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~ How Wamgn Arrange for the Care of Their Children While They
Work: A Study of Child Care Arrangements,
Costs, and P;eférenae; in 1971 '

'I__ INTRODUCTION | S a 4

In reéént years, there has-been ésﬂsiderable aeﬁaﬁé'abont the
extent to which the gavernment shau;d fund child care serv1ces for
working mcthers_ The fgrmulat on of apprapriate child care i;gls-
’xiaticn requires accurate and detailed information about how working L

women gur:enﬁly arrange for the care of their ghlldren about what

k;nds of- chil& care arraﬂgements wamen prefer, End about the relative

costs of these diffe:ent Errangements. waever mast studies of child '

care have rﬂlieé on limited sam@les fram which generalisatians are
ilffieult. The major exeegtian is Iow and Sp;ndler Child Care

Arrangements of Wagk;gg Mothers in the United States, which was publishéi

iﬂ 1968.1 "Although this ?é@cﬁt is ‘baged upon data from thercu;reﬁt
Papulat;on Survey (CES) ccllegtéd in 1965, it is still frequentiy

" ‘eited in analyses Gf fgmale labar suPpiy and chlld care, as well as in
Cpngressiapal testimony related to natiqnal child care ;egia;atiaﬂ. Thex )

=

We wish to. express appreciatlan tc our- cglleagugs at the CEEuET far
Human Resource Research for their ﬁh@ughtful*ﬂamments on 'an earlier
verdion of this report. A special word of thanks is due to Herbert S.
Parnes ‘for his msny vsluahle suggestions. We also wish to acknowledge
the able campute:'ﬁrégrammigg sssisﬁance of Keith Staberg Jack Schfull

‘and Ron Taylor.

, 1Seth Iow and Pearl G. Spindler, Chil@ Csre Arrang&ments af Working
Mothers in the United States. (Waghington, D,C.: Children's Bureau,
U.8, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare,;and the Women's

Eureau, Emplayment Stanis*ds Administraﬁiun, U.s,. Department of Labor,:

_1968)
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tive and eempreheneive.

Lew and Spiﬂale: etuﬁy has endure& as a velueble and relevenﬁ seuree

ef infbrmatien Bﬂ ehlld care primerily becavee it is ﬂetiﬁﬁelly repreeente—-

& ) - : L

The ebgeetive of this study is te make’ eveileble to peliey makers A

eem@reheneive etudy e; ehilﬂ care erreggemente, preferences enﬂ eeeta

- eeref 1971, ueieg data from the NEtienel igngitudinel Suxveye ef Wemen

and Young Wemeﬂ,E This enelyeie.yie;de reeulte which Beth e@eglement

- and update the earlier Low snd épindier regertqi waever, tbe :,,,,-i‘

enelyeie in this study ieperte frem Low end Spinaieige ﬁébuierie>

by eyetemetieelly centrelling fer reee end the ege ef the yeungeet 7
ebild The eemple is divided into two reeiel greu@e--btaeks enﬂ ihitesa—

and theee ere further subdivided into three eetegeriee by the age ef

ﬁhe wemen 5 yeungeet child. Theee eetegeriee are wemen wheee yﬁuﬂgeet
ehlld was uﬂﬂer three yeers of ege “three to five yeara of ege and eiz

to thivteen years of ege. In the preeentetien, these three ege groups

% ere Ieferred to as iﬂfenteS preeeheelereg~endiyeung eeheelﬁegeé ehilﬂren,;

reapectively. Furthermore, Multiple Cleeeifieetien Anelyeie (MGA) i

used teaexglere the aetermieente-ef the kind.ef child care errengementr

The uge of the Netienel Lengitudinel Surveye of Yeung Wemen end

and the EPS eemgleg Firet the Februery 1965 Gurrent Pepuleticn Survey
edminietered the child eere queations to households which included a i

womah ‘who had worked a minimum of 27 weeks in 1964 and who had a child, - ~

under 14, Our ssmple includes women with at, least'one child under 14
who were employed at the time of the 1971 eurvey, regardless of the number
_of weeks they worked in the previeue year. ' Second, the CPS. repreeeﬂte

' ‘women of all ages while the National Longitudinal Suzveye ‘of Young Woumen

(17 to 27 years old in 197%) and Women (34 to 48 in 1971) exelude ‘women .
who were 28 to 33 years ef age.




used, its cost, and the woman's Prefe:ence for an alternative mode of
care. The ﬁultivariate analysis of child care arrangements d15t1ngu1shes
Bnly‘between fam;ly and ﬁnnfamily sources of care. To prav1de gréatér 7

: ﬂetail tabular ana;ysls 1s also presented wh;ch shows the precise

typas af child care avrangements used by wgmen with :ertain sociceconomic
.and dég@graphie eha;acterlsiicsi | |
The'study=is divided into four major seations. The first. exglores
_ the 'kinds of child care arraggements used by emplayed mathers,' The
N secand e;amines child care expenditures, The thlrd analyzgs the
characteristics of women who Prefer éame farm of child care aﬁher
than their current arrangement. Ihe faurth summarisés and émph

s

the policy impl;catlons of the flnd;ngs

II___ TYPE. OF CHILD CARE ARRANGEMENT

Care by a pember of the immediate fami;y or by 8 relative agﬁéunted
f@r a majortsgsré of all-chiiﬁ care arrangements in 1971 méde bffbo%h !
whites and blacks lrrespéctive of the age of the yﬁungest child (Tables
1 thraugh 12) Amcng white women with iﬂfant or prescsﬂai ghildrenS
abﬁut.half used such a family arrangement Black women were e%enimafe

-iikély ﬁa-rely uﬁ@n family mémﬁersi »FDI example, 65 percent of . those

with infants and 60. percent Qf thOSE whase youngest child was age ed -

;'ﬁ three to five left their shildrén w;th family members . Whilé they worked.
. “Fér both races, women whaseEyaungest child was of school age depen@ei
li méstuﬁééiily on é family meens ﬁf ehild cére This was thé resuit éf _
) y@ung school-aged children frequently being left unsuperv1sed or in the

eare Df an. older slbllng.




If a woman did emglay‘g;persaﬂ'@utside the family to care for her

éhildreg;.shé,mést often took the:chiiaren to another person's home.

. Among those women with infants who usea'nanfamﬂi e}éim" eare; ﬁﬁfe than

~

half the whites Eﬂd elmgst two-fifths of the blacks dependei on cere

in angther's hume. For bath blacks and whites child PETE centers were
more 1§kely to ‘be used if the youngest child wag three tc five years '

af sge. Nevertheless, amang whites with such cbilﬂren, reliance on

_eenter EEIE wag less common thgn care 'in someone else's hame. on the
-other hand among blacks, slightly over half of thase whc ez@layed a

nonifamily made of child care used day care eenters.

Sane the family is the primary supplier af child care, this

section focuses on the ehaice.betﬂeen ‘family and nonfamily Eesns af

care, To maintain campg abi%}ty with the eariier Low and Spiniler
study, we employ. varlables gimilar to theirs to deacribe the woman's:
saciaeccncmic and’ family characteristies. Bﬁﬂever, uglike Low and |
Spindler we usge mnltivariste analyais in additian to craas-tshulatians.3
Thus, we are able to meagure more preeiaely the net effect Gf'eaeh

Qf the indépendent variabl&s on the Ehﬂice of a child care Errange—

ment. The depen&ent variablé in our madel agsumes & value of one

if the respondent uses a nanfamily ‘means of child care and zero

3The technique emplayed for multivariate analysis in this report
is’ Hultiple Classification Analysis (MCA)., The MCA technique permits
one to calculate the mean value of the dependent variable for eseh
category of a particular explanatory variable, "adjusted" for, the
effects of all other variables in the model. Differences in these
adjusted proportions or means may be interpreted as ths "pure" -

- assoclation of that variable with the dependent variable.

\ ”
| ;
| ,
\ . .

110 =
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.k o .. o - T
otherwisse. The MCA model is run separately for each of six universes

' deflned by race and age of yaungeﬁt ghild.5

In faﬂxulatlgg a ma&el af the choice of nanfamily chi;d care, “we

ascume that a waman‘s preférencé for the type of child care she uses is

the product gf her persénal experiences and gharaeterlsties. The nature

aﬂd extent of her need for child care services are determined by her

Y
wark schedulé and by the availability of other persons in the hausehalé
to supervise her chilﬂren. H@wavér, if the price of sstisfy:ng the

family's tastes or need;vfcr ‘an adequate*ehili:care arrangement is toq
' | C . S

Zhighs it Eécames:uﬁéebnéﬁical for the msthef_ta_worki Hence, tﬁe‘final

type of céré'émpléyedviséthé result of an effort to balance tastes and
'Ed against available cﬁilﬂ care resources subjegt to Qonstfaints_

imposed by cost. oOur 1naege3dent variables are inéended ta measure these
aspects of the choice of a child care arranggmeat.: For. expasitcry

: ccnven;énceg we have classif;é& them under four héadings- (1) the
ccmgasitiog of her hausehold (2) the Fharacteristics of her Job; (3)
the geographic location of her resiﬁenee;_anﬂ (4) her personal éttribut353

Hsusehcld\Caggpsltian

* If .the household includes an adult sibl;ng, augt uncle; or
granigarent,.this 1ni1vidual anibé available to assist in the care

— = =

l’FIf a woman used a combination of family and nonfamily child care

she was classified for purposes of this analysis as a nanfamily child

cere user, Thus, a zero for the dependent variable means the wamgn relied

exclusively on famlly menbers . L

. \

- EPreliminary analysis of the data inﬂlcated that there were significant
interactions asmong race, the age of the youngest child, and the other
iq&ependent variables. These results Suggéstéd that stratifieaticn by
race and age of the youngest child was neeessary.,

\ . \ -
| ) -




‘x:famlly membera (Tables 8 and 12).

of children during the mother's working hours. 8i ince large or extended

families may often arrange ta share amongjtheir members the responsibilities

of ﬁarﬂgg for young children, we expect the employment of nanfamlly

sour ;23 of ecare to be Qegat;vely related to the presence of such an adult

s —

relative in the hguséh@ldié i

An adult relstive in the E@useh@lﬂiwas a sigﬂifi&sgt predictor of

“the respandent's use of nonfamily:child care for sli groups of ﬁhite

women and for black women with infants (Tables 1, 3, 5 and 9). or

these gr@ups, as expected women w1th an adult reiat;ve in the hausehald

were more likely to depend on family care. The failure of- this IélatléﬂshiQ'
7‘: - |- .

to prevail among black women whose/youngest child was of Presghéal or

. school age may be explained by tﬁé tendency of these mothers talsﬁﬁstitute

care by some other Tamily member Or relative when ‘there was no adult

‘relative living with the family (Tables 7 and 11). For both of these

groups of black women, those who hsé an adult relative living in the
hcusehaid;tehﬁed to use that relative to care faf the child.' Hﬁwever,
those w1thaut such a relative 1n the household were much more likely- tD
take their chilirén to a relative's home, or to use a combination of fg
-\
\‘\ . -

A teenager (1 e., 14 to 17 yeéfﬁ af age) residing in ‘the hcme 15—
7

‘a p@tent;al source of child care durlng nanschoal hours of. the day. o

13

éThlS iﬂdepéndent varlable assumed the value of one if there was s-
relative 18 years ofiage or older living in.the household and a zero
otherwise. Children of the respondent in this age group who were not

 attending school were classified as adult relatives, Eut‘husbands were not.

7Thls 1ndEPendent variable assumed the value Df one if there was a

" child 14 to 17 years of age in the household and zero DthEIW1SE

12 - e




gTherefore we. expéct the presegce Df a teenager to’ affect ch;ld caré .

=

";{ﬂarraagéments amgng yaung schaoigaged childreg but EDt among those unﬁer ;
'.ifthe age Qf slx, 51nce lnfénts and preséhanlers are llkely t@ requlre care;;;g'

fxfduring the haurs that teenaged sibl;ngs are in schaol As expezted

R

v::the presence of a teenager was n@t a Slgniflcant determlnant of the

oL

V chgicé of care for women w1th 1nfant chlldren (Tables 1 and 3) : Among

o 1iblacks and whites with chllﬂrén s;x to thirteen years gf age3 teenagers

» "gdecrease& signlfieamtly the use of nanfamlly f@rms of care (Iables 9

v

“and 11). " The results Tor- wamen whose ymungést thld was three to" five

;”flbyears of age were mlxed (Tab;es 5 and 7) Among whltesg teenagers o

;:fincreased the reliancé on famlly fﬁrms af chlld care. On the dthéb 1 ;/1*12“
hand amang bLacks, teEﬁagers 1ncreased the use of famlly and n@nfamliy R }a
D : N o
- chlld care. co atlansi Siﬂcé sugh ccmb;natlans/were‘classifled as .

'iiagngnfamily éhi;d caré3 thé MGA results 1ndicated a s;gnificant pcsitlve

#

'“frelatlonship between the presence Df a teenégez\and ,t i z,tlan of
-T'nanfamlly care. o LT _ ' 'EN

T R . - : . ) - ‘ [

, - -

i
=

VEignificantly m@re llkely to use nanfam;;y forms of Ehlld care than

,jfmarriéd women. 8 “In the case of wcmen with 1nfants§ any decrease in

‘ffami;y care due,té‘the;absenceVaf~the fathgriwss qffsetzby an increase
in care by some athe:‘re;ativefé(TablefQ 2 and k). S:.m;larly; wheré tﬁe

;yaungest chlld -was six tQ»ttht&En greate* use of care By some other ,

x,

- grelative in the hmme and by alder*51b11ggs campegaated for the ;st of o
O \ i :

jvcare by thé father (stles LD and LE)

. aThE marltal status varlable was dlchotomausg w1th the value-bf’eﬂe
B if the woman was married and 11v1ng w1th her husbanﬂ and zZero gtherw1se. T




é;gggsive than nanfamily eare, henee, haus'”

TG T ey
1t t;rg éné/;hild weré ex@ected tc be more 1ikely thsn iﬂgl o 7
families te use a family means af chilﬂ care,;? 'waever, thia hypatheais f’%}

was ganfirmed in anly ane case. The number Qf chiiﬂren in ”he:hausehglﬂ

i 2 ‘ ‘ :
- csre cnly fbr wgmen whase yﬁuggast chiLi was a preschosler (Tables 5 and
P f
7

?);' Fﬁrthermpré the number gf ch*ldrea wgrked in différént directieng

X)‘

fgr black snd whlte wamen White wgmen with more: than one child were
‘ : - o - .
. mcre likely to use s famlly means af child care, black wamgn with mnre

than one, child were less likély to dg sa} The maré detailed elassificatian ;
of child care methnds found in Tables 6 and 8 may explain this racial L
differengeii Fcr Eath blacks and whites whgse yaungest child was three
ﬁa five, an: aﬂly chilﬂ wag more éften cared for outside the hameg by N

-

o elthe; a family member or sameo'( else, thsn were child:en in hcusehclds 7

e

'igaﬁith twgfar more chilﬂren. In s;ngle—child hausehnlds over 70 percent

e - . . P S ]

gﬁﬁmber of children is rEPresented by twa categaries- respsndegts

gWith iny ane chllﬂ ZEIE to th;rteen and those with twa -or more children ) -

ff1§Sée;Téblé 13 thraugh 18 for the ccst of child‘eare.




- E;.f'

»1 af the hquseh@las regardlass of race careﬁ far their presehaal ehild

\

outslaé the hdme_ This ccmpsred ta 26 percent of the whites and 50 pércant

B

@f the blacks %n famllies w1th more - than one Ehilﬂ (Tables 6 and 8)

R .

For biagks, care outs i, the home mast Qf+en meant care in a Ielativa 8

¥ ‘e

hame’ 46 percent of the black families with Dnly one child used this S
v e o

L

meaﬂs, cnmpared to l4 peréent far Elach famllies with tworar mgre A

" children. or wh;tes with a thld of preschéol age,_care auﬁsidé “the
home was more 1ikely to 1nvalve a ngnralative or day care centér.

; Ghsracteristlcé af the Joh’

‘ Slnce a father, relatlve, or alder s;bling might bé available ; . ;5;;

T . as 8 Ehilﬂ care resaurcé for an;y a ;lm;ted number Ef hgurs each day,

oF, . } “;7_;‘

fﬁ? ve wauld éxgect that ;elisnee on such indlviduaLs far child care waulﬂ

EREE

’ be more frequent among iamllles ;n whlch the mﬁther worked part tlme 1 :

In additian, because Df the shgrter hours inchved mgthers wha‘wark
part time and have schooi—aged ;hlldzen are more 1ikely to be- able ta
EET% f@r the;r children after Sch@ol. Hence;, part time Warkers Shculd

* be less likely than full—t;me workers to use nanfami;y child care

i‘arrangements Thesé expéctaticns were confirmed anly fgr wh;te women

‘f.vwhﬂse yuungest was less than th; ee or six t@ thirteen yéars ’f g,

(Tables 1 End 9) White gartstlme warke:s w1th 1nfants were much more - _ . gs
- 1likely to rely on care;by faghers than were,fulletime wgrkers, wh;le«=

q I : i , ; - ,

/those employed full time more often used care in the home of .nonrelatives

’1‘: . B i i . - . . . . - i = 7 .. . :A .
/'« (Table 2); TFor white women with school-aged children, part-time work

/ . . . d - . .o
g’; . ) . . . T ¢
£ : . -l . A {

A part tlme warker is deflned as one who usually warkei a max;mum .
. of 3h hours a week, : . :

’;)V l" .. - i_‘ o 15




f; ﬁéé ass@eiated with 1écreased caré by the. mnther.afterxschael{ﬁaura;
;nc:eased eare by the m@ther at wnrk agﬂ a decresse in the number @f

‘ children left unattended (Tablé lD) L | o ,
In general arraﬁéing far a chilﬂ ta bé cared fnr by a nanrelative

.or a day care center was mﬂre expensive thag an arrangément made with

a family mémber, Thus, we- anticipate that reliance an ncnfamily chilﬂ

EETE shgulﬂ bé dlrégtly related tg a waman s hgurly eajiing

white wamen w1th iﬂfants or preschaalers thia relatianship was fcund ;f

to exist Crgbles 1 and 5) Thlsﬁresulted primarily from’ sn inerease_li
in thé care g;ven hY anrelat;ves rather than a signifiaantly greater T

TEliEnEé on center care (Tables 2 and 6) - For example, among white

i f: wamen with infants thé most high;y paid grcup was twice as 1ikely as‘i
the lawest to use care by ﬂanrelstlves either in or aut of the hgme,:
For blaeks the:results WETE unclear. The. mather svhaurly Wage
rate was signlficantly related to the use of & ﬂanfsmily chilﬂ care
srrangement for famlliés whcse yﬁungest child was-af presgheal %r schaal
; age (Tables 7 and 1;) waever, fnr the first graup the’ relatianshﬁp
.was not mﬁngtanlc, agd the sgcanﬂ it -was QPPQSité the ane preﬂicted

Thus3 for both groups resgbn&egts in the lovest wagé categgry were

maré llkely t%\ﬁ“tkﬁsa=1n the mlﬂdlé category ($1 61 o’ $E h@) tc make

ehild 'are arrangements gutsidé ‘the famlly : Hﬁwaver, thisifﬁgding is

ambigucusg SiﬂEE -for bath groups of blacks for whieh thé v311able ‘wag

i

*Respanﬂénts are’ divi&gd into thrée gategaries by h@ufly'WEgE; The .
Luwest paid are. those earning $1.60 an'hour or less, ths’minimum.wage in
1971, 1In the second categary are those’ earning $1 51 to $2 4@ an hnur, and .
the highest paid are thase making -over $2 Lo, - |

. . . R : B

m—-k
; ‘n:‘]"" ,




11

~significant thQEE éarnlng $l SG or less an hour were much more. 1ikely to

l

use a EﬂEblBEtan of relatives and nGﬂIE;‘L1VES (Tables 8 and 12)

’will be recallei that such cases were clESSlflEd as ngnfamliy arrangements

Among black wamen with preschmcl thldren; the hlgher—than=average use
i* 1 =

of nanamlly care’ by thase reépondénts earn;ng $2 4D gr more . an haur was-

i

“the result of a greater reliance on @rganlzed déy ‘care centers (stle 8)
The grgporti@n using day care centers was almasﬁ tw1ce as _great for the 7

Amaat hlgh;y Palﬂ group as for those earnlﬁg under $l.6D.

EGeagraphlc E@catian of Re51dence '. o f

The l@eatian of a waman 8 hame 13 expeeted to 1nf1uence the ch;ld

care a§+lgns availab;e ta her For gxamp;e thé greater the. Eopulation

dens;ty, the hlgher 13 the prsbablllty of hav;ng a. day care center nearby.lsxx

Hlstorlcally, the western reglgn Df the cﬁuntry, partleularky Callfgrnla

%

" has led the natlmn in the develapment of crganized day care centers'

_~ahi other preschoal pr@gramsgl4 In additlan, federally spgnsared thlﬂ

H

:care prggrams have ‘peen cancentratedgln the sauthern United Statés
. Thus, we expect tg, ind a higher use. of nanfamliy farms of ehilﬂ care,

- partlcuiar;y center- eaze, ;n the Sauth and the West

s

B /
fu

l3A three categary var;sb;e waE used as a prcxy for the pcpulatlan

,denSLty of the woman's area of residence. . The categories of this variable
-were (1) living. in the central city of an SMSA; (2) 1iving in an SMSA but

not- its central city, and (3) npt~living in an SMEA Thus, it is assuméé

thgt Qapu;at;én density decreases from category one %o category three,

luFDr preprimary enrollment rates-by-region for 19?13 see Einda A,

V:Earker, Preprimary Enrollment: Dctcberfi§7l (Washington: Natioral Center

fér‘Educatianal Statlatics HE S 220: 2U079 72). For a discussion.of the'
tory of child care in the Un;ted States see Virginia Kerr, "One Step-

'Forwgrd——Twa -Steps Back: Child Lare*‘*ITﬁg?FEETtEEn“ﬁistﬁ;y3' inr—FPamela
: Roby (ed.), Chlld Care—=Who Cares (New York: + Eas;c Books, Inc., ;973)
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= A

P@pulatiag density'waa s;gnlficantly rel&té& tc the chgicé'hetwean

uérfamiékiﬂ;d ncﬂfamily fﬁrms af ca:e only amﬁng black women with chi¢drea

undET six (Iables 3 and 7) le;ng gut31ie an SMEA signifigantly reduced

the Prﬁbability that a biack child would he cared far 'in a. ngnfamily
'farr ent wh;le hls cr her m@ther warked autside the hame. | |
Althaugh the reiatlanship between papulatlén density and frEquéncy sf'

nanfamily’chllé care. arrangements was nat signifieant far whites, théfé was

,'_;Jan imgartant assoclatiaﬂ between pcpulatlan density and rl'iance an

%

x'\\\crganized day care centers. For Ecth blacks and wh tes WhDSE yﬂuﬂgést

. ;7 \chili was & préschaalerg the Prgﬂorticn gendlng their childreﬂ to a day care

' eenter WES cansiderably hlgher ;f the fam;ly llved in the central éiﬁy Qf
', £ hl
.an SMEA (Taﬁles 6 and S) Fﬁr exampl&, 23 pe:cen “of" the whites &nd EE

],
3 = =

-53  4percent of the blacks ‘who 11ved in, centraj cities cf SMSA 5 use& center

%,

-care This campared ‘with 8 parcenﬁ Qf the w%iteuxand 13 percent af the % ,-";;%f

,blacks who 11ved Butslde an SMSA o . f' o "-’;£:31 '=.'f‘. e A L

5

Region of r551dencE haﬂ a 51gn1ficaﬂt efféct on’ the se lrctia, @f nenfamily

*‘child care arrangements ammng whites with infant children (TEELE 1) ?é£_1 m

this group Qf mathers; use of nanfamily 1@rm§ Gf care was sign;ficantly greater 1

" in the Scuth than 1n other reglans of the c@qﬂtryasprimarily béesuse of - the

higher=than avergge usa of" center care by scuthern whites (Tablg 2)

\ x
b An Examlnatian Qf reglonal patterns of day care center usé in&icatés
o A

ot that whlte wamen WhD live. in- e;ther the sauthern or WEEtEIn regions 3:- L

ware ca551derably more leely tg léave a Ehlld under s;r in a ﬂéy‘éare!

15

:enter.wh le they workéd For blaQKS!a_s;m;la 1 tianship is fcund

L 15Women whaseryoungest child was six to thirteen were an exeeptian ﬁg
this statement R oY L .




-_sEEﬂtE?S cgmpareﬁ to Dnly 2 perceﬂt in the Nartheasf or North Cenﬁral

- fathers tD the Qurtuzlgg af young chlldren suggests a. paSItlve

) hetween the mgther‘s éducatlgnal attalnment and the amQUBt gf t;me

} suggests thgt better educated women are unlikely to view Qlﬂer ch;ldren o
. ‘ /7 e e
. or ather relatives as adequate sources of- chil& care for ynung eh;ldreg.:“ o

‘ EEDDQEJE Review 64 (May 197h4): 2L43-50; and Arleen- Leibowitz, "Home

13 1:'

" among wémen with infants; 13.§ercent of thase in the South useardéy care

;States (Tablé Ly, Whether these dlfférenceslresult fram reglona;

differences 1n the Emph&%lsfcf federal prcgrams or from varlaticns among

St&tés in ch ld care leglslatlon is nct anan but deserves. careful

f 16,

Pérson 1c h tlcs

lﬂVEStigBthL

4//

."\,

Arieen Le1bawits s research on the time devgted by thhEEE and

i\
Q\frelatien .

p ent in the care of" ch;ldren ugder Bix yaars Df age.;Tl

Fu;‘thermoreg shé )

4

'.Thus we hypathes;zed that the greater 8 woman's educatlanal atta;nment

the mare likely she willmbe to use a nogfamlly form Ef chlld care
5

i

- Dur résu¢ts for whlte women -whose yguggest child was 61ther an

imfant or presahgaler canflrmed our hypathe31s (Tables l and 5) Dn

. thé ather hand " for. blacks +the relatlanshlp held only in the case af

léThe analysis included two var,ables which we classified as .
persanal charactérlstlcs. These were\.age and educaticnal: attainment;
The results for the age variable were pezplexing and appeared to be .
related to our classification of a ‘combination of relative and nonrelative
care as a nonfamily c¢hild eare arrangement. Forw+this zéaéogg we do not
'dlscuss the age variable in the. text. ' ! ' to

P

=

l7See Arleen Lélb@Wltz, "Education. and Home Praduction," Amerlcan

Investments in Children." Journal of Polltlcal ﬁbanamy 82 (Mareh/Aprll

lopw)ssta-st, 0 T A S
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; -v . S . ﬂ- " \ X
' women with infants (Ta‘ble 3). A.J.J. else *beiag equal, white and blaek.

(BN}

. m:men wit.h at. lesst some. c.t::ll;ge educa’bian -Tg e_apprﬁximateLr Gne sami .

one- hslf times ag 1ikely tq: leave Eﬂ infant chiiﬂ in a nenfamily chilvi
\

 care arrangent as were ‘wamen wha had nat cc@letai high sehm:l e

: '(Tﬁbles 1 and 3) Far whites thil results \minly frs:m mre frequent

N use -:xf melated pérsc:ns who came intcs the h:me t@ care f@r t.he eh;

. or who garea far the child:en in their own homes: (Ta'ble.e) FQ;‘ blae.ks, :

=‘it was tlﬁé higher usé af day care centers amng thc:ae with same céﬂegg

:‘ e&ucatian that explainea thig gifference (Ta‘ble 1&)

Althcugh educaticn was‘%nct signifieant]y relﬂteﬂ 'l:.c: tha ehcice e
§84

’betweer: family aﬂd nanfamily means of Fare i’c:;' th}zse hausehalds where the L .

yaungest child WBE"- aix ta thirteen, there appearz. tg Ee an impartant relatien—

"“ship between édﬁéatian -and typé of f‘amily care (Ta‘bles 9 sﬂd ;Ll) ng ’

f;races m:meg w1t11 JII.DZ‘E than a high schcw;l edueeti@n Ee:m ‘better 5’ble

\ e

to arrange their work;,ng days ta prs:xvide care fcr t.heir children thmélves.

/
/

i ‘"f-lhites with m::rre than 12 yea::s of. gehagliug whase ytrungeat gh;lld was in

) “,schc:c:x}\ were mre frequéntly availa‘ble f-t:i care f«:::r: t]:le;r ::hilﬂ:cen aﬁ.er N
. schgel ‘than were waonien Wi‘l‘.h a\high school eﬁucstian {Dr less, and there

“Was, cgrresyandingly ’Less reliance on care ’by QlliEI‘ si‘blings am:ng +the m:st
B hlghly educated group (Ta’ble 10). Thase ‘blacks with more 'than & high . -

' .schcal educatian had a .lc:wér Prdba’blllty of leavir;g a chilﬂ Lmsupervised l

. or in the care of a sibling arjd a greater prco‘ba‘bili‘ty Df care by thé '

: ;ngther herself at w::rk or a‘t home after .school (Ta’bl,e 12);( T :
_7 EIn ual the deci, ian to gg t:utside the i’amilv to. arrsn_ge fcr

1

the care of young r:hlldren while the mother warl:e& was a f‘ungtiﬂn cf the




;:availatilitfﬂéf other‘fémily-méﬁbérs'ét'hémé brtin the . community, the

‘waman 8 earningss aﬂd her educational attalnmsnt Ifj:éiatiﬁéé lived in

the home. or local area, th%/working m@thér was likely to have themAlan
"‘after the childrEﬂ in her/absenge. ‘Although teenage& children often

ecared for presch@alers and young sehaaipagei ehlldren théy were

—_ &3

/ )
génerally n@t used to. care far children undér three years af age. In
_additi@n to the family's cnm9051t1an, the earnings Qf the WGEED plsyed

R an ;mgartant rale in/the chclee of ncnfamliy f@rms of child care, Ihus,
R * \
/ /
o all else being equal rellaﬁce on nanfamily ch;ld care increased as

.“. :

' esrnings increased Aftér contrall:gg for famiiy campasitinn and earnings B

; edueat;gnal attalnment was pas;t:vely felated to the selecti@n Qf

:“nanfam;ly child care, part;cularly amang Wamen Wlth ihfants,” Thus

B

ﬁ;wnmén with same college educatian were Jmore. llkely thgn thcse w1th L /

*less. tha@ h;gh schoal tg DPt far aenonfamily form af child care even if
. woLT el - .
o family substitutes were availab;e in the hamé or lgcal;ty

'Féieral chi;d care legislatlap hae had a8, one. of its primary-
f‘

jé ives the PIOV151nn of chzld care servicgs to 1aw incame famllies

““‘v»\

] "";_g!* . {,

VWith the ﬂatlanal emphasis on the develarment gf cenfei
b/

scare, we -

;éxpeeted to abserve the effegt af tb g pclicy in a hlgh ;ncidence of
; aay care center u 1lisation amgng women whc earned law wagés _ Qur -
results for whites suggested that “low wage women were nc mnre 1ikely to

' ré;y on centgr .care than h;gh wagg womenj ana for blﬂgksg there WS &8

positive relatlgnshxg between rellance on day care- centers and the

-

Everage haurly earnings of wamén; . L ,,'-

£
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Engaging in market _aetivities csutside the hsme invalves direet as’

: f wmen with amall children, such casts include thnse mcasianed ‘by%

the care cf chilé:en. The - greater these ccsts, the 1swer ia the net
T L
- " manetary benefit fram ﬁQZ‘k. 'I‘hus, & megningf‘ul way ta measu:e 'l:.he
N 'if” e ‘ o
cast of child eare fcr thg fsmih‘ is. the direc'b eaah cutla A iétégig

o with an haur’af mgﬂ:et wark supplied by the mﬂther.ls I ';thisfseé’%ianré i

R L B

we agalyze the facto:rs that erplain vgriat.icn in thig amunt.\ ’
| _Our- ccst. mdel lwpcthesizes that childr eare e:fpenditm:'es are a

f‘uﬂctic‘m af the kind of . child dare arranged the a‘bility af the fgmily

— . . I B . ) e

: ) lBchte that~ we are not examiging the average ha:m:ly egst cf Ehilli :
—  care. (NLS data do not permit an estimate of that value, since infcormatiﬁn
‘was: not collected on' actual nurber of hrmrs covered ‘by ‘a.child care: |
_ arrangément if the woman paid for child care by the day, week,. _month -or)
- year.) “A mother may actually pay for fewer hours of child care ‘then the _ R
s actual number of hours that she worked.  For éxample, assume ‘that there = . LT
- - . are two warking motliers. Each relies upon 20 haurs of child care. per// A SR
‘ ' week and. pays $.50 per hg;u;: for her- grraggement Furthermre; hey bﬁth -
earn.$2.00 an hour. However, the first mother works a regulap LlsD-hQ‘L‘LI‘ a- \ AR
I week job. while the second works ‘only 20.hours, ‘The net hau:ly earnings -of '
;- ¢+ “the first mother are. higher than the se‘cand‘s 3 since her e::penditures of
S child care are apread over more hours_of work. Thus, while the: first

mther ngts $l 75 per haur, the secc:md ;'eceives $l 50 ' : ,!

.-

A The first mcther may rely on unpaid fgmily menbers fﬂl‘ ED additinnal
"~ hours of ehild care ‘to:cover her time away from home.- . Our procec
* ' =assumes 8 zero cost fc;r the time of these individuals. O‘bviausly, the o
assiging of a zero-cost to such family members implies that their msrginal z”
~ -~ product in their pext best alternative is-zero.: Although'we- :E‘ully L me
;,"\._ackmawledgé that these family’ ‘resources msy. involve: irﬁirect ccsts 't.t: .
~the family, we have no practical way of attaching a 'value to their time
g devgtéa to the:care of -children. THe valuation t:f these fnmil:y resources
is complex since family members may:enjoy looking after the ehil-iren ahd
" may smltaneausly ezigage in ather hausehﬁlﬂ tasksi Thus, the indirect
¢ -"75' e —from-obvious or—this—rsaso . L -
‘more meaningfu; and praetical méthcui is Qﬂé thgt sccaunts f::r anly the ) S R
direct mgnetsry autlay for child care. I L . t C

] . ’ " . ’ 2 M

L
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‘\lf - E

ta pay fgr it, cancérn fer chlid care’ qual;tyg:and r351déntia; and _

geagraphic chgracteristics., As in the analysis Df chila care arrangements,

P

A we have stratifieﬂ our sample by race aﬂd by the age Gf thF yaungést >

child. - Similarly, the statistic;a; method of analysis, ;}: '

fieatign Analysis. Thus, we are abié tg determ;ne th& ﬂatnér "pure"

effect of any Partlcular 1ndépendent variable, after adgusting for the i

:75\*-f effects of the ather lnﬂepéndent variables in the equstlgn

Ehe cgst of ehili-care.assacisted with*an haur of market wa:k o

;5 varie& inversely ‘with the age. cf the youngest chil& For'examﬁle' bléck '

: - and white wamén w;th infants paid’ an average of ahaut $ 37 for child

care far each hsur that they wcrked éutslde the home (Tables 13" and 14).

‘  If the yaungest zhilﬂ was a preschogler ths average haurly éxpend;ture

'was $ 26 for wh;tes and $ 28 far blacks (Tables 15 and. 16) Far schga;—

. - c— : - . S e

Gharactérist;cs Df the Childfﬂare Arraggement .';,ﬁf,f,;

Expenditures fgr chilﬂ caze gre. likély ta be affécte& by who cares .

fér the childréng thé numbe: Qf chiliren 1nva1veﬁ and the number of 7

hsurs af care ta be provide& Four variablma were iﬂcluiéd in the

analys;s tc—measu:e _these effegtsl (1) the LTPE ‘and lacation of the

srraﬂgemént used;-(é@ the number of hildreq unier ;u years af—agé 11V1ﬂgf;

= 7 in thé home; (B)Jmarital status;}and (4) the number of hours worked per: s

Cotee yeeles 0 L L _

¥

':!XA“ ;' © The singié?mgst important factor affecting the-costféftghild care

o was the type End “location of care (Iables 13 th:aughP187 Fémily

eegsﬁ“ﬁ?‘?ﬁféﬁ“ﬁﬁqse T




in the hcmes of r*ele%.ive‘s Fer exemgle, wh:l.te women. w;th infent ehildren

: '.bpeid an everege ef $ 07 per hcur wev*lf.ed ‘er ze:eily eere in theiz e’sm , e

_"Ahmee ee@ered with $ Ty) per hgu: .»erl:eti fer care. in the hemes ei‘ reletives

. \
: (Tei:le 13).,« This, eeet differenee refleeteé the fact 'l:.het inshema famiLv

eare was less 1ike1y then eere in the I‘EEIEE ef reletives tc: imrelve en R

exehenge of meney, Gmnpered te beth family fegm.s ef eere, neniemily ,_‘: ’

B

.,~£eere was ‘more e@eﬂeive, evereging eve: $,50 per b.eur (Te‘ble 13)
After een't;relling fer the type ef erre:)gement as well ee the ether

. t
independent veriebles in the medel, the eeet ef chil&i eere wee generell;y'

E

‘nat influeneed by=the number of ehildren for* whem care wag previﬂed The N
’ ﬁ e B ';

‘ exeeptien 40 this statement was white wemeﬂ. ’wi’th inferrb ehﬂﬂren Fera-r L
theee wemen,= heu:ly ehilri ‘eere expendituzee LHGIEEEECI 88 the mmbe:{ ef

ehilﬂren *under lh years elci rose (Teble lS) S i A L

Eei‘ ‘beth_wl_lite end bl ek wmen whese yeungest ehila wee 8 preeeheql

the iverage cost of ehild are’ was higher emeng nanmerried than merried o \

" women ~‘(Teb1e_ke 15 and, 16).. Ameng whitee 5. the reepeetive emu.nte ’-were )

$'.”32 ‘en,ci ,$;2&5:.‘ *For blacks l ‘they. were $ ll-é and’ $ l3 Thue 5 een'hre;lling

- #ifor the kind of’ erreegemﬂn and the hem‘e werkei ‘by the - r-n*‘_u:neng the net

AT re'burn frem';‘en heu: ef‘ W«:u:-ki for women with “the eeme wege was lever fa::-
: , |

. eonmerrled thee. mez;'ied wem%ee wheee yeaegeet ehild was a preeeheel.ez-. _,A

o e ‘
S emller eenelus:,en ‘was reeehed in ‘l;he ‘case ef wemen with infent ehild;ren. .

In thie eeee s nenmerr;ed m/ethers peid $. 68 per heur wer]eeai eempered *te oy
- $.18 iQ?ﬁﬁErried mathegs R T A‘A -

‘ A‘bility te Pey

— i . N
/ : i

Wcuneg_ghe earn more may be expee‘bed to pay ‘more for eh:;ld care. In

LoEe

simple e:ese-te‘bu]etiene net preseﬂted 1::1 ‘this repert, we fmmi thet- '




werKing mothers with ehildren under eix on, everege sgent:between ene=eixth
vi- o end eneafifth of thei: heurly eerninge fer the care ef thelr ehildren Tﬁie
A reletive expenditure remﬂine& remerkebly;steble Iegerdlese ef eerninge
Aimplyiﬂg a direet relet;oﬂshi? between earnings and- the ebselute expendi-
turee,fer ehlld care. In the multivarlete ene1y51e, a e;gnifieent direet

v

: reletiOﬂehlp between eerninge end expendltﬁree on eh;ld eere was fcugd

fer white women wheee yaungeet ehllﬂ wee under ‘six end for black women wheee T

LA youngest; child vas 3 81x to thirteén (Tables 13, 15 and 18)..

o

' Ceneern for Child Care Quality

i . \," 2oL . e L L

Eeeent timesbudget etudiee heve indleeted that better Edﬂéﬁted wemen

epenﬂ more time then ;ese well edueeted women 1n the eere ef infente and ~f*:fﬁ}5;;

19

' pre eheelere These fiﬁdlnge euggeet a. peeitive eerrelet;en between

¥

: eeﬂeern fer ehi;& care guelity and a mether’s edueetienel etteinment_: Siﬁee
‘we ine;ude the mether 8 haurly eerninge end hex ehaiee of a ehlld care

errengement in our MCA'E, we relg'upen her edueetienel etteinment te eerve “f"p&ige

as a proxy fer 1gtereet in ehlld care guelity.; Iherefere, ve aesume a:

d;reet reletienehip between edueetienel etteinmeﬂt eni expenditures

After eantrélllgg Eer her enrnings end the type of & 1& care
[

erreggement used a mether s edueetienei ette;nment “Was- net sigﬂifleently

releﬁed to- eh;ld eere expeedlturee. Hewever, einee eﬁueetien was

imgortept in the eeleetioﬂ of 8 ehild eere errengement we- eeﬂelude that

ite prlmery effeet was on the eheiee ef an erreﬂgement rether then the

lgRueee;j. C. Hill and Ffank P. Stafford; "Allocation of Time to -
Preschool Children and Educational Qppertunityg‘ Journsl of-Human
Resources 9 (Summer 1974) 323-41; and Lei'bowiteg “Eﬂueet;on and Home - _ 7
Préduetlen "o - e ———— e,

o




the supply of and demand for ehild;'care*

tiénsely pclpulated urbari areas‘ Regioﬂally; ﬂéﬁéﬂilfehil&" 'ééfé' -

utilissati@n tends ta ‘bé hi@er in the Em:bh aud the West t.han a‘bheri:

Pa:ts c;f the cquntry. : Such differences may 'be expected to inﬂuence

Y _ L B = [N ] . :~,' S ;’f - ]
: regieﬂal_ cr:st variatigns. L { Rt RN s 7
leing ;Ln ‘an urban area sigﬂificantly redueed the Everage cast

= . o

Qf child carg smemg 'blac,k and white mthers vith infant ehild;ren En& fc ,

'blacks whnse yaungest child wels & presehaaler (E:ables 13 s lll- an& 16)

Ihe differencé was. parbicularly c’l.ramatie am:mg black;s wi:bh infant\‘ »(Ta‘ble

o L 'warkea Hr:wewrer; if this same woman ciir:l m:rt. reside in an SMSA,

she paid on aver $ 75 per: haur or” five timea the* rate af her urbag

cmteglﬂﬂj :_.,_4 R — ,




Thé Inverse relatianship bétﬁéén the cast of ehild care and the =?ﬁ":2'ﬁ

sge Bf the yuungest child may help to explsin the négative Essaciation

<;§etﬁee5;yuung children and the 1abor force participatian cf wamen!

All else being equal a wcman with a yaung .child ean antieipate 8 1gwer

; msnetary réturn frﬂm wofk than one with an older chilﬂ;

' The Primary factor which affected the cst éf ehild_care'wésLthé
‘kinﬂ of arrangemént ‘actually made. If a child was cared far in‘the hame ; -
by a menher of the immediaté family, thé cost was lawer than 1f he or she :

. were cgred for in the hnme/of a relatlve, friend, or neighbor.~ waever}'

;the ‘most éxgénsive made Bf child care- was" in-h@me care by ‘someone ugrelated_
! to the fsmily Thus all else being equal, the net réturn from msrket

.WQIE ‘appears hlghér amgng wcmén who relied upon family fé:mg of ch;ld care. -
S Furthermore, bath earnings and rural residence played En impartant

“rﬁle ;n haw much a weman paid for thé care af her ch;ldrén Womén ﬁh@

 ‘m:éarned more tended to pay mnre -for_ ghild care._ In additian, warking

mﬂthers residing in areas. Qf law papulati@n density paiﬂ m@re Qn average'!

- far Ehllﬂ eare than those liv1ﬁg in areas gf hlgh Pagulatian dens;ty

R FREFERENCE FDR AN ALTERNATIVE FOEM OF CHIID CARE

We analyzed the determinants af a mﬁther g Preference fgr a. férm

‘ef ghild care ather than her current arrangémgnt ‘ Gur cbjective was tok

se_this analysis as & Praxy far ch;ld :are dissatisfactipﬁgf_fhe’:

—nient variables in thé Multigle ciagsiflcatian Analy51s af ',f_'Ar V

uatians.f The




Wumen wiehed to heve some kind ef child care ether then her eurrent

rrengement and zere ethe:m:lee Hewever, 11:1 m:st cages the equeticne
'_ feiled te echieve etetietieel eignifieenee. ) Fu;-thermere, there were '

I

" ne eeneietent and generelizebie reletienehipe emeﬂg 'l:.he varieue :LndEPEﬂﬂSlt ;

. _Sverie‘blee and the uﬂivereee etretified ‘by reee en& by the ege ef the o E
yeungeet ehilrl. Thue s t.heee equetiene are- ﬂab"?reeented in the tefb.
: ﬂ.lthgugh the mltiveriete enelyeie of preference praveé. t.e 'be -

:,mieetisfeetery fz'em a etetietieel peint cf view, we' were ehle te d;-ew
N |

. -;_-twe eenelueiene frezn the’ enelyeie.‘ P First s meet werking methere were
f
] satisfied with their ehild eere errengement H hawever . the :I.eeet eeﬁiefied

: were methere ef infent eh_ldren (Te‘ble 19) Qf the women wheee :mungeet
. ehild was under th:ree , 16 pereent ei‘ the wlﬂ.tes emi :LB percent of the-
:1\; e 1eelie erpreeeed a desire to have & different ehilﬂ care’ errengemem.
The pr@ortipee deelineri eonsidere‘bl.v the elder the y‘éw;geet ehild in
:'-'l:.he hﬂueehelﬂ,._ Seecnd. 1f the woman wished to ehange her ehilﬂ eara'
errengement her preferenee was more ;Li]s:ely te be fer neni‘emily ret.her
then family ferme of" ehild care. Thie preference fer neﬁfemilv child o

,care was etregger emgng bleeke then Whitee. "“; ””"'"\W““'”‘;'f I o

7

LY. POLICY DIE'I.ICATION‘S

o _f' ) " The eeet pf errengi.ng for the care of ehiléreﬂ while the mether wez‘ked '
T _i;euteide the heme was net 1neeneeguentiel in l9’Tl Women wheee yeungeet i
| 'ehild was under three epen’c on everege $ 37 fer eeeh heur thet they - , ‘

'suppliee 'te the leﬁor merket The eeet deelined to $ 27 per hcm_r emeng

A me,jor reduetien ;m

L1




ag " In relative terms, women with children unﬂer si; spent between one-

:sixth and ane!$1fth of their aversge hcur;y earnings fcr child care.
These’ expénses coupled wi%h the low wages hlstariéally earne& hy women
in the United States may explain the 1nverse ‘relationship between female
| *labor f@rce participation and young ehlldregg Althaugh a famlly msy :

_ neei a&d;tlonal sources of incr;wme3 the cost of caring for young chlldreh
;substantial;y reduces the expected gain to the family frnm the mgther 8 |
em@lgyment outside the home. o o R :“, \b

Family members in the home aﬁi théSé iésidiné geér‘bf éré thema;]ar
- sources Qf Ehllﬂ care regar&;ess of“raee and thé child's age. Alfﬁaugh
care prgvided by famiiy members, particularly ‘those in the hame, was less
: likeiy than nanfamlly cgre to- 1nvo;ve a direct cost to the family, the?e
7_expenditures were signiflcsnt, particularly among prescheclers and
| ‘infants. o | - o - o L
| Recent ;ﬂdlf;cstlons in the internal RE%EBEE Sarvicé Cédé represent | :.%" .

a majcr step in gvercoming the constraining effect of children on. female .

~ labor forge part;clpatlon. FlTEt part time working mgthers sre now

:Ellglble fcr a\ch;ld care ieductlgn. Secanﬂ famil;es may déduct child ;_M;;Wwil},_

:care expenditu es from their taxable ingame even 1f they do not 1témize
B dedu;tiaﬂs.- Third the tax deductleﬂ applies‘even if paymént is ma&e to ;ﬁé

:;nearifelativ25~= Th;s 1iheralizatlgn of the tax ﬂode ggvernlng child .

;care deductiéns shﬁuld substantia;ly afféct the child care burden of
'1aw and mlddlé ingame iamil;as whg were nat éliglble in the past because
‘thé mgther worked part t;me, the fsmily did not 1temize deductigns5 or the

© child was cared fbr by a near=relaﬁ§ve.~




. Although considerable natianal“attenﬁiéa has.bééﬂ,airectéd at:the

need fﬂr Qrganized day care cénters in arder tQ impzeve the Ecanamic
status of women, the resu;ts gf this stuuy Suggest thaﬁ the acangmic
f{ pos: tian of women in general- is m@rg 11kely to be affeeted by tax

1

-iefazﬁﬁ such as thase récently'passed rather than tﬁe fuﬂding of day !

care’ eenters. Hawever, thére are several 1mpartant chsraeteristlcs :

of center care utlL;Eation and need which raquira natianal attentlan. .
\ N *

¥$he first is the 1mpartance of day caré ceaters amang blacksﬂ The %i 'xf,J;i“

s,

,reasans far this are uﬂclear>anﬂfdeservé additianal reséarch ;Tﬁe “ ’/'-’
! Secﬂﬂd is the IEELDQBL variations in- day care cgntér uﬁilizaticn dbservedf

iﬂ this study Women in the Nbrtheast and the Nbrth Central regions /

were can$1derably less 11kely than those’ in the soa*hern or western '
&

‘”reg;gns tc leave th21r children in.a day care ce&ter Thus, nati@nal /“
palicy Shﬂuld dlrect attgntlon at these reglcna; éisparities ta the -
:exten+ they indicate differentlal ‘access o center care- ampng law /

" income families Ié%iﬂlng in these var;aus regions of thé United States

i

o Givén the sﬁbstant;ally higherAerEQQiturés for child care among / :"?

'-rural wamen3 1t is unlikely that “their economig status will.be- algnlfigantly,w;

i
enhanced by eithér recent changés in the income tax ccde gr the natlah 1

and statg emph351s on the deveiapment of &ay care centers in urbaﬂ‘

cammunitlesi Iheréfore, natlanal and staté pclicy makers sheu;d direct B

)fhei;'gttenticn_ta the .child care neeislgf rural women in America.

]
I




Table 1 Uuadjusted. and Adjusted® Prapnrtitms Whe Relied op Njni'amily Sau:r.:ea of Child Care,
’ : by Soeiceconomic and Demographic Chsracterist.ics 1971 B
! ] o (White wemen with youngest r:hilﬂ under 3 :reare of age)b
: MCA results (F-ratios in- pamntheggs) ~ -
éhs:- acterist i R Number - of nadjusteﬁ ] Adjg:{tgdé B
reapondents . percent - percent
b T ’Ea’ or average (14 28***) - . . .
X 226 " 5L.5 51.5
- 197 50.5 Lo,
3h4-4E 29 57.7 63.2
.| Mumbeér of children under 1L years (D!‘TS) '
i s — » 128 56,1 "
0 2 or more o8 53.3 54,
‘Relative 18 years or older (7. 71***) ' s )
No - 198 55.4 sk,
Yes 28 - zh.0 2g,
Child 1417 years old in household (G 59) '
To . . 212 51.3 52
Yes . ‘14 e :
Marital status (0.00) o ; . .
d v . 196 - 52.5 51.5
Other 30 45,4 51,6
‘| Highest grade camplgtei (2. L&Q*) - :
" 0-11 years . 50 . b2 L liie
12 years 124 Lg.2 50.8
13 ‘or more years 52 65.3, 62,0
. "Hours. vorked per week (25. 33*"*) ’
= " Part-time (1-3& hours) . 72 30.8 Jo.2
s . Full-time (35 or more hours) 1sh 62,1 62.h,-
Avera e hourly earnings (4. 59**) o c
A $1.60 or less . 34 ho,6+ - L8.0
s - $l.61-$2.h0 - . 92 A bi.3
e $2.41 or more, , . 100 63.4 TEl.1
A \Area of residence (0. 23) . ) .
VA " In BMSA, central city ""60 52.6 50.6
- In 8MSA, not central city 76 .- 52.6° " s5h.1
Not in SMSA~ S0 - bg.s5 Thglh -
N Region of residence (3.51%*) -
K “T_seath gz 63.3 62.7 .
West 39 - 51,7 . 50.7"
Cithei'r """ 105 ‘143.8 : '4’*;5

*x

o -

wgégi.
from the sample,’

_-Perceﬂt&ges not shown: HhEI'E num‘ber of sample size is Bmsll;ez than 25.
. E Signifir:ant at = < .10, . . 1

" Bignificant &t & « .05.
Bignificant at & = .0OL.

REEpﬂﬂdérﬁ:B wh::: lack infﬁfmatian on any c:f the varis‘bles used in the MEA ‘are extlwiei

ERI
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i

1

1
(Percer-tgge distrihut ian)

LI
t

(Hhitg women- with _;rc!ungeut child under 3 ygars ai‘ aga)a

' Child care arrangements

Total or

IR

| Number of children
usder. ;Lu yearé

Relative 18
years or aider

'Iatal'.numﬁer in Samlale?
Total percent '
Fam{ly sources of care
In child’s home - s
Father

" Mother after school®
" Outside child's home

" Nonfamily sources. of: care

Qutsidf: L:hild‘s hgmg
-Nonrelative
" . Day care center

Other o .

average [y7.a7 |3u-u8f| 1 | Ko | Yes.
_ __I- e

Older azibling
Other relative

Combination. of famlly meﬁbera ’
‘Child eares for self .

Home of relative
Mother at work

LY

n child's home
Hgnrelstive e Y

226

™
- B‘

‘ Y 4 B - b ol
& oo ook L S0 o w o wi L RE

o
5]

BBw~FEo woob ﬁ% j

M
oRRE

Lo Py ompl
| + ‘mw‘ TP I I 4 'TBﬂmew B Y nh

"

W0 oD

[+ o8 Booadnilio nobrwkRE

o |

ol @ &0 M

VuwBBrwowr

- L

100

! B, e bR . - -
o vworrofradooofb 83

"(Table continued un next page.)
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A
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AR Table 2 -- Continued

child 14-17 years| Marital 4. | Highest grade WBEE:‘E; o]
- o . Total | ©1¢ in hauseht‘:?‘i - status completed week pe
Child care arrangements or e — I B T e
: averagel .. Tiarri ad lather] a1 2_1g|Full}Part
) . o L N\? Yes . Idarr}gd ch%r 7\?:711 12 137773;8 time|t ine
’| “Total number in sample’ 226 | 212 b 196 | 30| 50 |12u| s2°[ush [ 72
Total percent 100 | ‘100 » 200 | 100 {100 |[100| 100 {100 {100.
. Family sources of care. Ly Lg b L8 551 58 |51 35|38 69
In child's home | 26 - 25 ] 25 +32°1+35 | 231" 23 18 1#1
Father 13 12 b, | 15 ol 9 la2] 17| 7 (eu
Older -51bling 2 1 b 3 ol 9] 1 o] 2] 3
.Other relative =~ 8 9 k) 5 28 | 15 8. 3.1 8 8-
Mother after school® 0 ‘0 b o] of ol o o] o} o
Combination of family ' o
. menbers . 3 3 b 2 . Ll 3 3 2 1 [
Child earez for self 0 .0 b 1. 0| © ol 21( 1 o]
_Outside child's home 23 2l b 23 | 23 |23 {28 11| 20} 28
Home of relatlve 20 21 - b "19 23119 |25 g | 19| 22
Mother at work 3 3 b . L 0 y {731 =2 1 6
Nonfamily sources of care 52 51 b 53 ks t k2 |[Lg]. 65| 62 | 31
In child's home : iz 11 b 12 b1y gl 171 12 | 12
.-, Nenrelative 8 8 ' g i 9 sl 17 8 9
-~ Relative and nonrelative L 3 . b 2 i1l .51 5]. 0 Lt 3.
Outside child's home 35 36 b "37 28 [ 29 |35| u2 | 46 |15
Nonrelative 29 30 b 30 2Lt 20 130] '35 )39 ] 10
Day care center. 6 6 - b 6 b 8 |s]l-7] 7| 5
Other L 4. b L 3 o' |4 7 L 4
(Table continued on next page.)
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3

S - - 1 - E
~. | “Aversge houfly ' Area of ¥ . | Region of
B earnings ¥ reaidence .| residenéé
s I . Total j— e PRI U -
Child care arrangements - . or 1§l.60l%1.61-]42, "BM3A |Ir
' L average| or -, |$2.40 7] or 1| not

, | leas | : nore, *.' |eentral] EMS

S S . L | edty L)

Nat Eauth

Tatal rmmber in smﬁpie o 226 » T3 92 | 100 | E@. 1 we 9 | g2
fotal percent .. . | 200, | 260 | 200" | 100-| 100 .| 200 |100 | 100,

59 | 59 by | v l;
31| 32 . .26

Famil;r ncmrcea “of care 37
S 19,

61 16 | 11
0

5

4]

2

s]

. In ehild’s home
" . Father :
- -Older sibling
" Other relative.
Mother after achaaf
- Combinstion of family:
members -
- Child.cares for self
.Outzide child's home
- Home of relative | ! :
‘Mother-at work R R I I I N A RPN B A
Nonfamily sources of care Jos52 |\ | 63
In childfs héme - c12 | 1o 7 17,
 Nonrelative 8 6 b 13"
- "Relativz end nonrelative] '~ L4 [ 3 3 | &4
“Outside child's home _ .|~ 35 27 | 34 Lo
JNonrelative — _..-=7 . 29 17 28 34
. Day eamre penter : .6 10 | .5 6
3 Other . ., - y |k 1 -6

BRE
B
B

o R O N
o

Ly

10 =z
12 io0 -
0

oboF F‘%

!
]
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;
!

"m FRN W oo NN ok R o mo K & S

oy
3| o | ol
.29 |.26 | 18-

"
T
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=
-

i

R

R S
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j.‘m—-‘ -3 mvw_\':: mumm o

a Uﬂiverse restricted to vomen wha were emplﬁyed wnge and sslary. wurkera in the 19?1 Eur\rgy week
_‘Respondents yho lack information on any of the varlables uased 11?1 the preegding MCA (Ta’ble 1)

" are exeluded from the ssmple,.
. Percentage distritution not shown where sanple sige is 1355 than EE; ] )
Mathe_r works only when’child is in school. o B - . .

o ot N
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Table 3 Unadjusted and Adjuateﬂ Fmpgrtians Who Relied on Nonfamily Sources c:f‘ Child care R
' By Sﬂr:iaecanmia gnd Demographic Eharacteristic' 1971 '

(Black women wiﬁh yﬁngeat child- u:jaer 3 yesrn ai‘ age)

Mt:A resuj.ts (Fzratias in Farentheses) o R

charaﬂégrighig : : 7 | Number of Unaéjustei , Adjusteaa
T :" SRR - ' - . ) ‘respandenfg - percent - percen‘t

Tr:tsl or aversge (3. El*-l*) : . - E
A.EEEE it ) A » o e .30 | :
“Age (6.TTee*) - : o - T S : C
%7-2? : : - 174 Co 33.0 . -
34-48 . : ‘ : ;733 k8.0
Kumber of \‘:hild;‘cn unﬂer lh yearg (0. 85) . S .
Y . - - 88 . 30.0
Earmare ' S 119 38.8°
Relative 18 years ar nl:ler (16 SE*H) B oL B
S HNo . I 25 . bb.5
na!'es . ) T ‘B2 17.0
~. | €hild 14-17 yEarE ala in hausehéld (0. 27) . R B
| He ) _ P . 180 - S, 383
-~ Yes ' ‘ | ter T bi.o
. Marital status (E L@g) ’ : ’ o
“Marrieda _ S . 7L
COther 5 o N
- Highest grade f:ampleted (E hl}*) -
0-11 years ; B . 17 &
. 2 years : . : ' 92
“ 13 or more years . = ; k1)
Hours vworked per week (1.63) ' : B
B Psrt:tiﬁéﬁ(‘lvﬁﬁ Hélit'a) ’ . : . U6

g e
Lo

o
Lad
[ R BT RN W

W e X

Lo L
=
~
&

FM"'-.‘H

g -

[ oW
R el

S~3-]

WP AL N K
oy B

e Averagg hmtrly Earniﬂg (Cl 553) .
ek or less . A i C 62 .
$; 61-32.40 : : o . 100 ,

$2.41 or more - R D ,
| Area of residence (7. h'?ﬁ*) o oL
S In SMEA, central city o b ~ "ok
In 8MSA, not central eity | ° . 1..0 39 . .
‘Not in SMSA' S S 6 L i} 138

ﬁ V_Eian of res;dence (0.27) ~ - R . ‘ R S
" South e w3 T sg - 3h.8 -
9 |

e

L Ty
O O -
I oy
OO T
WOV

mom Dol Wk Wwob

o g
K PO

“West e e 13- oo :
_V_cher“’ : - L 1 o A,37.f

B Unive:ge restricteﬁl ta women whm were Emplt:yed. wage Bﬂd salary workers - ia the 1§‘TEL survey week. :
Resp-;ndents whs lac}c information on any of.the variables used in 'bhe MCA are exciuded i‘mm the °
‘somple. . : :
\Pementages not shown where number of sample size is smalle;- f.lmn 25. - SR

s % o glgnificant at o < .10. : o ) : AR

:. ** Bignifieant at = = .05.° ) ¢ LT Ce L
R Eignii‘iﬁant at o < 0L, : L. s e
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~Table L 'chi;g Care Arrangements, by Saeiaecé;smie gnd Demagréphic Eharge;z;}atie;, 1971
. o (Black women with youngest child wnder ijyears of age)®
T ViEeréenfagg diatribpti@g}v » » -
: SN , IR

S ' L : fge . .| Yumber of children | Relative 18 _
a can ‘ 7% 7T/ under 14 years ' |years or older | .7

'‘Child care arrafigements ' . |totalorf
hataindh v : ) average

'71 2ormore. | 'No | Yes:| = i’

‘ 88 t,iE“;’jE?
100 | 100 U f 100

sémple . | 207 o Yy

Total ‘mumber Ln 33
200 | 100

Tetal percent
Family sources of care
. .In child'a heme

“ Father
. Older sidling
' Otherr ;

-y
] 8

&

se
deMHﬁQmm
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o

.m ug_ ‘m‘
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L
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e

R0 W © £ o

B oroRBpwe
40&‘

. Outside child's home .
. Home of relatlive : _

5 s

o+ BRrumo

o L
L

|
Sl BIND

o n

Mother at work -
Nonfamily sources of care _ /
In child's home R

‘Nonrelative %
Relative and nonrelative

- Qutside child's home

Nonrelative .. ..
Day care center * ) .
Other - £ S 7 Y
~ —

« {Table continued on next page.) . - o S
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7 7 b
3 1| 17 2 3. 3
; 21 21 | 16 37 ; 1971 18 Y29
. : o L0 o] 0 1 Y] 21 1
Combination of family ) o . . . e
“membera o 5  k T L 1 5 g 2| s 51 3
Child cares for self 0 0 0 . & 0| 0] o 0| o 0
Outside child's home . | 29 2 | 9 35 | 20132 f32]| a3 |19
Home of relative 1'.28 o3 g 35 - 18 j 31 32| 12|31 |17
R Mother at work 1./ .1 . o .1 2 1 1 3] 1 2 =
Nenfamily sources of care .35 34 by . 37 32°1°26 |36 s5k:| 38 | 25 -
In child's home 9 8 13 12 5113 k]l 15| 8 [1n
Nonrelative., T L - L 2113112 3|7
‘Relative and nonrelative |- 5 5 9 7 ] 2111 21 .31.6 [, 4
-OQutside child's home . 25 25 . 25 2y 27 | 12 |32 37 ‘29 |13
_Nonrelative 15 1k 17 iz 19 g (9] 13|16 J11
Day care center L 11 11 . 9 2 ] .8 3 |12 24| 13 2
Other : 1 1° 3 2 0 2|0 2| 1 2
(Table continued on next page.)
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Table b -~ Continued "
Average hourly . © Area of . -Reglon.of . S
‘ earningE | regidenrza -reaidence . : :
Tﬂtal == = = - - i
"Chil care Brmnggments or 41, &D §1.61- $2;l¢1 In SMSA In SMSA| Hot{South|West|Other
averagel or |i2.50 | or |lcentral] not ihl - . e
1T 7 less © |more | city jcentralSMBA . L .
R L . 1 ety ) I N _ o
Total pumber -in sample = 207 62 100 hst | 1ok 39 |6k jializ} w2 : L
Tr;tgl percent ' 100 100.| 100 100 100 - 100 [x00 | 100 b | 100 - *
Pamily sources of care 65 | T 64 &) - 55 s8-186] 68:] bv].62
In child's home ! 36 | W1 | 38 | 26 29 a8 | bh 3B v 39 S
T Father 7171 9 L]l .5 A )7 81 v.i T R
Older sibling . 3 4| 3 2 2 ‘o 6] 3] v|. 3 =
- Other relative d 21 ') 23 22 i5 | 2. 22 L 21| v| a
Mother after school® 0. 1.} 61 o o o 1 ol b 0
Combination of ;t‘a.mliy 7 . o
. mesbers 5. s | & | s|. 1 2 lua| 6] v{: 3
" (hild cares for Ealf "0 o oy 0} O o 1 0 01 | -0
Outside .child'a hame 20| 30 |2 |3 26 20 fuo | 30| »| 24
Hame of relative . 28 29 | 27 32 |- .24 20 |ho| 29| v| 22" T
. other at wo™k 1. 2 0. 3 2’ . 0 -0 1 k] 1 -
Nonfamlly sources of care 35 29 | 36 ‘39 L5 T I 1 T R - R 38
Tn child's home 9 9 6 16 13 5 b 6] )] 19
Nenrelntiva L 0 2 12 6 o 3 =2 % | 10 [
vFEJEtiVe ené roaverruive [ 5 9 |.4 | b 8 .5 |1 Ll v 9 :
rigide ghilﬁ‘" DL 25 1g 30 az2 . 36 | 10 25 b 19
5 15 {15 | 13, | 15 .22 9} 12| v| 1B
11 bo| 1k g | 15 i 1] i3] v 2
1 2 1. 2 1 2 0 2] b o]
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Table 5

(White wemen wi'th ymgest. child 3 to 5 years of age)b

.rp'CA results (Faratin :Ln parentheses)

£

Unsdjusted and Adjugt.ed Praparti:ms Who Relied on Nonfamily Sau:r.-es of Child Care 5
. by Socloseonomic Enﬂ Demgrsphic Characteristies, 15717

A Unadjusted Arijuste&a B
Ehgra:;teristie I’EEPﬂﬂﬁElTEa _percemnt . .»pé_rt;?ent
_Iﬁtai or average (2, ST*H-) 777 B i -
: R = 0.09 . - 210 . ‘49,9 )
L Age (9. as*ﬁ) - :
* = 517 106 .- k9.6 =
. 3H , L v . . -, 104 - 50.2 -
Numbei of children under 1l yedrs (8.35%%*) - ‘ ) ,
1 ) - o - 79 €3.5 62.3
, 2 or more . _ izl li.g ha.6
" | Relative 18 years or older (3.55%):" v .
- “TNo S ) 182 51.8 53.@
R 2 - 28 38.1. ENS
' Child 14-17 yesrs ulﬂ in hauseh.:la (2 91*) : _ '
S " 166 52.9 52.9 .
7Yes _ ’ T4y 39. _39.3
. Marital status (3.60%) 1 7 '
: 1 ‘ 17 - L7.2 L6.8
- .39 | 60.7 62.5
Highest gr&é& cgmpleted (E‘ Li#) - )
. ' 0-11 years 60 33.0 ~38.8
12 years 116 sh.5 53.5
13 ar more ygars - 3L - 63.7 57.2
Hours worked per week (0.02)’ 5 7
: Part-tim 66 . 50.6 50.6
S Full-time (35 or more hours) SN 749;;5 kg.5
) Aversge hourly earninps (3,36%%) “ o
& ga or leas 22 31.
1, 61-$2.40 . . 88 1,2
_ 2,41 or more L}.G\G‘, 61,
2w * | Aren of residence (0.1k) : x
+.7 7 | TIn BMSA, central city: - hg 51.2
R In EMEA not central eity 5B 52.4
Not in SMSA - 83 . k7.3
7_7§Eiﬁn afﬁresideme (0. §9) o ‘ .
South™ - . 51.L sh.7
L6 - 57.2 53.5
.93 _45.3 Wy, gv

8 Percentages are adjusted for the

gample, -

* gBignificant at = < .10,
- %% Bipgnificant at « < .05,

% Bignificant 8t e <= .01,

effects af ‘all the erplanstczy variahles ghown in the tabie.
"b“’'Universe restricted to women who were employed wage and salary workers .in the 1971 aurvey week.
o " fespondents wha lack 1ﬁfarmstian on &ny of the variahbles used Ln the MCA are excluded from the
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7 ’ (White wWoman ﬂith ;rmmgest child 3 to 5 years of Eggi '
(Pa‘eeatsgg ﬂiatritmtiﬂn) '
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‘ ”'7\,7 L ~ ) 7;;7-4

\g . B Tnta; , A,ge . Hu;;mh?aihehilﬂren '
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Day care center-—
Gther

.

o BB w8 B roon E w Bl '

RN b
| <30 oo Eg R K 5 N o O

Hw 8BRS meBuRownbBoalY B 3

(Table continued on next page.)’

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



S D C“‘;‘gggg. " Marital ' |Highest grade
R Y - status | “completed

. Hours
. war}ﬁed
) per week .

Total in hguseh:‘:alﬂ
or f————7—

f T |BVeTREY  No - | Yes ’H,ar;‘ied Other| O

BEREE
"l time| time-

“Tu;rl;al m;m:ef in samgle ' ‘o210 | 166 | MM | a7 | i 39760 |1T6)- 341k | 6
ﬁtal ‘percent T L) 1001100 3100 - ] 100 |10
Femily gources of garE 50 | :
. In child's home ‘- . .- | .36
‘Father TR 13
‘Older Eibling L B T
Other: relative ' 10
~Mother ‘after schéol® = - 2"
:'ECv:inbinatiﬁn c:i‘ family "’
- . members. - 8
L C:hilti ‘cAres fo b 0
cutside ehild's heme k1
ame. of felstive 1n
# T Mother Tab wok 4
Nﬁni’smily sources of care 50..
e In ,hiid's home: . . .13
6

A

19

12

6

=
8
[
Q
o
T

g
[
(o]
=]
ot
3

iy
H .}’ﬂu

Bow wELESS
. ”"'. |“' .
=
Ty

[ Fro W m?,r-_-tu'} »«"ﬂlﬂ

g
03

L3 O
‘ L

Nonrelative
- . 'Relative snd nanrelstive
-, Cutside child's home 3.
’ elative © - . ) '
eare center ©. pE

re
~I mqu

J OO~ 0 D L DA O

DO oL

o
N
o

()

ERIC:

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




”Regian ef

A\rer&ge hc:urly o 'A;EQ' of .. T
vraiiﬂgncg S R

R R e earninss Comenf it residence.
7| Total: f— - P v
-1 ery
faveragd “or.
R Ie'éu:

L {tn SMSA| T
"~ leentralf
oit ‘

. ‘M" ",

D

N
8
o

ERER W

my E w Wﬁu “‘S
o oo e o
WEOH KW EOW. H

ocRw~EE .8 &

wm B u m "R fn:;ﬁq

j,ﬂe zhilﬂ's hﬁme
Home of - re.latifve .
: Mother: st work © .
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Unﬂﬂ;jugted ami Aﬂjusted Pr@parﬁiuns Wh;n Relied .on Hgni‘amily’ Saﬂrces ai‘ Child Csre s
: by Sncia-geanamc anﬂ Dem@graphic E‘haragteristics, 19‘71 : G

(Blnek women with mungest chilﬂ 3 to 5 yev :rs hf Bge)

MEA :egults (F—ratias in parentheses)

C. . .| 'Number of  ° Un&ﬁjusted | Adjusted®
/- o7 < | respondents . percent =

125 . .| ho.6 4.6
v 63 37,4 146.8
} .62 k.8 s 32:2
Rumber af ehildren mﬂer 114 years (9 SCFH*) B T L L
RO T _ _ . T R o2 22.2
2 or more - .- : bW By )T bs.2 ho.7
" Relative 18 years Qr older: (D le) -

R B o o83 | e, | Bowo
T . Yes ' A3 :
cmm 1&-17 y‘esra . old in hausehz:lﬂ (9 TL&***) . S :
“Yes L * S 38 - o505 |- 6L e
Marital stetus 3. 28x). - S EE ' S
“Married - ) L ST ;3k6- 1 33.6
EN _ Other - R , - o I IR T A Y o b8l
e ’Eghegﬁ grade ggmg;éted, (6439)7. o s
Soe ~0-11 years - S : t "
12 years | T : PR - CL-BEE I ; o
13nrmreyesr5=“ S . g1 1 e e ot

Houts warked per week (2. 33) . : ST ] L o
T Part-time (1-34 hours). . . ’ Losert R et
Full-tme (35 or more hours) - . o] 203 Yoo~ 39k - ) 3T.5

.Avera hmlrly earnings (14 91.***) e | : . e,
. 1.6 less o L . Yraa .-
i 1.61- $E ho o T e : - 27.8

2’4;1. or R . R . B TR

Area a:E' residence (2. 57*) ’ - N : b ol o
In GMSA, central city’ R - . 6h - T ] us

1T Ine SPEA, not cemtral city - ) ' 8 - A : :
- Nat in SMSA . S = 32

‘Eian of reaidenae (D B6) . o . T S _ - L

", South . - Cs - ' ‘ 83 ... | 37.3 | D T A [

“West - "s.,‘l‘ i i ’ Ce.
Omer ot o B s | WS

‘ a ?grcentsgea are ad:justed for thg effegta of all. the ea@lanatary variables shéwn. in the table. -~ .. .
“b Universe restricted to vwomen who were emplayei wage and salary workers in the a7l survey : ‘ T
“week, Respondents who 1&21; iﬁi‘armstiaﬁ on any of the vsriaﬁles ‘ugsed in the MCA are excluded
“'from the sample. .
- c Percentages not shown where numbgr Qf ssmple sise is smaller than 25 A L.
* Significant at e < .10, E R . LT - e
#%:. Significant at « = .05. : . . N T : ) S T
¥ Bignificant a8t = = ;0L. | . ’
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_Nonrelative 2| a; 2 |k -3 -2t vTle e -
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“Adjusted®” Prapartiuns thReliea on N::ni‘emily Snurces of, Ehild CE!,‘.E
by Sotioeconamic and Demggraphie Cha;‘aetéristics 197

. (Elaf:k vmen with ygungest. child 6 tn 13 yggzs.r;f age)

- MeA regul‘bs (F‘-ratiﬁs in parerithesea) ]
= e : SRS ve R
4+ |- Number of- Unadjusted Adjusteda
A .fesprz_ndenﬁs e pErcen‘L‘ . pereent

i

S ocews o u] faze | e

T gr ai‘ children under lk years (0. 57)

‘2 or mre-
) Rehtive 18 vears :»r glﬂer (Q 75)

7 X .3 Harked per - week'. (o. 1#‘7) ) ’ I B
7 Part-time (1-34 hours) e , LT L .. 9.6 -

L;_M‘tiﬂe (35 or, more hcmrs) S , 203 L 129 o
vera / es:nif 2 (4, 35**) » ’

=58
LU PLAN

135- 11.8 "l11.8 -
Iy £ nu.o .= 8:1 ' :
y .69 13.9 - 1 - 15.9
| 71
]
‘l;i -L!ﬂiverse restricted 'E::; m:men wh:: w;re emplgyed wage anﬂ Jaler}- wgrkers in tne lQTL surwgy waek
-7 .~.Respondents- who lack iﬁfarmstian on aﬂy ‘of the variables used in the MCA are Excluﬂgd from
7 the samf);e R ) ;
'»'Parcentsges not™s ha)m where number nf sample size is smaller than 25. . -t T
# - Significant at' = =< .10. : )
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|
|
l__ |

. |} [ =B - Conbirmed | o e

_Child,1k-17
o7 yegsrs old
Tatel { in household
| or o - 1 N
“laverage|’ Ho Yes ' |Married|Other|0-11|12 {13-18 Fu 1 Pert:‘
EilTatal numher in Eample - | 248 : 151 | .k | 10k IL}E’ 71 g
‘Total pereent o9 10 |1 100 100. | 1
' 9k gL |
119 '
37 | 20 ,”'7

2

Child’ care arrangements

T f - i

3
el
|
=
[

ot
g
BEo: ,m‘m-"'_‘“c% HE«”'TS 8 &

Family sources: of care &8
.. In ehild's hr:mg 72
' _Father : ©o12
Older. sidbling - | 25
. Other relative = -1y
.. Mother after school I -] :
) (;mhinatian of famil;r B ' ] :
" members” . o .1 4 o
o . .. -~ Child cares for self * 15
I Cmtgiﬂe ‘child's home 3 | 16
b s of relative, = 9
‘»Ia her at wirk ’
el Hnnfmily sources Df care .
... | Inchild's home
T e Nonrelstive
S . " Relastive and nonrelative
Toe o Outside child's hgme
EEE " Nonrelative
-1 ‘Day care._center
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Table 13 Unadjusted snd Ad;juﬂteﬂ Exyendituresb faf Child Csre, 'by Saciaer:nnamig and
’ .. . Demographic Characteristies, 1971 . S
(Whife‘ vomen, with'ym;ggegt child under 3 'years of age)e

MCA results (F-ratios in parentheses)

on b mnd b d o : - Number of * Unad juste A«ijus%edg
Gharmzteristic ’ ‘| respondents ex’penditurdb e@jendituﬁ

Tﬁtal ‘or average (3. Eﬁ*ﬂ') N . L ) ) C o =

Egsoi;a L o 206 $.38 | $.38

;7 27 T , R 197- B S N> S
L .| 7 3u-h8 T : 29 . 26 a9 .
s mme:- of children under 14 years (La 48xx) ' S Cd
L 1 i L 128 33 3L

) L ig ar mre D ’ = T - : ,' - - T L ;’3& = EN ;-q;§ ,\ - ’qu - — = ==
.| Marital status (a 25) - R ) R .

Married S . 196 Lol 39 -

Other v - =30 .28 - .34

" Hig EEt grade cempleted (D 56) I e o :
- -0=11 years - . : : . 50 .. . 3 .37

: | .. 12 yesrs: : - f . L : .35 T35
~|" 13 or nore yeara - T T : 52 -.53 - .48
. | .Mours worked per week. (5. 359**) : . , . . : . ' PR :
- Part-time (1-34 hours) ' . . 72 7. i3 SLB1T .. o
R =LFuJE;-time (35 or more hgu:s) _ " : 154 L3660 ) .32 - ] .

,,verage hourly earnings (2 60*) o o o .
- $l 0 or less L T 3k - = no.e2

“$1.61-42.50 - ' R R A 29 |- .35
- $2.41 or more oo - - 100 © .52 o bt B
Area of residence (2.30%) - - . o 1
~~In GMSA, central city Lo : " E -1+ IR
In" SM.SA not Eentral c:.ty ’ K : 76
" Not in SMSA ' ' ;80

R ,513:1 ‘of residence (ijli) - - . - L _
 Bouth. - e T _ , 82 N C J&_B

] West L S - U I Y ERNE - -
Other | - : o . 105 . - T35 . ,35 NS

"Type of child care (5 390ex) ' < ) o
.. ¢ | T.Care by family member in child’s home B ‘56 .07 ] .07 .
oo |- .Cere by fdmily member.outside child's home .’ - 52 : ..38 T Lo Y [
“~ | . Honfamily care cutdide child's home 89 4 ..83 | .53 :
_Nonfamily care in c;‘xild's ht:me L 29 59 ’ .55

] m\enaitures are adjusted far t.he effects af a:L:L erplaﬁatary varia‘bles sb:mn in table
vAversge Expenditure ft:r t.'hild care per hour that the wgman wnrked ‘
ry workers in.the 1§'?1 suwey

néeata wh: 13;-!: infumatian on any af tfhe \rﬂria’hles uggi in the MCA are excluded

N Heek. : Rgs

% 'signiticent ot e < .10, : . .
e HHE ‘Bignificant at « = .05, . =
'H* Significant at = = (IL . N ; '

I
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Teble 14 Unﬂdju&ﬁegl anﬂ Adjustei E:tpenditures for Child Care, by Engiagggnamia and
v Demﬂgraphie Characteristies;. ig7l . ~

'(Blaak wamen witg‘y\:tuggesbchijj under 3 years &f age) " =
e MCA results (F-ratios in parentheses) -
N . | tunber. of * Adjusted®
heracteristic . . 3 i g =
: chgrag'gg" e S 7 -] respondents expenditure® .'

Total or average (1.71%%) , o ‘ . )
R =.0.05 - : R $37 | $31 | o

Age (2.29) , o I o ST NP B
i7-27- ’ e O PR 1/ do . 5

}mm’ber r:f chiltiren under lh years (0. 5"[) R . DR - -
— - S I - I am e 1,.25 8

". 2 or more - ': - o ’ . 1l91\ -
. Marital status (3.9U%*) C . o I B A
Married - - I z - ies - . 87T . ;1@ :
Other : S P R . .68

EO Ehest graﬂe completed (D 12) v : : " ) Y I

TP 7Y TT0-IT years. . - . S «39
L 12 years o g2 . . 33
13 or more years . ‘31

. . Hours warked per veek (1. lD) : 7 )
. " Part-time (1-34 hours) = . . ‘ . o . .28
- |7 Fuli-time (35 or more hnu:rs) _ b 61 - | Jdio

Average hourly Earning“ (l Eli) o R o :
§1 Q or less . ’ 62 Sg 7’,*

1,61-$2.40 _ - ] 100 . ,bs -
2.41 or more S . ‘ ks m 1 .- .3k

. Area of residence (2. 35*) . : . s ‘ 7 R
In SMoA, central city . _ ok 31. ' .15 -
In 5M3A, not central city Co . 39 .29 . .38
Not in SMEA : _ ) 64 I V.53 .75

Region of residenge (0. DE:) . . -
- South e 1h3 .33 : v L35
West. : o - 13 ;o a ,
Other ' : 51 -39 | s

T Type of child care (6. EL&H*) ,
e “Gare by femlly member.in child's home 8o 6 .09

Care by family member cutside child's hamg 63 .20 L1k
. Nonfamily care outside child's home o L8 .36 : 45
. Nani‘amily eare in chilri' h\:imé . ) ' 16 ’ a ‘

Expenditureg are adjusted for ei’i‘egts of all expi&n&tc:rf variables shown in teble.

Average expenditure for child. care per hour that the woman worked,

Universe restricted. to women who were employed vage and salary workers in the 19TL survey week.
Rgspanﬂ.zn{m who lack information on any the varia‘bles uysed in the MCA mre excluded from the
. sample. 5

4 Expenditures are not shown where sample EiEE ie less than 25,

* .gignifiecant at = =< .10. . i i

noo

#* Bignificant at = < .05.. . 'l -
#¥%  gi nii‘icsnt 8t « < .01, ’ | .
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Unaﬂ,julted and Aﬂjusted E‘Ipendituresh
Demﬁgfaphit: Chgrgcteristica, 19‘71

(Hhite women with youngest child 3 to'5 yesrn of nge)

for Child Care, by gﬂciaecanamic: and

‘*a;__‘_ o . MCA results (Faratias in parentheges)
. . z e o S .
e Number of Unadjusted _Adjustedd
charactez-’iatig respordents = | expenditureb expenditure”
Tn‘tal or Everssﬁe (8 '75***) . 7 ’
= (0.36) 210 . §.26 $.26
(c a) - | u /
7-27 ' 106 - .27 126
- 3h-48 104 .25+ w27
Number of childrén \mde; 1k years (0.41) : . -0
1 : ] 9 .31 257
2_or more ——— N & ) S 27 _ i
Marital status (2.86%) . { i
- 17 ‘ .2l - .25
, . ) 39 .35 .32
# || Highest grade cmﬂpléted (0.29) 7 i Y
~0-11 years & 60 .22 .28
12 years . . 116 27 .26
13 or more years 34 .30 ¢ .26 -
Hours worked per week (0. 38) - D
Part=time (1-30 hours) 66 .2l .25
Full-time (35 or more haurs) bk 27 .27 -
Average hourly earnings (5 SGH*) 5 ]
$1.60 or less 22 d d
$1.61-42.40 88 .22 .26
$:32,il&; or more , 100 .33 . .30
Ares of residence (0.32) o .
In SMBA, central ecity sy - Lo .27 .27
In 5MSA, not central c:ity ey 68 © .28 .28
Not in SMSA ~] 93 .25 .25
‘Region of reaiaerxce {0, 96) I ‘e
Soutn _ L .29 .29
West . - : \ L6 .26 .2k
| Other : . \ 93 .25 .26
Type of child eare (35 33wwx) l;_\ N
Cgre by ‘family member -in child's home \‘.\ Th .07
- member outside child's home \\’ " 31 19 . - - B
n ‘57& outside child's home .. . T R
N’c:nfamily care in chilﬂ g home = 1 .27 1;7

Q

Cowe

CWeek .
from the sample.

d. Expenditures are not rhown where sample gize i= less than 25

“#% gBignificant at .= .10,
- %% Significant at = < .05.
4% gignificant at &« = 0L,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Expenﬂiturea are sdjusted i‘ar "effects of all exﬁi_natary mris‘blﬁs shﬁwn in tgblei =
Average expenditure for child care per hour that the woman worked,
Univeraze reatricted to women who vere Emplt:yed wage arui galary wm‘kers in the 19‘71 survey

Reapondents who lack information on any of the vsriahles used in the MCA are excluded .



Table 16

Unadjuatcd and Adjusted® Expeﬂdih;resb
Demographic Characteristies, 1971

for Child Care, by Socioeconomic and

(Black women wi'bhr yamges:t chilcl 3 to 5-yeurs of Ege)g

Characteristic

Nﬂmbér of

" respondents

Ungéépsted
expenditured

Adjustea®
expenditure?

Zotal or everage (1.03).

7 = 0.004

$.28

i7-27 o : ) S . 63 .3
34-48 : ' . 62 . .15 a5

Numher of cnildren under 11* yearg (1. cg)
= =

Ty _ ' ' . i - e
- Age (1.37) - . , SR B o -
L : ' : .38 .38 1

, N:TR .32 ' -35 -
Marital status (2.92%) ' : S : :
. Married ’ . TT 1k .13
+®‘other Co _ R . k8- ) . .bs NI

coF o _éhest grade f.‘ampleted {0.29) . o o
Sl .0-11.years - ) : 68 .31
‘12 years < T ha - I )
13 or more years ‘ 15 ‘ a 4 : .
.Hours worked per week (0. Gh) : o o
" Port-time (1-3F hours). : C ‘ 22 4. d
Full-time {35 or more hours) - - -103 | 28

Average hmrl:,r éﬂl‘ningg (2. 13) e
§1 .60 or less T ' . 38 . A3 © WL

1,61-32.40 | _ _ 51 .39 .
36 26 .16

--$2.41 or more : : 3€

Ares of residence (2.41%) . B » - v T Iy
" In SMEA, central city : o el 7 ;48 o
. in 8MSA, not central city . : = .18 a | .
¢ ) Not in 5MSA . 43 | 19 - . 0 .

- gguti?’”"* P - 83 T3
S West .. o—= AT ' : _ B
Other ’ ) 4o 31 £ .ok o

Type of child care (1.69) ’ ' . .
Care by family member in child's home ° b3 SR+ v SR I« A Ty
Care by family member outside child's home - T34 1? 1. g Cd
Nonfamily care outside child's home - 35 .54 ' .53 ‘ B
. ' Nanfamil;y' care in v;‘hild" hx;me 13 da = a .

AT 1 Expenﬂiﬁﬁres agg-adjnstéd for ‘effects of all explanatory variables shown in table.

b Average expenditure for child.care peér hour that the woman worked.

¢ Universe restricted to women who .were emplﬂyed wage and salsry workers in the 1971 survey -
‘week, Rezpondents who lack information on any of the variables used in the MCA are excluded
fram the sample.

‘Expenditurez not shown-where sample size i= 1eas than 25.
* %gnificsnt at & = .10, . i
' Significant at = = .05, . i .
b Eignifix:ant at & = .0L. o . . . O

LT
=™

52

58
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Table 17 Unadjusted and Adjus sted” E*:T:.,'éihgrpsb for Child Care, by Sncinemnamic and
: : ‘ -t Demographic Characteristica; 197l

- o i‘ (Hhite women With ymmgest child 6 to 13 years of sge)

¥CA results (F ratigs in parentheses).

S e N . .
T Ehaﬁctéﬂgﬂc | Nunber of uﬂaa;.ustedb Adjusted®
TommEE s respondents erpenditure gxpenﬂiture
otal or average (25.31%r¥) ) o 2
= ) . . - . ]
(038 | s Cogs ol 46
Age (0.91) ' ' - C I T
17-27 . ' T kil ©.09 - .03
3448 ) ST 562 . .06 .06
Fum‘ber of ehildren under 1k yesfa ((j ;‘}D) N . 7
1 . 313 ) 05 e )
_2 or more . . . 280 ~07 .08
Marital status (E ED) T — B
 Married B ) __,518 aE .05 .- .05
Other - o 75 do |, . .08
" Highest grade Eémylétéﬂ (D DB) ' ) . ) S
0-11 years ‘ . . 160 1+ .o 05 ¢
12 years - - ) ' 305 .. .05 .06
13 or more years ' 128 C. Llo ] .05
: Hours worked per week (1. 70) 7 T
' : - Part-time (1-34 hours | 203 .03 .05
: Full-time (35 or more hours) ) 390 | 1. .08 . .07
Average hourly esrning; (2.21) ) ' h L oo
T §1.60 or less ) X ‘ Bu4 .02 Ol \3,
1.61-$2.40 o 21y .03 .05
$2.4) or more. ) ! . 292 , . .09 _ .07
Area of residence (1.94) _ ’ | - - ’
» . In SMSA, central city : 123 - . - 05 . .ok
In.8MSA, not Eentrai city _ 239 .08 .\ ,Oo7
NGt in BH5A . o S oem 05, - .05
* Region.of residence (2.27) . ' : . : }
: 1 a7y .07 .07
109 .10 : ;08
R Type of child care (113, l}'TH’*) : . o P
R Care by family member in child's hcme ’ : hiz . 00
Care by. famlly menber ocutside child's heme . 1 17 .07
Nonfamily care outside child's home - 8% . .17 )
. N@nfag:ily care iﬁ chilcl"ﬂ h::riié \ g 38 e e _— J—

TR

"Expenﬂitu;es are sdjustéd for effects of 511 Explsﬂatary varisbles shﬁwn in table;
-Average expenditure for child care per hour that the woman worked; E
Universe’ rgstricteﬂ to women who were employed wage and -salary warl;ers in the 19?’1 survey week
Respendents who 13:12 ‘information on any of the variables used :in the MCA are excluded fr@m the
K sample. ) . .
. * gignificant at = < ,10. ' : - : .
#% Bignificant at e < .05..
#4%  Significant at'ec < .OL.

o om

ERI
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‘Table 18

) Unaiijustgﬂ and Adjustad Erpenditu:eab

(Blaek vomen with yr:ungest child 6 to 13 yaara of Bgs)

for Child Care, by Socioeconomic and
Démagi&phic. Charac:teriﬁties, g7n - -

f. o ’ : " MCA results (F-ra‘ti@s in psregtheaeg)
rhars b apd ok 1 mumwer of Ex;aé;jﬁste}if; | Adjusteas
Characteristic . - sespondents | expenditure® | expenditure”
Total oraverage (2.59%%%) - ) ) T
R = 0.09 ot 848 $.0k $i0b
Age (0.87) o : ;
17-27 .12 +d
3L4-L8 . : 236 .03
- Nunber.of children imdar 1k years (Dilk) o [
- 1, ] - s - ) = 1;9 !QLE
. 2 or more * 129 .03
: ”Marital status {6.38) B B L —
_Merried - 14 - ~.ob
"Other . 104 .03
© | ‘Highest grade camgetei (0.75): :
.| ToTi yesrs i 12 02 .03
12 years Tn .o 03
13 or more ye&ars. 35 .08 06
Houre worked per week (1.71) . . ) o
Fart-time (1-34 haurs) L5 00 .02
Full-time (35 or more hours) . 203 .0l - .ol
Aversgé hourly earnings (h.50%%) . L .
.60 or less - 63 .03 .02
. $1.61-§2.h0 oL ) .01 0L
2.41 or more - B © 105 L 06~ v .06
Ares of residence (0.99) ‘ o o
- In SMSA, central city_ : 135 O .ol
_In SMSA, ndt central r.:ity Ly .a 0L
Not in SMSA ~ 69 poe 03 .0
"Reglon ¢f residence (0.6Y) N :
Bouth T . " 159 .03 .ob
Hest . i d a-"
Other ‘ - K 15 Ok .03
. Type of chilv;l care (7.2lxx*) ' :
-~ Care by famlly member in ¢hild's hs:me ' w179 .02 .02
Care by family member outside child's home - 37, .02 .02
e Nonfamily care cutside child's home 24 d a
Naﬂfamlly care in child'g heme™ T T -8 e 4 - d

ERIC
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Avera

from the: Ez\mple. -

(= I

*. Signifieant at » = .10.
#%  gignificant at = = .05,

_ %%% ‘gignificent 8t « < .OL.

s B '. " . . . Eh

" Expen 't_ureﬁ are ad;jugtea far effects of all explanatary vgriahl
“eare per hour that the woman vorked:

Univgrse restricte& to women who were employed wage and salary workers in-the 1971 sur\rey
week. Respondents who 1eck infr:rmatian on any of the var

Expenditures not shown where aample size is legs than 25.

é&-ﬂh;fwn in tabie. .

iables used in the MC:A are excluded




lew

Table 19 Preference for an Alternative Form of Child Gare, by Race. and Age
’ of voungest Child, 19712 .

Alternative means preférfed

With Care by | Care by Ronfamily Nanfamily
o ﬁmﬁibe of ‘preference family | family care care
_ S memanin e e i 4T A r o . . ! :
Age of youngest child | "™ = for | member -in|. member | outside in
; .respondents{ =~ o S . .
alternativ% home outside home home
, home | '
@ @ -] (@ s 1 e
. WHITES .~ e SR T

= -

‘Less than'3 . = | - 226 . .| 16 , L 0 5 - . 8

"3 to 5 - 210 - 13 | 2 1} 6 | s

6to13” 593 7 2 o b L s N
. T BLACKS - ' o . - , , ,A :
less than 3 - - 207 18 TR E-T PR § RS R A

3to5. 1 15 | 16 4 o | 9 s o
6tois Coeu8- s S T R O S T S B

a Univerae restricted to wamen who were employed Hage and salary workers in the 1971
survey week. FHRespondents who lack information on any.of the variﬂble; used in the
preceding MCA's (Tables 13 through 18) are excluded from the sample.
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