁr_é the respondents

willingness or capability to perform the transportation, -

VIi-4

| 917



TABLE VI-3
\ * MAXIMUM WILLINGNESS TO PAY.FOR CHILD CARE

o ' 7§rojecteé : \
) ~ Amount Households* | Percent

~ None

$1 - $5 week
$6 - $9- week
$10 - $14 week

_ $15 - $19 week
| $20 - $24 week
$25 ~ $29 week

$30 - $34 week
$35 - $39 week

© $40 - $44 week

$45 - $49 week
$50 - '$54 week
$55 - $59 week
$60 - $69 week
$70 - $79 week

$80 or more/week

_TOTAL

1,713 | 1
2,080 13.4
1,332 8.6
2,082 | 13.8
1,931 - 12.5
2,149 13.9
1,810 - 1.7
758 | 4.9
306 2.0
351 2.3
208 1.3
375 2.4
46 0.3
01 0.7...
65 0.4
129 0.8

100.0

15,495

SOURCE: Question 3&

/
BASE: . Households that

use Chiyd care

65%

VI-5

*Rép@?téd in thousands

, Valid answers 2,829
Did not apply 1,738
Non-response 42

TOTAL 4,609

288



TABLE VI-4

METHODS USED FOR GETTING CHILDREN.TO AND
FROM CHILD CARE ARRANGEMENTS

) ) o B Proae:ted
Method | Households* PEPCEH? 7
. 1. Not app11cab12 (in respondent's own home 5,100 32.4
~ home only) T, |
2,'Respondent takes them 8,143 . 51.7
3. A fam11y member takes them 1,491 9.5
4, A fr1end takes them 155 1.0
_5i'Car pool 123 0.8
6. A child service takes them i57’ 1.1,
7. Child(ren) walk(s) 1,772 11.2
8. Child(ren) use(s) public transportation 122 0.8
9. Other | 119 0.8
- TOTAL 15,753 100.0
L o L *Reported in thousands
SOURCE: Question 35 /
BASE: Households that - - -
use child care Unwe1ghted SampTe Dispo51tian .
| # Multiple Number of
~ Answers Respnndents Percent

1 ' 2,658 92,7

2 - . 181 . . 6.3

3 22 0.8

_ 4 : ‘ 3 0.1

65% 5 2 0.1

' Va11d answers E 855 100.0

Did not apply 1W74§
TOTAL

4,609

239
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- TABLE VI-5 _
APPROXIMATE REQUIRED TRAVEL TIME

TO MAIN TYPE OF CARE

- Projected
Amount of Time Households* Percent

1. Ndt app11cab1e (in respon-
dent's own home only)

2. Less than 10 minutes away

. 10

3 19 minutes away.
4, 20 :
5
6

29 minutes away

30

39 minutes away

4D“m1nutes or more away

TOTAL

6,875
2,080 ¢,
695
307 -
238

15,756

.35.3.

43.6

13.2
4.4
1.9
1.5

100.0

73R§p§f%éi in thousands

SDUREE:‘~Questian 34

'UﬁwegghtédfEahpié*bjébééf;ioﬁ

BASE: Househc1d5 that use,

ch11d care

i N

Valid answers
Did not apply:
No response

Tataik

2,867
1,738

4,609

65%

Zé&l)

VI-7




TABLE VI-6

ATTITUDE TOWARD WHETHER CHILD CARE
ARRANGEMENT 1S OUT OF THE WAY

o o “Projected
Attitude - ‘ Households *

1,265 14.5
85.5

Percent

Out of the way -
Not out of the way i | 71,473
TOTAL 8,738 . | 100.0

*Reported in thousands

SOURCE: Question 36 S
: n Unweighted Sample Disposition

. BASE: Households in which ) - -
- " respondent or other Valid answers = 1,642

family member takes . Did not apply 2,940

the children to child Non-response =~ ' 27

care arrangements ' -

: TOTAL 4,609

- # : __

VI-g

“ - 241




TABLE VI -7

MAXIMUM TIME HILLINE T0 HAVE CHILDREN TRAVEL
: - TO CHILD CARE ARRANGEHENT .

_ Amount of Time

Progected
Hnusehn{ds Percent

»Less than 10 minutes~-
‘A~10 19 minutes’

20-29 m1nute§

30-39 minutes

40 minutes or more

No time |

TOTAL

D
7,600 | 48.5
2,956 1800 |
1,462 9.3

429 | 2
a2 2.6

15,662 | 100.0

i

SOURCE: Question 37
'BASE: Households that

use child care .

65%

~ *Reported in thousands

_\Unﬁe&éh%ed §émﬁ1é D%%éesii%éh )

Valid answers 2,851
Did not apply 1,738
Non-response 20

TOTAL 4,609

242
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TABLE VI-8

TOTAL Gt C{ILD CARE EXPENDITURES TN DOLLARS
PER HEEK BY POVERTY STATLS

st ey b
R T A T T TR
. _ _7;_7:1.';7 At Pt of Boe s bgenjlds of fag
== ‘ ‘ e )
|Fi@né ll l ]
| umer LBk e | s wlogm g
Percunt 15.6% 20 L0 .
il s |
Narber 2 9.0¢ 2 ar b1 S| 2,004 10.7¢
Porcent 13,55 6. boosm 100, 0
- f | |
Husber | L 110 o RN LA
Purcent 12,61 W6 AR 109,05
i
10+ 14 | |
Nirbar o Mo RN i IR AL 475
Poreant I+ ; M f L 105,04
{15+ 19 | | |
Humser Bl L)W 1 1% 103 L
Pesent ! AR S R4 LA AA 105,08 '
i i ‘
30 - o | o | :
RLrEr Y it B 44 1 4y 1.4 J6) 1.0
Percent IR 0.0 s 10001
. _ |
25 - 19 | B _ |
Hurter | Boe | m o as o | o
Percent i6.0 RN i 5.5 . 100,07
i i t :
H H ’ .
iSED - 3 | l' | o 7
harher L 16 il Le o LI 30 1,61
Percent A R Lo 100,04
§15 - 39 | , L N -
Nunber e x| wmlow e 0
| Percent A 3 | 100, 0%
1 I ’
i .
$9 . 19 | | | _
lrser R el A ¥ N T 258
Percont N k(2 | 55,15 100.0%
{
I 3|A‘ ' ) ‘ ) . 7 ) o
l e [0 e s e L me |
l Tercant ' 18,98 2,5 | 100,05,
&
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TABLE VI-)

TOTAL CHILD CARE EXPENDITURES IN DOLLARS PER WEEK
BY MARITAL AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS

i
1 .
| N AL
st I .
e et
] e i r Housshalds of Base
Hhona i 1 ‘ ‘
Namber R R P NI K A A LR R 3
Percent A SRt C 107 ©10c,02
| : . "
§-5 | ] i | |
eser O B X 11 AV B AR IR B AR X B X
Percant | 4 AN . | 1.1 150,03
16 - § I l <
Nusber RTINS A - S R A B T
Fercent | g Coham T oy 109,01
§
0- 1 | '
harser L T I L I LI
Purcest IVIRE ‘ b0 SR g 160,04 |
{
0513 { ‘ .
luker ST R R I T - T I F S
Parzent 0.5 T ] ! 9,4 N 100.0% !
N i ! : i
520 - & : |
tber Wk anoow exon o oamlow L
Peraent 37 | | .65 L 190,03
|
L. |
-0 , | | '
" Mumber COC I N A 2 R N/ B R 14 N R X
Parcent ug LT A ‘ 15.44 160,04
0 - 2 | - I ; |
use 0 15, (/PRI & I 0, S ) BN I B (1 175!
Peecent 5.1 5664 ARIX 7 4,44 130,04
- 3 |
e T Y T Y R T LI Y
Percet e LY I R .
540 and ue | o |
teter IR B 1 10 BB R RS X B R
| Persent | P Y 1.7% 10,08
. i _— ‘
L T I
| taser VOB NC0% |10 00t B0 10000 N6 10000 24066 10008
L Percert R o A | an 100.Cx
[ _ N N L ] |___ R S
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TABLE VI-10

TOTAL CHILD CARE EXPENDITURES 1it LOLLARS

PER WEEK BY RACE/ETHNICITY

SR .

P

-
|

N

 Sunish

~trer

TOTAL

L aate

sected Percont Projectal percon:
_hmdselzias of Base  Heusenals of

~irajected Tuetent Projecled Fercent! Projected Tercent

wst vegyercles of Bese Roueetalds of Base! Households of Base

fione
Hunber
Percent

f1-5
Nurber
Percent

-1
Hurter
© Percent

0014
Nuter
Fercent

1415 - 19
[ Nmadr
Percent

20-M
Hembar
Percent

5.0
Numhar
Percent

f20 - 3
Number

{5-3
Number
Percant

40 and wp
Nushar
Pareant

TOTAL:
Hurbep
Percant

Percent

123145
a7

5

m
13,4

&
1.4

66
1.0

607
0.3

13
9.2

36
45,54

13,302
5.0

1.7

1.6

1

505

I

188

L3

1.7

193,64

LA
15,14

27

1.3

&
10,9

153
13,64

136
19.04

il
- 18,5

74
175

3,806
16.4%

8.0 s

574

i
j
i

4.5 il

§.5 4
6,03

1.5 46
ERH

A

0
5.05

Ll

214 il

100,05

68.8%

ot
T
T

ER:H

L5

N

1.5

0.5

14

100,04

828
5.2

50
1.5

Z]
LN H

%
2.4

2.6

!
7.6

9
11.6%

0.8

668
1]
L7

23|

|

17

5.0

8,04

0.3
0.2

6.2

16,013
100,04

2,69
160,04

\199
100,01
!

1,158
Joo. 08

0
160,04

1
4
100,05

§56
10,0

1)
100,05

192
100,0¢

590
0.0

4,367

6.7
10.83
1L

LR

LN

13

Lt |

2.4

100.00)

G

1.4
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SECTION vII
OPINIONS AND ATTITUDES

Phase III of this study will consists of a rigorous examinafion of con-
sumer opinions and attitudes, The principal goal of this sta of analysis will
be the development of consumer typologlea based upon attitudinal patterns as

well as manifest usage and mdependemt demographm var;ables

Consequently, a series of attitude scales were included in the instru-
ment as were several opinion questions of possible policy-related value. Simple
tabulations of these variables, therefcire, are included in this, section only as a

matter of interest, exclusive of comment, explanation or analysis,

]

VII-1
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TABLE VII-1
USER'S ATTITUDE TOWARD STANDARDS FOR CHILD CARE

| o o e Someone Else's |Center andwNuééeryi
Standards for Child Care Home (Q,EQ) School (QBD)
7 7 o Projected [ ?r@jected .

o o chsehQTdS'Perggnt Households [Percent

1. Fire and building safety 10,610 | 67.4 | 14,754 | 93.8
2. Cleanliness and sanitation of Faci1i£ies 12,356 78.5 14,795 94.1 ;
3. Number of children per responsible adult 9,784 62.2 133494 85.8
4, Training and qualification of staff 6,946 44 .1 13,5808 88.5
5. Food and nutrition 9,069 | 63.3 | 13,788 | 87.7
6. Program content and activities 5,736 36.4 12,694 80.7

7. Space per child, and physical surroundings 7,354 46.7 12,776 81.3
and equipment . i ,

8. Counseling and referral services for family 4,023 25.6 10,864 | 69.1
and child problems

9. Health condition of staff and children 9,319 59.2 | 13,975 88.9
10. No standards should be set 2,001 | 1.3 19 0.8
TOTAL 15,739 | 100.0 | 15,721 |100.0

*Reported in thousands

SOURCE: Questions 29 and 30

L . L ahad \jn;lejgjtegj Sgﬁ;pie Diispi:sgiﬁnn B
BASE: Households that use . T¥ Muluiple  fumber of
child care : 0.29 Answers Respondents  Percent

W D e Y e Lt o =
Pt Ll 92 o

ol T et

O

—

(= R R A R )
TSt o ol (P T S T T

5]
I
b

=]

65%

0.30

WD T TN P Hll P e
—
F~
o
BT O T L b by |

—
Loyl
e T3
Wt
P, —

Did not apply 1,750

VII-2 T Total 4,609




TABLE VII-2

USER'S ATTITUDE ON THE NEED TO SET QUALIFICATIONS FOR
CAREGIVERS WHO PROVIDE CARE IN CHILDREN'S OWN HOMES

- ~ Projected | o

 Attitude HousehoTds* | Pefgegttii
Qua]ificatiéns should be set 7,046 45.0
Quatifications should not be set 7,750 49.5
Don't know __ 858 __5.5
TOTAL 15,653 100.0

SOURCE: Question 31

“ BASE: Households that use

child care

“*Reported in thousands |

[Unweighted Sample Disposition |

Recognized value
Did not apply
Non-response

2,851
1,738
20

e

TOTAL 4,609




TABLE VII-3
ADULT/CHILD RATIOS FOR CHILDREN 0-2

) bé&mCére Centers

: - Family Day :
Care Homes (Q. 32) and Nursery Schools

Number of Children [~ - —— -
Per Adult Projected Projected :
Households# Percent Households # Percent

1 459 7.8 236 4
2 - 3 2,748 474 1,413 24.4
4 - 5 1.833 ° 31.6 2,092 36.2
6 - 7 449
8- 9 193 .3 456 7.9
10 - 1 76 3 491 8.5
12 - 13 | 5 9.1 152 2.6
14 - 15 | 9 .2 94 1.6
3

e i

18 - 19 22 46

w
"}

4] 0.7

7
3

1

0

0

16 - 17 0 0.
0

20 - 2] | 3 0
0.

| ro

22 or more 1 53 0.9

TOTAL 5,800 100.0 - 5,784 100.0

]

Mean = 3.8 Mean = 5.9

7 _ *Reported in Thousande
SOURCE: Question 32 & 33 ’

BASE: Households that use child care Uﬁwéiéﬁ%éd Sample Diéﬁcégtféﬁ |

; and have at least one child 0-2 [———— — —
‘ ' ' Valid answers 1,045 1,041

o . | bid not apply 3,553 3,553
! : C Non-response 1 15
l = = [] ° :

. : - TOTAL 4,609 4,609




TABLE VII-4

ADULT/CHILD RATIOS FOR CHILDREN 3-5

Number of Children

Per Adult

Family Day
Care Homes (Q. 32)

Day Care Centers
and Nursery Schools

~Projected
Households*

Percent

Projected

Households* Percent

10 -

14 - 15
Y6 -
18 -
20 - 21

or mare

TOTAL

137
1,508
3,142
1,064

575

474

64
62

7,105

Mean =

1

21.:
44,
15.C

5.4

.9 . 17 0.

.6 277 .

[

2 .l 1,754 24.7
| 16.3

19.6

|
F A A S U o
N

100.0

'SOURCE:
BASE:

¥

Questions 32 & 33
Households that use child

care and have at least
one child 3-5

VII-5

*Reported in Thousarde

Unweighted Sample Disposition I
Q.32 Q.33
1,314 7,314

3,281 3,281
- 14" 14

Valid answers
Did not apply
Non-response

TOTAL

4,609 4,609

295



o/
/

TABLE VII-5

ADULT/CHILD RATIOS FOR CHILDREN 6-9

7 - . | %5ﬁ51j26é§ﬁ Dé& Care égnteréi
o Care Homes (Q. 32) and Nursery Schools
Number of Children e -
Per Adult Projected _ Projected
‘ llouseholds*  Percent Household s* Percent
1 18 0.2 4 041
2= 3 937 13.2 a7 2.1
4- 5 2,621 6.9 A7 1 16.0
6 - 7 1,497 21.1 1,000 14.0
8- 9 896 12.6 922 12.9
10 - 11 629 8.9 1,443 20.3
12 - 13 136 1.9 426 6.0
- 15 187 2.6 782 1.0
16 - 17 5 0.1 93 1.3
18 - 19 78 1.1 349 4.9
20 -~ 2] 21 0.3 403 ;5.7\
22 or more 78 1 f a0 5.7
TOTAL 7,003 100.0 7,121 100.0
' Mean = 6.5 Mean = 10.8

SOURCE :
BASE:

Questicns 32 & 33

‘Households that use child care
and have at least one child 6-9

*Reported in Thousands

: 7Unﬁéightéd éambié Diépésifion'

Valjd answers
Did not apply’
Non-response

TOTAL

19

Q.33
1,306
3,289
14

Q.32
1,301
3,289

4,609 4,609
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TABLE VII-6

1
ADULT/CHILD RATIOS FOR CHILDREN 10-13

Number of Children
Per Adult

7 Family Day
Care Homes (Q. 32)

Day Care.

Centers
and Nursery Srhools

Projected '

Houscholds* Percent

Projec Led
Households «

Percent

20~ 21

or more

~ TOTAL

34 0.7

533 10.4

1,425 27.9

19.2

F ]

11.1

981
567
863 16.9
213 4.2

[y
s

268

0
65
587
615
484

503

Mean

C.0
1.3
17.4

12.0

[n]
—
™2

e
ol

10.5

100.0

= 12.3

ESDURCE:
" BASE:

Households that use child
care and have at least
one child 10-13

Question 32 & 33

*Reported

in Thousands

Unﬁéiéhtédfséﬁpié DiSpDéié%éﬁr

Valid answetsi

Did not apply

Non-response
TOTAL

4,609 4,609.

Q.32. Q.33
959 963

*3,632 3,632

18 14




- IRBLE Vil=/
USER OPINIONS REGARD NG SPECIAL SERVICES:
IMMUNTZATIONS AND MEDICAL CHECK-UPS

Should be Available Hillingness to Pay Extra** Presenﬂy Available
(0 39) Q% (D 4)
Response e ——ree
| Projected | Projected | ProJected |
Households*  Percent. | Households*  Percent | Households*  Percent
fes 10,165 64,5 8,14 00| 6
o 5,353 3.9 1,508 56 | 13,60 8.0
® | Dofotkoow 1. g5 LS| 2| 1,0 148
TOTAL 15,710 100.0 10,148 100.0 | 15,750 100.0
S o X\ Reportad in thousands ;
SOURCE: Questions 39, 40 & 41 - , Migked only of those indieating
L ) ”Shauld be qvailgble”
BASE: Households that use
- child care,
i Unwe ghted Samplemspos*l_twn )
0.3 —040 Q.4
- Valid answers 2,870 1,975 2,866
908 Did not apply 1,738 2,632 1,738 o
| , onresponse. 125 | 2409
Gt | o T e e 4,6

e




- . TABLE VH-§
SR GPLAONS REGHRDING SPECIAL SERVICES:

\ - ~ DENTAL CHECK-UPS

Should be Available HiTlingness to Pay Extrav* | Presently Available
: 0% 0.4 0. 1)

Response  p—meee m—— S — -
" Projected Projected | Projected
Housholds* — Percent | Households*  Percent | Hoyseholdst Percent

fes 9,026 5.3 1 1,00 79,0 75 4.8

oo 6 0.5 15869 |0 869

6—IT.A -

| Dotethe w20 | AR X

TOTAL 15,753 100.0 9,010 00,0 | 15,69 100.0

*Regorted in thousands |
*Meked only of those indicating
| "Should be qvailable" -
BASE:  Households that use
child care. ' —_—

Unweighted Sample Disposition
I Y

Valid answers 2,868 1,800 2,858

Did not apply 1,738 2,806 1,738
Non-response 3 3 13

SOURCE:  Questions 39, 40 & 41

o TOTAL 4,509'4,509‘4,509 | '261




{

TABLEVIT-9 ~ —

USER PINIONS REGRDING SPECIAL SERVLCES:
PLAMNED. NUTRITIONAL MEALS AND SMACKS
o

Response

Should be Available
.3

Ni]1ingness to Pay Extra**

(0. 40)

Presently Available
(0. 41)

Projected

Households* - Percent

Projected
Households*

Projected

Percent | Households*  Percent

TOT=IIM

Yes

1"

Do 'Not Know | E

TOTAL

15,160 %.2

3.3

B 1000

10,527
46

e ———

Nis

15,108

69.5 - 6,988 5

a5 o LW 50.5

™

A0 | s,

100.0 10,0

|16

SOURCE:

BASE:

Questions 39, 40 & 41.

Households that use
child care,

*Reported in thousands
MAcked only of thoee indicating
"ﬁmwbE@ﬁhﬂﬂﬂ |

- __Unweigﬁfé& Sampié Disposition 7

| Valid answers 2,088 2,760 2,869 |-

R |
vid ot aply 1,13 14 263

71,18
Non-tesponse -3 '

e _ 2

TOAL 4,600 4,609 4,609 |




TT—LLM

fADLE V11=1U

USER OPINIONS REGARDING SPECIAL SERVICES:

PLANNED EDUCATION ACTIVITIES

Response

vl
!

Should be Ava

ilable I

HiTlingness to Pay Extrat+
(0. %)

Preséntiy Wailable

0. 41

Projected

Households* |

Projected

Percent | Households*

'Percent

Projected

| Househg?ds?

Percént

Yos

No

Do Not Know

TOTAL

9.3 9,082

6.6 5,171

——
| smeme

5

%

.

100.0 14,703

6.6
B2

3.1

1,69
IR

W

100.0

18,760

3

23.0

[~

Si

100.0

SOURCE: Questions 39, 40 4 ¢

CBASE:  Houseliolds that use

child care,

"Reported in thousands

‘u@@dm@afﬂ@eﬁﬁmﬁ@
"Should be avarlghle" '

| Unmeighted Sample Disposition

Valid answers
Did hot apply
flon-response

TOTAL

IERUN

2069 2,691 2,868
L% 1,98 1,78

L3

7"
v

4,609 4,609 4,609
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TABLE VII-11-
USER QPIN DNS REGARDING SPECIAL SERVI CES

* COUNSELING AND REFERRAL SERVICES

o | | Should be_Avai]éble T1 ingness to Pay Extra** Presently Available |
L 0. 40) - [
Response e ' o

| Projected - PY’DJECtEd Prcuected

Households*  Percent | Households* - Percent | Households*  Percent

fe B VATS/AN /O N /7B TN A I B

N o]

0 S [ [ R N S/ A O 5 R A

ZT-ILA

[ Bethor | ¢ 33 | 8 46 |_1@ 4

TOTL 6 00 | W w0 | samc 1000

SOURCE: Quastions 39, 40 & 41 - *Reported in thousands

| - | S Hisked only of those indieating
BASE: Households that use , | "Should be wailable"

child care. " - =

Unwaghted Sample D1spes1t1on

26 A | oo L8
L T C Va’Hd answers 2,869 2,270 2,862 | . _

| vt apsly 1% 2,3%9.1,7% | 267

| Non~response 2 09l

o - N YT RY




TABLE VT2

USER OPINIONS REGADING SPECTAL SERVICE

DSYCHOLOGICAL TESTING

Should be Available

wi111nghé§s to. Pay Extra*

Presently Ava11ab]e |

o (O 39) (Q 40) (Q 41) 'Z
Response - - , ~
| Wma@d | Pmﬁﬁﬁ | Hmﬁmd |
Househo ds* - Percent | Households* *  Percent | Households* Percent
Yes 3, 573‘ 61.8 e 1.0 0 4.6
| s me | A ndd 5.7

~ET-ILA

W

1 Dolotkw |, 612

'1’5,,539

1] mo | he

15,667 100,0, e

Qestions 39, 0§41 ‘Fepartéd i thousands ,
« *Haked only of those indicating

"Shauld be avazlable" .

SOURCE:

BASE:  Housefolds that use
y child care.

S L , Unwe1ghted Sample D15pos1t1on |
T L gl

i

Valid answers-
Did not apply
| Non-response ~ _

COTOTL 4,600 4609 4,609 |

2,006 9,837 2,845
L% 2,063 1,738
b3 5

269
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by TABLE VII-13 - .
METHODS OF' PARENT INVOLVEMENT
R S R - Projected .
. B Methad B B | Households* Percent
1. Ta1k regu1ar1y with perscn who cares for my child abcut h1s/her 13,418 86.9
activities- and development K _ ‘
2. Spend time in home, day-care center, or’ nursery schco1 w1*h my 9,284 60.1
. child to see how-things are 6one
3. Work as a vo1unteer memher of staff in a day care center, 4,760 30.8
nursery school or family day. care home. , o, _
4. Ta1k to parents whose children are in this arrangement - - 6,658 ”A 43.1
5. Help decide what kinds of act1V1t1es and pragrams will be ) 6,873 ‘445
vprQVTdEd L A . !
6. HeTp dec1de on selection of staff for day care center, nursery - 3,223 20.9
5chool. or home where there is more than one person who cares ‘
‘or my child i o o
7: Learn more about effective ways of raising children - ..8,065 52.2°
§. Receive counseling abaut'chiid and ﬁami1y related probTem% ‘*‘5 375 34.8
9. Help dec1de on_how ava11ab1e funds should be spent, e.q., types 4,609 29.9
- of equipment purchask . field trips, staff salaries, etc. ]
10. Work as a paid staff member in a day rare center,, nursery 2,408 . 3115,5»"
schoo1 or fam11y day care home 1
| e
TOTAL 15,437 L1DD.D
SOURCE : Questioﬁ 43 _ 7 *Repﬂrtgd in %hauj?n§§
BASE: Households that use . U’?‘!Ef'?“te‘j Sample Disposition _
child care’ # Mltiple - Number of
~ ~__Answers  Respondents Percent’
1 373 13.2°
2 426 15.1
3 - 487 - =17.2
4 461 16.3 ¢
~ 5 340 - 12.0
6 220 7.8
7 179 6.3
8 130 4.6
9 - 135 4.8
. 10 77 &7
Valid answers 2,828i ' 102.0,
Gorr "~ Did not appl 1 78 ‘
270 't epply LJB1
. Co o, TOTAL a, 509
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) TABLE VII-14
USE OF CHILD CARE FUNDS

ALL PRDGRAM SUPPORT OPTIONS |

BASE: - A1l households with

\
) . i - Projected :
oo Programs ‘Househa1ds Percent.
1. A referral service where parents could ; a5 124 - 62.1
'-get 1nfoxma§1on about’ screened and

qualified péople and agencies to provide
.ch11d ca?e;
2, Ass1stance to establish add1t1ana1 child _ 12,159 43.9
~ care fac111t1es : ) !
3: Sunmer pragrams o ; 14,213 ‘ 58.3
4. Before arid after school programs 11,633 | 47.8
5. ﬂfmanitaﬁiﬁg'system to check on 9,581 393
caregivers and facilities ‘
ngfraihigg programs for caregivers” 12,723 52,0
7. None of these : ; oo 891 _3.7
TOTAL . 24,361 . 100.0
" SOURCE: questmn 58 *Reported in thousan -

£

children under 14

) Unw31g§£édu5amp1e D15pos1t1cn o
. '# Multiple Number of _
Answers Respandent - Percent
— —
1 613 J13.3
2 907 19,7
T 3 1,707 37.1 -
100% 4 604 - 13.9
' . 5 291 , - 6.3
6 445 _Q:Z
TOTAL 4,609
L VII-15
; ‘ . .
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TABLE VIT-T4

Ust OF CHILD CARE FUNDS:
FANK ORDER OF TOP THRET DPTIONS

Lo T8Tap g 9€rvice where parents could
et Inpgpepetlon about screened and
el 1fiéd Pevviﬁ and agencies to
OV T

chitd care

}", [ 1 ',t

Vit en 10 eotablish additional

N INT: b

YU TN i
N T L Is,

Co peforg after gschool progranms

and
‘."Hﬂlt(‘\},‘:ﬂﬂ -jy:;’i_t{lm fﬂf:héﬁk on
ol iyape ald facililies

. . FR
! Dt

ng Pfﬁﬂfamg for Careqgivers

Total Percent

Projected Households

SN - B e

r’?f‘!v!‘;[’f‘if kq!\{(—’itjﬁn £q

npsls P11 H0Useholds that suppr .
at 1€3St one program opt.on

-

Bz
-~
(&%

VII-146

ERIC S "

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Rank Order

Ist 2nd 3rﬂ

16.7 17.4 ®7.0

166.0 100.0 100.0

23,234 [21,041%*% {16,062%*

g

Sv Fheveooeddn




TABLE VI1.16

USE OF CHILD CARE FUNDS:
PAYMENT FOR SERVICES

T T — e s e

T

r o ST “Projected
e POyMENt Method | Households* __Percent

pi’ect cash Payments to working : :
Pdrents fOr Child care 4,772 ' 19.6

pirCt cash Pdyments to the person
" agency PrOviding the child- ' e
tare for the working parenis 18,227 74.9

et therss FEAY R

TOTAL 24,326 ' 100.0

— T T T - Aeported in thonaa wln T

MThT e apgd
the prespondent

AM [ gL
P SR JEaR LI 2 o P

Disposition 17

sOURCE:  question 60 [“Unweighted Semple.

——— s )

BASE . AT? hoyseholds with

childpep under 14 Valid answers 4,595

ilon-response 14

//fﬁ”‘“‘%\\ TOTAL 4,609

1004




’s- ‘77%"»5‘_:_‘;‘; = T e e P S ——— =
Prﬁfp -red Mathod Prgqectéd * S
N U —— Househalds® | Percent

Chivd

PREFERRED METHOD

Care should be free to all those
“ho 19Nt need it regardless of income

Thp cU s
A ad]l!:

LAra hey USe

TABLE vII-17

FOR SETTING CHILD CARE FEFS

P,
Lt

2,147 8.

of child cape should be adjusted| 19,978 82.1
to pareént's ability to pay
scale)
“ should P2y fop all costs ot the <, 204 9,1

TOTAL 100.0

e T e e

Qui%g,t‘i@n 61

I8 “,”' DR IR

A11 houSehg s with

I R

children ynder 14 r .

Sample Disposition

4,597
12

4,609

Valid answers
Non-response

TOTAL

" VII-18
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4.6

43.9-

7.6
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STt et Lt the person ov [1 e Laking care of U O 5-0 0.5 | 1.4
Childret - apes the parent's wan sense of vdljcd,
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[ABLE VIT-10

ATTITUBE PANEL (PART TT OF QUESTIO

ONNATHL ),

L guld ofer to have sopeone cone into ay Noin ‘n 1,

Care of 17 children over any other type of arrangensr

< Some of M Chiddren Can myl MwﬂWernﬁﬂ

Upedl 1Rt hamo,

¢ The P{rﬁﬂﬂ whe capes ooy child should have faty of

experiene Tooking after children,

If 1 had Sthegne cont into ny home to stay with ny
chitdreny Twould worry aboul things disappearing,

: I somet M5 feel qui ty when T have to Teave my ¢niid

With someonie eise,
'

. S . g y .
+Ligte of Qualified careqivers sholbld be available in

2 kirg of referral center,

+ There 15 to% maeh stress placed on teying f0 teach 2

h‘lA t“ v dr rast places whore cniluren arn Leeor

: [T
1 gyldo U haye sithers e into ny horn e ke care

of y enildren galess | ko them very woll.

1 den't ke the kinds of giflir{n you £ in places

Where qrOUES of enilarer o naken care of)

AT e 0,

X

2.9 0n5 | 05| 8] 18

1.0 1133 1107 | 50.6 112 107

120 33,5 {106 [ 350 | 6.9 | 1.7

.61 63 |49,
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i
o
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77.4

25,

7.

37,

(W]

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

3C.

47.1

62.

0

L8]

L

b

[l

T

P
e

LS
[y

Lty child

CMathers who

CThe main advantage of dayeare centers 1y that children

Tearn how to gel along with others,.

Pdon' U think that crildren qet enouih persang)
attention at daycare centers,

[ have nad to rhange my sAtlers often beciuse they
bave been so undependalle,

- bmergency cnild care fas1lities should oo available
1

N every comauinity,

W Ral gel enough neracial attention ip oy

ramily oo are hare.

6. When other pecple take care of My children thoy don't

gel encuqh disziplir -,

Jgipir eirildren 25 a

rosult,

. Haycare centers and nursery schoo's are rgstly

the sare thing,

ut my child's ermtional develon-
Sieeal developrent when screona
of hisn/rer,

Iamug

rent than hi o
alse is taking care

‘0. 4 person wko comes inta myohorge to take care of my

child(ren} should help around the touse as v 1.

J

[a]

]

~—d

.6

[&a]

16.

20.

14,

1.

46,

e
e

26.4

27.7

53.

39.
44,
44,

25.

53,

4
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44.6

13,8

e
[liend
—ll

23.7

104

4.9

3.7

63.6

10.3

29.9

3.1

3.

3

1.

il

3.

40,

Tl RO

i

The person who cared for my child thoald have ore

kind of tratnien in child care,

3 3 i 5 . L N ia
. Relatives let ¢ idron qé% iy with tor much,

[ would never send ry child to o daytire center,

1 feal that all schoals should provide separyisnd and

organized after-school activities for their cnildren.

6, Cash paynents for child care to working nothers should

be based upon their financial need.

I vould rather pay scmeone to lock after my children
than Teavg them with relatives,

M1 the schonl-age child needs 15 someone who kngus
where he 15 af.ir school until the parent qets hone.

3, Daycare centers often have too wide 3 range of ages

to do a qood job caring for a1l of their children,

Daycare centers should help children to Tears to
Jive with routines and schedules,

| feel that part-time child care is all right, but I

would hesitate to use it full-time,

A

1.1
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b

1.4
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4.0

9.7

32.0

0.

h6. ]

14.0

4.5 116,

6.1

5.6

40.4
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EE—TEM

46.9

2.9

73,7

2.9

5.0

10,6

ASTEENENT | DIRAGREEM

2.7

66.3

£7.0

9.4

66.3

56,6

L T VRO i Y R

41,

42,

i,
85, 1
46,

i,

19,

50,

. 1 think that everyone who take: e of ¢hildren ;huu]d

The main advant tage Df Jv1nn y ]dfwvr, fake carv of 1y
children 15 that it 75 less expensive Lhan having
anyone else take care of tha,

My first choice for someone to take tare of my cofldren
fs a relative, :

. 1 think that every comunity should have supervised

recreational programs for school-age ch1ljren to attend
after school,
, _
[ would worry ahuut iy c)xld becoring claser to the jorson
who takes care of hinfher 17 ko/che cpant pare Tire with
them than | an aLLg 10,

would Drtfér to have my child taken care af in

scneont else's home over any other Yype of arvangement,

[ would worry abDUt‘my child qetting fed properly in
places where qroups of children are taken care of,

[ have had lots of difficulty finding nvrp1e i take
care of my chi Tdrtn

be 11cen;ed

[ am hanpy wi tF the nerson or T1rﬁ whn takes care
of my child,

1 don't think thet thero are enough places for
school-age children to go after wchool,

30.5

4.0

5.7

104

AR
IRR
19,91 9.6
IRIRIK.
IRIRIE:
.2 | 190
PEIRIR
MP 1o
.
411@' 11,9
Ji |

8.1

44.9

£ 54,9

49.0

2.9

10.6

4.5

7.6

0.4

2.0

2.6

25 |
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TABLE VET-16 (cont, mied )

st L e e P e e s
STRONGLY . . STRGNGLY | DON'T

o seag | GREE | NEUTRAR, | DISAGHEE| gy erris
e T e i B e e e R R e e S LR S T s e et e D e

37.0 1 3.7 | 51, Daycare centers should accept infants, 10,9 12611230 1273 1 84l 49

03 B0 e e government should not be involved 1n programs L2101 180 418 5T 28

fo take care of children,

( Y 1E ; o RE (475 |
B 53, Dwieuld worry ahout my child being treated hadly N UL A L U

hl&( someone else 1 Laking care of him/her,

AR YA 17|00 200 (58 | 44| 2l

|, People who take care of children are able to teach
things to children which their own parents would
not be able to teach them,

02| 4] 5. 1 would be willing to have my taxes raised 1n order | DO 20006 165 ) 26

to support child care activities,

W1 363 |5 just doesn’t pay Lo work if you have to pay

someone to take care of your childr

12724 (23| | 36| 2

109 1206 | 41 1.8

A
[ate]
L
LS. ]
Lo TS

6.6 1 2T | 57, A mother who works misses the experience of 59&1ng %.8
her children grow up, -
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