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. A snrvey instrunm nt d1veloped to deternine'opiniOns :
‘of various groups on aspects of sgoci&l’ pollcy and day care services
vas distributed among individuals in/'olved in various vays vith day
care.- The U42-item questlonnalrg )sed a Likert-type opinion scale to
measure attitudes on: (1) aims  Ghd 1 ‘quirements of dafscare programs;
(2) use of publlc funds; (3) regnl on of day care’; "(4) rights and
responsibilities of parents; af (” day care for the economically
disadvantaded. Responsés from 225 dévidualsfvere tabulated and
analyzed, with respondents categoq‘ze into the .following seven
groups: independent providers; ‘fed ‘rally-funded providers; other
non-profit prov1ders "state 'licen; :ng representatives; state agency
“social services personnel; advoca i and college personnelj; and
parents. Data from each of these ven groups were conpiled and
tabulated according to the number“strongly agreeing, agre71ng, not
sure, disagreeing and strongly disagreeing with each item/on the
survey. Results are summarized and’ tables are 1nc1u3éd. (BF)
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OPINIONS ON DAY CARE AND SOCIAI.. POLICY [ OOCUMENT mas BEEN REPRO:

DUCEOQ EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON QR onc.amugnon ORIGIN.
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. . "\' €OUCATION POSITION-OR lpoulcvureor L
s~ ; The Southw% st Federal Regional Child Deve 'pment Task Force,.through its
oo Steermg Committee® .on studies_dealing-with the role of the federal and state, govern-
T PON ‘ments iri day care, instigated the development of a questiqnnaire and a study te deal
i W‘ith somal policy. S . , , »
(o T : * . '“ . L ] : \ol'.‘
wLf - R : 1I. DeVelopment of the Instrument. o e

Tn the development of the survey instrument we wished to detertnine opini,ons '
Qn various aspects of soc1al policy dealing with day care and pertinent issues., We.
~ wished to deterlgine the’ qpinions of various groups on aims-and req,uirements of day" .
care programs,’ how public monies’ should be spent, the regulation «af day care,
. federal regulations, and the rights and respons1b11ities of parents. - Because of time
and cost restraints, we decided to limit the number of items on the survéy. The
‘initial questionnaire consisted of 41 items with an additional itg being added when
T it was reprinted. A Likert type scale was used to splicit responses to €ach state-

‘ ‘ment. Thus to each item Such-as "All parents should have freedom of choice in
child caring arrangements ' the’ respondent was asked to 1ndicate his opinion by *
marking one of the following five choicess" "strongly agree" "agree!, "not sure",
“"disagree";, or "strongly disagree". A second portion ‘of the survey 1nstrument asked
each individual to provide 1nformation so that we- might categorize each respondent '
in some sort of a group Por- analysis. We asked individuals to indicate their homne
C1ty and state, whether they were provider of a service, parent of a day care thild,
state licens1ng employee, etc., their approx1ma’te family income and the 'highest
education |
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IIT.| Administrati-on of«thewSurvey.fInstrument" T :
. .

‘ The survey 1nstrument was passed eut at various conferences s\uch as/ state
assoc1‘ations for the equcation of young children, children under -8ix, and day care.
associations. Members af the Southwest Federal Regional Child Development Task-.
Force also disseminated the questionnaires among. their colleagues and. employees .
‘Most questionnaires We{e returned by mail. ' . . g :

7 B - .

m 1 Dr. Iohn W. Hollomon President of the Nafional Association of Child Care '
H Administrators and Assocjate Professor at the Umvel’sny of Texas at San Antoni
and Dr. MichaE})A Zacc%ria, Executive Director of?the Alliance of Child e

@ - ment Associatigns, were espons1ble for the develo ment of the questionnair
, analyses of the results, and the writing of this repo -Professor. Allee Mil\ ;/

o of Texas Southern Un1vers1ty served as prOJect coor 1nator. , S .

2 Members of the Steering Committee were Ruth Hubbard of the Lou1s1ana
®. . Bohanon, Superv1sor of Oklahoma State’ L1cens1ng for Day Care' Mpzell o ser; .
m an independent day care provider from Oklahoma City Jeannette Watsonr, i

Affairs and Bill Baca of\the Children and Youth Comm ttee for the Stat " of New
Mexico. ' '
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v A totdl of 223 of 'some 3 0de questlonnalros dxstrlbuted wer.e re(turned in
time to be usedifor our analyses, hey were categorized into groups as follaws

with the numbers indicated: ! . - .
. N - Y 3 .
. Independent providers ' .23
¢ TFederally fundedrproviders o ’ 21
. " Other non-profit providers R f . .40
o 7 State licensing ddpresentatives S o 49 o
. State’ aqency socilal services personnel ) /‘\ 40
. . B Adxocacy/@ollego personnel | - 23
s .. Parents - ' ' " _29

. o - . ! . N otél . , ) ’ 225 T . -
P : / . . . . .. ‘._ . - /l . ) . '
e S . - IV, Demographkic Data on Each Sample / . .
- g ' \ . /. ‘-
v Indepondent Prowders of Child Care §erv1ces . : » f b

Of the 23 mdopondent prowder , ten were from Texas, three from Oklahoma,
two from Louisiana and the other unspecified. Fourteen were directors, three were
teacher§, with 15 owners or part ownérs. Three indicated family incomes of from
.. 56,000 to $12,000; eight from $12,000 \o '$18,000; and nine of over $18,000. Three
qndxcated high school or EQUIVGIGHCY, five some college, one associate degree
six bachelor’ s degrees, five master's degrees dnd one a doctoral degree. Most of
‘tHe dearees were in a related” aren such S psychology,. sociology, home economics,
soc1al work or educa‘tlon. o . - Ve '

A3

Federallx—funded Providers o \ _ x

a0

6 A . !

Of the 21 federally funded providers, at least six were from Oklahoma, ten
. from Texas and one from Louisiana, One was a provider in a family day care honﬁe
one in a group day care home, ten represented Head Start,” one public school\ one *
“church 'operated and four,’Title XX type centers’. Iwo 1nd1cated their p051t10ns as
“dxrectors ‘one as supetvisor, eight as teachers or workers. and one as cook Five
reported a, family income of under $6,000, six as.between $6,000 and 512 ‘000, and
three as between $12,000 and $18, 000 One indicated an elementary educatlon two
a high school »-education or equivalent, six some college, two a soc;ate degreesJ ‘
and onc ‘each for bachelor, mastsr's and doctoral degrees. \ :

N

Other Non-profit. Providers - ’ \/

PR . . . °

- Of the 40 pther non~ )roﬁt providers, 17 were from Texas w1th one each from
e - Oklghoma, New Jrrsey, Montana and Mlchlgan. Of'this group two 1nd1cated centers R
in public schools, six in churchr s and 19 in other non-profit facilities. Ten were’
directors; three were head teach: 1s, two were supervisors, nine were teachers or
workers; five indicated they were training providers. Eight indicated family incomes
of $6,000 to $12,000,. four of $12,000 to $18,000 artd 24 of $18,000 or more. Three
"indicated some college, three associate degrees, ten bachelor's degrees, eight
master's degrees and two doctoral degrees, - ~ » ' " '

&« | o




Llcenslnq Repr‘esentatlves

Lt »

Of ‘the llcensmg repres entat1ves 31 were from Texas, seven from Oklahoma,, .
and one from, Louisiana. Four” of them 1nd1cated they were parents of children in day ’
care centers.s Six of these were’ ¢oncerned with the development of policies, regula-
tions and, standards while 40 involved licensing and inspection of facilities. Four
indicated family incomes of $6, 000 to$12,000, 20 of $12,000 fo $18,000, and 23 of
over $18,:000. Thlrty-four had bachelor's degrees while 15 had master's degrees
Degrees appeared to be predomlnantly in the soc1al studies such as sociglogy,

<« psychology, social work and. educatlon

@

. State Agency Social Services Personnel
At leas't 24 of the 40 in thlS category were from Texas, and ‘at least two
were from Oklahoma. Four were parents of children in family day care homes and
‘three in day ¢are centers. Twenty-two indicated their role ‘as purchasers of services,
six as developers of policy, regulations and standards, and 15 as trainers of providers,
Four indicated family incomes of $6,000 to $12,000, 14 of $12,000 to. $18,000, twenty
of over $18,000. One indicated- 'some college, 18 a bachelor s degree,, 14 a master's
degree, while 5 .had doctoral degrees.

4
.

Advocacy/College Personnel

Of the 23 that we classified as advocacy or college personnel, at least three
‘were from Oklahoma and at least 13 were from Texas. One member was a parent of a
‘child in a family day home while three were parents of children in day care centers.

" Thirteen indicated they were trainers of providers, educators, or professors. Two had
family incomes of ‘$6,000 to $12,000, six-of $12,000 to $18,000 and 11 of over /
$18,000. One had s@me college, three had bachelor's degrees, e1ght had master's

~’degrees while four'had doctoral degrees., . t\j
Parents ' b ' o

) . . ) ‘ P . ) . ] - '//
. Of the 29 parents at least four were from Oklahoma, 13 from Texas, and one /

- from Louisiana. Three had children in family day care homes, three in group day care,

"homes and 23 in day care centers with four children in Head Start, four in church
operated centers, three in other non-profit centers and 12 in independent centers.
One. of these parents ‘was a center director and ‘another an.owner or part owner. O e
reported income’ of under $6,000, two of $6,000 to $12,000, ten of $12,000 to ’
$18,000 and nine of ,over 518 000. Two were’ h1gh school graduates or equivalent,
three had some college one had an associate degree, 11 ha.d pachelor s degrees
while five had master'stdegrees. L
€ ' ' , . o

: o V. Analysis of Data ‘and Results

Afny time that one deals with research on oplmons and somal pohc1es some
questions are raised as to whether a statement should .not have been phrased differently.
Some question is also raised in terms of what an individuyal -meant when the individual

made a certain response to a guestion. Data-an-eaectr of- the seven- <groups-enumerated « « «-
. above were complled and tabulated in accordarice with the number strongly agréeing, .
, agreeing, not sure, > d1sagree1ng and strongly disagreeing. for each item. The primary
- foeus on this report will deal with the préportion of each group and total group ‘agx’eelng
with the statement. Thus tabulations and’ percentages of ' 'strongly agree” and "agrée™
were combined $o enable simpler comparison, hlghhght consensus and hlghllght
d1fferences Between the groups | y
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‘Parents' Choice, Rights and Responsibilities
. “All.parents ‘'should have freedom of choice in child caring arrangements."” ,
There is considerable consensus among providers, 1ice?\'sing répresentative, state
- — w.social sery‘i’ces persbnnel . adev lege perbsonnel and parents concerning
. parents' choice, rights and responsibilities. At least 80.0% of each'group feel that
- parents should have frdedom, of choice in child caring arrangements - This isf inferred
.to mean .that all parents should be able to choose the particular facility and the
»specific kind of arrangcment they feel best for their children: , °
: "Parents have the right and resp"bnsibility of rearing their children.”™ At
. ileast 80.0% of each group also agree with parents' right gnd responsibility of rearing
g ..gheir children, with 92.0% of the total sample feeling that way. '

(‘f "Parents should provide input for policy developmént of facilities eithér
i‘through suggestipn systems or advisory committees."”  Some 88.,0% of 'the total sqmple
{¢feel that parents should provide input for policy development and facilities either.
sthroughssuggestion systems or advisory committees. Only independent providers and
‘parents who have agreement of 65.2% and 75.8%, respectively, have less than a

¥90.,0% agreement.,

' "No specific child caring arrangement should be forced upon any family” fla's
a total of 77.3% agreeing. Independent providers, with a 95.6% agreement, feel the
strongest. Other non-profit providers agree with a 62.5%. :

2y

Aims and Requirements of Day Care Programs

- 1 . . ' \
. "Day care strengthens and assists the family." i At least 69-,0% of each group
gree with this statément with the exception of the parent group which has a low of
§.27% agreement. .State social services personnel have the highest agreement with :
. 7-.573. ' . . L )
o

H. I

|

Y ~ "Good day care benefits nearly all children” has\strong consensus, among

".all the groups with percentages-ranging from 70.0% to 92.5% with a total average
agreement of 86.2%. ' ! ‘

B . - \

. "Day care should only provide baby sitter service! has virtually no*agreement

with a total sample of only 4.0% agreeing. The highest aggeement is 10.0% for the

other non-profit.providers:. v .

. . \ K

“All dav care programs should #clude social and cognitive development of
young children." There is strong overall consensus on this ?im, with a total of 93.3%
agreeing. The lowest group is that of advocacy/college personnel with 82.6% agreement.
Indepemdent providers are unanimous v : - ’

\\
- \

"All day care centers should,have a lot of toys and equipment to keep children
interested and hapgpy'" has a total agreement of 79.1% with a low of 61.9% for federally
funded providers and a high of 91.3% for advocacy/college personnel.

. - \ . .

®"Day care staff members need to be trained to be more effective and efficient"”
has an overall agreement of 95.1%. Adv0cacy/co,l‘1ege‘personnel\ provided the low ™
figure of 91.3% while i dependent providers have a h_i;'(;h of 100%.. . B )

"Training of and-quality of-qood.déy care pegsonnel are more importaht than
size of a group for a teacher." Of the total sample, 57.7% agree, - Independent pro-
viders have an agreement of 91.3%. Federally funded provid‘er‘s;, have an agreement

B ofdr.eh. - | . .
X ’ 4 . A : \ .. \

. ’ -
Q : : (9]




oL ]
'

[y ‘ ) , o~ i l ’ ‘ . . i
H\ ) 4 Il . . 1 . .
- L " Table | - PARENTS' CHOICE, RIGHTS, RESPONSIBILITIES -

A

tem, - & IProv; ' FFProv, NP Prov, ‘S‘f Rep. . 58 Serv, . -,;.Ady,l_Col, ﬁ,ParenL IQTAL

) reedomof chotfe - %5.Bb 8005 | BLO%-  BT% 5% B 065 9, 1%
'forparents o - - L S |

&3) Parents' rights © 100.0%+  80.0%- ) 90.0%  93.8% . 9L5%  100.0%+  86.2% 9.0
and responsibilities S '~ | o

(O Paentimuthn 65,26 0LA% 900  OLE%  100.0% U5.6% . 7506 B84
suggestions or | - S, | .
committees | : ' . ‘

aring upon family ' s o .

[

(ll)(voforcingofchiid 6% 6660 RS- BJ%0 RS B2 W% L
C o ‘

; S " y\ : . f o o
I Prov. -Independent Provider -~ . BT I

: ‘ FF Prov, - Federally Funded Provider ' g “" ~

» ' NP Prov, - Other Non Profit Provider ' : ,"‘
.} 'SLRep. - State Licensing Representative | K
| . S8 Serv, - State Soctal Services Personnel
- " Adv/Col - Advocacy or Collegé Parsonnel

Parent - Day Care or PreSchool Parent” -
i " Total - Represents the tojal sample |
' + indicates the highest percentage for an item
' - indicates the lowest percentage for an item |

Y
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" Table 2 - AIMS AND REQUIREMENTS OF DAY CA& PROGRAMS |
Item .’ N ' - _\ljr.or/.,' T Prov. NP Prov, \ 3L Rep. S8 Serv. Adv/Col  Parent IQ_TAL
(8) Day care stren'gthens and fissists | 82,6% . 85.7% 75.0% 6923%' Y 87.5%+  69.5% % 48.2%- 73.7%
. the family. - VL o L . . .
] ‘ ' ‘ ‘| , . v ‘ " ‘ .
. *122) Good day care benefits nearly all . 86,9% - 76.1%  70.0% 83‘56%‘. 92,5%+ 86.9%  82.7% - BZ.6%
children, \ 5 . Lo R

(17) Day care s/ould only pfovide bdby . 0.0%- §,5%  10.0%+ 0,0% . 2.5% 4%, 0.0% 1.0%
) sitter service ' ‘ Y ( DR | )

1]

(25) All day care. programs should mclude 100 0% - 95,2% 92,5% .‘97‘.9% 95,0% W B2.6% 86.2% 93.3%
social and cogmtrve crevelopment L ‘ .

(%Mll-day_cauenmrﬁhmld_h&v,e_a_ G.6% ¢ 619k 70.5%  BLE% 75.0% 913 BLTH 78.0%
V - lot of toys and equipment, ' ', b . L . | -

(27)Daycarestaffmembers needtobe 1000+ 95.2%  95.0%  95.9% - 95.0% "'91'.3%- 93.1%  95.1%

trained. .. e . . | '
) Tainiag and qualits of Yeaches L% G 55,05 3.0 50.0% 6\2% 5.0%  57.7%
more important than group size. ‘ ’ o , ,
‘ 3 l 1\ . . ' ? . ,
(10) An important aim of preschool is 78.2%  85.7%+ “41.5%-  S1.0% - 62.5% 60, 8% 68:9% 61.7%
child's adjustment to elementary - N SN . :
school, : .

- ' . . ' s . , ‘ -. ‘. ' ‘ ; ’ . ) \' ' 9
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. . "A«n 1mportant aim c5f preschool day care is to fac1litate the child's ad]ust-
ment to elementary school” has a-total ,agreement of 61.7%. The highegt agreement
. 1s that. of federally funded prov1ders with an 85.7%.« Other non-profit prov1der.s have b
less than a majority‘agreeing, with 47.5%. Perhaps this cén be explained in that
some vdluntary providers view this ‘as possible 1nterference by outS1ders, in -
religious ed0cagion. - - N :

egulation of Day Care S N ] o X : S

. . »

- . 12

"The regulation of day care should be the mandate of.the states has a total ‘-
agreement of 68, ‘4% with independent providers'being the strongest advocates with ~
. 86.9%.. At least 70.0% of state social-services personnel, parents and state licensing-
representa.tives are in agreement with this statement. The majority of federally funded
. providers are not ip agreement with this_statement, .however, over 57.0% of the latter _
S do feel that it shou d be the’ mandate of the states. The only other category that Yoes” +
- not have a majority in agreement is the advocacy/college personnel group ’w1th a-47. 8%
L "All child' careg centers sh&)uld have to meet federal regulations ." Only 28, 4%
- of the ‘tdtal* sample are in agreen}ent w1th,th1s option. As would be expected, 76. ll{a.of
federally funded provjiders agree. The advocacy/cbllege group .had the }pwest percentage )
-with only 8.6% agreeing. L , . ?

¢ - . -

“The Federal government has no, busmess regulating day care“’had a total of
. 24.4% agreein(wnh this statement - Only 1ndepend€nt prov1ders are in strong agree-
ment with a 862 9% . ( , . .

"[’here is strong consensus that "State licensed child care provides some _
measure of insuring safety and health of children" with 96.4% concurring. Parents
have the lowest percent of agreement with a 86. 2/:. All independent providers,

s federally funded providers,_and state somal services person e} dgreey’ e

R ‘“Federal regulations increase costs beyond those ]ustified" has 40.4% of
the total sample agreeing with this statement. ‘The highest agseementjis by 1ndependent
providers with 86.9%., A majority of persons, 51.7%, agree, The smallest perc:ﬂtage
agreeing are the ‘federally funde oviders with only 14.2%. . .

N ‘ ) "Federal regulations tenMo segregate day care children econOmically. A
' tota-l-fof 54.,6% agree with this statement. The highest agreement is that.of independent
providers with an 86.9%, while the lowest, agreement is a 33.3% by federally funded
‘providers. By the way, this does not meah that fedérally ¢unded providers strongly
- disagree with this statement 5 Actually even a smaller percentage disagree with this
statement with over half of this spec1f1c sample 1nd1cat1ng they are not sure or not
responding. ; . A

)

. =
"Day care_ standards should be based upon research and practical economics

has a strong consensus witf#® a. total sample percentage of 84 A% agreeing. The highest
™. agreement, is-that of independent providers with 91.3% and & low percentage of agree-

- ment with 67.5% by.other non-profit prov1ders. At least 80.0% of all other groups’ agree

‘ " "Licensing represen@Jtives are an important influence on day care’ is agr‘eed
by 66.2% of the total sample. At least, 73.0% of independent providers, state licensing
representatives and parents agree with ‘this statemént. Federally funded and other non-

_profit proyiders and advocacy/college personnel ‘have agreements of 56. 0% or 57 0%. N

“—— .,
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. Tdble }- REGULATION OF DAY CARE |
iy o, oy, [Ekror, N2 o, 3L tepy S5Sh, ol arent 1O
(13) Regu&atlono day care manda’eof 0 86.9%+ ° 47.,6%- 55.,0% qLEeT T05E 4.8 75,8% ~68.“4‘/,‘ |
st?ges. co < - K o , , N ¢
. (6) - Al child cate centers shouldxoet DI Tk WSE @ S Bk L3 8k
. Federal regulatlons ' e - N -
(19) The Federal qov /]ment bas oy B 95k 0% 18.3% W50% 13.0% W% IR
busmess regulamg da\rqare ",, A o ‘ , o
) Statelcensed chlldcare msures 100 0% 100, 0%+ _95.0‘%, S 97.9%  100,0%+  95.6% 86.2%‘-@6.‘4%'
sa yand heatth Qf chxldren vy N « . AP
* (30)Federal regul ations inckease costs L BgE WM WS MBI WL SLTE 406 |
' beyond those ]ustxfled ‘ - SR SR ¥ a
(31) Federal regulauons te’nd to segregate 86.; 9% 33.3%-“'\45.0% 0% 51.5% 1788 S90%  54.6% '
o daycare Children ecopornlcaly e : ,
' 4 ' . ‘ . . ' o, ) -
* {14) Day care stanﬁ@rds Goldtetised, I WS LS WAL LS 6 06 B
_upon r-esearch and practlcal ) / C ' | ' .
' economlcs. o . |
) Licensingrepresbmtatives avesn | J3.9% 9% SLSE RSB B S6SH TR Gl .'
' important positive influence on - o e T '
day oare, ¥ L / -
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Economically Disadvant%ged Children 7 S

f Co "Econormcally d1sadvantaged children should not be. segregared from other
~ children in day care" has a general consensus of 91.1% with independent providers’ .
having the highest agreement and parents having the lowest agreement w1th 95 6% and .,
W75\8% respectively., *

.
-~ Ty e t

R "Economicaiiy disadvantaged children need closer supervrsionnn day care"
- has a total agreement of 24.8% with the highest agreement being that of independent

providers with 43 4% . Advocacy/coiiege personnei were in least agreement with an
8. 6%. ‘

- ‘v
. ag .

"The cost of, day care for d1sadv’antaged children shouid be about the same
as for that in private day care" has"a total agreement of 44.4% with the highest agree-
" ment bering that of independent providers with 78.2%. The lowest agreement was that
. of federaily funded providers with 28.5%. It is interesting to note that an -additional -
™ 28, 5% of federally funded provideérs either are.not sure or did not answer that question.
. Other nom-profit prov1ders also have as'many undecided or not answering as they have
‘ - agreeing with the statement.
: 1
, “Puk;ixc money should be used for preventativ’e health care for-all poor
- children™ has"a total agreement of 81.7%. State social services personnel have the
* highest agreement with 92.5%. The lowest agfeements are from providers with
federaiiy funded' providers having’ 71 4% and indeépendent providers having a73. 9y6

"Public money should be used for -all dental and medical care of poor chiidren
has a total agrecment of 63.5%. The Towest agreement {s that of state licensing
representatives with 48.9%. All other groups have at least a majority agreement with °
bbth non-profit prov1ders and state social services personnel each having highs of
75 0%. - A

. "Public monies should be used to assist disadvantaged children to the extent
that their parents are unable to provide for this care' yields.a total agreement of 92.4%.
The lowest pércent is that of parents with 89.6% while the high is that of state sociai
serviccs personnei with 97.5%.. o
"Federai staffing standards for day care. are too tough" has a total agreement
of 44 8%. The range of percentage agreement among the providers is great with 91, 3%
of the independent providers yielding the high figure and 20.0% and 23.8% of other non-
profit and federally funded providers yielding the low’ figures. State licensing repre- '
sentatives, as might be expected, yi€elded the next highest percentage agreement on
this statement with 63.2%, with an additional 25.0% indicating they aren't too sure.
The federally funded and other non-profit providers areé nearly eveniy divided in the
numbers disagreeing and the numbers not sure,’ .

. Public Fundsg for Child Care Age Groups
. \ ‘ ]
"Public funds should provide child care for poor: infants under 6 weeks" has
a total agreement of 55.5%. Parents feel most.strongly on this item with a high of 62%.
The lowest percentage of agreement is that of independent providers with a 34.7%. At
. least a majority of cach of thc. othcr groups are in agreement'with this.
"Public funds should providc child care for poor: 6 weeks to l'year." Total '
agreoment on this is someyhat higher with 69,3%. State social services personnel .
_have the highest agrecment with 85. 0%. Independent providers have the lowest agree-
ment with 43.4%, Percentages for all other groups ranged from 61.9% to 73.9%.
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(15) Economically disadvantaged. 565 N4 %508 ;,ﬁ.a% L% SLI T8 9L

* children should not be segregated.

{16) Economically disadventagett G 2.0 0.0% 4% 5% 8.6%, 34k 4.8

¢hildren need closer supervision, : . S ’

" {24) Cost of day care for disad\)anta‘ged 78, 2%+ ‘28.5%-' 35,0% ‘38,7% | 55'.0%‘ W M8 4%
- should'be same as for private day ' s

care. - e
* (30)"Piblic money used for preventitive  73.9%  7L.4%- 82.5% BE% 9054 BLEE 75.8% BLTH
' health care for all poor children, o | o I
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" Taple 5 - PUBLIC FUNDS FOR CHILD CARE AGE GROUBS -
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(35) Pub ic funds should prov1de child

care for poor: oy
_ infants under 6.weeks

X weeks to 1 year .
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"Public funds should provide child care for poor: 1 to 2 years." A total of -
73.7% agree s Again thHe state social services personnel yield the highest agreement
with 87.5%. The lowest agreement is by independent providers with &5‘2.1%. All
other categories haye at least a 70.0% agreement. "\ ’

Lo
EOR £ et
e

"Public funds should provide child cate for poor: 2 years to 'school age" has

a total agreement of 80.4%. The highs and lows afe again provided by state social ser-
vices personnel and independent providers with 92.5% and 65.2%, respectively. ’
A - , N / N - - N N

"Public 'ft:md_s should pré‘vide‘ child care for poor: 'school 'age'_" has a total
agreement of 73.7%. State social services personnel have the hjghest agreement with
- 85.0%, while inde_'})endent providers have an agreement, of,47.8%.

At least a majority’of all groups with the exception of the independént pro-

) vri"dérs feel that public funds should be provided for poor children of any age. A-majority”
of independent providers feel that>child care should be provided for two years of age
through school age, .as well as for ongf-year-olds. Les than a majorjty of independent
providers feel that it should be providéd for school age childr€n and children under one

“.yean of age: The strongest consensus on use aof public funds for poor children is.for
preschoolers of at least two years of age. Agreement is fairly strong for one-year-olds -

) and school age chi‘ldren.“-At least a majority are in favor of providing care for "infah"t\g,, .
even those under six weeks of age. - T R S ’

asi . . . - AN

. Community Sérvices and Expenditures e ‘ SR _ \
: : ) _." B v..' ‘.‘ . 1. i - \» N E . . » . N
o ‘"Agencies and operatprs have a responsibility for expending public funds 'ﬁ

efficiently” has,a total agreement of 957 1%. "State social services personnel agree -~
lO0.0%'fog the high-figure with 90.4% of federally funded providers providing the
low figure. ' - @\z,u,,.’"‘% . .

v
! <

"Health .and social services should be on voluntary basis for all children" .
has a.total agreement of 55.1%. Both federally funded and other non-profit providers
have tess than a majority agreement on this statement with 42.8% and 47.5%, -
respectively.”™ ' o .o' ' ' : o
, s . "Volunteers could be of consjderable assistance to day care facilities" has.

- a totdl percentage agréement of 85.4%. All fgderally funded ang other non-profit pro- i
viders agrée.’ Independent providérs have a low qf 69.2% with parents being just a !
little higher, ' o : o ' ' : :

)

= ' - : ' 4

. - - "The community should provide social, health and prescreening services for
. young children" has a total agreement of 80.0%. Advocacy/college personnel has the
g highest agreement with 91.3%, while parehts provide the lowést agreement with 68.9%.
Independent providers are less than ope percentage point higher than parents. '
. - , .

. -"Public monies should be used to help provide training for all day care
personnel” has a total agreement of 66.6%, the high and low percentage agreements .-
are those. of state social services personnel and independent providers with 80.0% and
43.4%, respectively. ' ' : : '

T

-~

. "State regulations of day care reflect the economic, political and resource
reality unique to a state" has a total sample agreement of 57.7%, Independent pro-
viders reflect the strongest agreemerit with this statement with 78.9%. ‘Neither

- federally funded providers nor other non-profit providers have a majority in agreement
with this statement, 38.0% and 42.5%, respectively. . ©o
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Table § - COMMUNITY SERVICES AND EXPENDITURES

\
\

\A
\ v P - . ¥

4 T

‘ - : \ | .‘ ‘ ’ ‘I . :\‘L | - -
Item o \ 1Prov, FFProv. NPProv, SLRep, S5 Jer. ‘Ady/Col ~ Parent TOTAL

\

(12) Agencies and operators responsible  95.6% 90,4%- 05,0%  95.%% 100.0‘{0+ 9L.3%  93.1% 95.1%,
for expending public funds | » ! . | .
efficiently, . \ _‘ " _ _ | SN

(37) Healthand.‘socialserviceson' 56,5% 12,8% 47.5% 59.1% 55.0%  65.2%+ 58.6% 55.1%{
- .voluntary basis for all children, - . | J‘ . T ’

(38) Volunteers could be of considerable  69.2%- 100,0%+ 100.0%+'| BI7.8%" B9.1% .85.7%  T1.4% 85.4%
assistance to day care facilities. BN f - o L
| ' ‘

*(5)  The community should provide 69.5%  76.1%  B87.5% 77.9%  85.0%  91.3%+  68.9%- 80.0%
social, health and prescreening S | -, o
services, . . o o . -

| JZI) Public monies should be usedto © 43,4%=  76,1% 70,0%  65:3% 80,0%t 73.9%. 5L.7h: 6636% -

@ help provide training for all day \ | . ” s
care personnel, | |

~ {29) State requlations of day care COT809%+ 38.0%  dLS% 0 TLA% SLS%. 65.0%  S5.1% 57}7% -
- reflect the economic, political and - o f . e .

* resourcé reality unique to a state. ,' o . S C BN

{1) Mostpeople are willing topay -~ 0.0% 19.0% 15%  4.0%  25%  0.0% 3% 5.T%
: higher taxes to supporf ffee day ;. o ; o , - ‘ - |
rcare, . I # o | ' » L S

v ‘ u ‘ ' a
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"Most people are w1lhng to pay higher taxes to support free day care" las
a total percentage agreement of only 5.7%. No ‘independent providers or advocacy/
college personnel are in agreement with this statement. The highest agreement is
that of federally funded.providers with 19.0%. - - : o '

Other Information and Requirements - , : ' , - ‘

[y

Py "The number of children per teacher, in day care required by ‘federal standards
has been demonstrated by relevant research" has only a 14.6% total agreement. The

highest percentage agreeing with this statement is that of federally funded providers
W1th a 28, 5%. ’ . . .

" "Working mothers subsidize over 80% of licensed day cﬁre" has a totai agree-
ment of.43.1%. The highest Agreement is that of independent providers with 69.5%. ¢
All other percentages range from 35 0%-to 42.8%. Apparently less.than a majority of U
most of the groups-are aware that workmg fothers arné paying fer most of the licersed | -
«child clre. It is conceivable that many individuals feel that hcensed child care is
'ﬂnmarily subsidized with federal and state funds. g P o _ ~
4 . 3
"Most pres hool child care is'informal or/unlicen'sed" ‘has” a total agreement
of 45,7%. Indepehdént’ prov1ders have the highest ‘agreément with 65.2% while parents
havg the-lawest agreemént with 27 5%, Only" state licénsing representatives ard . N
advocacy/college personnel have a ma;drity of their groups agreeing to this statement
Apparently most individuals feel that the great majority of chil-&care is that which
- takes place in licensed or registered facilities such as day ar& centers, grOup and
family day homes. - . . R
7
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J/ ‘ - ‘ K
VI:-Summary and Conclusions

All studies,; regardless of|{how carefally they'\ar onducted, have limitations,
In the present study we gge well aware of a number of safypMe biases. Nonetheless, the
best that could be done under the circumstances was cXegorize indivi'dua»l'respondents
into various groups and to define ed’ch group in terms/of theé demographic data, -as was
done in thi's paper. The'conclusions t‘hat can be reac¢tred trom this study foll»ovw,‘
' S

O

- There is sgong consensug among all graup,s in'terms of .parents’ choice,
»rights and responsibidi es,

a) - All pagents should have freeddm in child aring arrangements.
b) Parents have the -right and responsibility/of rearing children.
-c) Parents .should have input for policy development of-facilities.
_ d) No specific: child care arrangement should Be forced upon a family,
b ‘ /
.2. Thoreis strong consensus on some. of e alims and requirem_ents of day
care programs, . N . . : . ’

. » a . .o '1 -
a) Good day care benefits nearly all. ildren .
b) Programs should include social and- cogniti‘)/e development ®
.C) Centers. should have lots of toys ,and equipment. .
d) Staff members need to be trained to be more effective and efficient.,
e) Day care should not merely proyide baby sitter serVice.
N i s L :

4 3. While there is majority agreement on some other aims and requirements of- /
day chre programs, there are great group differences in terms of agreement on the follow-
ing: . K

N

;'\ . . : ' . 21 i ) .
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T " Table 7~ OTHER INFORMATION AND REQUIREMENTS .
Item ' [ Prov, PP Prov. NP Prov._ SL Rep, ~ S8 Ser v. \Adv/Col ,Parent TOTAL
¥ (18). Number of childrenber teacher K 13,0%  28.5%t 15 0‘7 ) 8.1%- - 40, 0% 13.0%. 10,3%  14.,6%,
- required by Federal day care . ' o , ( ' -
standards has been demonstrated . Co -
by relevant research, . D { 4
~(33) Working mothers subsiize over 69.5%+ 38.0% 42.5% - 42.8% (35,0%- 30.0% 413 phy
B0% of Licensed day care, e ( BRI A
(34 Mostpreschool child care s~ 65,2+ ° 20,55 45,0% 5% d0.0% 52 ¢ 2.4 g87h
informal or unlicensed. ‘ o ) " o : '
o - . ' 4
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.| I - , ‘ g _ N ]
L " . a) At leai‘t‘ 69.0% of each group felt that day care strengthens and assists
‘ T / + the family with the exception .of parents whose agreement was less than

amajority. o ' S,

. b) The nge for agreement on quality and training of personnel being more
s *impdrtant than group size was from 47.6% for federally funded providers
to’ 91 3% for indepehdent providers.

.c) A maiority of all groups eXcept non-profit prov1ders viewed child S

: . o adjustment to elementary school as an 1mportant aim (non-profit pro-
g . ~viders - 47.3% versus 85. 7% for federally funded prov1ders) , o

. R ’ 1 -
. . 4, Regulation of day care. There is fairly strong consensus on the following
aspects: s ! . ’ C ' i

a) State licensed child care provides some measure of insuring safety and
* health of” children. S « —_ ‘ *
N = ' e L ’ : .
Q Day.care standards should- be based upon research and practical‘

eCOnomics .
‘ .

/

c) Lice®ing representative"s are an important influence on da'y.'oare, ,
. 1Y . i

S. T’tere are considerablé diffe‘r'egices of opinion on the federal state roles of .

day care. < ‘ -

-

L

a) At least a majority of five groups and the total.sample feel tha‘t day care

y regulation should be the mandate of the states. Slightly less than half

of the federally funded providers and’ advocacy/college personnel agree
with this pos1tion

b) ‘With th.e exception of federally funded providers, relatively few feel

- that &ll @hild care centers should have to meet federal requirements

. : c) With the exception of independent providers, relatively few feel that .
\' - “the federal government has no business regulating day care.

[ e

- 6 There is con iderable variatiom’among the gnoups in terms. of the effects
.. 6f federal regulations. . _ . , / :
a) Only independent providers have high consensus (86.9%) that federal
’ regulations increase costs beyond those justified. Jo the other extreme,
' - only, 14.2% of federally funded and 22.5% of other non-profit providers
. concur with this . _

At least a ma)ority of four of the seven groups feel that federal regula-»
tions tend to segregate children economically :(the extremes are repre-
sented by independent_providers with 86 9% and federally funded pro—
viders with-33,3%). :

@ .
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7. EconOmically d1sadvantaged children There is strong cdnsensus among -

all groups regard1ng economically disadvantaged children

s

a) ‘They should not be segregated - ‘. 4 .
b) They do not need closer gupervision. : o
c) Public money should be Ssed for preventative health cafre «

d) Public money*should be used to assist them to the’ extent that their
. - o parents are unablk to do s0.

-

“

,8'. There are considerable differences of. opinion concerning disadvantaged
childrén concerning dental and medical care, cost of care, and federal staffirg
-standards. - o 4 '

. : . Ta) At least a ma]ority ‘of six of seven groups feel that public money should
. e ' be’ used for all dental and medical care of poor children. '

. "’.

b) Those agreeing“that federal staff,ing standards for day care are too tough
- . .. . range.from'91.3% for independent providers t0.20.0% for other non-
- T . profit prov1ders with 44 8% of the total group agreeing.

. : ./

, c) The rangé of. agre\eniént on the c/st of day care for disadvantaged
o ‘children range ffom 78.2% for independent providers to' 28.5% for

' o federally funded providers, with a total agreement of 44.4%:. -

9. ‘Public funds for child care for the poor N . ‘ o '
: ' a) There is strong consensus that public funds should provide child care
' . for poor preschooler’s beginning with one year:of age.

b) While less thaf a majority’ of independent prﬁiders agree, -at least

© 61.9% of each of the other groups feel that chlld care for poor children
sid\weeks to-one year of age, and school age. children should be paid
for py public funds.

. x

2

-c) Agreemenf for providing child care for poor infants under six weeks of
age is not overwhelming. Six of the seven groups have.majority agree-
"ment with independent providers and pdrents_yielding extrem'e figures
w1th 34.7% and 62.0%, respectively

10, Community services and exp@nditures There #s strong consensus among

all groups that' _ . ,
' a) agencies and operators have a responsibility for expending public funds
- effic1ently, .
. D b) \that volunteers could bw of considerable assistance to day care ' .
facilities; .- _ . '
- ' .’ ¢) that the community should provide social, ‘jealth and prescreening
) ' - services for young children : o
\ : ‘d)' People are not willing to pay higher taxesMo support free day care.
/ . - A P . .
’ 25 ! ‘ ~
Ve
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care personney., o . Lo o »

- »

- _ . 11. Wroups favor using public monies to"help provide training for all day
' a s, - v

)
12. . While' a majority agree that state regulat'ions ‘of day care reflect the
_economic and political resource reality unique to a state’, less tharL a majority of ©
. federally funded ancf other non-profit praviders agree. ° \ o

' 13. Fey of any group feel that the number of childr%'n per teacher in day care
.. required by federal standards has be,,en demonstrated by relevant research

14. Less than a ma]ority. realize that working others subsidize most of
licensed'day care and that most preschool child care {s informal or unlicensed.

R . . . .
- . ’
. .

- .. . VII. Recommendations e S e

TV ane

In the de/\/elopment of legislation policy and regulatidns, 1t is recommended
.. I
Yo . 1. that all’ parents ‘be given freedom of choice,in selecting chil,d caring
S - arrangements and- child caring facilities, o L -
2. ‘that parents be allowed 1nput into policy development of facilities either
through suggestion systems.or through advisory committees,
' 3. that social and cognitive development -of children not be made*an optional
.requirement; , : .
4 B ] : .
4. centers should be required to have sufficient toys 'and equipment;
5. child care staff members bhe required to attend a minimum number of training
ses sions 'or workshops per year;

t
.

6. that all group. day care and day care centers be required to be state
Jdicensed;

P . . '
7. that all federal and state day care standards be Based upon research and
pract1cal economics;

e}
-

. {hat there should be strong encouragement for the development of polic1es
that do not lead to the_ segregation ‘of economically disadvantaged centers

9. that public money be used for preventa{iVe health care as well Aas dental
- o and health care for poor children; = '+ . )

. - h
\ ’ that public monies be used to assist economidally disadvantaged children
A - to the extent that their parents are unable to do so; - s -
’ I- 8 .
. o 11.. that agencies and operators be given responsibility for utilizlng commuhity
i : resources before expending state and federal funds: - .
e -, 12, that communities be given the responsibility to provide social, health-and
. prescreening services for _young children; and that
) . ' ’
113, public monies be used to help provide training for all day care personnel
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