
1,'
c,

socupin Ramp
P

0
ED 149 881 - Pi -009 706

AUTHOR. Settles, Barbara H.; And. Others, ..

TITLE Haw to Measure the-Cost of Foster Family Care.
INSTITUTLON Delaware. Univ., Newaric. 1 :
'SPONS AGENCY7Office Of Child Develcrseat (DHEW) , Washington,

. D.C. .

,

REPORT NO DREW-A:MS-77-30126
PUB. DATE 77 ,

GRANT OCD-CB-74-296
NOTE.' 64p.
AVAILABLE FROM U. S. Department of Health, Education; and Welfare,

Admini'Stration fot Children,' .Youth and.Families, P.
0.. Box 11&2, Washington, D.C.,20013.(free of .

.%,,,Charge) .. .
1 ' .

I
.

ERRS PRICE MF-$0.83 HC-$3.50,Plus postage.
DESCRIPTORS' .*Child Rearing .Cost Iffectivetess; Da,ta'Bases;

. *EStidated Coats; Family Income; Family Structure;
Foster Children; *Foster Family; Geographic RegionS;
*Living Standardsv*Meastirement Techniques; National .

Surveys; Parent Attitudes; Rural Areas; *Statistical
.

"------4N.Data; Urban Areas .

ABSTRACT

O

-

1.

,

This report presents a methdq for measuring the cost
of foster family care in local areas through use of governmental.and
other available-data on costs relating to ncnIfoster children. The
cost measurement procedures used; for which 32 rages cl tables and
worksheet forms are provided, are designed to measure*.average costs_
in a particular-area (excluding social service and agency
administration costs). Direct and indirect costs are.defined and
discussed at length. The squrce of lpect cost data presented is a U.
S. Department of Agriculture estimate of the. direct costs of raising
a child to age 18, at economy, low cost and'moderate'cost levels, for
rural farm, rural non -farm .and urban families in the four U. S.
census regions: North Central, South, Northeast and West. This'
estimate, based on 1960-61 data, is adjusted through the 'government's

'Consumer Price Index (tables included). Average costs .are given: f)er_
region and degree of urbanization", for; food,. clothing, housing,

/medical,care, edudation, traniportatiOn and ether costs. 'Use of suck
existing data bases is strongly recomalended fdr estimating direct
Coats, although local 'differences mayiffecessitate some primary
data-gathering. Local'surveys may also be needed to determine the
indirect -costs .(the dollar value of parental time). (BF)

0

*. Reproductions supplied by .EDRS.are the best that can be made
from the original document.

.
, .)*

***********************************************A********,**************

(



U S DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
toutAnoN A WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

EDUCATy:IN

THIS DOCUMENT ItAS BEEN REPRO.
DUCEO E1ACTL Y.AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANiZA3I0iN ORIGIN-
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE
SENT OFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

'EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY

Hwv to
Measure

the Cost of
Foster Family Care

4:PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE THIS
MATERtAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY

ak 6so. H .

Sett les
TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER 16RICI AND
USERS OF THE ERIC SYSTEM '

6 j



I.

o the Cost of
Foster Family Care

ON

114

by;

Barbara H Settles, Ph D.
Associate Professor
Family :Life and Child Development

James D Culley Ph D
Assistant Professor
Business Administration

Judith B. Van Name
Assistant Professor
Home Management and
Family Econoitics,.

Avi

This report is based on work funded by a grant #CB-74-296 from the Region III Office of Chile Develop-
ment. United States DepariThent of Health. Education. and Welfare The project was a joint effort of the
College of Home Economics and the College of Business and Economics of the University of Delaware,
Newark. Delawge 1.9711.

I ,.erpied, from tinder-standing and Weasitring the Coq 01 I osier Family ( are
Jame. 1) ( ulley Barbara 14 'Nettles and Juditili Van Name MIEN," Publication No. (OHDS) 77-30126



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Section t-
Page

PURPOSE OF THE S7UDY . .

QUNLITY OF LIFE ISSUES .... 2

MEASURING THE DIRECT COST OF FOSTER FAMILY CARE ...... 4

MEASURING THVANDIRECT COST OF FOSTER CARE 28.2.

49
CONCLUSIONS . .

. )
,BIBLIOGRAPHY

, APPENDIX

(I) Foster Parents' View of Costs A Local Look . .. .

(2) Public Payments for Foster Family Care A llationwidelx* ..
(3) Foster Parents' and SOcial Worker.'' Attitudes on Foster Care Issues

o

e
1,1§7 OF TABLtS

52

54

56

- 56

1 Costs for Average Child
. . .... s 7

2 Consumer Price Index for Urbail Wage Earners and Clerical Workers by Region

Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Clerical Workers by Size of City. . 20't I4 C'onsumerPrice Index Thr Urban Wage Earner, and Clerical Workers for the t ntted States ... .it.. .21-

5 Estimated Total Cost of Rai'sing,apild

6

7 Average Hpurs Per'Day of Primary Time Used by 1- lousehold Members for Family Care Activities
4

R Incremental crease in iiburs Per Day of Primary Time Used by Household Members for FamilyCare Activities . ,
9 Diagram of Cost Measurement Technic es and Possible Applications....

. ...... . 29

Average Hours Per Day of Primary Time Used by Household Membfrs for Household Activities . 31

4
.

I 34

.............

lb_ WORKSHEETS i___,,,

A Estimatiq the Diiect Costs of R4ising a Foster Child Using" U.S. Department of Agricthlture Data 230

B Estimating the Indirect Colt of Raising a Fo4ter Child UsfAg the Household Tasks Method ... ,... . 35

C 'Estimating the Indirecto,Cost of Raising a Foster,Child Using the Alternative Child Care Method-ona 9-hour Day Basis '
'h 40

. D Esfimatmobeitndirect Cost of Raising a Foster chili tAing the Opportunity Cost Method ... :., 454

I
4 it

1

Nib III. JP

1



Have you ever wondered what it really .costs a foster family to raise a foster child'' githough.,children are
nOt normally viewed in a cost context, this type of information may he quite useful for Taking rational deer-
sions.concerrung policies which affect foster children and their families Hating a method for estimating thetrue cost of care fox foster children could lead to more realistic foster care payment systems Sui!h a meth,',

od could tiJHo proYidt; realistic data for prospectiYe and current foster par'dnts to obtect:Yely analyv tipcosts of caring for a foster child

1

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

The primary pupose of this monograph is to outline a method by which the cast of foster family care canmeasured inlocalareas The use of aYailahltysecondary data sourcok-is recommended since funds and:stafare usually not available for research at the local level Tht key to this method is to ust'availahle.gov-
ernment data which can he updated by itsint. the consumer price index The cost:measurement procedures
are designed to `meisure, ayeragc costs 'ma particular area rather than costs of animdividual child Sricralservice Lind agency administration costs at'e excluded from this measurement instrument.

Fhe costs of raising a faster child may b . separated into two portions

(.:(4sts`which are the same as those fornatoral children

costs related to the child's'status as a foster 'child

FhOse costs which are the ',ate as those for natural' children may he estimated by the use of general In-
formationQn child rearing costs Since these corer the major portion of the foster chrld.,; ordinary needs;a.cur"acy this estiniate can go a long way toward a realistic estimate of the true cost of raising a fosterchild

-

Ho(weYer. some of the costs for the foster child arc Ilifferent from the ct.2ts'of raring chlren in generaland cannot he directly'estimated from general data on child reaung costs Where there are major regional orlocal differences in costs which areinot reflected in the secondary data sources, used, or are peculiar to fos-ter children and not incurred by parents in mrKing natural children, some primary data gathering may haveto he done

The Cast of Raising Children

AlthoUgh costs. Yary considerahly from one family to the next, the underlying factors influencing childraising costs seem clear I he factor haYingthe greatest effect on child raising costs is the th:Yel of living en-,'Joyed 'hy the parents I dimly income p:irtililar time notthe only factor which afftct a family,:s yx-penditure detosions. ',yen among, families with roughly the same income. the amount spent per child can'still vary greatly depending on such factors as

'the fanny's expected or potential income

relative prices of goods':

. .

the se \ of the Add.

.
the nurnher of Children already in tkr.formly

the(ages of all the children in the family

the farbily's lifestyles

the geographical location.

, tht availability of community services

the attitude of the wage earners 'in the family toward child care.

V
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, a
The ideal' tool for measuring the expeniturethat a--family actually incurs rt raising a Child would take all', .

such factors into account. In practice. most,researchers have at least taken regional differences% age xliffel'-'
enceelevel of living difference-S. ;Aid sex differences intn'consideration. The measurement tools we recom-
mend in this monograph take these latter factors ntoi:onsderation. ' .

is

The Cost of Raising Foster Children

'47 We arerinteresied in three types of cost. direct costs. indirect costs, andtwin-economic costs.. Direct or
out:of-pocket costs include the expenses the family actually incurs.in raising children. Indirect costs refer Oa
the Thco,rne (opportunity costs) family members forego by staying at home and raising children or the value
of the time family members devote to child ra6ing tasks. Non-ecdnomic costs include the cost of the time
and effort the family members put nto'raisirtg children that does not coMpete with the family's money earn-_

ing activities. In order to gat-herdata used to set the payment rates to foster parents only direct and indirect
costs are of real importance However in ,determining if6 particular family will become a foster family or
adopt a child, and in determining what age child a 'foster fairy would prefer. non-econorhic costs are signif-
icant

The technical problems involved with computing direct and indireet Costs are immense. In. computing the
direct costs ofraising a child, some data exists on costs such `as .food. clothing, and educational ixpenses
incurred directly by individual family members. For other items, such as housing:transportation. and recre-
ation. where-costs are oftert incurred by the family as a whole, the problem of detern;aning what portion of
the family's expenses should be charged to the vartokis famly.members rs much more difficult.

In computing the indirect costs associated with raising a 'child, the value, of the time spent by the parents
on the ,activities involved with raiing the child needs to be deterTined. The value of the time lost by the
parents when they could have been working outside the home could also he measured Thus, dollar amounts
must be- assigned to thetime spent on food preparation. house cleaning, child education, etc. and to the
salary the foster parents could have earned outside the home if they had chosen jo be a typist, store clerk,
or hanker instead of raisi.ng a child

QUALITY -OF LIFE ISSUES

What is the most acceptable level of living for a foster family? 06vicksly, foster care. costs are closely
related to assumptions about thekappropriate life style for foster families. Agency policies and community
standards can affect the actual costs foster families hcur as well as determine which of4the,secostS will be
borne by the community Thus. before attempting to measure Costs in a particular area. information must b%,
known about agency policec'and community standards in that atea.

.
Gimmunity acid agency values dO not arise in a vac,uu,m T general views1on the society about good.liv-

ing standards anti quality of life. provide the framew&k-for jud ing,.quality in foster care. The history of fos-
ter family care as an institution has also shaped views of rhat quality Of life means.for foster
There.are long-standing controversies which continue to influence the quality of foster care today.

's
Thoiigh ita our study we were not able to conclude with a sicgle deftfatjon of quality of life for eterthil-

.

dren., our decision to base the direct costs instrument on natural children's costs indicates that .good foster
care practice presumes the same level of hying for flistpr children as for natural children living in the same
family nor consideration of the indirect costs of child tare is related to the incrased-professipnalization of
fdster parents anci to thg recognition of their contribution to the program.,

A.

1

Quality of Life ,

.
'

, .

. ,
Quality of life is the total inapactof the components of a level of living and the:pote,ntal life styles lasso-

oared Nth fliese components. While the literature on quality of life has focused on a physiCal orientation, it
has also Included mental health and social 'well-being As important characteristics. Many present definitiods
of relative quality.of life encompass the following conceptsininereasing order of magnitude,



I: Maintenance of life functions

2 Absence. of%disabling deprivation or hindrance

A. Presene (14' a positively enhancing environment

4 Active .growth, and developm ent.
5. Optimal' self-actualizing brake's 4

4

Although there are disagreements about the purposes of foster care itself, there is a general consensus -

that foster family Care is a valuable component of 'child care services) Many factors hail been identified as
influencing dpfiritions of quality foster,care in contemporary society The quality of life delivered to a foster
child is prixfueed.hy an interaction of social forces, agenc)i Ray ments fester family resources, and agency
supervision and encouragement To itpp/y the quality of life iltncepts to foster childfen, an uRderstanding of
the background of foster familyicare find present influences on foster carelvograms is needed'.

..-

The Develotratent of Foster Farah) Care 1

hister family care as:a means of airing for children has a long-standing history In Colonial AmeriCa the
practice of hiring adolesceras for minimal roam and hoard or apprenticing them for training was common; it
was assdmed that their services were of value and that their education would be furthered.' While appren-
t lag declined in Ole nineteenth century. the custom of placing children in temporary- homes or permanent
adoptive homes, often outside the community frtim which they can:-persisted. Ilacing a child to work for
his keep on a farm watt evaluated favorably by many people.'- The alternatives 7 poor farms and orphan-
ages competed with foster care: and debates about the _success of each alternative occurred. For example.

'the strong negative effects op. children orivirtg, mixed-with the poor and the sick in institutions were noted.?
(- # -- \

b .
The Rise tf the Boarding Foster Home Historically, families who took in childrerr for money or gain

were highly. suspect Some of the present day uneasiness about looking at foster care costs stems from simi-
lar views During the nineteenth century. the role -of voluntary agencies in providing. -child welfare services
in this country became established These private agencies were often organized by religious or ethnic

*groups. The free fiister home (no hoard payment) grew as formal indenture declined.4
. /

Late in the nineteenth century. "free" foster care began to be replaced by "room and board" foster cue
care where the foster parents w e partially reimbursed for the direct costs they iccurred in raising foster
children During the twentieth L iury foster care expanded to include a variety of types of care.

The Diversity of Types of Care Foster care today is divided into several categories:

H) emergency care for not rive than 30 days. (2)time- limited care while the natural family is. helped to
improve the home situation did prepare for the child's returk: (3) time-limitedpre..adoptive care; (4) per-
manent foster family,care on a planned basis. (5) specialized or treatment care of the mentally, physically.
and emotionally handicapped children,'

Not all 'agencies, use these categories for, organizing their programs. hit these functions are almost always
found within a foster care service This typology of.caresuggests that foster family care is a complq mat-
ter with different derkinds on the families who pamiciriatean each situation The current movement ofoster
parents to organize ,associations has generated interest in developing the qualitative asnesis of the ToSIer
parent-child relationship For example. ,the National Foster Parents Association meeting in 1973 a bill of

'Barbara Lade'. "ilw Family m Pub lc and Private &Wuhan An Jarmo, d Marriage NM dr hooray. vol' 35. (Amidso I/rhea .lye
..

1, 73y, p. 44

2.1oreph H Reid and Max* PhWip. -( Mid 4e1fire Gyre 1,912.': Chi/dna Today. vet 1 an 2 I Marr14Aprill 1912). p 15

t /
'Robert 1 Geiger. The Make d ( airing etradern iii Folder Care Illoston Rowan Pres.:19731i. pp 137-70

.
'Altdrew .RiNinpley and Jeanne M (dovannoni. if. harken d the'Morni I York karcouri, Ream., Jevgwrvich. I972). pp 33-M

I
' fiction for Faster Children'. i. oenmitleeo I Washinfflon. 41 C I'liited States Hepartment of Health. Felurailegeand Welfare (want Chad Developmeg. 14731. pp 2432

N
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nets- for foster children Was published 6 Historically. foster family care has been a relatively. inexpensive
and unevaluated method for child care which depended on the voluntary generosity of the foster family in
order to operate for the child's benefit

Are Children in Asset or liability' In contemporary society. children are not seen by economists as an
economic benefit but as a direct cost to families 7 Asa result. in many areas it is dpfficult to find foster
homes for adolescents. Who.M the past could have sert;edas household help and farm hands Increasing
urbanization: industnidizanon. mandatory "education. and movement awiiy friim home production have un-
dercut any possibility for economic contributions from children

Current Quality of Life Issues

Several current issues are.of concern to local foster care groups and agencies who are analyzing the cost
of foster care Chooing a level of living. identifying' the foster families' special needs, determining the cost
of child care time. administering the length of the chiki's ptacernent and allocating coati ziniong the family,
agency and other social services

The line between quantity and quality is hard to draw when the level of 11 Ying is determined' for the
foster child Using the foster family's own level of IlYing as a reference point \A. 01111) he helpful At least the
Child could he treated as a regular family member and his Lost, would not affect the family's level Of hying

To what extent a foster child's needs are specialized. causing the, family to hate demands different from
--41ie-xorm in maintaining a standard of IlY mg. has not been eAtarSlishe'd However. hoth-foster parents and

child welfare experts agree that the foster child not he further depnyed in his.ptacernent

The cost of time spent in child care is related to the.first tCo issues f he life style of.famibes and stand-
. ards for foster care are directly influenced by policies on child care reimbursement It may be useful to esti-

mate this cost. even if reimbursement is unlikely . in order to recognize the real contnhulion foster families
make to- the,program

The opportunities a foster child has. relat d to the length of placement and possahle return to the family
of origin, is clouded hy, the strong value placed on returning the child to his mutat parents The belief that
the placement'is temporary often means that decisions allow the child's education and opportunities are
postponed

.
. .

The compleinty of our society's bureaucratic arrangements for publiC.welfare ?mikes it diffiCult to locate '
who is best 'able to lake resportsibility for quality of life' decisions and to make the financial commitments.
In 4inle cases families may choose to reject available services for foster children but then incdr the costs
themselves for these sej-vioes. - .

. - .
Groups attempting to identify costs of foster flify care should carefully evaluate local services from the

standpoint of quality of life assumptions in the community and local agency policy /

MEASURING THE DIRECT COSTOF FOSTER FAMIL\ CARE.

DireAct or out-of-pocket foster family care costs are the actual monetary outlays required to raise a child
Included in these costs are the expenses foster parents incur for -food, cJothrttg, housing: medical care. edu-
cation, transportation. and-other expenditures related to the foster chiki's. social and physical growth. Esti-
mating the direct cost of caring for 'a child is not too difficult for such commodities as food. clothing, and
private education, For these goods, what is consumed by one family memh)er Is at least distinguishable from
theson4imption of others Not knowing how an extra child affects family transportationjecreation. house-
holdo and other. direct expenses, most researchers have assigned shares of these types of expenses by an
arbitrary formula Typically, there has hcen an eqmill share for each family member

"Rhed of or (laldren," (7rildrrn yl 2, nn 4 (Joh AssO19.71), p IJ

Moans J Eyeshade, The l net , Children in Ihr I than f ;tiled State!, Population Monuaraph '4. 4 it ik 'le l aid 1 nheedl 4 OWIInrnia, 197.b. pp VI

'to

4
I'

.



Shouliktoster Cie Agencies Gather tirectyast Elate ' (
rFoster care agenciesand groups of foster parents interested in estimatingsthe c t of raising faster children

must oneof two approlches,when. attempting to gather direct costdata .Hither they must -gather pri-
mary data on their own, or they must rely on existing goyernment and private data,available,to therh.

iTher ive been a number of 'excellent studies donelby faster care.agenCies oh the-direct costs of foster
child car in local areas Despite the'success of these Organizations in conducting their Own studies of foster
care costs, vve. strongly urge those interested in,diret cost data to use existing data bases\if at all possible.
A good-study mint take into consideration-such factors asseasonal changes in purchasing behavior. Thus, a
reliable foster family expenditure tuaNwould probably fake at least a year just to gather data. The costs of
primary $atti,gathering and analysis arcs high The federal government regularly, spends milliOns of dollars to
gather consumer expenditure data by personal interYiew from a few thousand households. Few fostere.care
agencies can affordlo conduct the kind of on-going civality research necessary,, - _ - t

. . _

Secondary data does have a few disadvantages It was not gathered with.foster children in mini 11101d'fiaelida
may cause us jo underestimate the cost of foster children since oar research and that of olhei-s n
show that many costs- associated with a foster child may be higher than those of the .average' child dis-
-cussed in most studies Another problem clif secondary data cone the area of data coverage. For exam-
ple, a \wi' worker living in New Castle County. Delaware, would prefer data on that particular area rather
than aggregate regional 4ziata- or data .4iir Ae United States as a Whole. )--z

Provious Estimates he Direct Cast of Child Care

An examinatio of previous studle's that have been done yields many useful insights into how direct costs
vary by region.o, the country, life styld, age of the child.,and number of children in ,the family. Some of -the-
more significant conclusions drawn frorri an examination of these studies are listed helowik

Food, hciusing, and clothing are generally the three most important direct cost items in any budg et
for the child ,

ti

The birth order of a child (first ch41, second child, etc ) and family ottome appear'to be more impor-
tant than family size in determining expenditures for a child

The more children a family has (and the closer together in age they are) the lower the erect cost of
additional- children to a family (Having morechildren and having them closer together. whatever its
disadvantages. seems to enable the family, to economize by using hand-me-downs

(As a family's real income rises, the proportion of their Inc° e spent on sundries rises while the pr.o-
portion spent on food falls.

The cost of a child varies by region, and within are Ion by where the family livesfarm, 'rural non-
farm, and urban areas, for example

The child's sex makes a difference in the amount of goods consumed for some direct cost categories
(e g teenage boys consume significantly more Mood than teenage girls, teenage girls, on the other
hand, spend significantly more on clothes, than teerrage boys)

.Recommended Source for Direct host Data
i%

In 1970, Jean Pennock, while working the Comaimer and food Economics Research Division of the
U.S Department of tgriculture s.[).orrdeveloped estimates of the direct cost of raising a child to age
eighteen at economy, low-cost and moderate cost .levels of living for rural farm, rural nonfarm, and urban
families inkOl four U S. censusregions.8 At this timethe estimates are has:cd on a 1960-61 cooperative study

'Jean Pennock, "tt of Raking a ( Mid," F amity F.conomie Revkw. March 1970 I milk I Mork, (W04 M Jure. Minnie Belle McIntosh. end J Patrick Made en Waft tt s
&undated In the work Pennock reports

S
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t a

of national consumer, expenditures conducted by the Bureau of Labor dirties (103.L.S.) and the U.S.D. A.
e

In i -year or two they hope to release-revised data based on a 1972-1973 national consumer expenditure sur-
vey. . 1

. / . .
. . .ir-

Pennock began by
.

using the amounts 'of food of different types (food gi-ouds) that families might buy oc
obtai9 by home ptoductien to establish what families were living at sinriilar levels. To avoid differences in
level /of living between regions, the food plans were repriced. T,he'laverage U.S. nonfarm food choices at,ilte

" various levels were used in all regions and urbanizations. The cost of the food plankwas used to locate com-
parable families WhicIfloosened the tie to ,incgme level. She then calculated the amounts of

of
going to

various direct expenses for familiesof different sizeson different regions, at different levels of living.

Teirock's work and the Continuing work of the U.S.D.A. are widely known and may be updated easily
using the consumer price index. Although it has certain limitations, it is this data base that we have selected
as the best source of direct cost data on the cost of raising children Worksheet Alyrovides a step-by-step
sequence which uses the U.S.D.A. data to compute tfie average direct cost of raking a child Iry a specific
region of the country, living on a farm or in the city at a specific level of living. (4

A brief examination -of costs for an averakechild as.shown' in Table I reveal~ many interesting relation-
ships As expected, the direct cost per year for raising a.child generally increases as tik child grows. Costs
fOr the various categories of goods and services in the.family budget do not rise at the same rate each year.;
For example, at certain ages costs-rise more sharply fdr food and clothing, the cillegones for whicb.the
u.4.n.A. has the best estimates of per child costs

Determining the Direct Cost of Foster Child Care
. .

,

The direct costs of raising a foster child can be determined by using Worksheet A. the costs for an aver-
age child are provided in Table I which was, taken from the Cost of Raising a Child published by the %Con-
sumer and Food Economics Research Division. (71' the U.S.D.A Thy data at "table _I are adjusted to the
value of the dollar as of 1970

'
In ordek to adjust for differences between the 1970 base and, the year desired, the-MnSumer price inde4

(C.P.f.) information in Tables 2, 3, or zrsriould be used. Although most people are awaretif the C.PA. and
how it is used. 'a few words of explanatiorimay'be.helpful. It is the onl!, index compiled by the U.S. gov-
etnment that is desigrre.d to measure changes in the purchasing power if the conSumer's dollar -BeTause'the
value of tie dollar,..changes,significantly from year to year, it-becomes Otremely important to use the 'index

to adjus for dollar changes when using secondary price and colt data 9
w

to
t

entire month, not to anyeillowing the month to which the data refer. The index refers.
At the presirt time, the national C.P.I. is compiled by ,the Bureau of Labor Ststics and published'aboyt

three. weeks f
specific day of the month. U.S . average indexes'are published monthly for \items': and for groups
subgroups, and selected items in the Monthly Labor R'iew and in ti special periodiCal, The Consumer. Price
index. Yearly averagesksuch as those in Table 4 may be found, in the DecsMber issues of these magazines.
Both magazines may usually be found in any large city tihrbry or%U.S. government' document depository.

L

Individual 'city indexes are computed monthly for five, Standard,':Metropolitan Statistical Areas
(S.kl.S.A.): Chicago, Ill. NorthWestern Indiana; Detroit, Mich.; kos Angeles -,Long. Beach, Calif.; New
York - Northrstrn New Jersey, and the Philadelphia 'metropolitan area. an&once every three months on a
rotating cycle, for all other S M S.A.S. Starting 1973 indexes have been published for cities in five Opt,-
lation-size groups (See Table 3). and in 1974 the Btfreau of Labor ,Statistics Wan publishfig data on the
four U.S. regions (see Table 2).

,

'Re indexes in Tables 2, 3, and 4 are 4,11 used in the s3tme manner Which table you decide to list depends
on which index comes closest to approximating the conditions.in the area of i.irest U you

)

---
The market basket used los the C.P I klhe goods and service; powsillred by the urban wage earner and clerical worker Although approximately Sr percent ot he urban popukstion

,
and approximately 45 percent of populalion ace Included In thk category, 14 %haled be noted that 11th dein/Ilion does not cover everybody

ti 6
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fable 1

Age of child
(years) Total

I_ I
/

Total

Dollars

Food

At

home Ei

'Costs for Average Chiild, 1970/1

,Away
from
home

i

Housipg
Clothin

g
I

37

Medical
care

Educa7
tion

North Cdbtral/Farm

Estimated cost for--

. Trans-
porta-

tion

All
other

4/

A.

Dollars' Dollars DoIlaz=s Dollars Dollars Dollars.Dollars Dollars Dollars

ECONOMY
Under 1
1

2-3
4-5

, 6

7-9
10-11

12

16-17

Total

LOW-COST
Under 1
1

2-3 4

' 4-5

6

7-9
,

,10-11

12

13-15
16-17

4' Total

MODERATE-COST
' Under 1

1

213
4-5

6

7-9
10-11

12

13-15 ---- k- - - - - --

16-17

Cr.
610 130 130,

646 169, 160

. 630 165 160
670 200' 190

68o 190 18o

720 230 220
76o 270- 260

820 . 280 270
840 . 300 290
.930 340 330

13,410 4,290 4,150

98o 170 %1'70

1-,010 '200 2(10

970 200 200

1,030 260 - 230

1,060 260 230

1,100 300 270

1,150 350 3 0

1,270 360 iOn0

1,300 390 - 360

1,390 4,30 400

2o,600 5;54o 5,120
o.

'

1,410 200 200
1,450 240 240

1,410 240 240
1,490 320 270

10590 - 330 270

1640 38o 32P
1,710 450 390

1,960 . .5oo 440
1,920 460 400

4,990 570 5001

36,570 7,o30 6,190

See footnotes at end of
A

1P,

0 401 210 50

.0- 46 210 50

0 -6o ' 190 . 5o

10 60 190 50

lo 8o 190 5o

10 80 .' .190 50

10 80 190 o
10 , 120 190 50

-10 120 190 '. 50

10 150" '. 200". 56

140. 1,580 '43,4/30 -900

00 120 -60

, 0. 120 60o
o no 6o

/ 0 110 6o

lo. loo 6o. 4

'o 10/ 100 6O
16 ' loo 6o'

10

10
10

" 120

41.

.-*
- 0 6o 38o 7o 0

,0 416 60 . 58O 70 0

0 A V00 330 60 o .

30, 100 330 6o ra
30 130 310 60 20

30 130 310 6o 20

30 130 310 6o 20

IP 30 .200 310* 6n R0 0

\ 30 200. 310 60 20

30 230 32o 6o 2e
420 2,560 5,82n 111,100 -240

0

0

..

70
'70

0.

570

570
OA, 130 510,,,

410w 130 510

6o 180 14,90

6o 18o 490

60 180 490

60

60. 90 5

510
16

70 ' 320 520

840 '' 3,540 9,200

1 }
tabley.

-continued on next pdge

110 60 f

110 60

110 I 70 .

1,940 1,100

. .

190 4 110

190 110
170 110

, 170 110

160 120

160 120

t '160 120

190 '130

' 190 130

. 200 130

3,180 2,160

.

90 0

90 o

90 0

90 k 0
' 90 C 40 _

90 4o

90 40

90 50'

90 . 50 ,

90 50 390 240

I,620 ., 540 .4,820 3,820
...--

280 200

280 200

.250 190,

250 190

e5o ,.' 210

250 210

250 210

290 230

290

,

230



o

'Table
,

'Continued
,

Costs for, Average Child, 1 970 41/ North.Cenrral/Aural Nonfarm

, aaAge of ch/ld

('years)

II
Estimated cost for--

_Total,

Food '

Clothing 'Housing
,

At
tThle 2/

Away
. 'from

home

ECONOMY

'Under 1
1

2-3

!t,

4-5

7-9
10-11
12

13-15 :
16-17

Total

LOW-COST
Under.1
1

2 -3

4-5

"6
7-9
10-ri
12

16-17

Total

MODERATE-COST 4

Under 1
1

2 -3

4-5

t,

7-9
10-11 4

12

13-15

16-17

Total

4,

J

1.

Dollars ,Dollars Wlars Dollars 'Dollars Dollars

ky; ', '11'

680 4 'fr4- 140
710 1 170
650 -160 160
690%, 200 190
W20 200

19°
76o 240 230
800 . 28o 270
85o 28o 270
88o 310' '300

;30 350 340
14,020 4,420 4,280

a. , . .

1,050 A ' 180 180
1,080. 210 210
,960 210 210

1,010 260- 240
1,050 260* 240 .-.,

1,100 310 290
,

1,140 . 350 : ,330
1,250 370 340
1,280 409 370

'17380 416 420
20,550 5,690 5,350,

.
.

1,480 200 2Q0
L,530 250 250
1,380 -240 240
1,460 320 280
1,590 330 280
1,650 390 A- 340
1,130 470 : 420
1,820 .

1,940
1;7)2(0 f 420

. ,
470

2,100 580
30,600 7,200 *6 50o

0 1,11' 40

o . 4o
0 . 50

10 s' . 50

10 '80
,

1 '.' 7-142 i . Bo
10

. ,
80,

'10 10
10

.

110
10 120
140 1

,
44o

0' 60
0 60
0 8o

20 80
20 120
20 120
20 120

, 'ao 30 180
, 30 180

30 220
340 2,320

0 70'
0 70
0 110

40 10
50 170,
50 '-170
50

190 2 g
50 260
0, 320
700 3,280-,

230

230-
a '200

'200
.

190
120

1,90

200
200
200'

, 3,600 '

420

420
340

340
1320

.... 320

320

3?0

320.
' 320

6,040

, 630,,
, 630

'530

530
520

520

'520

540
540

.550"

9,760

See footnotes at end of table.

1

,

Medical'

care
Edtca-

ttou.

Trans-
porta-,

tion

All

other.

' Dollars Dollars Dollars.Dolfara

.

.410 0 170-1- 60
40 0 170 6o
40 , 0 1-40

11
60

40 0' 140
.

6o
. ', 40 "10 '.1:40 60

40 10 140 `, - 60
40r., 10 140 60
40 10 140 70

. 40 - 10 140 70
30 . 10 150 704\

790 \ 120 2,600 1,140
t

A 0,- 204- 110
. 60 ", 0 , 220 110

.0 180 iCo
50 O. 180 100
50 10 18411 110
50. 10 180 110
50, 10,' 180 110
50

4
10 200, 120

50 10 200 120
50 10 210 1120

. 920 120 7 4,460 2,000
..--

.
90 0 - 300, ' 190

'0 360 \ 190
Bo'

So
0 ,

0

250 \
52

170

170
80. 40 190
8o 4a" 2 \ I90
8oi

80
lo
40

260 :

290
190

'210
80 ,40 290 210
00o 40 3 ' 220

1,480 480 '4,920 +,480,.--

. , .

continued on next page .

,
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4k Table 1 continued'

Costs for Averkge)Child, I 9 70 1/

Age oS
(years) Total

Total

ECONOMY

Dollas -.Dollars

-Under 1 870 160

al 900 190

'2-3 820 190

4-5 86d 230

\*. 6 r 910 230
950. 270

10-1i 1,000 20

12 1,040 32o

13-15 1,070 350
16-17 ------ 1,150 . 390
-Total '17,440 , 5,020

LOW-COST
Under 1 1,200 200

. 1 1,240 240

2-3 .1,140 230

4-5 1,200 290

6 1,230 290

7-9 1,280 340

lo-11 1,340 400

12 1,420 '4C0'

13-15 1,460 440
.1,620 I- 490

23,910 6,291

MODERATE-COST
Under 1 1,570 220

1 1,620 27o

1,530 27o

4-5 ,1,620 36o

1,700 '350
4 7c9 1,770 1420

10-11 .1,640 490

12 1,990 510

13-15 2,040 .560

14 16-17 .2,270 62o

Total '2,830 7,770

See Ontnotesat end of table...

oo

4

North Central/Urban
.

Estimated cost for--

Food

Clothing
Housing . Medical

hare '

Educa...-

tion

Trans-
ports,
tion

'All

otherJ.At

1 home 2/

Away
Pram
home

Dollars Dollars: Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars

160
190
190

ROO

250

300
300
330-
370

4,740

200
' 240

'230.

260
260
310,
370

370
410
460

:220
270

' 270

-3611

370
44o
456
500
560

7,010

I

r
40
4o

o // 50
20 50

20
7 9D' 20

''
20
20
20 13fr

20 140

280 1,620

350
350
300
300

290

=310
5,420

6o 490
6o' 490

90

90
380
380
380
390
390
leoo

7,300

140

140

140
190

190

- 260 %

2,600

o 80

v ,

66o

o -8o '66o

o 0 130 580,

5o 134 Alt ,58o

5o 180 55o

5o 44:I? 550
5o 18o '550,

60 260 _ .570

60 Mo. 570

6o
36o, 590

760' 3,520, 110,400

13

50,
50
50
50 .

50
50
50
50
50

900

70
70
6o
60
60
60
60
60
60
6d

1,100

'90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90

1,620

180
180
150
150

90
90
80
80

20 140 90

20 140 90

20 140 99
20 140 90

20 / 140 90

20 150 90

240 2,660 1,580

0' 240 140

0 240 140

0 219 13Q
0 210 130

20 200 140 .

20 200 140

20 200 140

20110
20

210
210

150-

150

20 230 160

240 3,820 2,560'

0 310 210

0 310 210

0 270 190

0 27D 190,

40 270 220
40 270 220
.40 270 220

40 290 230

140 290 230
40 320 250

480 5,120 3,920

Sr'continued on next page
-..-4



'Table I continued
Costs 'for Average Child, 1970 1/

Age of child
(Years)

Under 14
1

2-3

4r5
6

7-

1

13-15
16-17

Total

LOW-00iT
Under 1
1

2-3
4-5

6

7-9
10-11
12

13-15
16-17

Total

0

'South /Farm
'Estimated cost for--

11,

Total
Total =

.

Fo9d

At Away

home 1 "'ca.
! home

Clothing
°

Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars

i7

70 14o
00
90 - 170

ci

6 ,

7
6

740 '' ' 220-

170

250

170

140

200

170

230

20

20 90

o
0
0 60

60

4o
4o

'210 190 20 90

830 290 m0
270 20 90

880 290 270 20 1304 910 320 300' 2P 13o
1,010 360 34o 20 170
14,640 4,600 4,320 no 1,720

1.000 180 180 60
.1,140 ,h0 220 0 '6a
1,090 210 210 0 110
1,150 4'270 240 30 no
1,190_ 270 240 30

A
150

1,'230 310 280, 30 150
1,280 360 31b 30 150
1,38o 380 34o 440 200
1,410 410 370 -40 200
1,540 460 429 40 . 250

22,850 5,810,, 5,330 480 2,760'

140DERATE-COST .

Under 1 1,600 220 220 0 801 ... 11,610 . " 260 ' 260 0 80213 , 1,606 260 go 0 1404.5 1,00 - 350 210 60 1406 1,800 i 350" - 280 70' 2007-9 . 1,860 p 410 340 70 20010-11 1,930, 480 410 70 20012
l 2,080 490 420 70 28013-15 2,130 540 470 70 28016-17 2,320 600 520 80 360Total 34,170 . 7,550 6,570 980 3,760

See footnotes at end of table.

14

Housing

1/

I-'

Medical
care

Educa-
tion

Trans
porta -

tion

All 1..

other
4/

Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars

210 0 16o 8o
210 0 . ,16o '80
200 0 154. 70'
200 0 d 150 3 70
180 10 140 8o
180 10 14o 8o
180 lo' 140 80'
190 10 140 1

80 '

190 10 . 140 80
200 10 150 Bo

3,460 120 2,620 1,400

410 70 250, ' 130
410 70 :250 130
370 60 0 220 120
370 60 '0 220 '120
340 60 20 ,220 130
340 60 20 220 130
340 - 60 20 220 130
340 60 20 240 140
340 60 '' 20 C 240 140
350 _ 60 20 250 150

6,400 I, 1,10? 240 4,160 ' 2,380

610 loo 0 380 210
610 100 0 380 210
560 100 0 - 340 200 .

560 100 0 340 200
530 100 60 340 220
530 100 60 340, 220

° 530 100' rw 60 . 340 220
550 100 60 370 230
550 . 100 60 370 230
560 100 60 -39d? 25o

'9,960 1,800 720 6,420 3,960

continued on next page,



Table i continued

Age of child

(years) Total

Costa for Average Child, 1970 1/

Estimated Cost for--

Dollars Dollars( Dollars Dollars' Dollars Dollars Dollars

1
Food

1 At
Sway

Total rhomelf * from
he

' Clothing
Housing Medical

1/\ . care

South/Rural Nonfarm

Educa-
tion

Trans-
porta-
tion

All
other

It/

Dollars

ECONOMY
Under
1

2-3

4-5

'6
7-9

10-11

12

13-15 ,

16-17

Total

1

.

720 150 150 0 40 230 , 40

750 , 180 180 0 4o 230 49

670 170 170 *4 0 6o 190 30

72Q. 220 200' 20 60' 190 30

730 200 190 10 80 190 30 "

770 240 230 10 80 . 190 30

810 28o 27o fa 8o 190 30

850 290 270 20 100 200
1 1(0)

880 320 300 20 100' 200 * / .

950 360 346.) 20 120 200 30 -,

14,300 4,560 4%340 220 1,440 3,560 560

. Y
LOW-COST

Under 1 - -, 1,160 , 180 180 O./ ' 70 450
2g,

1 4 1,200 220 A 220 0 70 450

2-3 1,080 210 . 210. 4- 0 100 370 6o

4-5 r 1,140 '70 210 '30 100 370 -60

6 4' 1,140 270 2140, 30 130 330 60

7-9 1,1so 326 290 30 130 ;' 336 - 64

10-11' 1724o 370
,---'

34o -30 - 130 330 60

12 1 1,310 370 340 30 180 340 50

13-15 a 1,340 400 370 30 180 % 340 ' 50

16-17 r 1 1,480 . 450 420 30 240 350 50

Total i 22,280 5,800- ,e'

.

5,380 420
.

52o- -6,420, 1,020
A

Under 1 1,780 2140 240 '0 90 710 100
MODERSTE-COST

1

st

..

e

1 1,820 ',* 280 280 0 90 710 100

2-3 1,670 270 270 0 140 610 100

4-5 ir 1,770 370 310 60 ' veo, . , 610 100 ,-

6 ..
T

1,85o 360 300 60 190 590 .00

7-9 1,94.0 42o 360 6o 190 590 loo

10 -11 1,990 500 440 60 190 590 loo

12 2,1701, 510 440 79 20 610 100

13-15 21020 560 490 7o 290 610
lg

41a
2, 50 630 550 80 410 62O

al 35,770 7,870 6,950 920 '3,86o 11,080 1;800

844 footnotes at end of table.

5

Dollars

at

Dollars

It
70

0 80

0

0 70 .

10 . 140 80

10 140 .80 /

lo 1410 '-r'' 80

10 1410 -, 80

10 140 80,

0 80

10 150 . 80

120 2,660 1,400

0
270 130
270 130

0
0 220 120

0 .. 220 120

10 210 130

10 Mo 130

10 210 130

10 230 130

10 230 130 ,

10 240 140 ,

120 4,080
,

2,320

0 400.7 , 240..

0 400` 240,

0 330 226

0 % 330 220

5o 320 246 4

50 32o 240

50 320 24o

50 350 26o

50 350 260

50 370 - 270

600. 6,180 4,38

continued on next page
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Table 1 continued
Costs for Average Child, 1970 1/

4%. SoUth/Urban

Age of child

(years) Total

Food

Total
At. f

hmme 2/ I

Away

from
home

ECONOMY

Dollars DollarS Dollars Dollars

Under 1 - 150 150 0
1 '86o 18o 180 0
2-3 180 180 180 0
4-5 820 220 !200, 20
6 850 210 '' 200 10
7-9 - 890 250 '240 10
10-11 930 290 280 10
12 1,000 4 300 280 20

. 13-15 . 1,020 3223 0300 20
'16-17 1,070 370 350 20

Total 16,470 '4,670 1 4,450 220
,

LOW-COST 0
Jnder 1 1,160 190 190 s. 0
1 1,200 230 ,230 0
2-3 1,090 220 7' 220 0
4-5 1,140 41 ', 270 r 250 20
6 , 1,150 l 270 250 20 -

1,190 310 290 , 20
10 -11 1,240 360 340 20
12, 1,340 ,370 340 36
13-15 1,380 I 410 380 30
16-17 1,490 :4 460 430 30
Total 22,480 5,840 5,500 . 3it0

.

MODERATE-COST ?
Under 1 1)710 240 240 0
1 1,760 290 290 0
2-3 -1,670 280 280 0
4-5 ic 1,750 360 310 50

74 I.

'1,860 ' 370
1,920 '' !*30,

310 '

370
60
60

10 -11 2,000- 510 450 - 60
12 2,160 520 450 . 70
13-15 2,220 . 58a 510 70
16-17 . r- 2,410 630 1 560 70

Total. 7 35,570 8,010 , 7,130 880
.

Estimated cost for--

Clothing Housing Medical
care

Educa-
tion

Trans-
porta-
tion

All
other

11/ .

Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars

50
50
60
60

100
100
100
Poo

''140

1,780
140 .

.

70
'70 .

100
100
140
140
140

320
, 32o

40
40

270 40
270 40
260 40
260 40
260 40
270 40
270 40
270 4o

4,900 720

470 70
470 70
400 60
1400 60
350 60
350 60
350 60

0 180
900 180 90

0 150 80
0 150 80
10 140 90
10 140 90
10 140 90
10 150 90
10 150 90

120 2,700 1,580

10 150 . 90

0 220 140
0 220- 140
b 190 120
0 190' 120
20 180 130
20 180 130

'20 180 130
,,190 30c,, ,

6o 20 200 140
190 ,360 60 20 200 p40
220 370 6o , 20 ). 210 150

2,5$0 6,820 1,100 240 3500 2,400
.

--11.
90 710 100 0 330 240
90 710 100 0 330 , 240

14o 630 100 i 0 290 230
14o 630 loo 0 290 230
190- i.600 100

21°01

290 250
190 600 100 290 250
190 60Q 100 60 290 250
280 620 100 60 310, ' 27Q
280

.

620 ,A.

100 60
. 310 270

360 640 100 60 340 280'
3",720 11,310 4 1,800 720 5,480 4,540

See footnotes at end of table.
)

. 1
continued On next page



Age of child
(years') Total

t.

'ECONOMY

Under 1
1

2-3
4-5 .

6 . -

./i i
7-9
10-11 ------- c
12

13-15
16-17

Tot'al -4

LOW-COT-
Under 1
1

2-3 x

Dollard

640
680

700
740
800
84o
880
920

00
1,060

15,170

..

r 980

.1,020

970
4-5 1,040

6 1,080

7-9 1,120

10-11 1,180
12 i i 1,270

i
1

Ap 13-15 1,310
OIL 16-17 1,410

Total 20,840

MODERATE-COST
Under 1 1,400

.1 1,40
2-1 I,330
4-5 1,420

6 1,540
7-9 1,610

10-11 1,690

12 1,810.

13-15
,

a,870
16-17 2,020

Total 29,560

Set footnoted at end of table.

Table 1 continue
Coats for Average Child,'19.70 J

Estimated cost for--

Food

C1oting
Housing

1/

Medical
care

Educa-
tionTotal

At
home 2/

Away
ficm

hbme

Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars- Dollars Dollars

Northeast/Farm

Trans- All
porta- / other

tion

Dollars Dollars

150

190

190
230
230
27o

310
320

350..

400

5,010

200
e 240

230

300

300
340

400
410

450

500
6,380

240
290
280

370
360
430
510

530
590

64o
8,080

.

I50
190
190

, 220
220
2g

310

340'

390

4,870

se 200
240
23o
270
270
310

370
380

420

470

'5,960

240
290
280
32o

310

380
460

470

530'
58o

7,320

0 t

0

0

10

10

10

10
10

10

10
140

0

0

0

30

30

30
30

30

30

30
420

0
0

0

50
1 50

, 50

50
6Q
60

6o

760,

30

30
50

- 50
90
90

90'

110

110

150

1,540

50

50

90
90

120
120

120

180

180

190

2,280

70

70
120

120
Pro
170

170

240

'240
27o

3,140

220
220
-230
230
230
230
230

, 240

240
250

4,200

390

390
33o
330

310
310

310

320
320

330

5,900

560
560
147,p

470
470
470
470

43o

480
500

8,740

.

N

50

50

50

50

n 50

5o

50
jU

50

50
900

.'

60
60

6o
6o

60

60
6o

60

60'

60
1,080

90

90
80
8o
80

80
80
90
90 .

90.

4,520

0
0

0

.0
10

10

10
10

10

10
120

0

0

0
o
10

10:

10
10
10

10
120

0
0

0
0
30

30
..f30

3o

30
30

360

1
i

).241

120

120
120
120

120
120
120
120

-130
2,180

v

190

190
170
17o
170

170

170

180

1.8o

200,,

'3,200-

280
280
230
230L

25o
250 ,

250
26o
260
290

.4§00

70
'70

60
60
.70

70
70
70
70
70

14220

- Y

90
90
90
90
110
110
110
110
110

126
1,80

160
160
150

150_
1.8o

180
180
180
180

3, 0'

Continued on next page

t
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Table 1 continued'

Costs forAyerage Child, 1970 1/

4

Northeast/Rural Nptarmi-

ECONOMY
Under 1
1

2-3
425

6

7 -9

.10-11
12

13-15
16-17

Total

Age of child
(years), Total

Total

Food./

At
home 2/

Dollars Dollars Dollars

73o 160 160
760 , 190 190
740 190 190
780 2'30 220
Boo 230 220
84o , 270 260
890 --. 320 310
920 320 310
950 50 34o

1,110 390 380
15,620 ,5,020 4,880 r

LOW-COST

Under 1 .a. 1,170 200 200
1 1,210 240 240
2-3 I,150 249 240.
4-5 1,210 300 270
6 4- 1,270 290 260
7-9 1,330 350 ,.320
.10-11 1,390 410 b 380
12 r 1,470 ,.., 410 380

13 -15 16,510 450 420
16-17 4,660 510 470

Total 24,146e 6,460 6,020

#

MODERATE-COST ..

I

Ugder 1 - - -a 1,720 240. 240
1 I,770 no' 290
2-3 1,710 '- 280 28o
4-5' 1,810. 380 320
6 I,950 390 32o i.

7-9 / , 2,010 450 38o
10-11 2,100 540 470
'12 2,260 540 470
13-15 2,32o '600 530 :
16-17 2,550 670 590
Total 57,030 8,350 7,370

10 'I
Sei footnotes at end of table.

,

Estimated cost for

Away
from.

home

IClothing
Housing

1/

lo,Medical

care
Edu&t-
tion

Tians-
porta-

tion

All
other

4/,

Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars'

0 40

l, 0 -. 4o
0 50

.10 50

10 80
10 80
10 80
10 100
lo 100
10 190

I,54o140

0 60
0 ' . 6o
o 90

30 90
/ 30 130

30 130
30 130
30 200

30 200.

, 40 250
440 2,560

0 80
o 80
0 I30

60 t.,130

70 - 190
70 190

." 70 /P- 190
70 290
70 290
80 380

,i980 3,740

18

250

250
23o
230

230
230
23o
240

'24o

250

4,260

4o

40

40

140

40
4o

4o
° 40.

4o
40

720

o

0

0
0

2/

2/
2/

2/
1/

10.
20

,,

160
160

150

150 '

140
I40

I40

.140

140

2, 61g

%.8o

8o
80

8o
8o
80
80
80
80

,.,
80

1,440

w

46o
46o

410

66
60

60

* 0

0

0

250

25o
220

14o,

'.. 140,

130
410 60 0 220 130

- 400 60 ?0 220 150
400

400
60
60

20
, 20

220 ,

220
150

150
400 60 20 230 150
400 60 '20 230

1)g

410 60 . 20 250 1

7,38Q 1,080 240 4,120 2, 20

I'

,%) 710 90 0 350 250
710 90 0 350 25o
650 90 o . 32o 240
650 90 0 320 24o
640 90 6o 320 260
64o 90 60 320 260
64o

. 90' 60 320 260
66o 90 6o 34o 28o
660 90 6o 340 280
68o 90 60 370 300

11,860. 1,620 720 6,000 4,740

continued on next page
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Table 1 continued,
Costs for Average Child, 1970 1/ Northeast/Urban

Me of child
(years.) Taal Total

Dollars D24ar s

ECONOMY

, Uncie, 1
1 -
2-3
4-5
6 ..-
7-9
1.0-1.1

'II . 12 .,-""
13 -15

Total - f %

16 -17

,
..

LOW -COS

Fqod

Ai
home

Away
fromhe

Clothing Kous ing
..3./

Dollars Collars Dollars Dol.lars

Estimated cost for--

1111. 730 \ '170 . 179
' 760 , :200 ' 206.

750 ':200 2

. .790, 240 2
' 81o' . 24o 220'

850 ' 280 260
9oo 33o 310

, 93o 34o . 320.
'960, ', 37A ' , , 350

. 1060 410 - 390

1,-,660 15,26b ; 14,9§o 1

.. . ,

Medical I Educ a-,
. care I tion

Trans-
porta-
tion

All
other

Dol 1 rs. Dollars Dollars, Dollars
.7A----

.

.
I- J J 1

. ,0 40 300 40 0 100 ...4. 80

. 0 40 300 40 , 0 100 . 80
-.. e0: 70 1 270 , .40 0 90. 80

, 20 70 270 40 0 -1 90 80
20 no 260 140 10 i 80 BO

... ZO 100 260 4o 10 80 80
100 26o 4o 10 8o 8o

.. 20 13,0 . 270 . 40 10 8o 8o
:.20 , 'no. . 270 40° 10 80 80

; 20 ' 150 280 40 10 90 8o
. '. 428o 11,;70o 14,880 720,, 120 1,540 1,440

*

o 10' 140 60' 0 150

°
90

;0 ,60 ! 420 60 0 150

2Q . 90 360
50 0 140

360 50 0 140
, ks 1 #0 330 50 10 130

.20 , ! t30 330 5o 10 130
, *2.0 13 . 330 50 10 130

20 '340 , 50. 10 150 '. . 1.7g .

-- 20 ",l7 ''.' 344 ' 50 10 . 150 1Tio
°- 20 : 199 ...,, 3140 50 10 1.6o , 120

280 ,320 6,3o 920 ,120 2,56o ,1,82o
-. .

I,- *
" 0 8o . 670. ,t

o -or .80 670. 0 0 14b- ,i, 610
, '9) 140 - r N 610

6d 190 . 600
1 6o ...' ).90 6ao

' 60 ; , 190 . 600
' ". 60 , 280 62o

160 28o' 62o.

-, -. 70 :350 63o
840 . 34,68o ,,, 11;120

6

90
90
90
90
90

1,620

0 270 190
0 270 W.
0 250 200
0 250 200

50 250 230
50 ,250 230
5o 250 23o

;50 280 240
.... 50 280 , 240

50 300 250
-6Do 4,760 4,1 020

90'
90
90
90

100
100

. . , .

Und,er 1 . 990, 210 ,. 21.0 .

a 'a -------T ----- , 4 1,030 . 250, .'t 250
i

2-3
14-5 A ' 1 i '030 300 1. t280

AO a 2N 250. ,

. 6 ' -.- 1,050 500 ii 280
7-9 1,1,1o° . , ,., 35q .1Pc, 330

.10.,11 1,160.. ., lab , . , 390 ,

12' - - - -1- - - --- 1,25 420 400 `
1.

.,---.7 . .

" 13 -15 4 1,2 ^II '4'50 1430
r. 16-17 -- - 1,380 , -- 51e. 6, 1 410 , ,

Utal /20;560 . '6,520 , .6,240
.

4
MODERATE -CCS T ' . . . ' . / ..

tinder 1 . , 1 , 560 , 266 ' 200
1- .. . ..1,620 , Po ' 32o'
2-3 - 1 ' 11600 : -310 310.'
1415 .-- -.'' : 1,694; low 150 ..
6 ----%-r*2----*

1 '6, 11840 '''' 1410: :: . 350.
7-9 . 1;890 ,. 48o : . '. 420
ran . -. 1 ,9i3G1 ,\, :570. , 510

.22 ? I 2,110 "4 ' '' 570 . : .. 511
13,15 ," 2,190 ' 410 .1 .570
16-17 ' I Q ;376 - ". ' No ( 63o

. 34,650 4 ':8,850 . 8,-010.Total
6 f

See footnOtes at end of-ii.ble . - , '.o
'

> -,

-...

. 11 .
66 1 : 1, a , continued'on next page
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!VS

80

80

8o
.B0

80
80
8o
8o
BD

440 I"
At

90
90

10000

100

0
0

820

190
).99
too
00
230
230

230
240

240

250
020

Table 1 c.ontinuedr
Costs for Average Child, 1970. I/

.' Estimated o
Age ii child

(years)

es

Total
I -

Total

,Food 1

I At'

home 2/ from

homek
.

Awa..y

$

Ed0NOW
Ipder 1.
1

2-3
4-5

6

.7-9

10-11
12

13-15
'16-17

Total,

LOW-COST \

Under 1
3.

6
7-9
10-11
12

13-15
16,17

1. ...I.

Dollars

980
1,010
880
920
970..

1,010

1,050
1,090
1,120

1;230
18,600

1,320

1,370
1,250
1,320
1,3.0
1,420
1,47o
1,580
1,620

1,770
26,37o

MODERATE-COST 4
Under 1 1,8Z$/

1,8901 2

2-3 1,730
' .44.5 1,830

6 ,- ,1 1,980.

10? .." 2,030
,- 10-11 2,130

.
12 2,310
13-15 2,370
16-17

,

/2,610
Total 37,880

See footnotes At end of fable.
. , -

0

le-p.:' (1

. ,

- Dollars
A '

V Dollars- Dollars :611ars

,:...a

o

.

:

-1.

a4

-

c.,nCinurd on

.

0,

.444

.

,

r,g

,'

A

A

,

16o
190
180
220
230

27Q
310

31
34

4A
4,96o

190
240
230
300

290
350
400
1400
440

510
6,37o

240
290
280

389
.370
440
520

530

590
670

8,220

.

$.

e

16o

190

190

220
''''1220

F260

"300
300
330

390
4;80o

190
240
230

% 270
'260

320
37o

37o
Lao-

470
5,93o

r

'240

290
280
320

310
380
460

460
520

590
7,300.

0 .

10

ID

10

10
1'0

. 10

0

17o

/
. 0

0,
, 0

30

30

30
-30

3o

3d
4o

44or

0

. 0

0

60

60
. 60

60

/0-

70

, 80

920

50
. 50

to

6'

10,,

.'_,0

.1-='

13 -_,

11 ,1-

i. .:,-_

1,A-.,

100

150

10
150

- .2",:0

220

230

2 ,t,..0

50

30

130

130

,200

200
200

300
300

350
3,790

1 .

J)k
,

....

..

-%
.

:

.

.4 A

-10

?,'00

3-4c,'

30c
. _C

-DC

-.1.:

72'3

G20
t;2C

!Si()

1-10

t1C
,30

630
r' '170

11,41.0

.

tr.

a
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Table 1 continued,

.7,-'1.t.4 :or Average Child, 41970 1

I'

.West /Urban

-Estimated cost for--
i

--r---4
',.'"1.r,,g 1

-'''

I Pausing

.i. I

Medical
care ''

EducaL
non

,

Tran4-
porta-
, ta on

All
other

1 ars Dollars Dollars Dollars. Dollars Dollars

-3 D 70
;40 70
°`C 60
300 60

1,vs, 290 Go
.: . :qo 6o
A --)." ,C

50
4-0

tr..) /0
$

.r." 1,1Po -7

.,;$: ar, *IN

..,',.. or
.

y.
.4c

,,-

,

."1-'

":-
P4.7!

2,-,

50
r.

,...,-.. 80
. -.1 o-

". i",-.. ' ,',,.'",

lir,
r

117
110

(1') 110
'1? :10

' 110
(y) 110
(4) 110

Ao
, 160 1 , 80

0
0
0
o'

'10
10
10

10
10.,
10

170
170
150
150

1,I!)

IGO
1140

1140

140
150

90
9Q

8o
80
90
90
90

.. 90
90
90

120 02',,1 1,'.80

0 240 140
0 24.0 110
0 210 140
0 210 140

10 210 150
ID .210 150
10 ' ?10 150

10 220 160
10 220 160
10 ' 250 170

l.....,.,'0 4,96G; 2,720
t

0 330 230
0 330 230
0 290 230
0 . 290 230

50 300- 260
50 102 260
50 300 260
50 330 27o
5o 330 2K
50 360 300

(00 5,660' 4,620

I .1! nl more tnan rive, children. V Includes home-produced
. -" a.re i n, ari wittfr,`10.1seholl °Orations, and furnishings and

Irpn$1, rarer.. 2J Less than $5.00.



Differences In the Cost if Raising Natural vs. Foster- Children '

The direct cost data in Table I were derived from a very !arg¢ national sample of-households andidid not
pertain specifically top U)ster children In some cases foster parents incur greater direct costs in raising a fos-
ter child than they incur in raising their Own children- Our studies of Toster parents' beliefs about cost of
non-handicapped foster children suggest that 'most parents feel the expenses of raising foster children are
quite similar to the expenses of raising artaverage child of the same age and vex. However, there are some
areas where parents and agency workers do seedifferences due to foster child status A foster child may eat
more food and may be harder ori clothes at least initially Foster parents may end wp buying more toys for a
foster child than they would for' a natural child, especially if the turrtover of foster, children in the area'is
fairly high and the foster parents let the foster children take the bikes, sleds. etc . with them when leaving
the family Our research_ also shows that foster parents often use Hrand name clothes to build up the foster
child's self concept

r



Table 2: Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage
Ea'rners and Clerical Workers by Region (1967=100)

-
Annual
Alierage All Items

Total
Food Housing

Clothing
(Apparel &

Upkeep)
Trans-

portation

NortlfCentral Region

'

1967
r

1968
1969
197(1
1971
1972
1973
19/4
19.75-
1976

100 0
11)4.3
109.9
116.1
120.4
1240
131.5,
145 7

'1585
1676

I 00.0
109 2
114 7
117 6
117.6
121,8
141.2
161 8
173.3
179 9

100 0
1043
110.3
118.
132 0
126 0
130.4

'644 9
- 160 0

169,9

.

100.0.
1Q5 8
III 5

,116.0
119.8
1,22.4

127.1
136.0
142.2
147 5

100.0
103.4
107.
112.3
118.7
11,9.4
123.7
138.1'
149.3
162.2

arlo.
Northeast Region 7'

. .
1967 100 0 100 0 100 0 100.0 . -_, 100.0
1968 104 2 103 6 104.0 105.9 1 103.0
1969 110 3 109 5 110 6 . 112.7 108.1
1.970 117 6 116 I Is, 119.0 117.4 116.3
1971 . 1238 121 0 ,1268 121.0- 123.1
1972 128 5 125 8 131 2 123 6 125.5
1971 136 7 143.0 140 4 127 9 128.6 ..,.
1974 11 7 _'"; 163 9 157 0 . 137 5 140.7
1975 . 164 0 177 0 0 3 143.0 154.6
1976 173 3 183 1 679 7 147 7 173.9

, -
Southern Region

1967: 100.0 100 (1 100:0 100.0 100.0
1968 PA 3 103.8 . 1045 105,0 103.0
1969, 110 4 109 7 112 0 '111.2 106.5
1970
1971

116 4 115 3
1183

120 1
1,25 1

116 1
119-7`

. 109.9
115.6

1972 1 ...4.8 123 6 129,4 122.3 116.4
1973 133(1 142 9 135 6 127 7 i 120.0
1974. . 1491) 164 153.4 137.3 136.0
1975 1 6 3 7 178.7 171 8 144 0 149 2
1976 t72 8 183 1 183 2 151 4 161.6.

Western Region

1967 , , 100 (I I 00 0 100.0 100:0 100.D
1968 " 103 7 102 8 103.9 105.2 102,43
1969 108 8 107 2 110 9 ' 110.2 1.05.4
1970 .114 3 112.0 120.1 k 114.7 10°9.
19,71 118 3 115 2 122 7 118.3 116.1
1972 122.1 120 4 127.1 1,20.9 116.1
1973 129 3 116...7 133 0 124 6 120.2
1974 142 9' 156 1 147 1 -I 133.5 134.1 r\
1975 157 7 189.9 165 5 \., 139.2 148s6 \
1976 167 3 173 7 177 7 143 7 . 1,62.2 ,

"

/
to 1973 the Bureau of labor Statistics began pubighing new 'set of consumer peke indexes winch measure price clamps in turban we romped by reams. The new Indexes ere

published four times year-lor fin months ot March. hew, September, arid December-in the monthly Convener Price ladex Report. The December fare mean ammeml avenge
Esther Than quarterly data Dem from thr December issue k Included In this table triortunalely, thecae...neer peke Index groups covered in nee regained breakdowns do not correspond
compirlely with the breakdowns In wits94 tables ood at honw,'.:Yood erms:crewrieonee.,'-"medkal care. "smatioe (reeding and ).' sod "all other (personal
care7lirting and recreation arerowel.:: for ram*, do not appear es npartde consumer price hedeses la the regional breakdowns. Nevertheless. the differences between the Who Mr
thesTemoups and the iellg CORSUIIWf prke inclex for thr ,Milhonsf Moreover, ibrentering the "eirekt coin ot loner cate, most probe would not be interested It hem by INS MOM.
meats sorsa,

Mk*
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able 3: Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage
Earners and Clerical Workers by Size of City 4967.100L

Annual
Average

/
Total

All Items Food Housing

Clothing
Apparel &
Upkeep)

Trani-
portalien

4.4 .Cities With an Urban-Population of 3.5 Million or gore

1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1-972

1973
1974
197,5

1976

loom 1 0.p. , 100 0
, 104 3 103 8 , 103 9

110 2 109.5 "" 11°0.5
117.4 116.2 119.0
123 0 120 2 125.6
127,.t 125.6 131.4
.135.6 143 1 137.8 71'602 163 6 ' 153 0
162 5 176 4 166 8
171.6 181 7 176 2

I d0.0
105.4
111.4
115.7
119 0
121.3
4262
135 0
139 2
142.7

100.Q
103.5
108.7
117.9
123.3
125.5
1-29.4

,142.1
155 9
173.2

Cities With an Urban Population of 1.4 Million to 3.5 Million

1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976

1'00.0 100.0' 100 0
104 4 11037
110.4 .109 4

104.4
111 1

116.6 115.3 118 8
121 7 118.5. 124 2
125 5 123 2 128 9
133 0 141 1 134 2
147.0 161 4 14

160.4 175.1
169.8 181 1 173:6

100 0
105 5
112.0
116 7
120 9
123 3
127 9
137 5
143 8
148 5

100.0
103
108.2
113

-#19 8
121 1

124 2
137.1

/1502
167 2

Cities With an Urban Population of 250,000 to 1.4 Million

1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976

,

100.0 mos) 100.0
104/O. 103 3 104.3
109 9 108 8 111.6

- 116 2 114 4 120.0
120 8 117.5 124 5
124.7 122 7 128.9
132 4 140 4 134 6
146.7 161 0 149 1
160 3 9174.8 165.7
169.4 180 4 ift 176.2

100.0
104 9
111.3
116 2
120 0
123 0
1288 .
137.6
144.0
151 I

. .

/
'

.

1000
102 8
106.2 .
110 3
116.0
117'4
121 4
136.0

.147 7
160 5

Cities With an Urban'Population of 50,000 to 250,000

)

1967
1968
1969
1970
1971'
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976

t

dik '''

100 0 100.0 100.0
104 3 103 3 104 3
109 7 108 8 11.0.5 .

115.5 113.9 118.0
120.) 117 1
123.9 122.3

123.0
127 7

131.7 140 4 133 9
..--

146 8 150 5160 5
,460 173 5 167.9

169 9 179.2 178 9

%

100 0
11(1151 95

116.4
120.3
123 0
127 7.
138.0
114551 4(1

v, ,

106 0
102.7
106 6
111 1

116.0
1164
119.8
135 0
114689

Cities With an Urban Population of 2,500 to 50,000

1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976

.

100.0 100 0 /100.0
104 0 103 2 104 I
109 I , 1,08.2 110 2
114 9 1139 117 7
119.5 117.3 122 4

. 122 9 122.0 1265
130.7 140 1 132 I
146,7 161.8 149 8
161,3 174.4. 169 1
171i0 179.7 f 181.4

100.0
105.3
111.1
115 7
119 6
121 8
125 7
135.4
143 3
150 4 .

.., 100.0
103.1
105.9
1097
113'2
116.1
120 1
135.3
148,1
161.4

Sk Nagai gm following pogo
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4 I
In 1972 the ihweal(Lolsor Statbdcs begin publishbe a new series of centime; price halms which measure prim dunes by city dm. The new Indexes are publland tow times ayear-for the months Merck, )une, Septembee. and December-As the month y' Consumer Peke index Report. The December batecontain annul average rathe( then quarterly data. Data from * December lam 1 Included hi tin table.
As with the melon. eonsulher sides Index breakdowns In If able the Index groups covered 0 tin city doe breakdown de not carrespond completely with the breakdown used in

the U.S.D.A. tabbeeNevertheiess. most d the index groups are Included and with only minor aidadaserds the -ail Items- breakdown Is a reasonable estimate al the miming Index
Fools. -.

The Bureau of Labor Statistics 4a0 Washes separate Monthly Indexes tor each of the five Myst metropolitan areas In the comumer pia Index (Chicago-Northwestindlairt. Ds-

- Anne
trek. In Angeles-Lon Beath. Mel York. New Jersey. and PhgadelphiM and separate quarterly indexes tor each of Ill other areas

Boston Dees , Kansas City Pittsburgh San FrancimolakiandBaltimore Cincinnati Honolulu Milwaukee Saint Laub SeattleIhillalo Cleveland Houston Minewstolis- San Diego Wathhigton. D.C.
PaulSt. . ,i 1 .. . .11 you are Interested In any of these IP areas; you should consul the recent awes of the MonthlyLabor Review or the tostarnser Price Index Report (usontilyY. for.spedlic Indexes for

these areas Indeed of using the more anent Wiens In this table.

Table 4 Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earneis and Clerical Wakers for the United States
(1967=100)

/Annual
Average

4

All
Items

Total
Food

Food
at Home

Food
away from

.Home

Clothing
(Apparel

& Upke ) Housing
Medical

Care'

Education
(Reading
& Recrea-

tion)
Trans-

portation

All Other
(Petsonal

Care, Read-
ing and

Recrettion
averaged)

r967 100-.0 100.0 1'00 0 100.0, 100.1' 100.0 100.0 100.0 110.0 100.01968 104.2 103.6 103.2' 105 2 105.4 104.2 106.1 104.7 1M3.,2 104.41969 109.8 108.9 108.2 - 111.6 111.5 11013 113.4 108.7 107.2 109.Q1970 116.3 114.9 113.7 119.9 116.1 114.9 +.413.4 112.7 113.31971 121.3 148.4 116.4 126.1 H9.8 124.3 128.4 '119.3 118.6 118.01972 125.3 123.5 121.6 131.1 122.3 129.2 13/.5 122,8 119 9 121.31913 133.1 141.4 14k.4 141.4% 126.8 135.Q ,1317 125,9 123 8 125.81974 147.7 161:7 161.4 159.4 116.2- 150.6 150.5 133,8 137.7 135.61975 161.2 175.4 175.8 174 3 142.3 166.8 168.6 144.4 150 6 147.61976 170.5 180.11- 179.5 186.1 147 6 177.2 144.7 111.2 ,165.5 155.8

To update the hens In this table, consult the Cansurner Rice Index Report nonthlyl. the Monthly Labor Revkiv:or the Statistical Abstract el the Unded (annual).

In calculating dig direct cost of foster child care, such costs should be added to the ,dpsts listed for the
average child. On other hand, the foster cave agency may reimburse foster parents for extra transporta-
.tivri, medical, and clothing costs incurred in raising a foster child. If these payments exist they must be sub-
tracted from the cost of care for art average 'child

Some possible means for dealing with cost differences for a child because of foster care status include:

Use available data at a higher budget level (use hioderate-cost rather than low-coSt figures, for exam-
ple).

Use a local pricing suryey.

Move the expense directly to the agency rather than the family.

Use parental records and receipts for special reimbursement.

In additipny taking into consideration all the variables -.430Mdered in Tablq 1, data is available to adjust
for differences in'threct,costs for families of different sizes based on the age of the youngest child. Unfor-
tunately, at the present time, the U.S.D.A. researchers have only compiled such data for two of the four
regions of the country: North Central and South.

Refining the Cost Estimates for food and Clothing

Food and clothing costs represent a substantial portion of the cost of raising children and seem to be the
direct cost items of most concern to foster care agencies in determining their payment schedules. Since the

a
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food and clothing cosf-data in Table I are based' on the "market basket" of goods and service's tying con-
sumed in 1960-1%1, some researchers may be interested in Other, secondary datii sources that would provide
more up-to-date direct cost information on this critical area

Th"14S. Department fat' Agriculture releases a ,report entitled "The Cost of -FOod at Fjorfte" each mPrilh,
Regional" estimates'. are available for Januaq each year. 'These reports cover the average cost of food at
hoine for children at four levels,of living: thrifty, low-cost, nioder iberaL. The estimates 'are
based on food budget plans which were revised in 1974. The s are evaluated an revised whenever new
information on food consumption, food prices, food corn sition, and nutritional n eds becomes available.
Therefore, these cost estimates are probably a (Imre a 'curate estimate of food cost at home than the data
in the food category in Table I. These estimates may found in the quartcrly.,,issue. of Family Economics

,Review published by the Consumer and Foodv Economics Institute,' Agricultural Research, Service.' U.S.
Department of Agriculture

The U S.D.A also-regularly publishes annual clothing Cost data for children of different ages for thclour
U S regions (North Central, South, Northeast, and West), for each of three levels of living (economy. low-
cost, and moderate-cost) These estimates may be found in the summer issue of the Family Economics -Re-
view The clothing cost data is based on the 1960-61 Bureau of Labor Statistics consumer expenditure sur-
vey adjusted to current dollars,using the "apparel and upkeep:. category of the consumer price index. This
is the same, procedure we have 1Sed in Worksheet A for computing clothing costs so the difference between'
tfie estimate you obtain using Worksheet A and the -U.S D A. estimate should be'ininimal.

Definition of Terms Used in the Direct Cost Method

iti

The following definitions may he useful for ungerstrielkg the materiP1 in this section.

Consumer Price'Index The consumer price indeVP I.) is a statistical measure of changes in prices of
goods and services bought by urban wage earnerssond clerical workers, including families and single per-
sons The index is often called the "cost-of-livld index," but its official 'name is Consumer Price Index
for Urban Wage Earners and Clerical Workers The index represents price changes for everything people
buy for livingfood. clothing, automobiles, homes, rent, home furnishings, household supplies, fuel,
drugs, and recreational goods; fees 'to doctors:lawyers, beauty shops; repair costs, transportation fares,
public utility rates. etc . including all taxes directly associated with ,the purchase of such items and their
continued ownership The consumer price index is a weighted, aggregative index number with "fixed" or'
"constant" annual weights; it often is referred to as a "market brisket.' index, because theliirocedure is
to measure price changes by repricing at regular time intervals and comparing aggregate .costs of a repre-
sentative market basket of goods and services in a selected base period

Level of Living The U S.D A. economy, low-cost: and moderate-cost fOuckplans were used to estimate
what families were living at similar levels When the tables in this section were compiled, the*U.S.D.A.
published datri on four food plans: the economy plan, low-cost plan, moderate- cosrplan, and liberal plan.
Recently, the U.S.D A stopped publishing information on the economy food plan and Regan writing
about a new "thrifty" plan These,five plans are described below.

(a) Economy This food plan is based on the 1955 U S D.A Food Consumption Survey. The iSer capita
cost of the ecotromy food plan was approximately the 10th percentile on distribution of households by
money value of food per persorl per week It should also be noted that the costs of the economy plan are
estimated at 80 percent of the cOst for the low-cost plan.

(brilltrifty- This food plan recently prepared by the Agricultural- Resefftch ,Service is being considered as
an alternative to the economy food plan in calculating coupon allotments for the Food Stamp Program.
The thrifty foil plan contains more meat. poultry, and fish and less dry beans, potatoes, and grain prod-
twts than the economy food Titan. Food consumption patterns of households surveyed in 1965-66 that used
food valued at or slightly above the cost of the economy plan ere adopted as the basis for defining the
kinds arlitamounts -of foods in the thrifty food plan.

(c) Low-cost Households were first put in order by the money value of food they used per person.
Those from the 26th to the 49th percentile were used as the model for food consumption patterns for the

22
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Worksheet A: Estimating the direct coats of raising a foster child using, U. S. Department
of Agriculture data

.. -
ii,

,
Step 1: In order to use this worksheet for

estimating the average ahnual direct cost of afoster child in a particular area, you must first be able to answer thelfoltowing three,questions:

(1) What proportion of the fOster children in the area Alive in urban, rurallsrm, and rural.nonfarm areas? (See the-definition's for an explanation of these terms.)'

ce
proportion living. in rural farm areas

proportion flying in rural nonfarm areas .

'proportion living in urban areas

-TOTAL 100 %b

(2) Within each of the three areas listegabove, whIr"proportion of the foster4children
living in the area are the agblistellibelow?

Mal Farm Rural Nonfarm

I

Agee - Areas. Areas Areas

'../Under 1 % 2 %
9), 1

0

%
lk 2- 3 % ( z

%
4 -5 'z % % '

. ''6 % % 2
7- 9 % %, %

10-11 .% %
. %

12
-
.

2 '

_

% '2 .
-

.13-15 2 2 2
r--7.--116-17 . 2 %

100 % 100 % 100 %

0) On an annual. basis, how much greater or less are the average direct costs of raising a
foster chiliPthan the direct costs of raising a natural child of the game age and sex?

Two additionfl facts are also needed before,this worksheet may be used., Please check off thecorrect blticks below.
. ....... .

. tly
What-region of the country are you interested?in?

North Central /includes the states of"IlliOdis, Indiana., Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, ,Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraski, North Dakota; Ohio, South Dakota, and Wisconsin)
South (includes the states of Alabama, 10

Arkansas, Delay/ire, Florida, Georgia.
leentuckyy Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, North CSrolipa, Oklahoma, Smith Carolina,
Tentless", Tex'as, Virginia, and West Virsinia)

Naitheeei (includes the states of Conn:Clicot,
Maine, Massachusetts, New:Hamp shite,MI. Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,- and Vermont) .. .

West
/

(includes 9e states of
n

Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada,
g1New Mexico,' Oregon, Ut4h;tshington and Wyoming)

.

t level of living are the foster families
in your area livin's$7 (gee the definitionsfor, in explanation of these terms.) r

4 _____lieconomy. /Est .. moderate-rost

ri.q . .

I,
:. .

(0)

Vir

Pie

Y

27
23

r

o



,
7

.

Step 2: Use the chart below to detdemine"the page numbers in Table 1

completing this worksheet.
you shoUld use in

Cost' Level

(ses quesstion 5

in Step 1)

Economy

Low-Cost

- Moderate-
Coat

RtC1ON bF COUNTRY (see question 4 in Step 1)

NORTHCENTAXL SOUTH NORTHEAST WEST

haw glgo
z

"gw go
z.

t hgw It
reR

1o hgw glz 2

7

7

7

8

8

8

9

9

10

10

10

11

,11

1;.

12

12

12

11

13

13

14

14

14

15

1,5

15

*

*

*

16

16

16

17

17

17. '

*I programming error invalidated estimates for the farm child in the West. Use the rural':
nonfarm data 1p 16) to appl'oximate he rural farm costs.

04,
S.

I

Step 3; Fill in the needed information below using the datain table- 1 and yopr knowledge
of the proportion of agency foster children living in rural farm, rural nonfarm, and urban
areas by age. (See question 2 An Step 1.)

Rural Farm Location

In Rural Farm Areas,
Proportion of Foster
Children of Ages:

Total Cost
Data from
Table 1:

UnAer 1 X $ $
i

1 X $ $

2- 3 X $ . $

4- 5 X $ - $

',,. 6 x $ 1 ,.. , $ '

7 -9 X $ . $

14-11 X $ . $

12 X, $ ' $

13 -,15 I $
:' $

16-17 I X $ $

4 .Average direct cost of iaising a .

child in a rural farm area .in a
1.00 Item (1) $ '41 specific region and at a specific

ir \1..level of living {in 1970 dollars).

Rural Nonfarm Location

In Rural Nonfarm Areas, Total Cost
Proportion of Foster Data from
Children of Ages: Table 1:.

Under 1 I

1

$ - $

1 $ . - $.
2 -3 X $ - $

'4- 5 x $ $

6 11. X $ . $

7- 9 1 $ . $

10-11 x.S - $

12 X $ $

13.-15 , X. $ $

1647 x- $ - $

cs,
Average direct cost of raising

4

child' in a rural, nonfarm area In a1.00 Item (2) $ specific region and at a specific
.level of living (in 1970 dollars).

24 m is-0'
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trban Location

In Urban Areas, Total Cost
FERportion of Foster pata From
Mildren of Ages: Table 1:

Under 1

1

2 -3

4- 5

6

7 -9

10-11

12

13-15 X' $ $

16-17 'X $ . $
, sl

Average direct cost of raising a
child in an urban area in a specific

a region and -at a specific level of
living (in "14170 dollars).

X

'X

X'

X

X

X

X

X

$ $

V
f---

/
$

$ $

$ - $.

$ $

$ $

$ - $

$ $

a

1:00 Item (3) $

Step 4: To calculate the average cost of a child in the entire region (not rural farm, rural
nonfarm, and urban locations separately),

multiply the proportion of foster children in_eachlocation by Items 1, 2, and 3. (.See question 1 in Step 1.)

AlA
Average / Proportion of Weighted

.Cost in, Foster Children Average Cost in
Location Each Region: in each location: each location(

Rural farm (Item 1) X - $

Rural nonfarm
(Item 2) .$ X

./ .

Urban (Item 3) $ X a
.$

Average directA.

cost of raising
a child iq a

ss.--
* , 1.00 Item (4) $ - specific region

....

and at a specific
lave} of living
(in 1970 dollars).41.

I.
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,Step 5:- Using Tables 2, 3, or 4, fill in the needed information below to adjuaJor Affer-
ences in the value of the dollar,between1970 and th5 year desired.

Table 4 enables you to adjust for regional difference% in the consumer
price indes.

'
Tatle,1 enables you to adjust the consUMer price index for cities of
different sizes

Table 4 contains the national average consumer price index for all
categories contained in Z.and 3.

To obta.i cost estimates comparable to the L970 data in Table 1 for a specified year,
multiply the 1970 Cost estimate (Item 4) by the appropriate index number for the per-
desired and divide the product by the index number for 1970,

3,

Note': Significant differences in price movements,occur-between rural and
urban areas and within urban areas of different sizes just is they occur
,between the major geographical regions. In general, prices rise faster in
urban areas thanrin rural areas and in larger urban areas than in smaller
urban alkab. Unfortunately, there is no easy way to take urban-rural dif-
ferenges into consideration since the consumer prtte index is essentially
an urban index. How0er, since 1973 the Bureau of Labor Statistics has been
publishing regional'breakdowns-for the consumer price index (see Taple2).
And since 1972, the Bureau has,been publishing consumer price index break-

- downs by city size (-see Table 3). In most cases, such regional and ;ay .

size breakdowns will provide'a more accurate estimate of the 'value of the
dollar for the are5pand the year desired than the national average consumer
price indek(see Table 4).

Average (Vett cost
of raising a chi10
in area (Item 4):

$ (A) X

Index number for
orear"desired from

. Table 2, 3,
or 4:

Average direct cost
of raising a child
After adjusting for
changes in the value
of a dollar:

(B) AB

per yefer.,Itetil (5) $

Index number for 1970
4 from Table 2, 3, or 4:

(C)

.

Step 6: Fill in the needea information below to adjust fbr difference* betweeW,the cos; ot.:' -

raising natural children and foster children (see question 3 in Step 1).

t

'Average direct cost of raising a child after
adjusting for changes in the value of a dollar (Item 5) $

Yearly direct cost adjustment because the child is
a fosker ch and not a natural child

erage dire ost of raising foster child ince
sp ific region after adjusting for differences
be ween the cost lOtaising natural children and
foster children

26

$

k

414,
Item (6)$ }ter year
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low-cost plan. This foa,Plan calls for smaller amounts of most foods, especially milk cheese and ice
cream., jpeat, poultry, and fish; fruit and vegetables 'other than potatoes; and bakery products. It Calls fore.

,largeraThounts of cereal. flour, and bread. Users of the low-cost plan are expected to select, most of tffe
time, the lower cost foods ridain food groupsground beef rather than steak and bread rather than fancy
rolls, for example.

(d) Moderate-cast Households from the .50th t2. the 76th percentile based on the ,money talue.kof food
per person were the model for the moderate-coff plan. This food plan not only includes larger q4antities
of meat and vegetables and fruit than the low-cost plan, but allows for more 'frequent purchas1 of the
higher priced cuts of meat and out-of-season foods. plan allows for meals with more variety and
less home preparation than does the -low -cost play. Greater discard of food beyohd the normal discard of
bone *id other inedible parts of food is assUmedin the moderate-cost than the low-cost plan.

6

(e) Liberal - Households from the 77th to the 92nd percentile based on the money value of food per per-
son w*e,the model for the liberal-cost plan. This food plan allows for a gre er variety of foods for con-
siderably more animal products,, fruits, and vegetables thap the moderate- ost plan. More expensive
choices within the groups account for ,nuch of the greater cost of he liberal p an. Greater diCard of edi-
ble food is assumed in the liberal than in the less costly plans.

The chart below may help you determine the food plan that foster families in your area can afford.

vs9

Food plan that families of different sizes and incomes can usually afford, winter 19761

incOme
(before tares)

I-person
families

2-person
families

3-person
families

4-person
c' families

5-person
families

6-person
families

S2,500 to
55,000

<-
Thrifty or
Lou -cost

. Thrifty or
Lov.-cost

,Thrift)2 Thrith Thritt) 2

$5,000,to Modcrate-coNt Lou-Lost or Thritt} or Thritt} or 1 hrift32 ,IhriftN2
SI 0,000' Moderate -cost Lou-um Lou -tot or Loss -cost

$1 0,000 to Liberal /Moderate -cost Lou -cost or Lou -cost Lov,t,oNt Thritt) or
$15,000 d Moderate-..ost Lou -cot

$15,000 to Etberal Liberal NIcAlerate-cot Lou -cost or Lou -cost Low-Lost.
520.000 . Moderate-Lost'

S20,000 to Liberal iber.a.1 Liberal .Moderate-t.ost Nloderatehst Lou-Lost.or
S30,000 Moderate -cost

I .
$30,0(50 or Liberal I iheral . Moderate -cost Moderate -cot Moderate-(0,,t
more or Liberal or Liberal or liberal

'nand oncosts for the load plans estimated for winter 1.976, and an data nom the Comwroer Expenditure Survey Snits Diary Data 1972 IBIS Report 444611, imdatid Sa oinks 1924
Nom haumnalds of this size and Omuta arr MO* for 1.4.11.6.1 It1,0.106 tM food Stamp Program

.kfter The ,plan shown is 016 COMM corresponding to the mother of persons in the Sootily and opposite ,ht latnin income before Wes. mks-shout IM an tad a typical Museltaid d
similar sic sod income speech for Mod It in the plan a InSity d that she sad income cam sanity lord

.0

Note: The economy food plan was used as a basis for the Pennock Co'',it of Raising a Child" study The U/S D A is now recommend-
ing the thrifty food pion as an ahernative to fhe economy food plan ,AdditIonal information on annual costs for a four-person family

s for three standards of living is availablefron the USbl Bureau of Labor Statistics for selected metropolitan and non-metropot6an
areas

Region The U S D AresearchAs divided the country ipto four geographic regions (excluding Alaska and Hawaii)

(a) North Central - Illinois. Indiana. Iowa. Kansas Michigan Minnesota. Missouri Nebraska, North Dakota Ohio, South Dakota
Wiroosm

It;) South - Alabama. Arkansas. Delaware Florida. Georgia Kentucky. Louisiana Maryland. Mississippi North Carylina. Oklaho-
ma South Carolina. Tennessee. Texas Virginia. West Virginia

(c)Northeast -Conne9e1dialaine. Massachusett) New Hampshire. New jersey. New York. Pennsylvania. Rhode Island. Vermont

(d) West Arizona. Calaornia. Colorado. Idaho. Montana. Nevada. New Mexico, Oregon. Utah. Washington. Wyoming



tfrbanuarion. feslaschers used census definitions to.determine where families lived in the ?Bur geographic regions
111

'(a) Rural farm - Consumer units residing on a farm "-A farm is defined as a place of 10 acres or more from which the sale of crops,
livestock products. etc (and/or government farm program payments) amounted to $50 or more.. or a place of less than 10 acres with
sales (and/or payments) of $250 br more A dwelling is not considered to be on a farm if cash rent is paid for the dwelling alone

(i.e.,. if thk dwelling iirentea,idparately from'the farm).

(b) Rural nonfarm - Consumer units residing outside of urban areas, but not on farms

, .
(c) Urban- Conwiner units residing in incorporated places of 2.500 population or mcire.or consumer units residing in the densely

settled (urbanized)' adjacent to cities of 50.000 population or more

MEASURING THE INDIRECT COST OF FOSTER CARE

A major cost that 'is rarely considered when one calculates the dollar value of foster family care is the
cost of the time devoted by family members to the raising of a child. Such "indirect costs" of child care must
be considered if realistic comparisons to other kinds of foster care programs are to be made. A group foster
care m usually includes an awssment for indirect expenses such as a salary for houseparents. The
foster f program assumes.thaethe services of the mother and/or father are ,essentially free or no cost
items. assessment of total costs, direct and indirect, is essential for evaluating and comparing the cost- of
foster fa ily 'care services to other child care programs.

A riugtbe of researchers have concluded that indirect /costs such as the cost of. family, members' time are
the single ry t important price variable assted with the bearing and raising of children. They conclude
that even the sum of all the direct costs of chiTaren will be smaller than the indirect cost of the family rnem-
berg' time. The Natioftal Consumer Finance Association estimates that two-thirds of the cost of raising a
child are indirect costs (see-Table 5).

K
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Table 5. Estimated Total Cost of itaising a Child*.

I

Commissica m Populalion Growth sod theAaserlean Fame. Fieweere Fares tWadingson. D C *Mimed Commar Finaece.Asoxistion. hiey 19121

In spite of technology, research has shown that household work still, takes an average of 5-8 hours per
day and the major portion of bdusehold work is done by the wife. When not employed outside the horhe,
the average woman spends about eight hours a day in homemaking and almost five hours a day when em-
ployed 30 or more hours per week.ro Time spent in household tasks has remained fairly constant over the
past fifty-five years, despite the fact that the number of employed women has risen from one out of five to
two-out of five of all workers.II These are important facts to consider as we evaluate the indirect cost of
foster children.

Worksheets are provided for three methods: household tasks, alternative child care, and opportunity cc*t.
These particular methods were selected because they are frequently discussed in the literatureard they
appear to be applicable to local situations without extensive investment in additional research. NB one of

-these methods is best, all three are based on different assumptions. We suggest that all three measures be
used to develop ap estimate of the value of the foster Nmily's services. There is current research being

done on another method 46 determine parental time use (seelist of related research).

4

The Household Tasks Method
---

or
Researchers using the household tasks method measure the time devoted to various household and child

care tasks by househqld members and then find the cost of substituting specialized workers for these tasks
at local Wage rates. Worksheet B uses this method for estimating the indirect cos_t_of foster care.

POICaltrya I. Walser. Tinse-lar Patens for Haverbabl Flub Itakeled to filmmakers' Esepleyeasol," . 1,72 NalmelAirlcultural Galas* Coderence. Ill February Ire,
P. 5.

101 Ilse. Dapartneal ei Laber. respimant Stakards Adaleanstida Weima's brew Women Workers tWashallas. D.C. . Gmeresseft Prhalig IrlD.
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Walker has refired the househo task method so that it is,a useful tool for measuring the iridirect costs of
child care)'- A priThary purpose f this research was to learn how much'thfference each Aided child made, to
the tnpe.family members devot to household work rind to.gauge the difference-in time tiesoted to,house
hokr'work if `the youngesrvhild"was a baby. 'toddler, preschoaer, or school-age .child She began fy Orrin
fying how many minutes per day vanous family members devote to household 'and child raising actisities
Then she identified workers in'the market place performing similar tasks.- Such workers inclutled'cooks,
dishwashers. cleaning women, handymen, washing machine operators., laundry workers, clothing Atainte
mince specialists. child-care women. homemaker aides. and accounting dierks Net she obtained wage rate+
for each task by contacting public and private employment agencies and by consulting publications cif the
U S Bureau of Labor Statistics " For exarple. in 1971. when the preIrminary results were published, rates
ranged from $1.65 per hour fora qishwasher to $2 50 an hour for a cleaning woman i

Om.e hourly rates were assigned. they were.applied to the amount of time spent hie each family mernner
The household tasks given a dollar value were marketing. management and record keeping. food prepara
tion, after-meal cleanup, house care and maintenance. yard and car care. washing, ironing and special care
of clothing. physical and other care of family members

The household tasks method provides one of the Most ct5nservatlse pstirnates of the '1'KM-co cost of hos
ing a child There are several, reasons for this First. Walker ..itterniCts to Orterminc what 1. t c osi tV
hire someone to do the task, in question. not what it would cost to replace the family member doing it Ihila
even if the homemaker fias a degree in specialized education, the time the hynemaker spent in child care
aLtoities who'd be valued at the rates for a baby stliter Second. V'alker used only the time spent on print
pal 'activities or "primary time- in her analysis of time records esren.though a large sckillidarie

Itrme spent On one activity while principally engaged in some other actisitsi was reported for tale (14
family members in her study 14 Third. it would be -difficult to.hire someone at the rates proposed I' the

method for the relatively small amounts of time household members devote to most household Lists I inal
ly. family members often perfKm some tasks that no one else could do ic

The 'Addition ofd Foster Child to a Family Since we-arse interested in the vffects of adding a foster child
family. we are primarily interested in, the increnental change in liou.sehold and child raising time ta-

bles 6-nand 7 may!"be used to find the incremental change in time devoted to daily household tasks when .1
'Child comes to live with a family

Using Table 6. the researcher can calculate the incremental timr-use changes for a housewife or famil as
a whole for food. house care. care of clothrhg. and marketing and management actiyitics V.ith rabic -,.the

fi" researcher can calculate the change in household time due to primary family care with the ,biidition
of ,.child to a household

Before attempting jo assign 'a dollar value to .the increase -y time devoted to ho ti tasks, ht family
members with the addition of a foster child to a family .arrliiiiiistment may he inAde in Vtalker S data 1 or

each household task category. estimate if.the time farnily members devote to natural child 1. are differs ssg
nificantly from ¶he time they would de,,vote-tAfoster child care For example. If foster parents spend more
time picking up after a foster child because A* child's habits In this regard are nOt the same iat kast initial
ly) as a natural child of the same age and sex. then ,diust upward the estimated tune for hours care actisi
ties... ,

Choosing the Dollar Value A number of researchers have suggested means for assignyg a dollar sabre to
household tasks because of the addition of a child to the family Several possible methods are

L I Use federal 'and state minimum wage laws as a guide Although the fekleral.and most state ,minimum
wage laws do not apply to employment in the borne, they do act as a conservative estimate of the salary

oUlkatheyn k Walker and WWI= FI Gomm% "The Iktikar iota* al Hon:hod Work. ( Gnaws* Itcoomata sad Peak- Alin ha 4 MONVIN/IMMI. hello atl Nalwo %re V sr%

University. Neve nark Slate ( West a/ Haman geology. 11731 s

"Four ma* types at employee earnings Surveys are regularly piabliabevl by the Harem a/ labor Slattatirs 111 area mr*Tv a adiertag almnegollaso tad amormaropi Nom I
metals vurveyo in veleded numulacturing and nonocnonalacturfas lidostries (31 melon* airy asevert covering eelreled proleatimat sammlarstlw ortrini sae ebeitil wwwlem
in private employment. and id) survey, a/ salon we rat* and hour. ( mart your loyal government thrnmanit degmatiory War. a' the negtoirt Ilaroao 4 Imam iassailles Mr ow*

legormation

"Kathryn F Walker. "Time live for Phylical are of Family Hemben 21 September Ira. Working Paper Sin I I yrrt now lamearch him Ira taaso I din I lqame.
F.coloaa *net t niieroity Ithaca; 'sew York, p .

caw mud, in Walks and kontimen h in prove during tar 711. * ninon* ration** will be avaliebh in the boo*
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Table 6: Average hours per day of primary time used by household members for household activities
1

F9od Related

Activities House Care
Care of

Clothing"
Marketing and

Management

Hopsehold
-All

workers
Hofie-

maker .

All

wzrkers
Home-
maker

All

workers
Home-
maker

. All

workers
Home
maker

-

No children
. -

Nonemployed homemaker 2.3 2.0 2.2 1.5 1.2 1.1 1.4 0.9
Employed homemaker 1.5 1.34110 1.4 0.9 0.7 0.6 1.2 0.8

1 thfld

Nonthployed homemaker 2.3 2.1 1.5 1.2 1.1 1.5 1.0
Employed homemaker 2.0 1.6 2.0 1.3 0.9 0.8 0.7

2 children
Nonemploypd homemaker 2.6 2.3 2.5 1.7 1.4 1.4 1.t 0.9
Employedihomemaker : - 2.4 1.8 '2.4 1.1, 1.1 0.9 1.7 0.9

3 children 4

Nonemployed homemaker 2.9, 2.3 2.9 1,7 1.4 . 1.3
c

1.9 1.1
EMployed homemaker 2.8 1.8 3.2 1.4 1.3 1.1 1.7 0.8

4 -6 children

Nonemployed hothemaker 3.1 2.4 3.1 1.7 1.6 .1.4 1.9 1.0
Employed homemaker 3.1 1.9 2.8 1.2 1.5 1.2 1.8 0.9

7-9 children
. i

Nonemployed homemaker 4.7 2.6 4.2 1.5 1.8 1.6 2.2 '1.1
'Employed homemaker * * * * -* * * *

\,

* = less than 15,cases

t F
1

from Kathryn E. Walker and Margiret E. Woods, "Time Use for Physical Care of Family Members,"
21 September 1972, Working Paper No. 1, Use-of-Time Research Rroject, New York State College of Human
Ecology, Cornell'Untversity, Ithaca, New York, Table 3.
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Table,7: Average hours pei day of primary time used by household members for family care activities
(physical and other care of family members)

No. of Children
2

1 Child 2 Children 3 Children 4-6 Children All Households with
1 or more children

No children at hole
All workers' timeil

i,

No children at home-
All workers' time

Homelaker's time.

Nonempl.

Mother
Empl.

Mother
Nonempl.

Mother
EMpl. ,,Nonempl.
Mother Mothe;

Empl.

Mother
Monempl.
Mother

Empl. Nonempl.
Mother t

Empl.

Mother
No pl.

Mother
Empl.

Mother

.2

.1

:3

.1

N.A. N.A. : N.A. N.A. N.A.

;

N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A.

Youngest child at home
under 6 years
All workers' time

Homemaker's time r

Youngest child at home
6-11 years
All workers' time
Homemaker's time

Youngest child at home
- 12-1 years
All workers' time
Homemaker's time'

N.A.

*.N.A.'M,

N.A.

N.A.

N.A.

N.A.

,

N.A.,

N.A.

3.0
2.4

1.2

7,6
',.

.6

.4

2.6

1.5

1.2

.5

.6

.3

'

3.5
2.7

1.4

.9

.7

.4

3.1

1.5

1.4

.a

.8

.3

3.2

2.3

1.5
1.0

.8

.5 V

3.6

1.8

1.2

.6

.

.6

.3

4.2**

2.9**

1.6

1.1

*

*

3.4

1.9

1.3

.9

.7

.4

3.5
2.6

1.5
1.0

......-

.6

.4

3.2

1.5

!1.3

7

.6

.4

* leis than 15 cases

** eltimated valde

37 .

-,-

r.

1

0.

Adapted from Kathryn E. Balker and Mirgaret E. Woods, "Time Use for Care of 4011y Membrir," Working raper No. 1, Tables 1 and 2.
2
Adapted from !Cathryn E. Walker and Margaret E. Woods, "Time Use for Cars of Family Members," Working Papet No. 1, Tole 36



that would have to tie paid by an employer wishing to hire, someone to do household and child raising tasks.For example, at the time of this publieatio/ the Delaware minimum wage for non-gratuitous work was. $2an hour.

f..2. Use the cost of an adult baby sitter as a guide. Several writers have suggested that a conservative esti-. date of the indirect cost of household members' time may be obtained by using the prevailing rate for an 'adult baby sitter in a particular area.

3. Use the average hourly wage earned by.Workersin occupations similar to those performed by house-hold members as a guide. This is the method suggested by Walker:16
Th; three methods suggested for assigning a dollar value to the time devoted to major hous>old tasks are2 very conservative, and they provide a 'Minimum estimate of re.

*Average Indirect Costs of the Foster Children. The problem the foster carethe indirect cost of,an additional child to a particular foster jamil but the indiriet cost of anadditional
agency faces not one of

childJo the average foster family in the area. At least three methods may be used to compute Thedesired informal )

1. A liberal estimate of the increase in time family members devote to household and child raising activi-ties with the addition'of a foster child to the family may be Abtained if you assume that the44ter familyhas no otheithildreri livirfg at home. That is.. assume that the foster child is the first child to come into thefamily instead of the last one.

2. A conservative of the increase in time family members devote to household and childraisingactivities with the addition a foster child to the family may be obtained if you use the average humber ofchildren living at home before and after die addition of a foster child td the foster families in the area
3. The most accurate but most difficult to compute estimate, of the increase in time family members de-vote to household and child raising activities with the addition of a foster child to the family may be ob-tained if you use the weighted average number of children living at Fjome before and after the addition of afoster child to the foster families in thearee. (See table 8')

1

/

*Kathryn E. Weber awl Wars .1. Grier, *The Maw Nobs el Havialwki Work, Comm* From /a and AA* Rooky No 5, Monomial Rodeeto 60 (Mon. New York
New Yet Sate °dew d Has.. WNW, C Usilenily,low 11173), p. 3.
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Table 8: Incremental increase in hours per day of primafy time
used by household memberg for family care activities

-w
, For families For families
with no children with 1 child

o.

raking on a child taking.on a child

nonemp/ayea
mother,

'

,,

employed
mother

Youngest child under 6 yrs.:.

%

All workers' time '2.8 2.3

e Homemaker's time 2.3 -,.6

(
#oungest child 6-11 yrs.:

All workers' time 1.0 .9

Homemaker's time $ .5 .4

Youngest child 12-17 yrs.:
All workers' time .4 .3

Homemaker's time .3,, .2

OP

WO.

40

i

.

.

0

4,

nonemployed employed
mother mother

4,

, .5 OF G.

.3 '.8

.

x

,

.2. .2

.3 .8
,

.1

.0

Y

i 011 A

V. .

li
Aaapted from ker anAloods, "Time-,Use for Physical Care of

Family Members," Tables 1,42,anc1 3. .

. , I

p
I

.2.

17.-0

,lb.

34
t 40

,. .

.

0

P

4

li.
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worksheet.B: Estimating the indirect cost of raising a foster child Using Ale,household 4 4tasks method.

LI__ Step 1: In order to use this worksheet for estimating the average annual indirect cost a afoster chid rising the household
tasks method, you must first be Able Io,answdf Lhe followingfive questional

(1) What proportion of the foster mothers in tAlareaare emplo ed? (Walker considerk a-foster mother to be employed if shd worked at least one,holl in the last seen daysEor.1 pay.)

proportion employed = 2 '
aV

"41 proportion unemployed 7 1% r'

,....---'(2) WI:aria average number of oaturrd children livfig at home ioith the foster families inthe area? (Round your answer off to thetneaTest whole numbei.)

ti 404.6
. .

(Average number of natural children irothe foster
%1

families
4.

Ai irr the area) * . 4
..:

(3, What is the averag ge of the youngest child (either natural or fostyr41600k at home

i
.

wIth the foster lam ies in the area? (Round your ipstr off to the nearest whole number.)
, , .

4 (Average age.of the youngest child in the foster family)

(4) What proportion of.the foster families in the area have no children living at home exceptfoster children?

6

proportion with only foster
children living at home

proportien with natural
children and foster,
children 1im411)g at home

s

(5).0n a daily basis, how much more or less time do the;foster families in the area put intomot the raising of. a foster child than
the raising oil:oral child of, the same age and sex?

4`sIf diff ce in, time can.b; identified, in raising natural children as compared4

, .

..
.

Apittlt hildren fill in the folic:Wing:
. ...

food related activities hoursa

house caret related activit hours .Of . .11

Total 100% 7

de

care of Clothing related activities
Ib hdUrs

marketing and management related
activities' hoursf

V M.
\family care related activities hours

A

35 4

4.1t
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Step 2: Fill 0, the needed information below using the data in Table 6 and your, answers to

questions 2 and 5 in Step 1*

When homemaker is mqt emOloyed
1

Average daily increase
,

.in time devoted to ,

household tasks by all Adjustment for
household members with differefices between 4 4

.4, ..

the addition of a fos- natural ciildlia and
ter child to the fMaily foster childrPF

St '

.

±food related activities hours hours a hours (Item 1) .

house care related +
activities hours .. hours - hours (I;em 2)

L.
441,, clothing c re relaled

. -.1.

iactiyitia hours - hours ' ___.--.....! hours (tem 3,

.

.

-Mated activiti "ours 'hours hours (Item 4)'

eke manageent. +

When homemaker is employed .

1 40

400d related activities hours

. . .

Hgugii care related , A

activities , 1 hours'

,A412 hours hours (item 5)

hOurs guns 6)hours

clothing care related +
activities hours hours-, hours (Item 7)'

i

markedtg/mantgement *
4.,

\I-
,

related activities 111 hours urs A hours (Item 8) :

s-"'e
i

'-.4.

Step 3: Fill in the needed information below using the data ifs Table 7 and your annulars o'l

questions 2, 30.and 5 in Step 1. $ . :1.

For families where there are natural children 11;rinlat hlre (table 7 ) ° .
. .

, !
A

4

change in 'family care
activities fqr nonem-,
'played- bomemakel.

change In family,care
activities.for employed
homemaker

hours

doors

4

hoUrs bouts (Item .9)

5. 4

hours. ' : hours.(Item

is ,

Step 4: Fill in the'neided.information below uhing the data in Table 0 and ?our answers to .

gaestionh 2., 3, and 5 in Stepp 1. '' 1 ,

i Ito.

:
% 1, .J

igliligfies where there are no natural children living at home (Table 0'; 0

change in family care,
i

1,

+activities for nonem-
, . 6

ploxed homemake '..
hours' - . l" hours 'hours (Item 11)

$

,
-

change in family care
activities for,emploYed +
homemaker hoUrs

36 '42.

hours

4

hours (Item 12)

4 .1
I'

.s.



11104
kep_S: To calculate the average'dsily increasq, in time devotedto family/core activities,combine the following

information from Steps 3 and 4 and your answer to question 4 in Step 1.

Proportion of foster.,
, 'families in,areawith

both natural and fos-
ter-ehildren living
at home ,

Item 9 hours 1

Item 10 hpurs' X :IL ,

fs

k hoUrs (Itqm 13)

Proportion of foster
-.families in area with

only foster children
. living athome

Item 11
. hours )4 - $ homes (Item 15).

")
iItem 12 hours X .0

hours (Item 16)
' Item 13

.

hours X C . hours (Item 17)

hours (Item 14)

Item. 14 hours X
hours (Item 113)

Step 6: To calculate .the av e daily dollar value of the various deal usehold tasks,multiply eaeh.task by the ho y wage rate for the activity.
0

For hous6oldwbere the homemaker is not employed

0. 4 Average daily
Average hourly value of time
'wage rate for devoted to child
the activity raising task

-- _I'food relate activities Item 1 hours X $'
(Item 19)

house Care,telated .

activities Item 2 hours X $
(Item 20)- .

clothing care .related 0
activities ',... 11 Item 3. ' hours X $ . S (Item 21)I

smarketi'mg/manageMent
.

related activities. Item 4 hours X $ - $ % (Item 22).A
'4'

family care related
activities . item 17 hours 'X $ - $ (Item 23)

IP

"N.

37

43

Average daily
$

iitdirect cost of a .

foster child to a
foster family where
the homemaker is not
employed

(Item 24)



For houseads where the homemaker is employed

4.

food releted activities

house care related

activities.'

Avet age ; daily

.Average /hourly value of time
wage rate for ,,devoted to child
the activity i-aisinC,task

- ,

Item 5- hours X '4 A4teo 2$) I,

. , k-t 1'14,

..
Item 6 hours X .41 'T $ (Item 26) ,3,

4,,,i
-,,

, ,
,,', ,,

clothing care related
-activities Itel 7 hours X * ', .$ 1i4-27)

.

marketing /management .

related activities Item 8 hours X 4t" $ (Item 28)
.

Item 18 hours X * $ (Item 29)
family care related
activities

4 /

Average daily '

(Item 30)
indirect cost of'a
fosterchild to a
'foster family where
the homemaker
employed

Step 7: Fill in the needed informaeion to calculate the avesagm. daily value of ehe prisiary
time household members devote to the raising of if foster child using yobr 'answer to question I

and Items 24 and 30.
a

PTopoition-of foster
mothers not employed

Item 24 $

Item 30 S

X.

Proporton 6f. fost,er
.,mothers employed

.10

; :00

$

Average daily vald t

,of the primary time' . '

household members
''' devote to the rail-

ing
if

v.!

of,a fos'et child le

in the area of :

" irterest

(Item 31)

Step 8: In order tq adjust'the'Alue of the indirect time family members devote td the raisihg

of a"foster child to a yearly basis, emulftiply the answer YOU obtained in Step 7 by 365 days.

*Item 31

I

4 .

31.5 days

38

,

s

The value of the indirect
fine family members devote.
to the raising of,a foster
child on a yearly basis

0

-
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The Alternative Child-tare Method
; -

Anothe rnetpod--psed to estimate tile value of parental time involves estimating the cost of child care out-side the home.,10-0aluating the indirect cost of a foster child, this method offers many possibilities A. number of"stirdieS.,hdve already been 'done comparing' the total cost of a chiid'in a foiter family to a fostergroup home, in4titutiOn. or day care center If the direct cost of the child's food, clothing, health care. etc..6 could be calculated, the difference between toial, cost and direct cost would give a 'fairly good estimate ofthe indirdet coireifoster family care.

methodsThere are methous fcr-,determining the indirect cost of foster family care using the alternative childcare metl-yd.7he first method centers on estimating the indirect cost pt. 24 hour alternatives to foster familycare-Auctf-as institutional-cam The seconchnethcx1 centers4 on estimating the indirect cost of part-time alter-riatives to foster family care by estimating the cost of alternative child care methods during thee)orts of theweek When parents would be working 6

Using the alternative child care systems-for ailneasure of the indirect`costs1if foster family care has itsadvantages. Institutional care and foster group home care arc often very real alternatives to foster familycare. Moreover, the alternative child care, method brings with it a realisation of the twenty-four hour jilt)that foster parents have. When the salaries paid to institutional workers are used as a measure of indirectchild care costs, there is more' Olt ognaton of the fringe benefits foster parents forego For example. groupHomes. institutions, and.day care centers often provide their employees with insurance (health. life, and ha-biffity). sick leave, regular holidays, and paid vocation days The total cost ilia he quite high For example.the total cost of keeping 69,aster child in a 'state institution in New York in 1972 amounted to over$12:000 ayear. most of which was made: up of indirect costs such as worker~ salaries }" ,

$,,s,..

-We suggest computing the indirect costs of child care alternatives only for the hours when "both pare ordingle parent would usually be emtiloyed Worksheet C suggests one method for priVng the indirec costof such part-time care The *reader should be awarsthat this method will provide a march mafe'conservativeindirect cost estimate Than if the:alteriiative cost oPinstitational care or foster group home care was corn-pared lip foster family care

40

v

',moo F anataei Capone. 11 and Sear in the #014e, (nrJ a f Widmer I Lanh M ( txt factor. Nee% ark ( %Mare Irgitur nl %mrnc. a, 19721 p 12

45
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Worksheet .timating the fAllect cost of raising a foster child using the alternat.ive

child care method on a 9-hour day basis.*

Step I; In order to use this worksheet far estimating average annual indirect cost of A

foster child using the alternative child care methoB, you must first be able to answer lour,

restioms:

.
(1) What proportion of thm-foster glsildrin living in the arm are in the age group listed below?

dr

infants (0 - 15 months) %
1,,

toddlers-(15 months - 3 years) X

00t
preschool (3 - 4 years)

kindergarten (5 years)

elementary (6 - 11/12 years)

middle and high school
(11/12 years - 18 years)

-.%

7

1002

(2) What alternatives to foster family care are available in the arealfor each age group listed

above for the parts of the day,when foster parents would be employed? (For each age group

we suggest a service which is appropriate and usually available which may be priced if

'survey of the local community is not considered feasible.)

AP
Determine on a yearly basis what each satisfactory alternative cdsts. Find out what portion

of this cost is directly attributable to direct cost expenditures such as food for the

child, play materials, admission fees, etg. (Enter this information in the appropriate

places in Step 2.) ,

,w(3) Arc the kindergarten programs public? Do they cover a whole or half day?

(4) What is the length of the publie schOol day for elementary school children?

Step 2: Jill in the needed information below using the information you gathered in Step 1,

question 2.

(1) Infants (0 - 15 months). Select a sample of the alternative care facilities available for

infants in the area 42ci. enter the appropriate.price and cost information below. (Usually

the only alternative to foster family,Fare for infants' in an area is baby sitter care. When
4D

`-
pricing baby sitter care, we recommend that the price of adult baby sitters be used.)'

Price Per Hour
of Care
Alternatives

Portion of Price Per Hour Indirect Annual Indirect

Attributed to Cost of*Care Cost of Care

Direct Costs Alternatives 2250 hours* Alternatives

$ $ - $ X 2250 hours' - $

0
$ - $ - $ X 2250 hours - $

$ .
.

- $ $ X 2450 hours $

$
4 $ a- $ X 2250 hours $

4 ,. - $ X 2250 hours . $

$ $ . $ X 2250 hours . $
.-

'Total Annual Indirect
Cost of Care Alternatives (Item 1) .

$

o - .

Total Annual Indirecr Cost of

Care Alternatives (Item1): $ (A) A'

a

. ---- . $
4.

Number of Alternatives Priced: , (B) IS (Item 2)

Average Annual Indirect
Cost of Care Alternative!

\"

*In this worksheet we show how'the cost of alternativewcare may' be determined for those parts of

the.day when the foster parents might be employed. lo this particuiai worksheet we have as-
sumed the foster parents workaor are traveling td' or from work 9 hours a day, S' days a week,

50 weeks a year. Thus, if we with to estimate the annual cost of alternative child care ser-
vices, we want to adjust the price of such services to a 2250 hour year.

.46
4

A

0

S

-.4



(2), Toddlers (15 months - 3 tears). Several alternatives to foster family care are usuallyavailable for children in the 15.month to 3 year age group such as family fly care, oradult baby sitting. Select a sample of alternative,care
Aacilitiei available for toddlersin the,area and enter the appropriate price and cost information below.

Price Per Hour
of Care

Alternatives

Portion of Price
Attfiguted to
Direct Costs.

$

$ $

$ $

$- $

's $

4

Per Hour. Indirect

Cost'of Caie
Alternatives 2250 hours

2250 hours

2250 hours

2250: hours

2250 hours

2250 hours

'2250 hours

Total Annual Ind.rect
Cost of Care Alternatives

Annual Indirect
Cost of Care
Alternatives

Total Annual Indirect Cost of
Care Alternatives (Item 3): $

I
(A) A

a .
4., $ Average Annual IndirectNumber of Alternatives Priced:

(B) B (Item 4) Cost of Care Alternatives

(Item 3)

ti
" II.

(3) Preschool (3 years - 4 years). As with toddlers, several afternaVves to foster family careare usuall/ available for preschool children. These alternatives may include adult babysitters, family day care, and group day care. Select a sample of alternative care facilitiesavailible for preschoolers in the area and
eater the appropriate price and cost informationbelow.

Price Per Hour
of Care

Alternatives

Portion of Price
Attributed to
Direct Costs

Per Hour Indirect
Cost of Care

Alternatives 2250 hours

Annual Indirect
Cost of Care

Alternatives

(
X 2250 hours - $

-X 2250 hours .. $ 4 ....

X 2250 hours .. $ '

X 2250 hours, m $

X 2250 hours - $

X 2250 hours - S

Tota'Annual Indirect
Cost of Care Alternatives

Total Annual Indirect Cost of

Care Alternatives (item 5)1-- $ (A) A

Number of Alternatives Priced:

a%

41

(B)

(Item 5)

- $
Average Annual Indirect

(Item 6) Coat of Care AlternatiVes

4 ( (
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(4) Kind.rgarten (5 years)_ If public kintergarten is available in the area, select a sample of

the alternatives to foster family care for the portion of the day when the child is not in Jr,

kindergarten. For example, if thi kindergartens in the area only operate 4 hours a day,

24 weeks a year, price alternative care facilities for the S hours a day that the 5 year old

is not in kindergarten during the school year and price alternative care facilities for

91ours day foolthe 26 weeks chat 011te child is not in school. (Thus, the alternatives to

foster family care-night group day care for 5 hours a dWat $2 an hour and public

kindergarten for free for 4 houri'a day for 24 weeks; then erou0 day care for 9 hours a day

* at $2 an hour for 26 weeks. On a yelily batis this alternative would cost $3540

(($2 x 5 i 24) (52 x 9 x 26) + $3540). If public kindergarten is not available, price the

aiternaives that are available to care for a 5 year old for 9 hours a day.:/jedayi }reek,

50 weellPa year.

Price Per Hour
' of bare
Alternatives

P6rtion ofPrice
Attributed to
Direct Costs

Per Hour Indirect
Cost of Care,
Alternativei

Annual Indirect

Average Cost of Care
Hours Alternatives

$ x - S

$ x - S

x - S

- 5 ( x - S

. 5 x - S

- S X 5

fa-

Total Annual Indirect CostIf .

Care Alternatives (Item 7): $ (A)

(

Number of Alternatives Priced:,, (B)

(5)

Total Annual Indirect $

Cost of Care Alternatives (heal 7)

1110PA -S
(Ited

Average Annual Indarec.i

Cost of CaYe Alternatives

Elementary (6 years - 11/12 years). Price Ole alt24attves that are available to care for

elementary, school age children for9 hours a day, 5 days a week, 50 weeks a year. In most

areas, the realistic after school care for an elementary school age child is. adult baby

sitters.

Price Per Hour Portianrof Prike Per hour Indirect Annual Indirect

'of Care Attributed to Cost-of Care Average Cost of Care

Alfernatives. l.)irect Costs Alternatives ,
Hours Alternatives

.
,

$ $ - S x .
, s

$ s - s x - s

$ - $ $ I . $

$ $ I, Mt
-I - $

IM - 1$ .,----- $ 8 I a
e-- - s . x - $

8 8

Total Annual Indirect g

Cost of Care Alternatives (Item 9)

"Total Annual Indirect Cost of
Care Alternatives (Item 0): $ (A) A

- -..
$

Number of Alternatives.Priced: (8) E (Item 10)

I 42 48

Average Annual Indirect \
Cost of Care Ilternatives

4
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.(6) Hiddlc School and High School (11/12years - ]8 yearc). Most rhildrcn this age need little
care for the after-school hours during the school )car but may ncvd specia7 care during the
summer months. Price the alternatives that arc available to care for middle school and high
school age children for 9 hours a day, 5 days a wcsl, 50 week, a year. That is, realistically

' price the added cost incurred if the parent(s) werZemployed.

IF
Price Per Hour
of Care
Alternatives

S

Portion of Price
Attributed to
Direct Costs

S -

Per Dour Indirect
. "Cost of Care

Alternatives

S x

.

'Average

Hours

Annual Indirect
Cost of Care
Alternatives

$ - $ $x

$ $ . - $ - $x

$ $_ - $ x
S - S - $ xj
$ $ t $ x - $

+...

Total Annual Indirect $

Cost pf Care Altcrnatives (Item 11)

Total Anhual Indirect Cost of
Care Alternatives (Item 11): $ (A) A

Average Annual IndirectNumber of Alternatives Priced: (B) B (Item 12) Cost of Care Alternatives

Step 3: The information can ,be used either as a weighted average for all groups of ages or forsections of age groups or as each age group. Fill in the needed informatioh below to calculate1

the average annual indirect cost.of alternative
care for the children in your area using the

information in Step 1, question 1 and Items 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, and 12.

Calculation of weighted average ifeircct cost for all foster children

Apt Croup

Infants (Item 2)
w

C
Toddlers (Item 4)

Average
Annual Cost

$ X

X

Proportion of Foster
Children in Agc Croup

(from question 1, step 1)
.

..

N,

Weighted

Cost

,b.

$

$ b all CV

Preschool (Item 6) $ X $

Kindergarten (Item 8) $ . $

Elementary (Item 10) $ X . $

Middle/High school
(Item 12) X $

: 40

0

434 9 .

1.00

11)

Total $ Average
Annual In-

dirfct Cost of Alterna-
tive Care for Hours
When Foster Parents are
Working

I-

4

N
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The Opportunity Cost Method

The opportunity cost method estimates what the individual's time would be worth in paideemployment as

the value of household and child care work. The discussion of whether there is an opportunity Cost when

household members devote time to household work 5nd child care takes on new significance with the in-

creasing employment of married women and mothers of children of all ages. In 1975, about 14.1 million

women in the labor' force had childrefi under the age of 18; 5.4 million of these working 'pothers had chil-

dren under the age of 6.18 It would seem that the woman who asses up a job to stay home and raise a fam-

ily, particularly &she is well educated, is incurrttg a very real opportunity cost.

The estimate developed in this section focuses on women's work patterns, not becaust men could' not

also have opportunity costs, but because the number of men in the foster parent population who care for

children instead of working outside the home is thought to be small. The method proposed here takes into

account the normal work patterns of populations similar to foster parents. It also takes into account part-

time, full-time. and unemployed work patterns. Opportunity costs, are viewed as the average across the

groJp .veighted for differences in employment patterns.
>4'

It should he noted that this method of averaging does not conform to methods discussed in the literature

on fertility When researchers are interested in 'assessing the total -impact of child bearing and rearing on'

families. they _generally assume a loss of full-time employment or estimate the difference between full-time

and part-time employment as the opportunity cost In addition. these researchers also look at the effect on

lifetime earnings of the interruption of employment on wage rates.when te-_entering the job market.I9

The opportunity cost method excrlaitied here is based upon 'gross income figures as are the f rtility studies..

Although` women's employment patternS are used for the estimate, no discounting:is done f r taxes, work

expense and other factors sometiWs calculated when the income is assumed to be tecond ry.

The dollar'value of the oPportuAllits homemakers forego when they choose to raise children full-t' is

extremq-} difficult to measure Wage rates pertain only to those who-have chosen to work outside t home,

and thesv,people may not represent the total population. Annual earnings may be even less satisfactory as a

measure. since not all workers enter the labor force on a full-year basis. The type of work the family mem-

ber would actually perform outside the home is alsoodifficult to assess The fact that 43 person is trained as a
teacher does not necessarily mean that he or she could find a job as a teacher.

F

We do know' that the composition of the forster family is important in measuring opportunity costs. While

our research and the work of others indicate that foster parents' natural children are usually older than
their foster children. one cannot assume that the major portion of time foster parents spend in child care is
directly attributable to the foster children If the family has young children still at home, these children
would need to. he discounted in any analysis using the opportunity cost method to estimate foster cafe costs.

When 'agency policy permits foster mothers 4o work outside the home and many do choose to work, the

estimate should exclude them from the calculation since these mothers do not, in fact, experience an oppor-

tunit, cost Where this number is a substantial part of the whole population.the opportunity cost method

could he supplemented by using the alternative child care method. The opportunity cost.method assesses the

loss due to not -working across the population of adults. It is related to the age of the youngest child and it

is not tied to the number of foster children in a home or their length of stay. This method reqdires a knowl-

edge of the local foster parent population characteristics relatihg to possible employment opportunities and a

knowledge of current, wage rates and hours of employment for all mothers in the local arta.

The process shown in Worksheet D does not attempt to estimate the Opportunity cost of interrupted ca-

reers or to determine if sufficient jobs actually exist for the foster mothers or to suggest that these women

. would actually work if they could This method limits the opportunity cost to normal patterns of local.em-

ploy Fr-tent A more generous estimate can be made if full employment of all women is assumed.

Olt
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Worksheit D:, Estiisating the indirect cost of raising a foster child using the opportunity cost
method.

.d

Step 1: -In order tovaaa this worksheet for estimating the average annual indirect cost of a
foster child using the opportunity cost method, you must first answer the following questions
about your local area's vow and work hours patterns for mothers:

P
(1) What are the usual rates by,occupation or education in your location?

Occupation -OR- Education

1. self-employed 1. Elementary

or

2. Salaried professionals 2. Some high school
and officials

Or

Clerical and sales

Or

3. High school graduate

4. SkilledicraftsmAn 4. Some college

Or

5. Semi-skilled 5. College graduate

Or

6. Unskilled

Or

6. More than college

. 4-

Hourly wage rata

(2) In the local area, what percent of tle mothers in the generii populat on with ildren of
this age work full-time, work part-time, or are unemployed? If avail e Jude a

-separate estimate, for mothers of preschool children.

' Children under 14 No,Spildren under 14

Full-time I 2

Part-time t 2

Unemployed Sr

1 Total: 100% Total,: 100%

,

a.

Step 2.: In order to use this worksheet for estimating the average annual indirect cost of a
foster child using the opportunity cost method, you must be able to answer the following
questions about the foster mothers in your local area:

(1) How yeRr foster mothers are in the group with their youngest naturak child a4 years
,of age or older?

How many are in the group with their youngest natural'child under 14 rears of age?

45
ti
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(2) Using either the educational
Or occupational (whichever was used in Step 1) 0-await/kaftan,

determine theproportionof foster mothers within each of the above groups who would likely

be in each category of hourly wage rate, using either their educational hackgiound or pre-

,
ViOus employment.

IL

Answer, Step 2, question (2) only if the actual employment patterns ace used in Step

ti

' Occupation

1, Self-emploYed

2. Salaried professionals
and-officials

Or

3. Clerical and sales

or

4, Skilled craftsmlil

Or

5. Semi-skilled

Or

6. Unskilled

Or

-QR- Education.

1: Elementary

2. Some-high

3. High school
graduate

4. Some college

5. College
graduate

6. More than
college

X of foster mothers X of fosteeMothers

with natural child with natural child

under 14 14 or over

Step_ 3: -14p calculation is Jone separately for the mothers according to age of youngest child.

This step includes:

calculating the average weighted wage rates within each group of foster mothers (by age

of children) -

using the average wage rate to estimate the total wages realizable as an opportunity cost

according to normal employment and work hours pattern in the local area

weighting the two groups, if desired
.

If desired, the estimate may. be made for both groups of a full employment basis of 2000 hours

per year. If this approach is used, there is no need to figure the groups separately. ,

Mothers with youngest child under 14 years of age
. ,...

1

Hourly Wage Average of each Number ur Percent of foster

category (either occ. or ed.) mothers in each group

(Siep'1, Question (1)) (Step 2, Question (2)) Weighted Average

4. $ X
. $

2. $ X $

'e 3. $
X

. $

4. $ X
, $ .

# 5. $ X
. $

6. $ X $

Total:

Item 2

-item i

a

Total: $ -

(ltcm 1) (Item 2)

s
(Item 3)

Weighted Average
Hourly Wage

46 52
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-

% of Working Mothers in
General Populatiop with
Youngest Child Under 14
[Step I, Question MI Hours

--

1

Full-tiqe: % X Z000 X

Part-time: I X 1000 X

Not employed: r X 0 X

100%

Item 4

9

Weighted Average
IfOurly.Wage ,

...

Item 3

- $

$ - $
.

0 - t 0

(Item 5)
t

Mothers with youngest child 14 years of age o der
Hourly Wage Average of each
category (either occ. or ed.)
N........(Step 1, Question (I))

1. X

2. X

3. X
4. X

5. X

6. X

Item 7

Total:

(Item 41

Annual Opportunity
Cost

Number or Perc t of fosters
mothers ime ch group
[Step 2, Ques ion (2))

a
n
t . $

Weighted Average

$

Total:
Total: $

(Item 6)
(Item 7)

a $

Item 6 (Item 8)

% of Working Mollifiers in
7zencral Population with

Youngest Child 14 or over
[Step 1, question (2)) Hours

Kull-time: % X 2000 X

Part-time: % X'. 1000

Not employed:
74 X 0 X

100%

Item 9.
.

$

Weighted.Average
Hourly Wage Ir.

Weighted Average

Hourly-Wage
4 Item 8
40

$

100% (Item 10)

Total: $

( em 9)

Annual Opportunity
Cost

Nugier-of Foster Mothers -Average Weighted(Step 2, Question (1))
Opportunity Cola

*
Cdst

Youngestild under 14:
X -Item 5: $,

$'

Ypungct child 14 or over:
X Item 10: $

$

ala

Total:

Item 12

Item 4l

Otero 11)
. (Item 12)

$ . Average Annual Opportunity Cost
fur All Footer Mothers
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DejfinitiOns and sources, of information for calculating opportunity costs areincluded for your conveni-
ence.ence. r . .i

Full-titffe work equals 2,000 hours a 'year for this estimate. t
r

Part-time work equals 1,000 hours a year for this estimate.
. ..

- How td Calculate Opportunity Costs. A number of sources of statistical data are available' with informa-
tion on the focar aced's employment and wage patterns. Since they are somewhat different in their specificity

r and content, we include 'a .short a'nnotafion for each source mentioned. The sources themselves are, not in-
cluded because the number of local areas and length of the materials is prohibitive

Local data is neeried on:

1 employment of women, their educational or occupational levels, aKi the ages of their chddren.

2. wage or salary rates by eduCation or occupation:.,

Data on employment of wogen, their educational or occupational levels, and the ages of their children are
available from two sources 4

(a) United States Dvpartment ofLabor, Employment Standards Administration, Women's Bureau, Wash-
ington, D C 20210 A series of papers havebbeen prepared which give these estimates, nationally and by
state based on data from the 'U.S Department of Commerce. Bureau oCthe Census and the'U.S.-Depart-
ment of Labor. Buieau of Labor Statistics. Included in these pamphlets are analysis by age of children,
comparison of distribution in occupations of men and women, income by occupations, patterns of work-
ing mother's, minorities adjustments. and educational levels. Thenational summary is published yearly and
other materials updated at regular intervals. This data will allow localization of estimates to a statedevel.-
It is secondary data developed from census studies.

:.(b) United States Department of Commerce, bureau of the Census. Local census data can be purchased
from the U.S. Census Bureau or is available at,most public libraries Finer breakdowns for the 1970 cen-
sus'are available by state standard mekropolitan statistical area and even by census tracts This material.
while much more detailed, is more complex and re difficult to use because of the vastness if the data
jor some areas. Also, it is 1970 data and some es mate of change in the area becomes necessary as _the
decade-passes

Data on local wage or salary rates by education or occupation are aValable in at least three. ways.

411,4.

(a) United State.s Department of`Labor. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Area Wage Surveys: Selected Metro,
politan Areas, Annual Bulletin, Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office. The regional offices of the.1
Bureau of Labor Statistics also have them available The Ar-ea Wage Survey, published annually, provides
information on' occupational earnings for individual metropolitan areas, 4.ind national and regional esti-
mates for all Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas of the United States. Tableopresent :average
straight-line earnings of selected, office clerical. professional and technical, maihtenarrcOand power plant,
and custodial and material movement occupations Separate breakdowns are given for women and men,
Metnipolitan areas are included. For example, rn Region III, Allentown. Philadelphia. Pittsburgh, and
York, Pennsylvania: Baltiinore. Maryland: Charleston. 'West Virginia; Norfolk and Richmond. Virginia;
and Washington, CI.C.. are available. Fbr purposes of this study. however. ,the 'yearly' summary is proba-
bly the most useful. While data -for. men and women are combined in the summary. those'occupations in
which women are most often employed can be easily identified.

(h) United States Department of Commerce. Bureau of the Census. 1970 Census of the Pop ulation. If
none of the area surveys are appropriate to a specific area one may wish to return to the local census data
for 1970 as a base for occupations in.an area. Updating census data is mire difficult, but the local speci-
ficity may be atgood trade off. This is particularly true for rural communities, Where the$ea wage surveys
are riot appropriate to the community. r
(c) A simplified approach is to use a conservative estimate of all women's v.ages.in n rea based un such
concepts as miniCum wage or rate for unskilled labor (set discussion in househol s method, pp. 61-
(16).
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In this monograph several ways

Se Med, Unfortunately. it js easier- .
.nornially viewed ini.li- c

., -- somplex,,,anddifficult tha
-context

termin

r CONCLUSIONS

. .understanding and measuring the fosts a( foster family care are pie-find economic da m -objects ratheOthankm pet le. Children are niit. The problem of etermining the cost of raising a child' is much moreing costs for a whole family. Our goal has beenito develop an instrumentfof measuring the cost of foster family care in local areas. .PA. ..,-
-'Ihis'instrutnent nrasures the costs bf,,the foster child to the family. Social service and Agency administra-

.

tionicosts were excluded. ,Therefore, it may be difficult to make a comparison of cost tp otherlihild careprograms which lump these costs together with maintenance costs. Although both direct and indirett cost~can be'measkredbY the instrument, they represent a portion of the total prograM cbgts,,- . .-

`The Metkodsleveloped here do have ,limitntions, and the' estimates obtained must be interpreted with.11,chlirnitations in nn
_ program, the case is str

in preference to 1144 su
frequently, updated We re

I top

he the estimate is used to suggest of to justify a payment or reimbursement
by acknowledging the' followed. Secomfary data sources are usedause such research uses better hniques and scientific sampling, and it isend limiting local pricing of th lowing-

qr. esost diffew.nce between non,-handicappred natural children and non-handicapped foster childrenrthe evorth of parental.time in child care .

--etrkSheets will be feasible if agencies and foster parepts 'groups cooperate to 'gather the informationdescribing the local area's foster care prtilltom. This information is necessary to adjust data in the ,work-sheets to specific areas. Both the _direct and indirect' cost-instruments rely on adequate information about.. , foster children aridfoster families
, 4 ,t .

,

4heo/ariables used to measure 'the direct cost of 'child care-are. age, region, urbanization, and level of'liv-suiglThere are a number of oth6r Aribles that can'iaffect thekost, uctras child spacing, number araterderofshildred,f and cultural differences in addition, *ere are ,variables peculiar to foster familie that can af--feet cOst.leauitment costs, agency policies, and special. needs of foster children Since there is little, nation!al data on V'Ecial needs of foster children, inclusion of all of these variables in our instrument was not feu--,sible, recommerided.thar 164 groups determine if these'other variables are significant enoigh to do' thespedtaarstudies necessary to includezthem in their estimates
.

,.
.tAfter sonyidering the methods that have been proposed IoCcalculating direct Costs, vstimates of the-costs4. of raising Children by the U.S Depariment of Agriculture have been selected as the mi)st reliable, econombcal..and the simplest to-use; The data arecurrently based on the 4960-6I ,,Consumei- EXpenditure Survey andcan be-up,dated by using the consumer price intiR'20 Although we stronglyrecommend the use of gaern-"grit data.'ratker than primary data gathering, the present limitations include - . /en .

the :dat,S base is ow E7 years Old.
each family mem r was asst equal shares of the -family's housing. transport:mon, pet .onal care,and'reereation expenses

t the study doe, not pertain specificailly to foiter families
indirect costs were not included in the research ,

the consumer price index is currently based on the urban wage earner A
The results of the diftcl andindireq111Fost instruments present 'averages instead of actual costs They donot account for various tyrieskif faster care which may include emergency, temporal y, permanent, i.r spe-<1,0:Oiled care What it does provide is a good estimate hirsed on sound dataof the average cost 'of fo4ter Care

. W a ptirtiCular area' The instruments do not lend themselves to national-guideline's unless the results wererelated to percentas,ots of direct and, indirect casts of foster family carp which should he reimbursed* T dia.. , *sr 1 " de<
!Table 9 describes IPth the input of the instrriments a'nd"the uses to-which.the.

he directed tiratipS who have gthod estimates of cost May want -lb use such a diagr ni to,piesenb this infor;!, ., maim to outsik community leaders, ..

i

14104 generated can

0111; efetwV, *972-73 atuasoner havenetkure Survey will bt
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k
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Direct costs
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recreation, trani-
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measurement technicptea and possible applications.

INPUT ',V

Cotts forraising a
normal child.

a, Estimate based on:

-governmental

.studies adaRted to
a foster care pop-
ulation

b. Update by
- -use ok C. P. I.

4

2. Special costs of
foster child

a.. Estimate based on:

-identifying guch
costs in a local
area

-determining possible

cost I'Mpact

-pricing Bach items,
locally

b. Update by:
-repricing at
intervals

1. Household tasks method

dill.a. Estimate basti on:

-likely impAcemat.
added children gth,

foster care familfts
-price of such
services locally

b. Update by:

-repricing the ,

services Ift

....noting change in

foster C4iel'op-
ulatiot.

OR

ai

2. Alternative Child Care
Method

a. Eiiimate based on:
-i tifying alter-

native child care
programs .

- pricing tho

programs'
-weighting des-,

criptio _f foster

child population

b. Updatt by:

-repriCing the alter-
native services,

' -ray eighting by chile
population,

a

4

OR

-

OUTPUT

May figure for
age groups, not

whole group

Total Costs
for 'Foster Care

Results

3: Opportunity Costs
a. Estimext tiasea. on;

-identifying the

foster homemaker's
pkikla and education

-using government'

wage survey to price
Potential occupation
-weighting average 9f
cost 'of not pursuing

those occupations
b. Update by:'

-current foster paren
descriptionq

-cipwage,survey
available

annually

May keep two '

types of cost

separate'

,

May use all three

t(

LndiaC coat

ivima s Co producee

&Trough estimate anti
suggest a reasonabld
compromise

.
ft



,During 11975 and 1976, the worksheets and techniques were tested with concerned professionals andcitizens in workshops throughout Region of the Department of ,Health: Education and Welfare 21 On thebasis of our interaction with local gr6ups and agencies and responses from- colleagues and critics. revisionswere made to the instruments inthis mondgraph Reader response is invited to the ideas we hoe presentedWe are continuing to work on various aspects of this problem and piowde a list of papers and work in prog-ress for your' information
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APPgNDIN

ARENTS' VIEW eF COSTS: A LOCAL LOOK

Since there is little published information describing foster families and virtually no data on the differ-

ences in cost foster parents incur in raising foster children and natural childreri: we needed to know more

about a typical group of foster parents in order to .evaluate the usefulness of available data on natural chil-,

dren'srcosts 'Io meet this need. we designed and conducted an in-depth study of foster families in Dela-

ware fife data from the stud} illuStrate the diversity of families involved in foster family care Other foster

cars agencies ma!, wish to repeat, parts of this study in order to measure differenCes in the types of families

in their communities

I he t o major purposes of the Delawaratudy were' .....,

I
i )develop4,descriptiVe demographic profile of foster families in a I commtinity. .

2 to measure hov, foster parents viewed differences in child rearing costs between a natural chip and a

fostel child of the -sanie,age and sex ''
4 ''

-r

I hoe !mutations of the study were a

sample; specificity to Delav,aie
coverage of public agencies only
use of parents Nreptions of cost rather than actual cost data

Description of the EosteF amines

11

r,

Kilest_riphr include 'iiccupation, family composition. parents' education. income. localion and num-

ber of children 101)J of the reasons for seeking a description of foster families ,vas to judge whether the

T9hi) Bureau of Labor Statistics consumer expenditure survey and the subsequent ,revisions of the con;. ,

surlier price index were useful Akita for measuring the osts to foster famines

r

\A hen 'Delaware foster fathers. occupations are cllinpar;d to male occupatkins in the consum xpendi-

tine sirrve!,, for the region including 1)elawart. the results show almost identical demographic profiles aster

mothers' previous .c.e.i...u.pational experience indicated primarily unskilled occupations
a

there wei`e 309 foster-childre'replaced ID the 151/ families interviewed The average total number of chil-

dren per famil!, was 3 2 with 2 2 of the a being foster children Since the median number of foster children

was 1' 8 it apilear( that a few familre, Dave large ntimbers.of foster children

,( omparrson of the f )qer parents' educational background IVo the data in the consumer expenditv survey

for the regam wsho results similar to those of occupation On the average, husbands and wives ad slight-

Iv less education than high school graduzition Few fo'ster parents had more than high school background. a

large proportion of foster fathers in our stud), were reported to have had only grade soitool education

I he median income was SI0,000-S12.499 Twenty percent of the households reported incomes below

Ss.000 I or such families.' thirty-five percent of the family income would come from the foster care pro-

gram

Most of the fil;ier families had suburbaii or urban location tirril I rural non -farm IS (1'4 suburban

i?rban 12 2'; Hy observation. it was estimated that the homes represented 54 7''4' hire. 43 V

Hack and 4' ' Spanish-speaking extraction

Vtan}' foster pareitts had been involved in foster - family care for a long time The average number of fos-

ter children cared for fiver a long period of time by these families was 7.3, however, the moist frequent oc-

currence was one child Eight families (5r4) had had over 25 foster children in their care Fo ty-five percent

in 71) of those reporting milicateiil that the shortest placemenk had lasted under a year 132 families

rerorting longest placements. the riteanitefs over years.but 15u. had a lonfest placement under a year

54 61. ."
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Cost Differences Between Foster and Natural Childre
' The foster parents were asked to rate.Lhe differ ces between foster children and natural children In'tivecost areas. The large majority of parent rated the s the same, Almost none thought any costs werelower for foster chil ren.

asons given for ht gher food costs for foster children 4ere that these children may eat more and tend R$us food jor secunty The most frequently mentioned reason for higher clothikig costs was that foster chilid n were harder on clothes than natural children Parents who noted higher housing costs for foster chol-dren felt that thesc children caused more wear and tear on the furniture Those families with higher school-ing costs for fostet children mentioned hosing to hire prisate 'tutors, or not participating in the school lunchprogram as reasons Finally a small percent listed higher costs for foster children in the areas of recreationand entertainment A few did feel that these children needed more attention in this area which accountedfor the higher costs. e

Parental Perceptions of Costs for Foster and
Natural Children for Child of Same Axe and. Sex

>-

Food

LoWer Cost for

41 Foster Child

7
Same

7r;

Higher Cost for
Foster Child

.06

No
p.

Answer

7 3':Clothing 0 64 0 3 87Housing
0% 7 "g 0 26,Schooling 3 3,

120 134Recreation 2 6
0 60

Adequacy of Foster Care Paymentsto Cow!' F-xpen.se,

Parents were asked to what extent each of three major areas of expense were LOS ered the paymentsThe majority of parents felt that the payments cos ered less than all of the direct Lo$ts

Food & Clothing
Housing
School & Rec

Amount of Direct Co,;ts Cos ered b!. Pal. merits

%one

44

Less Than All All More Than All

6h

6 .
4
0

No Answer

.1 A 4' A

7
14

When askedwhat other items were riot reimbursed. 76 5'r mentioned at least one item ()er cight dif-ferent items were suggested Some examples were pierced ears. 'Ms: it:(tr),, school supplies hic!,,les0 ,
gifts. vacations. summer camps. and graduation-expenses

.
- , .,, -. When asked if there were in items they wished to his for their foster Lhilt)ren but could not. o or hilt'bf the families suggested items Some of those items v.ere,h,iirLuts. summer school. music lesson, schooltrips, scouting, vacation trips. summer camps hrLLles swing sets. ,ind doss rings ,

Time Devoted to.Fmter Cart

Most parents felt that the time involkn in working with foster children on orino, 'ties was dho4

, I

the same as for natural children About a quarter of the parents say. a treed for spending, intire tune with .1foster, add All the comments .indicated i that the quoin of time and `molement with children requiredmore of foster parents
,

-

sr ,
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When asked to, suggest other means of help which the foster family could use. forty-three percent sug-
gested some items other tam money In general, many felt that more counseling and preparation of the fos-

ter v.,t, needed \ number of the suggestions-had econtiiinic overtones such as: free bus tickets. food

stamps. summer trips and Lanips.glasses. etc Suggestions for cooperative handling of some items were giv-
en as.,1 splutron by d few parents, for ex.unple. clOthing exchanges, garage sales and quantity purchasing

In our study of one local t4rea. we found characteristics of f(ister parents to be comparable to those of the
general regional population as'reported in the consumer expenditure survey Recognizing the limitations of a

study in one local area. we would neertheless suppose.,that these foster parents might be quiteliimilar to
those in other programs at leAt in terms of the range of people and concerns reported An alternative. yet
to be testett. is-to use lot...11 agency reeords to develop a profile of local foster families

H. PUBLIC PkYMENTS FOR FOSTER FAMILY CARE: A NATIONWIDE LOOK

In examining 11-.1e foster family care administraticrn. supervision. and payment systems in use today. it
: .ht..Lonies apparent that each state and in some cases, each county has developed its (awn system for dealing

V, 1 t h to-stet family Late

\ allations exist in the propor non of state expenditures being channeled to volunt ry or pro.ate foster care
agencies. in the tpes of items Loy ered by yarrous elements of the payment plans. lfl the kinds of data used
I-*the system to establish and update rates. and in the organizational 4truceures used by` the states for ad-

ministerin1.2 toter tamily care `\ hile the patterns of financing foster care ary from state to state, the two

most Lommori elements are the rulmthly or base rate payments and the initial or one-time payments

\forithly or ildst: rate payments inclucict,111 pay ments 'that are fixed in amount and paid monthly to the foss

tor tarnik, I hc,c ponients are 'designed to coyer the day -to -defy expenses ioster (abilities incur in raising a

foster child there is a significant ditkrence ..mong states in. the monthly _or tease rate paid for non- handi-

capped roster LhiILlten I he primary WI" I d hie .1.)unting for differences in base rate payments within each

state is ,rge yt least twenty-six states adjust tfl! base rate they pay' according to the physical and mental

needs of the add Other factors include the consumer price index. preadinO costs in the local cgmmunity,
the quitrides of -.raft legislators ViAte.A.onstraints. payments made in the past. and payments made by neigh-

horrhg states

tiirnt sidles C Mind' or one-tune payments which include all payments in cash or goods made) t'k fos-
ter family io care of foster child NornialPy ' the amount of the initial outlay vanes depending on the

sex or age of the child The existc.mLe of special emotional or physical problems. and the needs of the child,

at the taint -.of placernew .0

Ndditional p.iyments Indi o y payments otter and ahme the base rate and initial one-time outlay Iheir
purpose is to Loser dil special, expenses the foster child or foster family might incur re g medical cost .

inusiL lessons Lamp)

I he tremendvnis ariatron in foster (amity care payments fro one Mate to another and the great %,ariety

of payment systems in use throughout the country. pont out the need for a systematic looktthe true costs
of foster child care 1()Ille State, elect to yap., payments*,-ised on the-age of the foster child. while others
pax a fixed amount per Lhild or ,dry payments according to' where the child as located in ,the state or' what

yea] the f_rii1(1 is in syhool orrie states do not get involved with foster family care payments at all and in-

stead the rn-alwr of rates to the county and private foster care agencies '

'In. POSTER PARENTS' AND SOCIAL. WORItERS4 ATTITUDES ON FOSTER CARE
ISSUES

Our data on the potic \ and ,ttinides of folfer parents was gathered Com questionnaires we- distrihkited

to foster .ptirents at the 19-S National I aster Parents Association-IN+ P ./;\ ) meeting in 'Atlanta and social

workers at the I9'c Lo;tern Regional ( onferenLe of the Child Welfare League in New York City. We also
compared our'siire with other rsearLh projects completed in the 19511s. 1960Is. and 1(t70's

,1U ,
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4Foster Parent Attitudes Toward !ipecific Payment and Cost Issues

Nearly three-fourths of the foster pkirents surveyed at,the 1975 N.F P A. meeting felt that they sizould he1-eimbursed for the direct Costs they incur in caring fot a child,, plus a certain amount for their time and ef-fort. We believe that the results reflect an pi creasing trend'on th(art bf foster parents to seek compensa-tion for their role as professionals.

Many respondentg felt that with a service-for-fee payment system.

agencies would be able to recruit more middle class -foster famites.
there, would be-less turnover in foster homes.

foster parents would be more vvillint* accept foster-children with special needs. and
. foster care agencies would expect more of foster paints

,
* Ten 'questions'in our N F PA survey attempted

to gauge foster parent attitudes towards other motOr fos-ter care payment and cost issues NIriligeneral. the foster parents in the study agreed with the follosuitig.
Foster children cost the same as natural children of the same age and sex(66r% agreed)
More adults would become foster parents if payments were better (55(% agreed)
Most foster care agency payments do not come close to covering direct costs -+ 5'- 'agreed)
It costs more to raise children in a city than in a rural area (.53(i agreed)

,Foster care payments should reflect differences in coiNue to age and sex (96'; `-1Vreed about tige.61'7. agreed about sex)

Costs andymants items on whioilo,fo4er.partnts
expressed disagreement included.

Foster care payments are ,a major source of income for foster parents )7V% disagreed)
The high cost of raising teenagers is,a prime reason why it is so hard to place teenage children (52(%alsagreed

10

Social Worker;s Perceptions of Foster Parent Attitudes

In order for a foster care system to work effoively. the foster care social workers must know how thefoster Parent feels In our survey of social workers involved with foster parents. we attempted to mez,i)atresocial,vvorkers' accuracy by asking the respondents to put themselves in the place of foster parents in re-sponding to many of the questions In most cases, social workers were poor predictors of how foster par-ents felt about their role as foster parents. payment and -Cost issues. and the foster care agency
14./Social workers dichnot seem to see the foster parent's role in the same way the active foster parents sawit They usually thought that foster parentwould he motivated by lower level need's, such as those pertain-ing to physiological well-being and security The foster parents reported they were actually motivated bysuch er level needs as Personal esteem and self-actualliation Social workers did considerably better inpre g the opinions of fostertiarents on payment and cost related items than they did on items.relatod toves af

r
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