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) ‘ " EXECUTIVE SUMMARY '
‘ 3 bt - °
In Matgh 1980 the Depattment(of Health and Human Services published final
i day care regulations in the Federdl Register. Most of the provisions became’
effective on October 1, '1980. 1In December 1980, in response to continuing
concern about the potential cost of thé regulations.to states and providers,

a provision was added to the Omnibus Reconciliation Act of 1980. This provision
delayed the effective date of the regulations until July 1, 1981.% - .

The Omnibus Reconciliation Act of 1980 also mandated the Department of Health and
Human Services (HHS) to "assist each state in conducting a systematic assessment
) : of current practices in Title XX funded day care programs and”préovide a sSummary
report of the assessment to Congress by June 1, 1981," _ P
- The Administration for .Children, Youth and Families (ACYF) within the Office of
Human Development Services (HDS) was responsible for assisting the states in
conducting individual assessments and developing this summary report te the
Congress. For purposes.of this report, Title XX day care programs are defined
to include all day care centers and homes receivdng any Title XX funds.

The assessments, which were conducted by states, examined both state day care
requirements and provider practices. Most states used a model assessment
instrument and procedures developed and tested by ACYF. Only two states with
Title XX funded day care did not provide a report (Missouri and New Mexico) .** .

\

' MAJOR FINDINGS

Child day care represents 18% of all Title XX expenditures and is .one of the )
three highest funded™¥itle XX services in 42 states. The total number of ‘day
care cente?s servingjiitle XX funded thildren has increased significantly fram
the number 'identified in 1977--from approximately 8,000 to over 10,500. Nation-
! ally, while most of the children cared for.in Title XX funded centers are between
the ages of three and six (64%), 19% are two years and younger and 16% are six
years and older. . - v .
Overall, this assessment found that provider practices for most non-staffing areas
such as training, nutrition, and health exceed state licensing standards and com-
pare favorably with the proposed 1980 HHS requirements. Provider practices for
staffing well exceed state standards and often exceed the proposed requirements,

¥l 4

Parent Involvement

< While qfly half of the states reguire that Title XX funded centers allow parents
’ to participate in general program policy making, many centers in all states allow
such participation. Nearly all centers regularly exchange information with
parents about their children and allow unlimited observation even when such a
state requirement is lacking. Nearly all homes also provide parents with oppor-
tunities to observe their children.

A

= .
Pending Congressional action on the proposed Social Services Biock Grant; the )
Department delayed the effective date of the regulations until January 2, 1982.
és this report goes to print, Congress has enacted the Social Services Block Grant
which amends Title XX of the Social Security Act, ’ Day Care services provided with
block grant funds must meet "applicable standards of state and local laws." Given
this requirement, the HHS day care regulations will be withdrawn Ehtough an
annoucement published in the Federal Register. '

e
Alaska has no Title XX funded day care.
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. Srow size , .

' 0 & . .
Group size addressed the number of children that can’ comprise single groups.. A
3roqp 18 a "cluster of children assigned to one or more caregivers "
Despice che fact that twenty-four of the forty—seven states\reporting have no ‘

% group size requirements for Ticle XX funded centers, nationally Title XX funded
centers maintain averages smaller than group size ceilings set by the proposed

HHS requiremént and well below existing state’ licensing standards for-all but
the under two year‘old age category.

-

1
N

Staffing‘ . - . o '

Staffing requirements address the minimum numbers of classroom caregivers that
hould be scheduled daily to work with children. .

Current day care provider practices for staffing in centers are much closer to

the generally more stringent HHS proposed requirements than to State licensing

codes across all age categories. Nationally, when current staffing practices

are cdonsidered in relation to the proposed HHS requirements for the two years ‘ ’
and o}der categories, the number of surplus caregivers is three times greater \

than the number of additional cargivers needed. However, for the under two year

old category, there are more than three times more caregivers needed than surplus

caregivers pregent nationally

 Iraining | . . ' ’ .
While only one-half of the states require Title XX funded centets to provide an

. orientation to caregivers, nearly;all centers, in fact, provide such.an orientati
As for training, about three quarters of center caregjvers and one-half of home . -
cardéivers received some training during the past year altﬁough only half .of .,
the states rqnuire such training.

~ Nutrition / - A

‘Most states require both centers and homes to provide snacks and lunches, while
less than half of the States require breakfast to be provided. Nearly all Title
XX funded centers and homes provide lunches and snacks, while 68% of centers
and,77% of homes provide breakfast. Moreover, about three-quarters of all -

Title XX funded centers and half of all Title XX funded homes participate .in the
USDA Child Care Food Programs.

-,

e Health and Safeky

.

e

Most states require children in Title XX daysrcare to have immunizations and

health agssegsments, although only half of the gtates require that the health’

assessment meet the American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) or the Early Periodie Screeqing,
 blagnosis and Treatment (EPSDT) standards. Even in states withouc such requirements,
many. providers require immunizations and health asBessments. Seventy percent (702) of
reporting states assure HHS funded children receive needed health services.

” ~
- . v A

Phyaital Environment &

All states have fire and sanitationm requirements for centers. Fi{ve sgtates have
.no fire standards for homes;, four states have no sanitation standayds for homes,

. The physical eavironment standard most often not included in state codes is that
for swimming safety.




Social Services - LA . ' : .-

t

While only half of the states require Title XX funded centers to provide informa-
‘,_'tion qﬁd assistance to parents on social services, most centers provide information

and assgistance.. .Three %uarters of reporting states assure that HHS funded chil-
dren recefve needed social services.

.- " " CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS .
Pt . 4 ]
; . _

* »

-

o In the past the Federal government and State governments have shared the respon--
8ibility of assuring the health, safety and normal age-appropriate development of-
Fpderally fundéd children in day care. It now appears that states will be given
the primary responsibility for this-'ass€rance. The results of the assessment

« in@icate that state expenditures for day care are among the highest of any social
service ‘category. Equally reflective of the importance given to day care by
States are the resources committed to assuring that licensing standards and state

Jitle XX day care regulations are met. . '

A high degree of consigtency was observed between state Title XX agency require-
ments and day care center and family day ‘care.home provider practices in the areas
of health and the provision of meals. . Centers, however, well exceeded state
) agency requirements with respect to the training of caregivers (particularlv,
N orientation of newly hired caregivers), social services information and parent

involvement activities, : .
. &
While group size is now unregulated by many states, average gro&p sizes. in Title
R XX funded centers even exceeds the requirements of the 1980 HHS requirements for -
age categoriles two years .and over. The value of small group sizes is obviously -
recognized by providers, '

»

In the area of staff/child ratio practices, center avera practices reflect even
less children per caregiver than the HHS requlirements f?giihe three E@ six year
old category and less children per caregiver than the state licensing standards
in all.age categories.. . )

The results of the study should be helpful to states as they consider day care
' standards. ACYR will continue to offer technical assistance to states on an as-needed
basis, Based on this study the focu$ of such an assistance effort would be in the

areas of caregiver training, health and social services information systems, parent
involvement, and group gize, /

- . . 4
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. ¢ ; . . .
: PART I: OVERVIEW OF ASSESSMENT EFFORT e ,
'The Conibus ‘Reconciliation Act of 1980 (P.L, 96-499) delayed the effectives date of the N

Health and Human Services bay Care Regulations (HHSDCR) until July 1, 1981*% and mandated
the Department of Health and Human Services® (HHS) to "assist each state in conducting a
systematic assessment of current practices in Title XX funded day care programs and pro-
vide a summary report of the asses§ments to Congress by June 1, 198& " ) )

BACKGROUND. THE FEDERAL DAY CARE REGULATIOVS AND THE REASOV FOR THE ASSESSMENT

[}
The Federal Interagency Day Care Requirements (FIDCR) were written 14 1968 based upon.a
1967 amendment to the Economic Opportunity Act. At that time tiHe re&uirements were not
attached to funding legislation and were wiewed as a model codesand made part of the Code
of Federal Regulations early im 1969. In 1975 compliance with a modified version of the ©
FIDCR became a condition for funding Title XX day care facilities., Iu response to general
concerns about potential cosJS\Congress placed a morgtorium upon one sé4 of requirements
" of these regulations, the staff/child ratio requirements for children er 6 years old

in day care centers. E& h s;ate was required to-meet all other FIDCR rgquiregents and

could not lower staff/child Fatio requiréments below tfose in effect in the state at the

time of the moratorium. At the same time, the Department of Health,, Ed cation and Welfare

was directed to study the appropriageness of having Federal day .care, regulations for

Federally fuuded day care facilities.

v

LY

In 1978 the Appropriateness of the Federal Interagency Day Care Requirements was published
The study was written by Department sﬁgff assisted by many day care professionmals, includ- o4
ing providers and parents. Much of thé information was based on the Department-sponsored
Vational Day Bare Stydy, a fqQur-year study of center-based preschdol day care. The Appro-
priatendss Report concluded that while the 1975 version of the FIDCR needed revision, Fed-
eral regulations were necessdty to ensure the health, safety, and’-appropriate develop-

" ment of an especially wulnerable population of children-~children eligible for Federally

-

subgsidized day care. L (
A Notjice of Propoq’!p;ulemaking was publishéd in the Federal Register on June 15, 1979. '
The NPRM includedqrequirements for caregiver training, ftutrition, health and safety, .
physical environmbknt, social services, parent involvement, program activities, group
composition, and monitoring. Options were proposed for each area of the regulations, |,
and*an extensive\pub ¢ comment process followed., ~This process included ten Regional
\ hearings, one nation hearing, and over 4,000 written comments. The comments were care-
fully analyzed to determine which options should be included {n the final regulatigps. . _
The National Fire Protection Association's Life Safety Code and three other stuiéégg The
Licensing §tudy, (a study of all state dgy care licensing requirements)}.the National
Day Care Center Study and the Family Daefihre Home Study also provided information for
the consideration of the requirements.
A\
As a result of this extensive input and expressions of concern and preferences,,
the Department published the final Health and Human Seryices Day Care Regulations on
March 19, 1980. Most of the provisions became effective on October 1, 1980, The final
regulations included all the areas that were in the NPRM and also allowed states to
request up to a two-year qgtension %f the effective date of the group composition require=-
ments. Thirty-two states made that request. States and providers were also able to”
submit a plan of correction if found out of compIiance. i 5@

N\ > ,

”

*Pending Congressional action on the proposed Social Services Block Grant, the
Department delayed the effective date of*the regulations until January 2, 1982.

" As this report goes to print, Congress has enacted the Social Services ’iock Grant
which amends Title XX of the Social Security Act, Day Care services provided with
block grant funds must meet "applicable standards of state and local laws." Given
this requirement, the HHS day care reguldtions will be withdrawn through an
annouceqent publishéd in the Federal Register. . ) . B

B
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The extensive Regplatory Agalysis of the HHS Day Care Regulations gstimated that

the vegdlations would likely result in costs_about five percent higher, on avefage than
the current base cost of Federally subsidized day care, and that this increase

in costs would be phased in over a three year geriod.” The regulations would ‘cost
aﬁpieciably less, however, than the 1968 FIDCR if they were strictly enforged,

would result in a larger number of sudsidized centers being in compliancé,\and

, " would increase’the number of,nqgsubsidized centers who could satisfy the regulations.
’ ' .
-\ A
. The analysis also stated the "effects of the etoposed regulations on children - .

would be beneficial as compared to hurtep; practice due primarily to: the positive

effects of reduced group size' and caregiver training; the absence of adverse effects
from relaxing child-staff ratdos; the early prevention and detection of potentially

expensive health problems; and the provision of needed health services."

A provision in the Octvber 1, 1980 continuing resolution 411l (P.L. 96-369) oo
prohibited the Department from expending funds to impleme the regulations. During
December 1980, in respopse to gontinuing concern about the potential cost of the .
reguldtions to States and ptov%ﬁets, a provision was added to the Omnibus

Reconciliation Act of 1980 (P.L.96-499). THis provision delayed the effective date of the
regulations until July 1, 1981 and mandated the states' assessment of current practices
of Titie XX day care facilities: This assessment was mandated as a result of the
increasing awareness” in Congress that little is known at the state levcl about actual
Title XX provider and /state practices. This lack of information was especially .
apparent as states attempted to support ;heg; requests for an extenséon of the
effective date of the group composition requirements. The.gegulationsfstated that

these requests must contain information on the number of children recelving care in ’
fagilities which would be out of compliance with the rfew requirements and the actual
group size and staff/child ratios of those out-of-compliance facilities. The true
" impact of the regulations would be impossible to assess without this information

and*few states had such information available. In general, information oh actual. -
. practices in training, nutrition, health and safety, rates of reimbursement, and

>

| lany other areas was also’*missing. A_state by state assessment was fncluded in n .
the Omnibus Reconciliation Act as' the method for providing Congtess with thls data.
"IMPLEMEL f’PLAN FOR THE ASSESSMENT
_’ . ) D R = 3
- The Admiggstration for Children, Youth and Families carried out this Congressionally
% mandated study by adopting an appkoach which: ‘ .8
. ’ . , b " ) -
{ 1, Followed the Congressional language that the states should have the
primary responsibility for conducting the assessments; . .

2. Incorporated a Fedetaﬁ role which facilitated the states' condudg of a

systematic analysis; and .

. ‘ 3. Defined Title XX day care p}ogtams-to include all care ceaters and
\ - homes receiving any Title XX funds. ’

’

Specifically, ACYF agsisted the states in donducting assessments by making available
.to thep! . R

v ) h
: )
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-

. standardized ins ents which could be used to measure day care provider
practices and gtate ;gency practices and requirements;

3

. . training ‘of state personnel at HHS Regional Offices in the administration
of these instruments;

;/f . on-Bite technical assistance by Regional Office staff and consultants to
state personnel in carrying out the assessments and 1in aggregating and

analyzingaresul&8° and ). ™~ o
_fmggg,J?/rT: funds ranging from $1500 to0.$4700 to support travel to Regional dffice, .
orientation sessions and to help defray the costs of conducting the an
assessments, ¢
Standardized Instruments ‘ .

‘K‘Technical Asgistance Package was developed to help states collect information and
prepare a state report (See Appendix C). States were free to choose to use other
iastruments, approaches, and reporting forms if they chose to participate in the
' stuay, ACYF did request, however, that states document whatexer mefhod 3%% used to
- gather data to allow the comparability of states' information to be determned.

{

The Technical Assistance Package includqé@;

., 8 form which could be used to report Title XX day care information on state
agency practices, day care home and center provider practices; v

suggested sanpling procedures and sample sizes for conducting ptovider .
telephone’ surveys; ¥ .

“w .

. sample advance letters to family day care home and center providers to
notify them of the survey; . '

+ , telephone survey questionnaires with interviewer instructions for home .’
and center surveys; and
. center group size and staff/child ratio compilation instructions with
] " 1llustrated tables as well as table shells. ”

Training of State Perédnneltin‘the Administration of the Instruments

Sessions were held during February in all HHS Regional Offices to orient state staff RN
to the, assessment effort and train them in the administration of the Technical //,

. Assi{stance Package. Most states sent ome or two staff to these day and a half
sessions that were conducted by Central Office ACYF staff.

On-Site Technical Assistance

Regional Office day care staff provided on-site assistance to staties during the .
conduct of the assessments and/o; during the compilation of data and the preparation
of the state repogts. Consultants werd also made available to several states that
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requested additional assistan On-going contact was maintained with every state
during the asgessment, and F Qentral Office staff were available at all times

“to réspond to guestions and provide assistance to Regidnal Offieec and state staff.

.

Grants to States - ,

AC?F made available to states grants ranging from $1500 to $4700 to be used to

help defray the costs involved in conducting the assessment including personnel,
travel to the Reglonal Office training session, supplies, duplication of materials \
and telephone calls. Since the number of Title XX funded homes was difficult to
determipe in some states, the size of the grant was based primarily on the number
of Title XX funded duy care centers in each state.

SUM?&RZ REPORT

/
States were requested. to submit their assessment'iﬂéfrmation to ACYF by April 15 (later
changed to May 1). ‘Data received by that date was 2nalyzed and included in this
sSummary reéport. Any state information received after that date 1s noted and
attached-as part of the,total package to the Congress.
v "‘ " ~
This suminary report is an analysis of the information provided by states on cuzrent -
stat: Titde XX agency program requirements and practices and Title XX funded provider

'

~ practices. With the exception of the staffing requirements, this report does not o
present an’ analysis of thé costs of state compliance with the HHS regulations,
primarily because of the difficulty involved i aining reliable state-level cost

informarion for such regulatory provisions as he th screening and caregiver training.

E

-

.  PROVIDER SURVEYS
Sampling*bésign for the Telephone Survey ° |,
The requirements for a center to be eligible to participate in the survey of
provider practices were that its licensed capacity be at least 13 children; it
currently receives income from a Title XX Agency; and it provides day care Jégrvices
less than 14 hours a day. This last requirement was included to eliminate” the
atypical 24 hour center from biasing 4 state's profile. Eligibility requirements”
for a home were that it be regfstered, certified, or licensed to serve less than 13
children and it also curreantly receives income from a Title XX Agency.
To satisfy the Congressional mandate, the results bf the telephone survey had to
provide an asgesstment of Title XX day care practices separately for each state.
Minimum center and home sample size numbers for telephone interviewing were
suggested {o eadh stata. These numbars would allow information from the sample

A

*
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" * to be considered as state-wide results with reasonable confidence. The accuracy
cricerion selected for this assessment was a 95 Percent confidence level for
estimates of pdpulation statistics at the state level -to be no wider than 30.075
for center and $0.10 for homes. Thus, if a percentage finding of 0.50 for a

partiCufhr center characteristic was recorded, the sample size would have provided
95 percent confidence that the true pergent was between O. 425 and 0.575+

Recognizing thatifome centers or homes mighc refuse to be survéyed or may not

be eligible for - survey, it was suggested that states should initially identify
a larger number of facilitges to call then the minimum numher recommended. An
adjustment factor of 30%Z for cente:s and 100% for homes was provided. Suggestions -
re also provided for randomly selecting the number of facilities to call from the
podlation of Title XX facilities available in order to assure that each facility

°

le siies recommended (See Appendix C) varied from state to state based
cipated total numbers of Title XX f cilicies in that state., With

the exception*af Wyoming, all state sample sizes met o exceeded the minimum

number recdﬁme for centers. Actual sample sizes ubed by states for the survey
of homes are not available in this report. However, it is believed that nearly all
states who surveyed homes “also met or exceeded those recommended minimums. State
center samples ranged in size frouw six in North Dakota to 167 in California. The
total U.S. sample size for Title XX funded centers was 3,874 for the 39 states that
conducted the survey (Marpland survey results were not availabIe to be included in
this tatal). This represents 46.3% of all the Title XX funded centers from those
states. ;- - N

Quescionnairqufor the Telephone Survey ’ -

The questionnaires used for the telephone Survey wére'designed to collec: information
‘on the practices of providers in centers and homes. _Initially developed questions
were reviewed by central office, regional "office and state agenty day care staff

and then restructured, réworded and rearranged to mike all questions close-ended

and o limit the length of the telephone survey fdr centers to less thah 30 minutes
and for homes to less than 15 minutes. The final questionnaires are presented in
Appendix C. The day care center questionnaire is ‘composed of six par:s:rf

Part A: A.seqﬁenceﬂof four. eligibility questions to screen out those centéts
not. eligible to participate in the survey. . b
»
(
Part B: A geries of 32 questions primarily:covering child "and caregiver
charpcteristics, daily groupings of children and staffing patterns.
s i3 the core part of the questionnaire because it addresses
s group size and staff/child ratio practices. -,




o
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Part§C. D, E, & F: Clusters of quespions‘féléting regpectively to caregiver

. training practices, health and safety practices, social ’

gservice practices and parent involvement practices. . XY

The family day care home questionnaire cpntains.lé questions covering é;igibility,
health and safety practices, parent involvement practices, nutrition practices
and staff/child ratio practices. , o
Both interviews opened with a brief statement that introdiced the interviewer
and the*survey, identifted the purpose of the survey, asked the respondent' if the '
advanced ‘letter was received (the advanced letteyg contained a confidentiality \\\
‘statement and presented for the respondent's review and preparation the more
complex group composition questions that would be asked) and ascertained the director's
willingness to part}cipate. . .

- -

Riyérting Results of Telephone Surveys >

A state reporting form was provéded for use by states to mecord gnformation on
staté agency requirements and practices and the éfsults of the té&lephone surveys on
provider practices. Items on the reporting form were cross-referenced to specific

. questions on the telephone sprvey ins&ruments as an aid tqQ states in filling out
the reporting form. A set 8@ detailed instructions and tables were offered to sta‘es
for aggregating center information relating to the more complex staff/child ratio
and group size practices. Instructions for*aggregating all other information was hot
offeredrbecause of their relatively §traightforward computation requirements,

- - i ) é
-~-RESPONSE FROM STATES ® )

tabé :esponee to this assassmen; effort was exceﬁlent. Only three states did not
ovide any réport: "Alaska, Missouri and New Mexico (Alaska, however, does not:
have any Title XX funded day care) Eight states (Arizopa, Minnesota, Nebxaska.
New York, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, West Virginia and Wisconsin) provided reports
but did not condict a syrvey of provider practices. Information;ou most provider
practices from these states was derived from othér state sources such as monitoring JJ(
repon{s Aqnd are therefore included on the tables in this summary report. However,
staff/child ratio and group size provider practices were generally not available
for these states, or not available in a format which was comparable to.most of the
states cenducting the survey, and therefore are not included. One state (Maryland)
submitfed a report too late to be included in the analysis tables. Information on

their practices, however, are contained in Appendix B. Figure 1 below depicts the
response profile for each,acateﬁ ) . N

ORGANIZATION OF REPORT FINDINGS R
Ve . <
Summary assessuent £indings are presented in the next section of this report.
Pindings are divided into four parts. The first part (Part II) presents demographic
characteristics associated with Title XX day care,i.e. number and type of Title XX

.

-

-
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« FIGURE 1: STATE RESPONSE PROFILE -
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Submitted Report Submitted Report  ° Did Not |
and Conducted Survey' but Did ot Conduct Survey Submit Report

. Alabama : Arizona ) . _
Arkansas ' ta . Missouri® . "
California : New York - . New Mexico
Colorado " Nebraska
Connecticut ‘ Pennsylvania ¢
Delaware . South Carolina -

District of Columbia West Virginia
Florida Wisconsin ) _
- GeBrgia ( ‘ . ’
- Rawaii ) ' ‘
Idaho L. .
Illinois ) (

Indiana r ) :

Rarn S

anSas y ,
! ' Kentucky - ) ‘ . ,

Iouisiana ’

Maine o,

* Maryland* . ; N

" Massachusetts .

. Michigan ' _ .
Mississippi ) N
Montana o ’ N . e

) Chio .
Oklahama

. Oregon /
+ Nevada

New Jersey f‘ . ,)
New Hampshire - ' Vo
i Nopth Carolina . .
y North Dakota .
Rhode Island -/ \
South Dakota 7
Tennessee : .

*Survey data was ﬁ available in time to be included in the analysis tables.

—— . {
**Aliska does not have Title XX Funded Day Care.
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funded providers child enrollment patterns, caregiver wages and rates of reimburse-
ment. The next part (Part ITI) describes Title XX state agency practices and :
. provideér practices of non®staffing areas, i.e. program of activities, caregiver

' " training, nutrition, health and safety, physical environment, social services and
parent involvement. Part IV describes state requirements and provider practices
‘related to group composition, i.e. group size and staff/child ratio., The final
part (Part V) presents conclusions and study implicatiops. Figures and tables
depicting both U.S. summaries and state level information are included for i{llustra-
tion purposes. Summary figures and’ tables appear in’ the body of the report, while
state tables are found in Appendix A. )

~
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) PART II: DEMOGRAPHIC cw&crmsnc‘s"”
NUMBER AND TYPE OF TITLE XX FUNDED DAY CARE cmrms AND HOMES (Figures 2, 2a, Zb and e
3; State Table 1) . ' N

“44\
. ? 2 ——

Nationally, there are 10,773 (with five states not*reporting) day care centers serving
Title XX children.* Twenty-gseven percent (3A%) of these centers are eligible to .
receiye a waiver from the gmoup size and staff/child ratio requirements. Waivered
centers are centers whose enrollment includes not more than 20 percent or a maximum
of ten (whichever is less) Title XX funded children. If a center receives a waiver,
.rthe group size and staff/child ratio requirements of the proposed,HHS day care
regulation® do not apply; the center must comply instead with state standards for these
components. One-fourth of the Title XX centers are profit centers while three-fourths
are either private non-profit or public non-profit centers. This represents a comparable
rate of profits to non-profits found in 1973,

With the information from geven states not included, the reported national total of
family day care homes serving Title XX funded children is 29,329.

ENROLLMENT BY AGE OF CHILDREN IN TITLE XX FUNDED FACILITIES (State Table 2)

With information not available from ten states, (see State Table 2) the national total

of enrolled children {Title XX funded and non-Title XX funded) in Title XX funded

centers 1s 472,960 (significantly higher than 1979). This is the total number of

children in centers whith would be affected by the, HHS Day Care Regulations. Those v

children in waiverable centers, however,, (27% of centers) would not be, affected by

the HHS group compositiom requirements .

/

Nationally, Title XX funded children account for approximately one half (47Z) of all

children enrolled in centers serving any Fitle XX children. 'In some states, such ~

as Mississippi, the total enrollment in a center is Title XX children. In other

states such as Kansas, Titfe XX children tend to be dispersed among centers serving

primarily children supported entirely by parent fees, non-Title XX subsidies, or a

combination of other than Title XX funding. Sta:es in which children are dispersed

among .centers can be identified by noting those with a large number of waiverable s "

centﬂﬂs (see Statgé Table 1). - o
Nationally, six percent (6%) of the childreg cared for in Title XX fumded cei;rs
are under two years.of age; thirteen percent (13X%) are two years old; six ive
percent {65%) are three to six years old; fourteem percent (14%) are six to ter

© years old; and two percent (2Z) are ten to fourteen years old. Five states
provide no center care for infants and fourteen states report that they serve no
childrer ten to fourteen=yeafs‘old.

?

% It i8 estimated that there are 569 centers in the fiwe states not reporting on
the numbers of centers. The combined total, 11,342, is subgtantially higher .
than the 8,100 Federally funded centers reported in the 1977 National Day
Care Center Survey.

.
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. FIGURE 2 ’

: REPORT ON TITLE XX DAYCARE
NUMBER OF DAY CARE CENTERS
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FIGURE 2a .
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REPORT ON TITLE XX DAY CARE
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REPORTPON TITLE XX DAY CARE
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REPORT ON.TITLE XX DAYCARE
NUMBER OF DAY CARE HOMES
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The number of Title XX children s rved in family day care homes 1s.96,768 (with
‘Seven states not reporting). Notﬁtncluded in this assessment is the number of Title
XX children in’in-home day care (in 1979 that number represented 11.5% of all day
care paid for by Title XX funding). In-home day care is care provided in the child's
home.

' ’ ’ -
CAREGIVER WAGES (Figures 4 and 5; ‘State Table 3) *
g s .
The U.S. average hourly wages for each type of caregiver in centers are $4.78 for
a lead-caregiver ($9,942 per year for-a 40 hour week); $3.97 for a caregiver ($8,258
per year); ‘and $3.49 for.a caregiver aide (§$7,259 per year). (California salaries
are not considered in this discussion since its signiﬁ;cancry higher salaries are.

inconsistent,with'the natienal picture.
4

The average salary for a lead caregiver ranges between $3.56 'per hour.in Oklahoma

and $§.02 per hour in Pennsylvania, The average galary for a caregiver ranges from L

$2.67 per hour in Montana to $5.58 Per hour in Connecticut. Caregiver aides salaries e

range between $2.30 per holir in Montana and $4.04 per hour in the District of Colombia. )

‘

" While all states (except Montana) ghow average salaries above minimum wage for care-~
givers and caregiver aides, these salaries are lower phan the OMB March 1981 poverty
guideline for an urban family of four* ($8,450 per year),

DAILY RATE OF REIMBURSEMENT AND TYPES OF REIMBURSEMENT (State Tables 4 and 5)

Thq daily rate of relmbursement for a child in care in a center or a home varies
gréatly both within a state and from state to state,** The reimbursement rate is
crucial in determining the level of care that can be provided. A rate of reimburse~
ment can be established in many ways: a state may set a fixed rate; a state may
negotiate with a provider up to a maximum rate; a rate may be Based on actual cost
or market price. Many states use more than one type of réimbufsement basis, Nineteen
states reported establishing rate differentials for children of differing ages in -
centers based on the actual cost differences of pProviding care to different ge

3

.children., t

Reimbursement can be made based on the scheduled enrollment of the center or home

or on the number of children actuyally attending each day. Seventeen states reimburse
only using scheduled enrollment, twenty~two states reimburse based on actual
attendance, and seven states use both methods, Twenty~five states report having
supplemental rates for children with special needs. Thirty-two states have egtablished
2 sliding fee scale, . .

4

[}

N

TITLE XX EXPENDITURES FOR DAY CARE (Figure 6)

The state FY 80 Title XX Comprehensive Annual Service Program (CASP) plans show that
States anticipate spending $722,890,414 or 18.1% of their total federal Title XX
funds on day care services for children. This 18 a reduction from the FY 1979 CASP
- plans' $822,289,290 or 21.7% of total Title XX funds, California, planning to shift
the support of day care primarily to state funds, accounts for much of this decrease.
~~

* The OMB March 1981 poverty guideline for a farm family of four is $7,190. |
**  These variations preclude meaningful discussion of the sctual rates provided.
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Forty~two states continue to report day care as one of the three top funded
services. Twenty-two states Plan to expend more than 20% of their total Title X
funds ‘on day care services for children. The percentage of Title XX funds expended
on child day care ranges; from 43.2% in New York to 0% in Alaska.
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@ART III: STATE AGENCY AND. PROVIDER PRACTICES*

Assessment findings for each area are organized according 't state agemcy
practices and provider practices., Summary Tables 1 and 2 (found at the end of
Part IXI) provide U.S. profiles for each of these areas, State statistical
tables for each area are located in Appendix A and are referenced accordingly. N

* PROGRAM OF ACIIVITIES - \ , ) :

o ‘State Agency Practices (State Table 6)

Ninety-four percent (94%) of states currently require Title XX centers

., to have a program of activities, while seventy-nine percent (79%) have
a similar requirement for homes. Seventy-nine percemt (79%) of states.
also provide technical assistance to ceanters, while sixty-eight percent
(68%) provide assistance to homes.

o ;’;pvider Practices ’
o survey questions regdrding a program of activities were asked of -
- providers. - It was assumed that all providers would respond that they
‘ have a planned program of activities.

2

. - L]

o Discussion ~ _—

The assessment shows that a program of act%litieé is curréﬁtly required
of most Title XX providers,

. TRAINING .
- o State Agency Practices. (State Table 7)

._Pifty-one percent (51%) of states reporting currently require Title XX
. , funded centers to provide an orientation for caregivers. Fifty-seven
percent (57%) of states have a training requirement for caregivers, and
seventy~two percent (72Z) of .states have a training plan.

o Provider Practices (State Table 15)

While only one-half of the states reporting require centers to o'ovide

an initial orientation for caregivers, nearly all of the centers surveyed

provide an orientation. The average lengtlyof time given to that oriedta-
/ . tion is 12.8 hours.

-

The perkihhage ofcredentialed center caregivers in sthtes ranges from

8% in'0 oma to 62% in Hawaii. The U.S. median gercentage of

credentialed center caregivers is 35%. The state percentage of mon-

credentialed center caregivers receiving training during the past year

. ranges from.l4% in Wyoming to 100% in six states, with the U.S. median
percentage being 73%.

* Staff/child ratio and group size practices pre discuésed‘in Part 1V ' .




R
.
., . ! ’

, i _

”

The percentage of credentialed home caregivers in states ranges ﬁiém 0% ’
in six states to 3327 in North’ Dakota and Texas with the U.S. median being
8%. The Percentage .of home caregivers receiving training during the past
year ramges from 122 1in Louisiana and Virginia to 100% in eight gtates.
: The U.s.\sfdian 1s 51%. L

- . v i

0 Discussion . . 4—-i§g : .

The variation in state practices related to zrainghg of caregivers reflect
both a state difference in the JPerception of ¢t mportance.of providing
training for caregivers and the limit of available state resources committed
to such training, N
The generally low percentage of center and home caregive?E identified
, as credentialed can be partially related to the use of the tern "Nationally
recognized credential". Few caregivers have degrees or the training
that meets such a narrow definitiod of credentialed.
}
Also related to the low percentage of caregivers with credentials .
are the average hourly wages shown in State Table 3. Aseregiver with a--
nationally recognized credential can often find a job with a higher salary
and shorter hours. ’

The U.S. medians for caregiver training indicate that about three~-fourths

of the center caregiverg and, one~half of home caregivers now receive

training annually, Child care related training is undefined in this’
asgessment; that is, no measure was used to determine the type.or extent ‘
of training received. The proposed 1980 HHS Regulations algo make no attempt to
define training, thereby leaving it up to states to design a program
appropriate to their needs and resources.

NUTRITION ]
. O State Agency Practicas (Figures 7 and §; Scétg Table 8)

Current state fequirements for the provision of meals are ideatical
) ' for centers and homes. Poxty-five percent (45%) oF states require both
5 Title XX funded centers and homes to provide breqkfast;‘pinety—two
-percent (92%) of states require both centers and homes to provide gnacks;
: .and eighty-nine percent (89%) df states require both centers and.homes to
provide lunch. : . ,
- Eighty~one percent (81%) of states providc gonsultative gervices on o
nutrition to centers, while 682 provide such assistance to homes.

- Participation in the USDA Child Care Food Program (CCFP) can support the

: costs of providing meals, Approximately 72.6% of Title XX funded cknters
now receive CCFP funding. The percentage of participating centers has been
limited by the fact that profit centers are not eligible to receive funds.
8ince this restriction is being eliminated, the percentage of participating
centers should increase. Approximately one-fourth of Title XX funded l
centers are profit centers. ) ‘

- \ .
R 2 —
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- effective in linking CCFP with Title XX homes. Seven states report all

"Both centers and homes are providing more than the state required meals.

-

All homes may particpate in CCFP if they are sbonsored by a non-profit
umbrella organization.>~ The U.S. average pergent CCFP participation of.
Title XX hémes in states is 52,.5%. Obviously, some states have been

homes participating. .
Provider Practices (State Table 16)
Nearly all centers and homes provide snacks and lunches. A median of sixty-

eight percent (68%) of centers provide breakfast; a median of seventy-séven
percent (77%) of homes provide breakfast.

HEALTR AND SAFETY

o]

2 £
- 4

State Agency Practices (State Table 9) -
Ninety-six percent® (96%) of states reporting require immunizations for
children in centg¥s; seventy-nide percent (79%) require immunizations for
children in homes. Eighty-five percent (85%) of states require health
assessments for children in centers, while only half of “hose states require
that the assessments meet the Early Periodic Screening, Diagnosis and Treat-
ment (EPSDT) standards. Seventy percent (70%) of states require that children

in homes have a health assessment; only Ehirty percent (30%) require that the,
assessment meet the EPSDT standards.,

Over half of the states reporting (55%) provide health services information
to centers; forty percent (40%) provide such information to homgs. Seventy
percent (70%) of states assure center children receive services; sixty-eight
(68%) of states assure children in homes receive services. . :

Provider practices (State Table 17)

Nationally, nearly all providers (U.S. median of 95% for centers and 93%
for homes) require immunizations for children in care. Even in a state
with no immunization requirement such as Idaho, 57% of centers and 33% of
homes require children to have immunizationms.

Most providers (U.S. median of 89% for centers and 92%Z for homes) also
require a health assessment for children in care. In those states which
have no requirement for a health assessment, some providers have establiched
such a requirement. In Arkansas, for example, which has no assessment
reqtirement, 61% of centers and 57% of homes reported requiring an assessment.

Nearly every center maintains a health record on children in care and ’
most (a U.S. median of 88%) assist parents in obtaining needed services.
The percentage of centers receivihg health care information and

aggistance from the state agency varies between 0% and 1002
u.s. med_i_a{n,of 632. o ? wich 2
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" ¢ Discussion . ' S

. There is little argument that immunization and a health assessment should
be required in daycare centers andshomes. Most states and. miny providers”
perceive {mmunizations and health assessments as vital services and \
protection for children in care. Many providers fequire immunizations and
health assessments even when the state has no requirement. Most centers .
also assist parents in obtaining needed health services gor their children
and malintain health records on children ih care. While ®tate dgencies

W vary greggly in providing health care information and asgistance: to centers,

“ehout 70% of state agencies assure that children receive needed health care.

Only twenty states reported requiring an assessment . that peets the standards
‘'of the EPSDT assesament for children in center care; only fourteen states
have such a requirement for children in homes.. The difference between a

. health assessment as tore generally required and an assessment meeting the

' standards of EPSDT generates an increased cost’of health care. The increased
cost of the assessment can vary from location to location and health practi-

' tioner to health practitioner. L - .

) g \ . . . w Lt
PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT . ‘e

L4 2

¢ State Agency Practices (State Iab;ei' a — B

g, - ’ L
itation standards for centersj . . ¢
eighty-nine percent (892) have fire standards for homes .and ninety~two - -
percent (927%) have sanitation standards for homes. Eighty-seven percept
. (87%) of states have standards for .transportation of center. children;
~ fifty-seven pergent (572) of states have standards for the transportation
of children cared for in ﬁamily homes.* Over half of the states have ,
svimming safety standards for centers; less than half have suqt;gtandards
for homes. Ninety-four percent (942) of states have equipment Safety
standards for centers; eighty-three percent (83%) have such hiéndards for

homes.
- . -
- hd r—" -

. o  Provider Practiggg : ' ' .

« Not assessed.

-

o Distussion. ¢ .o

o ¥ . , . .o .
-, While all states have fire and sanitation standards. for centefs, five states
' have no fire standards faor homes and four states have' no sanitation standards
for homes. The standard most often missing 1s that for swimming safety.

s L

. SOCIAL SERVIGES & - . ,
o Seate Agency Practices (Stat; Tabl&‘l;)-__J’” r ‘

{ "Ovér half (55Z) of the states reporting require T1t1® XX funded ceflters to
provide information about social services to parents. Forty percent (40%)

» . ) . . .
2 -
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require homes to provide such information. Over half of the states provide
infotmation to centers:and homes about social services. Seventy-five
. percent (75%) of states assure that HHS funded children receive needed
. gocial services. '

‘0 Provider Pra

V///“\\\\\ Nearly all centers Xa U.S. médian of 94Z) provide parents with information
and referral to ne¢ded socilal ‘services. Most centers (85%2) also provide ,
assistanée to pardhts in obtaining these services, and 79% follow up to see

. that such services are obtained. A median of 63% of centers received
information and assistance from the state ageﬁfy related to social segvices

for\childrén.in care. . . e

(étate Table 18) )

- o.- Discussion ) R ) © ’
While twenty-one states ﬁepofted having no requirement that centers provide
information d4nd assistance to parents related to social services, nearly all
. centers report that they provide such information and assistance. In Wyoming, .
¢~ for example, although centers are not required to provide social service
. information to parents, ninety-three percent (93%) of centers reported doing
80 and sixty-seven (67%) of centers reported assisting parents obtain such’
" services. Also, mgny'sggtes (75%) appear to have established some type of
system to ‘gssure that HHS funded children receive needed services. '

PARENT INVOLVEMENT ' TN N

~

o State Agency Practices (State Table 12)
About half of the states (47%) reporting require centers to provide parents
* with opportunities to participate in geheral program policy making. Over z
- half of the states (57%) require centers to ullow parents unlimited access to
) observe their children. Seventy percent (70Z) of states.provide information
' °  and techmical assistange to centers on wérking with parents. Sixty percent
{60%) provide such information to homes. ’

- ', o Providéer Practices (State le' 19)

While only half of the states Yequire that Title XX funded centers allow
parents to. participate in genefal program policy making, many centers in |
A all states allow such partigigatitn (a U.S. median of 73%). Nearly all
</ centers regularly exchange qmmaCngajigg parents about their chidlren
and allow uplimited access to parentt eéven when such a state requirement \
) is lacking. Nearly all homes.also provide parents with opportunities to
observe their children. ' . . :

o \?iScussion ) . .

- ' Provider practices indipate that parents generally have access to cbserve
’ -, their children's day“@dre programs, and parents with children in centers
can often participate in general proegram policy making. The actual extegt
i of parent impact on the day care program, however, cannot Qs>decermined
_through this assessment.

- 3
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SUNMARY TABLE 13 STATE REQUIRMN‘IS AND, STATE AGENCY PRACTICES RELATIVE TO HIS DAY CARE

N RECULATORY PROVISIONS (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING) Lo
’ K PERCENT OF STATES
; REGULATORY PROVISION L FOR CENTERS FOR HOMES
PROGRAM OF ACTIVITIES . )
. REQUIREMENT . 94 .79
- TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE A 81 68
# v .
CAREGIVER TRAINING )
« ORIENTATION REQUIREMENT . 51 -
% TRAINING REQUIREMENT 57a 57 »
" o “TRAINING PLAN ' ‘ 2« 72 &
HEALTH SERVICES : - %
. HEALTH ASS REQUIREMENRT o , 85 70
. TMMUNIZATION RRQUIREMENT ' 96 79
- AAP/EPSDT_STANDARD . ] 43 30
. INFORMATION TO PROVIDER LR 55 40
. ASSURE CHILDREN RECEIVE SERVICE . a \; . . 70 68 *
© MEAL REQUIREMENT [ A '
. BREAKFAST _ R 45, 45
« SKACKS® s 92 92
. LUNcH . 89 89
. CONSULTATION ) o 81 " 68
> PHYSICAL ENVIROMMENT ) . ’ -
"« FIRE . 100 - 89
« SANITATION 100 92
. TRANSPORTATION 87 57
. SHIMMING . . 94 83
. « EQUIPMENT . 55 40
' SOCIAL SERVICES “ . .
. PARENT INFORMATION REQUIREMENT ‘ B ‘55 4 4o
« PROVIDE, INFORMATION TO PROVIDER - - -1 57
. ASSURE 'CHILDREN RECEIVE SERVICE . . ' 75 75
PARENT INVOLVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES “ . ..
. PARTICIPATION IN POLICYMAKING : 47 . -
* i - UNLIMITED ACCESS 57 -
- INFORMATION AND TECHNICAL ASSLSTANCE .. 70 60
- “ATA COMRTNED FOR HOMRES AND CENTERS .’
o ) ° ¢
ERIC  ~ .-, 43
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e LTS ' > h /
; . ] SINCIARY TABLE 25 TITLR XX PUNDED CENTER AND HOME PRAGTICRH RELATIVE TO HHS DAY CARR .
- - : RECULATORY PROVISIONS (DISTRIBUTION OF STATES REPORTINC) * ’
| o DISTRIBUTION OF STATES*#
e . » s S ..
. s DEDIAN . FOR cmm:as _ MEDIAN FOR HOMES -
. PROVISIONS #44 o Z . .
g ! (0-15%  16-30% 31-45: Z5T60% 61-75Z 76-90% 91-1007 0-15% 16-30% 31-45% 46-60% 61-75% 76-90% 91-100%
“CAREGIVER TRAINING . . o . i
J - PROVIDE ORIENTATION I 100{ - - - - - * 2 40 - |- - - - - - -
" . CAREGIVERS RECEIVING TRG] 73] 1 1 [ 6 8 10 1n 51| 4 8 5 1 5 9
» . CREDENTIALED CAREGIVERS.| 35| 3 13 18 5 1 - - 8 |28 7 2 - - - -
. HEALTH SERVICES :
. . REQUIRE HEALTH ASSMT 89| 2 1 - 1 2 1 38 92 | 2 - 2 6 4 2 25
. . o REQUIRE DXMUNIZATION | 99 - - - 1 - 1 42 93 |- - 2 2 4 4 9
) . MONITOR HEALTH RECORDS 99| - " - - - 3 41 I - - - - o~
o ASSIST:PARESTS " s8] - - - 1 4 16 18 . - - - - - -
« v« RECD INFO FROM STAIES 631 1 3 9 .6 7 7 8 —i- - - 4= - - -
- 2 ‘ . . ’
< na&\xr.\;t s8] 1 3 s 6 .14 6 7 {7t 1 2 & N9 13 8
L3 . . . _ B
N » SNACKS . 871 1 - - - - 3 39 96 |~ - - - - 5 35
<‘ . LuNcH e | 9% - - - 1 3 3 %6 | 9 |- . - - 1 9 30
: SOCIAL SERVICES I P . .
4 . PARENT' 4R 9l - - - - 1 8 29 -1- - - - - - -
. PAREST ASSISTANCE * :}. 85| 1 - 1 1° ' 8 17 10 -1- - - - - - -
« FOLLOY-UP- SERVICE - 791 1- - 1 3 9 15 9 -] - - . .- - - - -
. RECDG tnm FROM. STATB o 63 & - 6 12 8 , 4 9 - - - - - - - -
N . . , .
’ nm:m tswr onomwmas -1 - . . , _ _
) o UCXLIRITEY ‘ACCESS L 95| - - - - 1 - 35 . - - - - - -
L] RECL"L%RE‘ EXC OF mm - 100 - - - - - - 40 R - - - . - .= - - -
2 . PR0GRAY POLI 186 73] 1 1. 2 ° 6 8 9 8 - |- - - ‘m - - -
.. % . OBSERVE CHILD PR - Y - - -, - - 95 | - . - - 1 2 35
T v :"Q \A— ' ‘ M
" .. caoﬁ%’@wosrnox ISIONS™ ARE PRESENTBD o4 smnum TABLES 3-11 . >
Jo 7
*h ,.‘ TOTAL mm or STATES REPORTING mvmm PRAC‘HCES 70 SPECIFIC PROVISIONS VARIES BASED UPOR STATE AVAILABILITY OF SUCH xummnoa
\3: c-;:>~
B an;t&ﬂ o Amuru.s AND PHYSICAL ENVIRONMEWT PROVIDER PRACTICES WERE MOT ASSESSED 4=
o XY
& . o , .

FY - -
% % oa.. ® . . !
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PART IV: . GROUP COMPOSITION*

1 3
v

. The intent of group composition requirggenfs is to insure sufficient numbers
of caregivers are providinggngfe and protective care and supervision to children
and that children are cared for in grouping arrangements which promote their age-
appropriate development. Since the composition of a group comprises both numbers
of children as well as numbers of caregivers, -group size and staffing requirements °
are inextricably linked An a classroom.  This important linkage was carefully .
considered when these two provisions were developed for day care centers. Group
composition in family day care homes has different characteristics and dimensions,
and therefore their regulatory provision as well as their assessment results are
treated separately. .

Group size addresses the maximum number of children that can comprise gingle groups.
A group 18 a "cluster of children assigned to one or more caregivers,"” More Egah

one group of children may occupy a single ropm-provided cpgc each group meets the

group gize requf%ament and has its. own cleazly defined physical space with at least

‘one principally responsible caregiver. Specific group size prescribed ceilings for

day care centers in the propogsed 1980 EHS regulations are based upon the recommendations of
the Nigignal Day Care Study which d strated a strong link between this component

and q ty of care for children. These maximums vary by child age, apply only to
certain activity periods of the day (when groups do not, usually merge) and differ
depending upon whether a center is reimbursed on a scheduled enrollment basis (paid

for child absenteeigm) or on an attendance basis (paid only for children in attend-
ance). There is alsq a mixed-age rule associated with this provision to allow

centers administrative flexibility and to group children based upon their develop-
mental rather than their :ironological ages, should this be considered dagirable.

These issues were reflected in both the cent;f‘assessment survey and in Eﬁb compila-
tion tables which were provided to states fo .aggregating and reporting group size
practices. ! -

Staffing requirements in the proposed 1980 HHS regulations address the minimum numbers
of classroom caregivers (certain volunteers and non-classroom staff are included) that
should be scheduled daily to work with chiliren. These minimums are based upon the “
number of children in each age category which attend the center' for specific time
periods and the staff/child ratios which differ for each of these regulatory age
c¢ategories. Like group size, different staff/child ratios are also prescribed for
scheduled enrollment and attendance based optioms. For groups comprising children

under two years old, the staff child ratio is 1:3 for each group. However, staffing
ratios may be calculated on a center,level basfs for all ages of childrem two years and
older. As such, a center may compose groups of any ratio of caregivers and children two
years and older, provided that the staffing req@irements for the center are mat.

This provision allows for greater flex;bili:y in assigning caregivers based on the
developmental needs of children, makes monitoring substantially casier and reduces

the overal%'qost impact of this requiremert, This flexibility was reflected in

both the center assessment survey and in the compilation tables which were provided

to states for aggregating and reporting staffing practices.

The next sections present the summary findings of state provider practices separately
for group size and staffing (staff/child pdtio) in day care centers, Each of these
sections deal with a comparison of HHS and State Licensing Day Care Requirements ard
actual current practices in Title XX funded 2enterst The final gection presents’' a
discussion of family day care homes. -

- [
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. GROUP SIZE PRACTICES -
l v
The HHS Day Care Regulations group Size requirements are:

Enrollment . Attendance

. L ,
Birth to 2 years 6 13
2 years 12 12
3t b yeats 18 16
6 to 10 years 16 . 14

HHS vs State Licensing Group Size Requirements

Group size is regulated by state licensing codes in only 18 states. A slightly
larger number of states (23) have group gize provisions for their Title XX funded
ceanters. This is a relatively Snail number of states_gconsidering the important
relationship of group size to the quality of care that.has recently been
demonstrated, for this component in a national s@hdy. However, it was not too
surprising, since. for many years the regulatory emphasis at both the Federal and
state levels has been on staff/chiyd ratio and not group size. Considering both
the important coantributiorn of group size ,toward quality and its relatively low
cost implications ic is_gnticipated thai more and more states will be incorporating
a group size provision into their licensing codes in the near future.

For the 18 states having a group size licensing requirement, the average maximum
ceilings apve somewhat higher than the HHS requirements a¢ross all regulatory age
cziegories. (Although, as seen in State Table 13, these average figures tend to
be comparable to the HHS requirements for those 23 states that impose a special
group s‘ip requirement on Title XX funded centers). As seen in Summary Table 3
. below, the average state licensing ceilings for the under two 8,, two, three, four,
five and six + year olds, compared with the HHS ceilings are: 1070 vs 6; 16.8 vs 12;
19.6, vs 19.9, 21.5 vs 18 and 25.0 vs_16, respectively. Inm fact, only two state codes .
o are équivalent or better than the HHS requirements for the under two year old age,
category (Alabama and Illinois); five states for thé two year olds (Alabama, Illinois,.
Kansas, Massachusetts and New Hampshire); two states for the four year olds (Alabama
. and New York); two states for the five year olds (Alabama and New York); and one state
for the gix # year plds (Alabama). Only Alabama has HHS equivalent or lower group
size licensing ceillings across|all atégorigs. On the other hand, the group
size cellings were Bhe highest roas st‘age categories for North Carolina,
Ohio and Texas. These latter states, as well as others that prescribe higher
ceilings than the HHS requirement (see State Table 13), might benefit from lowering .
" them in light of thé earlier discussion depicting the cost-effectiveness of this .
regulatory component. . .

" v

Group Size Provider'Practices in Title XX Funded Centers ' J

[ %
3

Except for the under two age category, Title XX funded centers* actually maintain
averagea ‘below. the group size ceilings set by the HHY® requirements and well-below

-
’ \ . ”

* Except when noted, findings are presented for non-waiverable centers |,

32 ’ ' Y . -l
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SUMMARY TABLE 3: STATES GROUP SIZE LICENSING REQUIREMENTS FOR

’j/. . CENTERS BY AGE OF CHILD (PERCENT OF ‘STATES REPORTING)
P | AGE OF _CHILD

MAXDMM GROUP - ' -UNDER TWO : , SIX YEARS
SIZE REQUIREMENT YEARS TWO YEARS THREE YEARS FOUR YEARS FIVE YEARS AND OLDER
6 or Lower .11 \\‘ | 5 0 0o 0 0 -
7 to-9 T 0 0 0 0
10 to 12 17 s o 0 0 0
13 to 15 11 \‘\ 11 17 s 5 "o
16 to 18 5 \21 | 5 5 11 6
19 to 21 ' ' ' 11 - A 28\\ ‘ 56 s6 . .28 18
22 to 26 .0 0 \\‘ o’ 11 . 0 0
25 to 27 . 5 11 ‘\\ Cal1 ] ‘1 28 30

. 28 or Higher o 5 5 \\ 11 11 28 . 47
ALL'gyarns €x) , 18% (100%) - 18 (100Z) 1e\§1ooz) 18 (100%) 18 (1002) 17 (10053
MEDIAN STATE CEILING . 10.0 _16.8 119.6 19.9 ,21.5 25.0
HHS CEILING * - | 6 12 Xe(ls) 18(16) 18(16) 16(14)

* - ONLY 18 STATES REPORTING: HAVE GROUP SIZE.LICENSING REQUIREMENTS ot

#% - NUMBERS IN PARENTHESIS REFLECT ATTENDANCE REQUIREMENTS

~
S

» [
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state’licensing standagds.  As seen in Summary Tables 4 and 5, these U.S. averages

in gcheduled ‘enrol canters are 8.0, 9.6 and 12.2 and in attendance baged -

centers are 6.8, 8.0 and 12.6 for the under two, two and three-to-six year old

age categories, respectively. Only the under two year olds (8.0 and 6.8) exceed,

on_the average, the HHS ceiling requirement of 6.0.However, :Q;s is still

appreciably lower than the average state licensing requirement of 10.0. Average

center practices for the under two year old age category in most states are above :

the HHS ceiling, regardless of whether the center is reimbursed on a scheduled \\\f
enrollment basis or on an attendance bagis. The opposite is true for the two year

and three-to-gix year old age categories.- ' "

! Interestingly, attendance-based waiverable centers (those with less than 20% HHS
funded children) maintain lower average group sizes than the non-waiverable centers -
(see State Tables 20 and 21), while for the scheduled enrollment centers both waiver=-
able and non-waiverable centers perform identically. ’

When these findings are considered along with the findings of the 1977 National Day
Care Center Survey, it seems more evident that most ceaters in the U.S. (Title XX
funded and non-Title XX funded) would have little difficulty meeting a group size
requirement comparable to the proposed HHS ceiling for the two-year-old and three-to-six
year old children. Changing the group size ceiling for the under two year olds
from 6.0/to 8.0 would also put this Category in a more favorable position.

-
Lo

. 3
~f 2°

i b4

» State Group Size PréctheSAgnd Compliance Issues

Only approximately one~fifth’ (21.6%) of all U.S/ groups in Title XX,funded centers
. would not meet the HHS group size requirements (see Summary Table 65. Delaware, Maine,
Michigan and Nevada had moré than 30% of their groups falling below the HHS require~
ments, with’Delaware (582) /"Maine (89%) and Nevada (56%), falling appreciably below.
’ Connecticut (0%), M;ssissig?i (5%), Rorth Dakota (7%) and Oregon (8%) had the N
smallest percent of groups.not meeting the HHS group dgize requirements,

| STAFPING (STAFF/CHILD RATIO) PRACTICES

L] 4

The proposed HHS Day Care Régulations staff/child ratio requirements are:

[}

.{i

Enrollment “Attendance
“Birth to 2 years— . 1:3 1:3
2 years, - . .14 1:4
3 to 6 Jears ‘ C “’f:: . 1:8
6 to 10 years 1:16 - 1114

-

HHS vs State Licensing Staéf/Child Ratio Requirements

2

Staff/Child ratio is regulated.b},most state licensing codes. With the exceptions
of Mississippi and Connecticut, each state has licensing standards that limit the
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SUMMARY TABLE 4: ACTUAL AVERAGE GROUP SIZE PRACTICES IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT
TITL® XX FUNDED NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING)

AGE OF CHILD

ACTUAL AVERAGE ' UNDER THREE TO
GROUP SIZE THO YEARS THO YEARS SIX YEARS*

6 or Lower . 12. : © 0 1)

7 to 9 82 2. 0

10 to 12 © 6 . 52 . 58

13 t0 15 ' s 37

16 to 18 . : 5 )
19 to 21 - . -

2 to 2% S ‘ . @

25 to 27 ' )

28 o_rﬁ Higher

.
g T
ALL STATES (Z) 17 (100%) 19 (1002) " .19 (100%).
MEDIAN STATE PRACTICE ‘ 8.0 T\ 96 12.2
" HHS CEILING ’ 8 12 18
% - GROUP SIZE FIGURES FOR THE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGQRIES ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL
SAMPLE SIZES ., ,
= '
’ - . - [
\ - REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 20
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SUMMARY TABLE 5:

-

ACTUAL AVERAGE GROUP SIZE PRACTICES IN ATTENDANCE BASED TITLE XX
FUNDED NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING)

’

. . . AGE _OF. CHILD
ACTUAL AVERAGE . TNDER THREE T0
GROUP_SIZE TWO YEARS THO YEARS SIX YEARS*
6 or Lower ) 24 22 ' ]
7 to 9 . 64 - 44 11
10 to 12 12 28 .37
13 to 15 - - e 47
16 to 18 . | 5
19 to 21 - o
22 to 2 \
25 to 27 . ' ( .
28 to Righer h \.N .
: \
AL STATES (%) 18 (1002) _19.41002) 20 (1000)
MEDIAN STATE PRACTICE 6.8 . 8.0 - 12.6
WIS CEILING : 6 12 ' 1

* ~ GROUP SIZE PICURES FOR THE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGORIES ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL

SAMPLE SIZES

4

.

* » . 2

' . REFERENCE: . STATE TABLE 21
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« BUMMARY TABLE 6: STATE GROUP $IZE COMPLIANCE INPLICATIONS {PERCENT OF GROUPS : (

/‘& ,
t e
* -
,
. .- .
. e
, -

I

IN. NON-WATVERABLE TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS BELOW HHS REQUIREMENTS)

. _ ¥ , > ’

hng s - . N . N 3
JPERCENT OF GROUPS , R . . ) '

NOT MEETING HHS

.2 . GROUP SIZE " NUMBER OF ) ~ :
;- REQUIREMENTS, . STATES ¢ NAMES OF STATES - -

0’ - 102 h 4‘ -, - CC.; MiBB.; NoDo; Ol'q . e -

. ’ * . * - ‘ . » - i
. ’ 11 -\SK- o~ . 9 . fﬁrk.;' Hawaii; K/an.; l?ass.; lw.l..c.;,l.l.I.; S.D.;J_jerm.; ve. -
- i6 A ~202 . L 5 - Colo.; D.C.3. G"a,; Iow?; Ohio R

r s . N

%t-zsz g

8
_ 26 - 302 .. " 6 @ . Aa.; I1).; Indy; La.; Okla.; Wash. - .
4

Fla.; KyJ; Mpnt.; N.H.3 N.J.3:Tex.; Utah; Va.
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ratio of children to adults in day care center classrooms. Connecticut, however,
does require that at least two staff be present in each classroom. Louisiana, while
ddentifying ratios does not mandate that non~Title XX funded centers be licensed.
Rearly all States (except Montana) require a larger number of children to be super-
vised by a single caregiver as the ages of ‘the children increase.

As seen in Summary Table 7, large differentials in ratio requirements exist between
the HHS requirement and the U.S. average staff/child ratio state licensing require-
ment for \all regulatory age categories. (Although as seen in State Table 14, these
differences tend to be smaller and in some cases non-existent, when states impose a
different requirement for their Title XX funded genters--17 states currently impose 3
different requirements,) The average minimum state licensing staff/child zatio

for the under two's, two,’'three, four, five afd six + .year olds' compared with the
progosed HHS minimums are: 1:5.3 vs 1¢3; 1:7.9 vs 1:4; 1:10.0 vs 1:9; 1:11.9 vs 1:9;
1:13.9 vs 1:9 and 1:16.7 vs '1:16, respectively. Only for the six + year old - -
category is the relative stringency of the proposed HHS requirement less pronéynced. The
largest differential,-in terms of proportionate child/caregiver differences, is

obgerved for the under two and twp year old children. ,é«//

, Among the states, only several have licensing codes as stringent as the ptopose
requirement for specific age categories: one state for the under two year olds (Arkansas); -
two states for the two year olds (Massachusetts and New Hampshire); seven i
states for the three year olds (Alabama, Washington, D.C., Iowa, North Dakota,
South Dakota, New York, and Tennegsee); and three states for the four and five year olds
(Alabamg, New York and South Dakota). However, about one-third of the states are
comparable to the HHS requirements for the school age children (six years and older).
At _the other end of the spectrum, Arizona, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
Hawailg North arolina, Ohio, South Carolina, Texas and Utah, have significantly .
lesS gtringent staff/child ratios for most i}é;i;;egories. s ‘"/';Jf

Staff/Child Ratio Providér Practices in 'Tifle XX Funded Centets

Current day care center practices are much &lober to theproposed HHS regulations than to

the state licensing codes across all regulatory age categories. As seen in Summary

Tables 8 and 9, the average ratio of caregiver hours to child hours across all states

’  4n scheduled enrollment centers is 1:3.7, 1:4.5 and 1:7.6 and in attendance based

centers are 1:3.0, 1:4.4 and 1:6.8 for the under two, two and three-to-~six year .
old age categories, respectively. In approximately 50% of the states, centers s
currently maintain average gtaff/child ratios comparable to, or better than, t;;“\\\/////‘\—
HHS requirements for the under two and two-year-old age categories in both

scheduled enrollment and attendance based cgnters. For the tHree~to-six year old

category, the corresponding percentjge of stateswhose centers perform comparably

to the HHS requirements 18 much higher (90% -- scheduled enrollment and 78%7 —

attendance based). y scheduled enrollment centers in Georgia and Louisiana

and attendance based' centers in Florida, Oklahoma, Utah and Virginiadbrrently .

maintain ratios which, on the average, are lower (more childxen per caregiver

than the HHS requirements for three-to-six year olds). Finally, as seen in State

Tables 23 and 24, waiverable and non-waiverable center practices are approximately

equal, . '

+
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! -’ ; SUMMARY TABLE 7: STATES STAFF/CHILD RATIO LICENSING REQUIREMENTS FOR :
. . CENTZRS BY AGE OF CHILD (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING)
¢ 7’ . \
*. MINIMUM STAFPF/CHILD ’ : AGE OF CHILD
- RATIO REQUIREMENT . UNDER TWO : SIX YEARS ,
(CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER) YEARS v0'YEAR®E  THREE YEARS FOUR YEARS FIVE YEARS  AND OLDER
] ~ . v N - » .
3 or Lower %2 0 0 0 0’ o -
N ) - ’ \ \ - s . ~t
. 4 to S ’ 48 - 20 0, o - 0 0
. ", . ~ T
T~ 6 %o 7 "__,,//‘ 18 11 4 . 0 0 0
® 8 to 9 22 25 11 7 7 0
. u 10 to 11 10 27 ‘49 ;31 22 9
y . 3 ! ,
12 to 13 0 14 . 9 20 ° 9 11
(Y - I -
» 14 "to 15 “ 0 2 . 24 - 22 22 , igs
O - .
16 or Higher a 0 0 2 20 40 62 .
ALL STATES (%) - 40 (1002) 44 (100%) 45 (100%Z) - 45 (100%) 45 (1002) 45 (100%) i
MEDIAN STATE MINIMUM 5.3, 1.9 10.0 11.9 13.9 16.7
HHS MINIMUM * 3 4 . 9(8) 9(8) 9(8) 16(14)
) / . N \ . . \
) ) . S REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 14
A \/) Py i N ‘
A - N N -
P . ( . ‘
’ \ , ' ) . ’ . . s " N ' 4 ‘ N d
- 5 NUMBERS IN PAI}EHTHESES REFLECT ATTENDANCE REQUIREMENTS . : - . ‘ 53 ?
L, L N ! '
’l \‘l ‘ r‘ 58 -
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‘SUHHARY TABLE 8: ACTUAL AVERAGE STAFF/CHIED RATIO PRACTICE INYSCHEDULED ENROLLMENT
v TITLE b0 ¢ FUNDEDgNON—WAIVﬁRABLE CENTERS (PERCENT OF STATES RE?ORTING)

- . -~ ok )
ACTUAL AVERAGE STAFF/ ‘ ( . i
CHILD RATIO : : UNDER TWO THREE TO
(CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER) , : YEARS TWO YEARS SIX yms* .

3 or Llower E R 41 : 17 0

4 to 5 ° - 59 _ 55 6

]
L]

6 to 7. - ‘ 3 33
" 8 to 9 , ' 6 50
10 to 11 - : o : ? 11

r ,* »~ .

12 to 13 \ N : - .

% to 15 . A ‘
. » - . , ’—\‘\
168' or Higher - ’

+ P S = o~ A - P - N - . ., - ;" b . i - - e
AL STATES () . | © . 18 (100%) 19 (100%). 19 (100%) . T
MEDIAN STATE PRACTICE T 3.7 ) 4.5 7:6 : -
HHS MINIMUM_ x y a3 4 9

REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 23
- a - -’ E !
..

—

* STAFF/CHILD RATIO FIGU%ES FOR«TEE SIX AND OLDER ﬁGE CATBG?RIES,ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SHALL SAMPLE SIZES
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SUMMARY TABLE 9: ACTUAL AVERAGE STAFF’CHILD RATTO PRACTICE IN ATTENDANCE .
. _BASBJ TITLE XX FUNDED NON-WAIVERABLE.CENTERS fPERCENT.OFeg%ATES REPORTING)

-
%

ACTUAL AVERAGE

STAFF/CHILD RATIO A UNDER TWO THREE TO y
, - (CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER) - ¥ YEARS /—wo YEARS . SIX YEARS*
3 or Lover , 47 17 /o
- 2 N . -
- -4 to 5~ 47 : 6L . . 16
N ' . ]
6 to 7 ‘ - L6 ' 22 47
4 to 9 ' . . , : 32 .
- . ~ .
10 to 11 : 5
. ‘ ) : .
12 to 13 ) ’ ' - _—
o 14 to 15 . . ’ .
> . . - . )
16 Of Higher - . (/ ‘
"ALL STATES (%) . o 18 (1002) 18 (100%) 19 (1007
MEDIAN STATE PRACTICE ~ T 30 44 - v 6.8 ! ’
¢ ‘
HHS MINIMUM : ’ ' 3 4 8
- . /
\ ~ REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 24
- . - J
. M i * P . .

* STAFF/CHILD RATIO PIGURES FOR THE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGORIES ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL SAMPLE. SIZES
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State Staffing Practices and Compliance Issues

Summary Table 10 and Figure 9 identifies the number and names of states that
would need additional caragiver staff if the HHS regulations were in force. The
wmeasurement assumptiong used to galculate these numbars approximate those reflected
ia both the regulations themselves and in the intefinm regulations guidelines. In
‘order to be consistent vith these measurement indices, separate figures are .
provided for the under two year old and the two year and older age groups.

Approximately 1,789 additional FTE caregivers would be needed to meet the HHS

staffing requirements for the under two year olds, while an additional 2,455 !
caregivers would be neéded fo? the two year and older childremn. These combined
‘additional staff would represent about a seven percent increase in the number of FTE
caregivers currently employed.is Title XX funded centers throughout the U.S., at

an estimated additional cost of approximately $33 millfon (using a realistic $8,000
per annum salary base). While thede figures were calculated on appropriate survey
data available from only 36 states, an examination of those states that were not
included, revealed that only two (Arizona and South Carolina) had significantly less
stringent staff/child ratio licensing codes than the HHS requirements.
Interest-hgly, four states alone (Florida, Illinois, Oklahoma and Texas), account
for ome-half of the additionally needed 2,455 careziver staff for the two year and
older population. On the other hand, over 50% of thé states would each need less
than 26 FIE caregivers statewide to meeét the HHS requirements. For the under two
year old population, three of the above four high deficit states (Plorida, Oklahoma .and
Texas) account for well over one-half of the additionally needed 1,789 FTE caregiver
staff,

4

- o
3

Summary Table 11 (also Figure 9) identifies the number and names of states whose
centers currently function with more caregiver gtaff than the minimum needed to meet
the HHS requirements., An examination of this table reveals that there 43 a surplus
of 8,201 FTE caregivers supervising children two years and older in Title XX funded
centers across the U.S. This represents a figure more tHum. three times the number of
deficit caregivers identified earlier. Centers in over ome~third of the states
each have more than 200 FTE surplus caregiver staff, Interestingly, Florida,
Illinois, Oklahoma, and Texas are among this one~third, thus signifying extreme
variations in staffing patterns in those very large day care population states.

The largest serplus states ware California (863), Illinois (912) Magsachusatts
(739), Michigan (482) and Texas (749). For the under two. year old population, only
550 surplus FTE caregivers are found, of approximately ome-—third the number of
deficit caregivers identified earlier. This swall number is not surpriaing
counsidering the very stringent ratio requirement (1:3) for this regulatory age

category. . . ! A . . , . ﬂxx

Surplus caregivers (more staff than needed to meet the minimum staffing requirement

in a center) cannot be used to offset the caregivers needed in another center. Centers
are overvhelmingly privately operated and most .operate independently. Budgets and
decisions about staffing are therefore nade on a center level. A .ceanter has a certain
aumber of staff in re¥ation to its definition of child care, its perqpption of

need, and its financial gsituation. ’
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SUMMARY TABLE 10: STATE STAFFING COMPLIANCE IMPLICATIONS (ADDITIONAL FTE CAREGIVERS
- NEEDED TO MEET HHS REQUIREMENTS IN NON-WAIVERABLE TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS)

-

-

_ NUMBER OF STATES NAMES OF STATES
ADDITIONAL FTE CHILDREN UNDER CHILDREN TWO CHILDREN UNDER CHILDREN TWO
CAREGIVERS NEEDED TWO YEARS OLD  YEARS AND OLDER  TWO YEARS OLD \__YBARS AND OLDER .
s 0 - 25 X 22 19 Ala, Ark, Colo, CT, Del, Ala, Ark, CT, Del, DC,
DC, Ind, Iowa,.Kan, Mass, Hawail, Iowa, Kan, ME, Miss,
MI, Miss, MT, NV, NH, ND, MT, KV, NH, ND, OH, Ore,
oH, Ore, SD,.UT, VI, VA  RI, $D, VT :
26 - 50 .3 2 Cal, GA, WA | - 1A, VA
51 - 75 o ! 4 -—-- Colo, KT, MI, UT
76 - 100 .3 KT, TH CA, GA, Mass
. 101 - 125 1 . 1 NC Ind
126 - 150. ‘ 2 2 111, LA NC, ™
o -
W
151 - 175 0 1 SOO—— VA )
176 - 200 o 0 O ’ —
201 - 250 -1 0 Fla
251 - 300 0 2 NN Fla, TX
More than. 300 ' 2 - L2 Okla, TX ' 111, Okla
c ' TOTAL STATES . ’ 33 - 36 , ~ .

TOTAL DEFICIT STAFF 1,789 ‘. 2,455

N
\
» ) . ¢
_ . , REFERENCE: ' STATE TABLE 25
6
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Figure-9
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' REPORT ON TITLE XX DAY CARE )
COMPARISON OF STAFF SURPLUS AND DEFICIT, BY STATE
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SUMMARY TABLE 11: STATE STAFFING COMPLIANCE IMPLICATIONS (SURPLUS FTE CAZRAY
T ) o - 8
- NUMBER OF STAIES ' NavES § N
"SURPLUS FIE - CHILDREN UNDER CHILDREN TWO _ CHILDREN UNDER
CAREGIVERS THO YEARS OLD YEARS AND OLDER THO YEARS OLD
0 - 25 ¢4 24 . : 5 Mla, Ark, CA, Colo, CT,  Ala,.NV, ND, Ore, SD
v . Del, DC, GA, Ind, Iowa,
, ' - Kan, KT, Miss, MT, NV, )
: ) > : ‘ NH, NC, ND, Ore, SD, UT, - » )
— - . . VT, VA, WA \ ¥
26 - S0 > 5 TN L g . 111, LA, Mgss, OH, Okla, Hawaii, NH, UT 2
51 - 75 ' "3 A 2 - Fla, MI, TX " Ark, Del
. . b ¥
76 - 100 0. j "3 w ME, WA, KT
» 101 - 125 - 1 -, ' Cotwr \
[V, ] . f. . s ’
126 - 150 ' . 2 : . Towa, VT
”~ . ¢
. 1517 4 . GA, Ind, LA, VA
. 176 A . DC, Miss
201. L ‘ 2’ 3 . CT, RI \
251 . _ I 4 _ ' . Colo, NC, Okla, TN
300+ 8 - ' . CA, Fla, Ill1, Kan, Masgs, MI,
) _ ] .. OH, TX
. L} \% ~ . - - , : M ; -
TOTAL STATES . 33 : 36 - e 3 ’
TOTAL SURPLUS STAFF . 550 . 8,201 L. -
& . ) ‘ . - : ’ | ’ v, " ' ’ t
€8 . . a 3 REFEREfICE: STATE TABLE 26
% o+, L] ‘. .
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If centers exceéding minimum requirements chose to reduce surplus staff through
expansion of child enrollment, natural attrition of staff over time, or other
changes in staffing arrangements, subgfantial savings could certainly be realized.

Th® reduction in the cokt of care pe ild would be dramatic., The savings
through such a reduction in staff would be significantly greater than the cost

Iy

£ .

(933 million) of the additional staff required on both a nationwide as well as an .
individual state level. ) . ,
GROUP COMPOSITION FOR FAMILY DAY CARE HOMES K

. ' .

.~ The proposed HHS group composition Eequirement for family day care homes has less
measurement assumptions and indices thar for center-based programs; however, it
contains complex multiple mixed-age provisions. For homes with one caregiver——the
group size can never exceed five children at’ any given time if children of all ages
are present (no more than two children can be under two years of age); or three if
all children present are under two years of age;y or six if all children present
are two years of age or older. For homes with two or more-caregivers--the gxoup size
can never exceed ten at any given time if children of all dges arc present (no\more
than two children can be under two years of age); or twelve if all children present
are two years and older. The requirenent also contains rules joverning the
caregivers own &htidren under six. years old and the number of additiomal school aoe
children which can be cared for before and after school hours.

) -
¥

The complexity of these rules precluded any reliable survey assesgﬁen: of Title XX

, funded home ‘practices from a compliance perspective. It also precluded a clear
tabular presentation of state licensing codus governing group composition for .
family day care homes. The only informatioh which can be reported is found in State
Table 27. This table presents a distribution of tie numbers of children (ages 0
to 6) which attend Title XX funded family day homes during norning hours, As seen in
this table, the median percentage distribution across all reporting states is: one
child (6.6%Z); two to three children (26.8%); four to five children (38.2%); six
children (107), and seven to twelve children (8.5%). The modal percentage falls
in cthe four to five children category.

° .
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' C - PART V: CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS

The conclusions to be drawn from this assessment effort are based upon a fairly con=
sistent pattern of findings associated with gtate and provider practices in Title XX
day care. In order to better understand these conclusions and their resultant impli-
cations, it is important to make clear which issues were not addressed by the assess-
ment and therefore could not be directly dealt with in this report. This was not

a study of the effectiveness of the proposed HHS Day Care Regulations nor did it deal
with the issue of which level of government should have regulatory authority. The
former question would have required a different set of data collection and analydes
procedures than were utilized. The latter question is not amenable to resolution
through a direct study effort.such as the one conducted. Neither did this study
examine the dppropriateness of state agency regulatory programs and funding practices
and requirements. It simply reflected Shat practices state agencies are carrying out
for Title XX federal programs and whether provider activities are consistent with
these practices.

In interpreting the findings, the reader must recognize that this assessment was con-
ducted during a single point in time; a point marked by much uncertainty regarding the
future of the HHS regulations. State perceptions regarding the ultimate enactment

of these regulations are divergent with some, but not all, %aintaining special require-
ments for Title XX¥¥funded programs consistent with the rules that were published in
March 1980. Whether these practices would continue at the same level should there

"be no HHS regulations cannot be determined with any certainty. Much would depend on
whether reimbursement rates to providers change and the level of care that could be

+afforded as a result of this change. .
2 I J
Administrative Practices i ¢
»

In the past the Federal government and state governments have shared the responsibility
of assuring the health, safety, and normal age-appropriate development of Fé%%fally
funded children in day care. It now appears that states will be given the primary
responsibility for this assurance. The results of the assessment indicate that
cogpared with expenditures for other social service programs, day care represents

one of the three highest funded Title XX services in 42 states. Equally reflective

of the importance held for day care by many states is their reported administrative
efforts for assuring that providers adhere to minimum licensing standards. Natiomally,
licensing staff make gt least one contact“®annually with day care centers and average
approximately 15 FIE gtaff for, this function. Title XX center monitoring occurs on
average every ten months (every.nine montl=-fer homes) with states devoting approxi-
mately nine FIE staff (six for homes) toward this activity. These Title XX facilities
require monitoring at least once every 12 months and an on-site visit once every three
years. Nearly every gtate reporting exceeded this minimum requiremengg

Non-Staffing Issues -

A high degree of consistency was observed between state Title XX agency requirements
and day care centar provider practices in the health and provision of mealsiareas.
Centers, however, well exceeded state agency requirements with respect to the
training of caregivers (particularly, orieatation of newly hired careg%vers), gsocial
gervices information and parent involvement activities. Apparently, these provisions

' are viewed as being sufficiently important by providers to have them included as
part of their day care operation regardless of whether states require them.

. E;[gl(;‘ : E; ’ - - v
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In light of these findings, states might want to re-examine their licensing standards
with a view towards including such provisions. The Department can pxovide some
assistance to states in this connection. During the past year, OHDS has been engaged
in developing and evaluating caregiver training programs and exemplary management
models as well as models which address various parent participation in day care
approaches. Other prospective HDS activities might include: disgeminating these
models to interested states; and updating the 1973 model state licensing guides
and offering them to states along with a training curricula being developed for
state licensing personnel. Along with other information dissemination activities
these efforts would constitute an important facilitative role by the Department to
upgrade the level of day eare provided. '

«

Staffing Issues .

It was evident from the assessment findings on group size that day care center
providers view this component as highly desirable--far more desirable than viewed
by many state agencies. In fact the average group sizes of Title XX funded centers
even exceeds the requirements of the HHS regulations for age categories two years
and over, with smaller size groups being observed for these children. Waiverable
centers maintain groups of comparable or lower size than non-waiverable centers,
further suggesting that even without prescribed regulatory requirements, groups
comprising small numbers of children are highly prized. Since these findings are
compatable with previous research evidence which demonstrated consistent, statisti-
cally significant and developmentally meaningful impacts of small group size for’
children, with only negligible impact on total operating cost, those states which
currently do not require group size might want to re-examine their position, whilg
those states which currently prescribe higher ceilings than included in the proposed
HHS regulatioms might{sonsider lowering them.

Staff/child ratio practiceé/}eveal a similar but far more complicated regulatory
picture than group size. enter performance is better than the HHS requirements
for the three-to-six year old category in bothwalverable and non-waiverable centers
and is far better than state licensing standards adross all age categories. The
picture became more complex when the numbers of caregivers that would be needed to
satisfy the HHS requirements were calculated. While an approximate U.S, total of
4,244 (with 36 states reporting) additional caregivers would be required, approxi-
mately 8,751 more caregivers than would be needed is also observed. In fact, for
the two year and older children, the nymber of surplus staff exceed the number of
deficit-staff by a ratio of more than three to one.

A clbser examination of the state by state picture revealed that wide divergenc§

in the staffing practices of several key states accounts for much of this complexity.
Flori¥a;, Illinois, Oklahoma and Texas, while alome accounting for one-half of the
additionally needed caregiver staff, are also included in a cluster of states which
have the most surplus staff. Any number of factors could be responsible for these
extreme within-state variations--multiple reimbursement systems, signficant numbers
of both profit and non-profit centers, large day care populatioms, etc. It is
beyohd the scope of the present study data base, however, to precisely identify
vhich factors are most responsible. Nevertheless the four states might want to
examine their administrative practices in light of these findings in an effort to
reduce these variations should they consider this desirable. There are several
states which report having an exceptionally large number of surplus caregivers
without corresponding large numbers of deficit caregivers--California, Massaclusetts
and Michigan are the most prominent states falling in this category. Two of these
states (California and Massachusetts)@glso have among the highest maximum reimburse-’
ment rates of any state.




The 1issue of overcompliance was discussed earlier in the findings section of this
report. Severald suggestions were offered for reducing surplus staff which, if
followed, could result nationwide in substantial cost savings and/or an increase
in the number of children which would receive subsidizéd day care. The problem
of under-compliance could be offset somewhat by revising the proposed HHS staff/
child ratio réquirements for the under two-year olds from 1:3 to 1:%4 and from
1:4 to 1:5 for the two year olds.

This assessment effort, while primarily serving as a study of current state and
provider practices, has also ylelded an additional benefit. Many states have
indicated that the study procedures and compilatign techniques used to measure
group’/composition proved quite useful and will be incorporated in their own
state licensing and monitoring systems. .

]




APPENDIX A: * STATE STATISTICAL TABLES.
TABLE 1: NUMBER AND TYPE OF TITLE XX FUNDED DAY CARE CENTERS AND HOMES hd
CENTERS : - HOMES
. STATE TOTAL  PROFIT NON-PROFIT PUBLIC WAIVERAGELEF NON-WAIVERABLE 1014L
. ALABAMA 230 4 226 0 0 230 983
ALASKY NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA 282 188 94 0 NA NA 1170
ARKANSAS 109 3% 72 3 52 57 57
CALIFORNIA 505 0 29 476 . 0 505 NA
COLORADO 383 202 155 26 168 215 1103
. CONNECTICUT 104 0 ] 104 0 104 3900
" DELAWARE 5] Z 42 3 1 48 L 95
b.C. 104 7 &7 30 S 99 35
FLORIDA 354 107 247" 40 7 387 319
GEORGIA 290 NA NA «NA NA NA 22
HAWATIT -~ 18 0 18 ] 0 18 0
IDAHO 23 17 19 2 23 0 15
ILLINOIS 1010 783 727 0 280 730 1000
INDIANA 120 2% 93 1 » 9 111 100
I0WA 99 13 86 0 30 69 198
- KANSAS 250 45 1869 28 72 168 608
KENTUCKY 268 118 92 40 136 112 23
LOVISIAMA 323 715 37 10 111 212 84
A MAINE 79 4] 21 3 0 29 113
MARYLAND . REPORT  ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 371 71 300 - [ >9 312 1000
MICHIGAN 611 153 458 0 271 340 2544
MINNESOTA 358 NA XA . N§ 233 125 WA
MISSISSIPPI 69 0 34 35 ) 69 13
HISSOURT NO _ REPORT .
VONTANA 61 N4 - NA NA 34 27 134
NEBRASKA 146 76 68 0 NA NA £00
NEVADA 25 12 12 1 22 3 4
NEW HAMPSHIRT 32 5 21 6 15 17 40
’ NEW JERSEY 470 0 448 22 250 220 160
NEW MEXICO NO REPORT
NEW YORX 601 0 601 0 0 601 4476
NORTH CAROLINA 334 17 204 113 35 299 130
- NORTH DAKOTA 6 0 3 3 4 2 6
GHIO 275 NA NA NA 3 272 5000
OKLAHOMA 587 346 194 47 217 370 615 .
QREGON 18 3 15 0 15 3 - 45
PENNSYLVANIA 563 0 563 0 0 563 1458
RHODE ISLAND 53 20 . 26 7 8 45 434
SOUTH CAROLINA 111 8 27 76 8 103 10 *
SOUTH DAKOTA 49 49 0 n 23 26 563
TENNESSEE 251 NA NA NA 140 111 . 265
TEXAS 451 74 299 78 48 403 471
UTAH 99 68 12 19 42 57 - 1499
VERMONT 86 28 58 0 29 57 99
VIRGINIA 19% 9 104 21 99 95 1495
WASHINGTON 275 53 153 18 162 62 469
WEST VIRGINIA 91 . 22 69 0 - 17 74 1730
WISCONSIN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA }
WYOMTNG 79 y1 33 0 63 16 140
—~ .
U.S. TOTAL 10,773 2,354a 5,969a 1,215s 2,691h 7.366b 29,329 ”
PERCERT OF TOTAL 252 622 132 27% 73% .

* WAIVERABLE MEANS A CENTER WITH NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT OR 10 (WHICHEVER IS LESS)
HHS FUNDED CHILDREN ot
NA = NOT AVAILABLE

a = 5 STATES PROVIDING TOTAL NUMBER OF CENTERS, UNABLE TO PROVIDE DISTRIBUTION
b = 3 STATES PROVIDING TOTAL NUMBER OF CENTERS, UNABLE TO PROVIDE DISTRIBUTION
L]

33 74
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fABLE  2: ENROLLMENT BY AGE OF CHILDREX IN TITLE XX FUNDED PACILITIES '

' - ALL CHILDREN IN CENTERS MUMBER

UHDEX THREE SIX 70  TEN 10, TITLE XX
TOTAL TWO THO mo SIX  IEN POUR1EEN CHILDRER ONLY .
STATE NUMBER YEARS{X) YEAKS(X) YEARS(Z) YEBARS(Z)' YEARS(Z) CENTERS HOMES
- ALABAMA . HA 16 80 s " a 8,658 2,608 .
ALASKA WO  TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA HA HA HA HA HA RA 7,608 1,902
ANKANSAS 5,788 10 11 73- 5 1 2,155 182
CALIFORNIA 42,/99 1 6 56 32 5 NA WA
’ COLORADO 26,056 2 10 74 13 1 4,437 2,665 *
CONNECTICUT 4,600 2 2 92 4 0 4,157 6,308
DELAWARE 2,512 14 16 ° 61 8 1 1,727 -~ 225
D.C. 6,614 3 13 66 . 14 4 3,045 108
c FLORIDA 13,182 16 18 55 9 2 17,100 1,061
’ GEORGIA HA 9 10 70 9 L2 8,930 77
HAWAIL 765 0 3 87 8 2 676 - )
IDARO 711 5 15 71 3 0 62 25
- ILLINOIS 68,000 4 10 70 14 2 21,500 1,700
INDIANA 9,173 2 © 11 79 7 1 4,497 225
. IOWA 5,883 4 10 72 13 1 1,375 479
KANBAS . 94508 & 10 74 11 - 1 2,972 1,500
KENTUCKY 11,210 15 15 62 8 0 2,662a 16la
) LOUISIANA 14,880 13 22 . 62 2 "1 7,718 200
MAINE 1,165 0 1 91 7 1 972 580
HARYLAKD REPORT _ ATTACHED
HASSACHUSETTS NA 3 7 76 11 3 11,852 1,812
HICEIGAR 34,656 & 13 71 12 0 6,092 5,736
- MINNESOTA 3,286 © 6 13 63 18 0 NAb AAb
HISSISSIPPI 3051 5 9 . 86 0 0 3,051 75 .
MISSOURI %O _* REPORT
MONTARA 1,579 0 10 B4 6 0 2345 59
' NEBRASKA NA RA NA A NA HA 1,900 100
HEVADA 2,074 10 14 67 9 0 148 & 12
HEW RAMPSHIRE 1,789 3 3 84 10 0 577 " 98
. HEW JERSEY 14,600 3 9 62 18 8 13,390 207
. NEW MEXICO WO REPORT
NEW _YURK ¥A NA HA RA NA HA 43,614 17,312 .
NORiH CAROLINA 12,380 10 16 66 7 1 8,987 431
NORTH DAKOTA, 364 5 12 76 L. 6 1 T 364 16+ ,
Y * B
OHIO0 \ FA KA NA NA HA NA 7,795 22,544
OKLABOHMA - 13,796 20 27 49 - 3 1 9,511 1,845 . .
OREGON A 959 12 12 66 ] 2 78 70
PERNSYLVANIA \13,000 6 72 22 19,000 5,000 .
RBODE_ISLAND 13,850 0 0 75 19 6 1,472 860
SOUTH CAROLINA \‘.sae\ 5 9 84 2 0 4,838 49 .
SOUTH DAKOTA 2,552 18 29 53 0 0 . 937 1,436
<« TENNESSEE 8,841 35 19 39 20 7 2.3 375
TEXAS - 26,911 . 43 43 14 18,207 1,669
UTAH 6,119 0\ 12 80 8 0 T 2,157 2,339 N
VERMORT 4,017 3 I 10 75 11 1 979 273
VIRGINIA 13,554 p 17 64 12 5 7,019 8,207 .
WASHINGTOR 15,779 15 56 18 2 . 1,636 1,157
WEST VIRGINIA RA 3¢ 9¢ SO0, 29¢ . 9¢ 3,748 4,538
WISCONSIN 48,203d WA HA T N NA HA NA HA
WYOMING 4,920 & 11 72 13 0 705 © 118
U.S. TOTAL 472,960 268.772f  96,768f . R
% LY
U.S. AVERAGE (X) 6% 132 )65z 14% 2%
. NA = NOT AVAILABLE ¢ = TTTLE XX CHILDREN ONLY "
) - « DOES NOT APPLY (10 CHILDREN SERVED) d = CHILDREN UNDER 7 YEARS OLD ONLY
a = ESTIMATED DISTRIBUTION QF CHILDREN . e = 11 STATES NOT INCLUDED ¥
IN CENTERS AND HOMES f = 7 STATES NOT INCLUDED
\ b = 11,218 TOTAL XX CHILDREN IN CENTERS
) AND HOMES

fRiC - | 275
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TABLE 3: AVERAGE HOURLY WAGES OF PAID CAREGIVERS BY TYPE

STATE - " LEAD TEACHER ($) TEACHER ($) TEACHER AIDE ($) \.
ALARAMA 4.47 - 3.5 3.35
ALASKA RO TITLE X DAY 'C_A'RE’ . ' .
ARTZONA NA NA . :j_ﬂ;-.:.... - -
ABKANSAS - o .. 3.93 3.60 . 3.33
. CALTRORNTA 9.78 6.74 4.55 .
X ) 3 :
. COLORADO —_— . 896 3.64 3.36
w, CONNECTICUT = 5.90 5.68 3.97
. DELAWARE %.36 P:) - 3,48 -
. D¢, 5.88 R 4,04
FLORIDA 4.33° 77 7 3.67 3.48
%__h____ o 4.33 3.55 3.30
4,96 4.3% 3.69 :
.IDAHO_S’ 4.00 = 3.10
—— 4.9 . _g4.00 - . ] -
INDTANA 4 67 . _';A‘l]]l. ___‘_; 375‘%_%"—“ »
I0WA 4. 58 3,92 3.43
KANgRAR L K0 : 3,89 3.46
n KENTUCKY 1,80 3,51 3.37 7
- ) LOUISTANA 3,47 3,36 3.20
~  MAIN® —_4.97 . 4.45 3,30 . —_
MARYLAND -— —REPORT _ATTACHED ™
MASSACHUSETTS S 10, T R W R
MICHIGAN . 4 SE cem 388 __ 3.41 -
MINHESOTA "y 1.57 73,16 -
MISSISSIPPT < on R 35T 0 T———-
MISSOURY — 80 _RFPORT
YONTANA .- 4.60. 2.67 22,30
ggiﬂ ——__ NA 3.63 3770
& _ 4,85 3.96 3o -
: HEW EAMPSHIRE 430 386 T T 3Lss ——
—— —_—— .. B0 REPORT . _ __ . ——
HEW YORK NA NA . 7 S —
HQRTH CAROLINA 4 4.24 ' 3.3
HORTH DAKOTA - 493 . . _ __ 3.78 3,40 I
= -
QHIOn 4.51 4,06 3.45
: QKLAHOMA 3,56 - 3.36 . 332
QREGON 5.48 3.80__ "3.39
PENNSYLYANIA 6.07 4.62 4.5
‘ BHODE JSFAND I 4,75 _ . _4.50 ) 375 N
SOUTH_CARQLINA 5.720 - 4.45 . 3.87
SOUTH DAXOTA 4.40 3.65 — JET) S -
TENKESSER 6.23 365 T3
TEXAS ﬁu___n 3.66 3.40
UTAR . SV T R oo
VERMONT - - - 5,03 3.80 3.46 .
————— e . » 3.88 . 3.58 3.30
\ WASHINGTON 4 54 — I P T 3,23
WEST VIRGINTA _NA « Na NA .
. —_— .. _4.53 3.80 3.47 -
= WYOMING : - 4.97 . 4,13 3.94 :
U.S. AVERAGE - . 4.78 3.97 3.49
. NA = NOF AVAILABLE i} ,
~ = DOES NOT APPLY ) T
(NO CAREGIVERS IN THIS CATEGORY) &
) -~ P K
55 - ) .
Q . v 3
ERIC . 7. -
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R TABLE &: DAILY RATE OF REIMBURSEMENT BY AGE OF CHILD (DOLLARS) '

CENTERS '-{ HOMES !
MAXIMUM 8 DAILY MAXIMUM @ DAILY MAXIMUM 2
-~ RATE FOR INFANTS RATE FOR CHILDREN DAILY RATE . -
STATE AND 2 YEAR OLDS 3 YEARS AND OLDER ALL AGES - "
2
ALABAA - . _11.00 - 11.00 ! 4.00
FARTIH ) .
PEA SO 7.10 b,c 7.10 b,c 6.00 b,c
SR S - 5,06 ¢ 9.00 ¢ 6.25
CALTEHRRIY 15.97 15.36 . RA \
¥ v
COLORADO 10.00 8.00 . ., 6.00d i K
CONSTITICUT 7.00, 7.00 /.00
PELAWARE Y.50 b : 5.50 b 5.60 b
D.C. 19.67 b I2.50 b 7.00 b
TLORIDA Iy 8.00 7.00 7.00 .-
GEORGIA . 11.45 b.e 9.80 b,e . ,11.25 b,e
Hanall i -11.37 11.37 -
éno : 5.00 b 5.00 b 5.00 b
INDIS . 11.18 10.18 6.01 :
15DLA A 12.00 8.85 ] 8.60 d
10WA ’ 21.31 g 13.06 8.00 .
KANSAS 7.80 ¢ 7.20 ¢ 5.75 c,d ‘
Finai oKY 7.00 7.00 700
LOUTSIARA 7.00 e 8.00 e 3.71
VEINE 15.81 15.81 14.50 f
. MARYLAND 5
b: SSATHISTTTS 20.60 14.65 5.50 ¢
MICHIGAN 10.50 b 7.00 b 5.50 b *
VINWISOIA 14.02 11.05 ) NA
. MISSISSIPPL 12.00 12.00 NA
MISSOLRI
MNTATA - 6,00 b 6,00 b 6,00 b
NIBRASKA 8,85 7,31 4.90
NEVADA ) ’ 12.00 12.00 NA
NEW HRUPS..IuE 14.82 6.75 6.50
A 16.00 11.00 4.50 b
i 15.50 15.50 NA
NIRTH CARDLTNA 9.45 ¢ 7.24 g 5.30 g .
YONTH DAKSTA 9.00 b,c 9.00 b,c - 9.00 b.c
0310 10.14 10.14 7.00
ORLINOMA 7.00 7.00 6.00
OFCOn 11.45 10.50 7.30 b *
FERTSYLVAYTA 19,96 14.86 14.47
e LA T VAT - 8.17 4.60
SUTH CARGLI'A 11.60 11.60 6.64
SOUTH DAKOTA 8.20 ¢ 8.20 ¢ 5.50 b,¢
- 9.90 ¢ 5.50 b ‘
10.28 . 6.40
6.75 b . 5.65 b.d _
9.12 b 6.08 b _
. 12.00 20.00 ¢
7.77 7.77
. “6.50 “6.50
- 14,00 11.75 ¢
- " 810 6.00 b.c

.
—_ e e rws b e wmmm—e _ - < - ey— — e

NA = NOT AVAILABLE
vl‘l' -~ = 'DOES NOT APPLY .
a = THE MAXIMUM CAN INDICATE THE TOP OF A RANGE. ACTUAL REIMBURSEMENT VARIES AS A
PUNCTION OF THE REIMBURSEMENT SYSTEM USED. (EXAMPLES: FLAT RATE, MARKET PRICE,
ACTUAL COSTS. NEGOTIATED RATE)
= FLAT RATE ONLY, NO OTHER REIMBURSEMERT MECHANISMS USED
= BASED ON 10 HOUR DAY .
«= HIGHER RATE POR INPANTS . ’

= CONTRACT FACILITIES ONLY -
= FAMILY HOME SYSTEMS ONLY

. . MEDIAR RATE 56 '
ERIC.

. . . .
. .
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. “PABLE  5: TYPE OF REIMBURSEMENT (CENTERS AND HOMES) ’ ) )
SLIDING .
FEE SCHEDULED* SUPPLEMENTAL **
STATE SCALE ENROLLMENT ATTENDANCE RATES )
ALABAMA X . X . X
ALASRE . NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARTZONR — X X
AEKT%FOERHQSH - T T ey e TR
CALIFO? & X e, S
——
. COLORADG M X __..-___'__1_____,.__ o X o
CONNECTICUT X A T
DELAWARE X ; X I -
. b.C. 3 3% ———
FLORIDE e e o .
GEORGTIA X e ) .
HAWAIT ) X
IDAHO X
. ILLTNOIS X X
TADIARE " - T T e -
TOWA
Y \
RANSAS " ” X X
KENTUCRY * " " p—
LOUISIAA - Rt
HAINE T T Tyt T D S T T e
. MARYLARD | w-ee . —. REPORT_ _ATTACHED ___
. MASSACHUSETTS X X X
MICHIGAN X X - ~
MINNESOTA X - X
MISSISSIPPI X X
KISSOURI ) ) NO__ REPORI] e .
MONTANA X X X X
NEBRASKA X NA NA NA
NEVADA B X . X
SEW ¢ SHIEE B X X X
NEW JERSEY Xa . Xb X
EW MEXICO NO _ REPORT
' . HEW YorK X ¥ X
NORTH CAROLINA X X X
NORTH DAXOTA _ _ : X T T x T
25I0 X X X
OKLAHOMA — X X X
. OREGON e s S
PENNSYLVANIA - 3 X X -
| RAODE_ISCAND R S
) SOUTH CAROLINA ) ————e e XL
SO0UTH DAKOTA . X X o
TENNESSEE " X _— X X
TEXAS X X .
(TAR ] X A _
VERMONT X X S S
VIRGINIA . . = X X
¥ 4 ! X N » X s X
WEST VIRGINIA A X X . X
WISCONSIN 3 X X
ZIOMING - L X T I
U.5. TOTAL 12 , 24 29 25
& i . ! RS s
U.S., PERCENT . . 63 51 . 63 . 54
* REIMBURSED FOR CHILD ABSENCES NA = NOT AVAILABLE )
** HANDICAPPED, SPECIAL EDUCATION, TRAINING, ETG. a = CENTERS ONLY
*
. b = HOMES ONLY . -
X 57
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TABLE 6 : PROGRAM OF ACTIVITIES REQUIREMENT AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROVISION
BY STATE AGENCY (TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)

!

____CENTERS ______ HOMES
STATE REQUIREMENT  PROVISION - REQUIREMENT  PROVISION
ALABAMA X X b X’
ALASKA . - No__ TITLE _ X$. DAY ~CAaRE . _ __  __ S
ARIZONA i Y TR
e —— : : o i
o _— e h'd ok - [
COLORADO X X _ S SUUSD SR
CONNECTICUT X . X X X
DELAWARE X X
nr. X X X PR ; S
FLORIDA X X X
GEORGIA X X X X
BAWATT B I
IDAHO ‘ ’ X b . S
ILLINOIS X T X X
INDIANA X X e e
IOWA » X X X X
KARSAS Y X - X X
KENTUCKY X * T e
LOUISIANA L X T N
MAINE X X X b4
MARYLAND o REPOR?____ 6TTACHED_ o o o
MASSACHUSETTS ) X o
MICHIGAN X X X
MINNESOTA ~ X X X X
MISSISSIPPI X X X X
MISSOURI - - NO __REPORT
MONTANA X X X
NEBRASKA . __X : X T~ X X
NEVADA B X X X TX -
NEW HAMPSHIRE S S X X o
. t
NEW JERSEY N X X . X T
NEW MEXICO NO  REPORT S
NEW_YORK S S X )
NORTH CAROLINA R S { ) A X
NORTH_DAKQTA TTx oo X X X
OHIO X X X X
OKLAHOMA X b4 X X
OREGON X Tt T x ~ 77 T, o T
PENNSYLVANIA . I X ) T
RAODE ISLAND T TTx T 7T xT X
SOUTH CAROLINA . _x___ _. % X X
SQUTH DAKOTA X e L
TENNESSEE X X X X
TEXAS R S SR SR
UTAH X X T T
~.
VERMONT _X_ X X X
YVIRGINIA ¥ X ;- s el
WASEINGTON X X ——— gy - 3n
WEST VIRGINIA — T x — x 7 - x x0T
WISCONSIN o Ty T S sy
HYQMING T T - -
U.S. TOTAL 44 38 37 32
U.S. PERCENT ‘ 94 81y 29% 68%
- ¥
a = ONLY POR HOMES WITH 7-12 CHILDREN .
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TABLE 7: CAREGIVER TRAINING REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY STATE AGENCY
' (TITLE XX FUNDED FACILITIES)

ORIENTATION TRAINING

STATE . REJUIHEMENT REQUIREMENT ° TRAINING PLAN

ALABAMA - X X X —_—
ALASKA NO TITLE XX ~DAY CARE N
ARIZONA i X Xa Xa T i
ARKANSAS —— e X TR
CALTFORNTA - e
COLARADO X ‘

COPRECTICUT S ¢ X

ARE e ) LT T
D.c. R S SR
FLORIDA L X - T Tx
L 4 N b T T e e v "

GEORGIA X X X

HAWATI . — Xa T

IDARO TS e

TILINGYS D T TTRT O e
JINDTANA X TTTTTTT e - .

TOWA .

KANSAS X - X - T T
KENTUCKT TR X . X

LOUISTANE T - % -

MATHE I X o
MARYLAND | - . —~.. REPQRT  ATTACHED

MASSACHUSETTS j X X i )

MICHIGAN z - ~ % _
HINHESOTA e e . L x x X

MISSISSIPPI 3 R S e
ﬂ%l — 80 PEPORT: e
MONT. : . — .
NEBRASKA . -
NEVADA . .

HEW HAMPSHIRE ’ R e
NEW JERSEY : X A Xa

NEW MEXICO NO  REPORT o7

REW YORK X - X

NORTH CAROLIRA - -
HORTE DAKOTA X - a

QHIQ * ~ " % X ,
OKLAHOMA Ty ” B :
OREGON T o oy

PENNSYLVANTA : X =%

RHODE YSIZND ; X X X

SOUTH CAROLINA = x ' - X

SOUTH DAKOTA S St
TENNESBEE = Nt A

TEXAS - 3 - -

e - X

VERMONT P X

VIRGINIA 3 T " Xb

WASHINGTON T X
* VEST VIRGINIA : 5 R

WI3CoNaIY T X X -
HYOHTAG - 3 T e

U.8. TOTAL 24 A YA . 34

U.§. PERCENT s 57 72 -
a = FOR CENTER CAREGIVERS ONLY

b = FOR HOME CAREGIVERS ONLY ’

. P ~"
. U
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NUTRITION REQUIREMENT AND PROVISI'ON BY STATE AGENCY .
(TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES) - ' )
. ..
CENTERS o HOMES _ PARTICIPATION IN USDPA
‘. NUTRITION . CONSULTATION NUTRITION CONSULTATION -
STATE REQUIREMENT ,SERVICES REQUIREMENT  SERVICES CENTERS (%)HOMES (Z).
~ ~ . B s L B s L
* ALABAMA X x x s X % x 35 45 . .
ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
AR1ZOSA b'd X X b4 ‘ X -4 X L3 X 25 100 R
ARKANSAS X X X X X X 58 81~
CALTFORNIA X X X X X <X X 100 NA
COLORADO X % % X X x 47 60
CONNECTICUT x x X x x x 100 100
DELAWARE X X X X X X X X 92 46
D.C. x x x x X % * 3 50 [4] -
FLORIDA X X X ) *x X X 75 100
. . . A R
GEORGIA X X x X X x 100 100 _ :
HAWAIT - Tx ’x NA - =
IDAHO 7
ILLINOIS X X 3 X &7 32
' *INDIANA X 3 X X X X X 9% 69 .
10WA x x x x x x b 4 x NA NA
KANSAS X3 X % % Xa_ X X X 35 30
KENTUCKY X X X X X % NA NA
- LOUISIANA . x  x  x . X ~ X 95 NA .
MAINE v X x % X X b3 100 100 .
MARYLAND REPORT  ATTACHED )
MASSACHUSETTS X x X X X X 78 95
MICHIGAN xb xb xb x . xb xb xb x 61 50 . -
MINNESOTA X X x X 3 x 'x X 63 NA '
MISSISSIPPI  x x «x % X x X X . 100 100
' -
MISSOURI ’ NO REPORT i
MONTANA % x % X X x NA NA -
sNEBRASXA x X x . X __X - 75 0 AN
NEVADA -
NEW HAMPSHIRE X X X ' s X 43 0 )
NEW JERSEY X X X X X x X 100 0 -
NEW MEXICO & NO REPORT
NEW YORK . X X X ® X L] 64,
NORTH CAROLINAx .x x X * X X X X 100 63
NORTH DAKOTA x x x X X x X X 100 83 i #
QHIO X X X b3 X x X 50 10
OKLAHOMA x x v X X  -X X 30 ~ 0
OREGON L% x x % X I3 100~ 71 .
PENNSYLVANIA - x x X X » 100 100
RHODE ISLAND X X X X X X 62 ° 89
' SOUTH CAROLINAx  x  x x x  x  x x 93 100
SOUTH DAKOTA x X X X X X X X 78 25 -
TENNESSEE. X _x x x x_ x X x NA 4L MA
: TEXAS X X i X X 78 LY
A Lot
UTAH X X X X % . X 32 “ZZ\ — , i\! ‘
VERMONT X x_ x % X x_ x / 50 505 ¥ -
~  VIRGINIA X % X x X X - NA 20 .
WASHIRGTOM X_x _% x X x_ X% x , NA NA .
WEST VIRGINIA X X X x X x 62 32
WISCONSIN NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
WYOHING X X X X * X X 75 52 .
U.S. TOTAL 21 48 42 38 21 43 42 32 o
U.S. PERCENT 457 92 89 81 45 92 89 68 72.67% 52.5%
N ~
™ » & —_ “*‘*5__'—1.‘ _____-___,_ -_———

*

NA = NOT AVATLABLE .
«- = DOES NOT APPLY (NO TITLE XX HOMES) ‘ ) .
a_= UPON REQUEST =* - e
b ™ PARENT OR PROVIDER PROVIDES WELL-BALANCED NUTRITIOUS MEAL
Q S © . o 81
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TABLE 9;: HEALTH SERYICES REQUIREMENT AND PROVIS10N OF INFORMATION BY STATE AGENCY (T1TLE XX FUNDED CENTERS ANG HOMES)
<. . . Lt 4 - ']
~ § .
CENTERS ¢ HOMES »
~ - e . - X, * ASSURE e i , ASSURE
HEALTH * PROVIDE CHILD! HEALTH < PROVIDE CHILDREN
- AMMUNIZATION  ASSESSMENT  EPSDT LEVEL  INFORMATION  RECEIV DMUNIZATION ASSESSMENT  EPSDT LEVEL MAYION  RECEIVE
- stAfe REQUIREMENT =~ REQUIREMINT  ASSESSMENT 70 CENTERS  SERVIC REQUIREMENT ~ REQUIREMENT ASSESSMENT  TO SERVICE
ALBAKA X X X X X k x X X X x *
. ALASKA B0 TITLE XX DAY CARE hl N0 _TITLE XX DAY _CARE
- ARIZONA X X X X X X X X - « X
AR} ANSAS = X - X MRS
_ CALIFORNIA X . X X X X B X o, “ X
COLORADO 4 < x X " x4 X X
| CORNECTICUT \O X X . X X X X X X X X
DELAWARE X X P . X X - § i
D.C. X X X X X X’ X X 4 _X X
FLORIDA X X 3 X . X
‘ o X L : %
GEORGIA X ST x . . X ¢y ) P X X e
- HAWAILT X 7 . X . X - - - L — - -
X - X b . X X — N
N X N P ® " H ) i
X . X" ) . X . . ,
~ X X X - X X X X X X X .
X X X X X
X X . X X X X °
X X A X X - _ X . 7
, REPORT _ ATTACHED ¢ - " REPORT  ATTACHED !
X 3l . 1 X X
M X . X X Xt - j4 X
M X Xy ¢ X L. X g = e X
MISSISSIPPI . X X A g X X X i X X X X X
HISSOURI ¥O  REPORT ¥ REPORT o
HONT. X . X . X - P S
NEBRASKA < - X v T X - NA
*, NEJADA v x X X % X % r b3
KEW _HA!%E[RE X: Y. X X X X X - X X s X \
h 4
NEW JERSEY X X X ' X ' X . X
+HEW MEXICO - My HO  REPORT T NO _ REPORT ~
. REW_YORK X -+ X . - X X X - X
. NORTH CAROLINA X VX X X v X\ X X °X
NORTH DAKOTA 3 S X . %X \ X . -
OHIO X X : : T ox x A x X
OKLAROMA * = x N v X X 7 _x ¥ ’ N X . 4
OREGOR X X X X X X * X X .
YERNBYLVANIA X X X X X X & 3 X X - X
RHODE ISLAND X X X X X X, . X X X X 3
‘  SOUTH CAROLINA X 1 “Xa < X X ] x X s Xa X X _
SOUTH DAKOTA S X X ~ N N X X X - - X .
* TENNESSEE X \ - X__ X X X
TEXAS - X Xa . X X Xa . X
UTAH x PR L7 4 X 3 F3 . S
-~ + . \ N 0 .
VERMONT X _# 2 . 0x o . x © oy X X
+ VIRGINIA X i X X X X X X X - X X
HASHINGION X ) X P X ° X X X A X X .
WEST VIRGINTA X - X - A X X - X X
WISCONSIN X~ X ¥ il X X X X . b S
WYONENG X . d % Xb EN - S s
1 * . : . : .
U.S. JOTAL T a8 40 20 .26 33 LY )33 - 14 . 19 - 32 v
U,8. PERCENT 96 , &S 43 \ 5 70 . T 70 30 § 40 68
. ' £ N N - . , E- ’ »
- « DOES NOT APPLY (NO TITLE XX ‘HOMES) ’ ] - .
a = TILE XX CHILDREN OMLY  * . - - » . - -
b = CHILDXEN OVER 18 HONTHS . “ T " ! - LT
» .
. ' * ’ . . '
" * * u .
t . . 8- ) L3 Py o™
Q . . . 61 : 8

¢ M (9 .
. . . . / . - . \
M - =
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TABLE 10:

‘

~»

CENTERS

>

X

-
‘

STATE RE SANITATION

.y

.4
-

AMA

=]

TRANSPORTATTUN SWIMMING  EQUJIPMENT

X

.

PHYSICAL ENVIRCNMENT REQUIREMENT BY STATE AGENGY (TITLE XX FUNDED CEM‘ZR‘S” AND HOMES)

HOMES

FIRE SANITATIUN  TRANSPORTATION SWIMMING

EQ

TPMENT

XA

-1
-1
e
k

K

B

DAY _CaRE

N0  TITIE XX DAY' CARE

A
A
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TABLE 1l: SOCIAL SERVICES B{@REMENT AND PROVISION.BY STATE AGENCY .
. (TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND. HOMES) .
: CENTERS HOMES
. ASSURE , ASSURE
_— REQUIRE . PROVIDE . CHILDREN REQUIRE PROVIDE CHILDREN
. INFORMATION INFORMATION RECEIVE INFORMATION INFORMATION RECEIVE
STATE TO PARENTS TO CENTERS SERVICES TO PARENTS TO HOMES  SERVICES
ALABAMA - X X + X . X X.
ATASKA ’ NO TITLE XX DAY CARE .
m_d_._- X Xa : Xa _ . .
CALIFORNIA. X X _ .
#COLORADO X x° X . X
T X X X X X X
DELAWARE" . -
D2 X X X X X X
FLORIDA X X X X X,
) — ;
¥ GEORGIA X X
HAWAII . X X
IDAHO
ILLINOIS i
INDIAKA o [
IOWA : D - X
KANSAS - % X X X X X
© KENTUCKY ~ X X X X X
LOUISTARA A X ; X
MAINE - X X X X X X
MARYLAND REPORT  ATTACHED .
MASSACHUSETTS X X
MICHIGAN . e s A e . e R T T =X
A X X 5
MISSISSIPPI X ‘ X X X X X
MISSOURT NO__ REPORT -
MONTANA X Y-
NEBRASKA . X 3 -
HEVADA _ X - X X - X X X
. NEW _HAMPSHIRE b4 X X - X X X -
NEW. JERSEY % % - % X X
NEW MEXICO ™ - N0 __REPORT . <
NEW YORK < . X ; 3
NORTH CAROLINA % X v X T Tty TR
HORTH DAKOTA v { -
QEIO X % 7" X © X ‘X X
OKLAHOMA { X X X X
OREGON ; i C X . X ’
PERNSYLVANIA X X X X
REODE ISLAND 3 *— % X X
\ ~ t B
SOUTH CAROLINA 1 X X X . - <
SOUTH DAKOTA X X X X X, X
. NESSEE X X X X X X -
TEXAS X b X o
UTAH Y - X 3 'x'-“‘
VERMONT : % C g P B x % .
VIRGIRIA, _© -~ - W % % "X X vx T x X
wggINGTON s s . x X X . N ~ X X -
: X X - X X X
WISCONSIN ¥, " X e e g
WYOMING . kR 3 ¥ S
. [ 4 " . . * L« . t » .
. U.8. TOTAL T Wy & . a2 35 19 27 35
, U.S. PERGENT-% - 5% T s 75 .40 57 75
= ., - - = » — . . . .
» By < - - ’ N
- § = AT PROVIOER REQUEST - | ) 4
) . N " . . - e = ] - ¢ . ,
L Y v o ) #“c o - ' ) Ll
> - e "4 . VS . . S 4 IS 63. &
- ~ a1t v :
T L ey g P 8y :
“v : ‘ " ,' " " ’. ":h r s Ld Fa "
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s TABLE 12: PARENT INVOLVEMENT REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY STATE AGENCY -
\TLiLE AX FUNDED CENTERS AND nOM:S)
FQUIREMENTS CEN:ERS HOMES
DPPORTUNITIES UNLIMITED
— TO PARTICIPATE  ACCESS TO . PROVIDE PROVIDE
IN PROGRAM OBSERVE INFORMATION - INFORMATION .
STATE - POLICY MAKING  CHILDREN AND T.A. AlD T.A.
Al .
ALABAMA X "X Y S e
. ALASKA NO  TITLE XX DAY CARE .. .
RIZOFK = g -
. ABXANSAS —_—— T ¢ § X ,
CALIFORNIA _ s X
COLORADO X , X X
CORNZCTIC0T A“_ﬁ—";——x """ R ¢ -7 e - D i
- DELAWARE X - I Sl U
- .c. X X : X X =
s , ELORTDA . B % X ;
GEQRGIA X X v X ~ X .
HAWAIT . N X X +
. IDAHD X X -
TLLINOIS T T T T T e e ———
INDIANA
. I0WA . Xa . .
KANSAS \ X . X X X
o, KENTUCKY = . X
LOUISIANA . X X X
MAINE Ty T T oo - - - e — e —
MAINE 5 X S
v MARYLAND ) REPORT  ATTACHED -
MASSACHUSETTS X v X
MITHIGAY - - T T x X . T
AINJESDTA Xa
TSI 6D Y M X, X —
H]
MISSOURT o . ____ NO REPORT . ' .
MONTANA s ] X X X . -_‘,_,_‘;_)f :
) NEBRASKA .
XEVADA X i
HEW HAMPSHIRE _x X X - v
J —
NEW_JERSEY X x° X )
. ) NEW MEXICO B - , © NO  REPORT
_ HEd YORK 3 - - A
: NORTH CAROLINA X X X X -
* S NORTH DAXUTA X * X . b S . -
- - -
OHIO % X . X X -
OKLAHOMA ] R . X X
CREGON 7 x5 : : ) i )
g BENNSYLVANTA S A ) ) -
SHODE TSLAND v - X . X X ] h
SOUTH CAROLINA X, _ X ) -y X - -
SOUTH DAXOTA - X X - .
TENNESSEE %" X . x & x .
TEXAS ' X ot X ... X S )
ﬂfiﬂ - . % . X s X I,
VERMONT . 7 PO SR SR S
: JIRGIAIA ¥ X X X — %
WASHINGTON o . e
WEST VIRGINIA hd e X e X
WISCONSIN " - " .
2. WIOMING . I S S
Py c o e * ‘o,
. YiS. T0TAL w22 27 33 ') ¢ 28 :
) A : <«
u.5. pERPENT , 47 57 70 60 ,
- - - . . ' -
-' - - ———— - T e e
. a = IF 40 OK MORE CHILDR B -
. ' - ' -

.
. } - ‘- :
’
. .
N . . = .

ERIC - . - :
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TABLE 13: STATE MAXIMUM GROUP SIZE REQUIREMENT FOR TITLE XX AaD wu.-!!TLE AX FUNDED CENTeas BY LhILJ (f () - 6+ YEARS OLD)

. NON-TITLE XX CENTERS
. " ___TITLE XX CENTERS . —__ .. {STATE LICENSING REOUIREMENT) _
. s UNDER . - SIX LNDER SIX
: OMNE OsE ™™o © HReE FOJR  FIVE  YEARS UNE ONE  TWbO  THREL FOUR  FIVE  YEARS
SIATE, YEsR  YEAR  YeARD YEARS YoAR> YRS AND OLDER YEAR  YEaR  YEARS YEARS YEARS  YEARS  AND OLDER
ALABAMA la-6 6 6 18 18 18 16 f_ _ b 18 18 18 16
ALASKA S NO_TITRE XX DAY _CARE__ T TN T TITLE %0 DAY  CARE
ARIZONA N N N N SN sN A N N N N N
ARKARSAS N, N X N N 3 ] ; ]
CALTFURNIA 6 6 12 1¢ 16
CULORADY N ¥ N N s
CONNELTILUT 4 4 4 15 15 N N TR Ty
DELAWARE P 4 4 i5 v :
.B.C. 3 8 16 16 20
¥LORIDA ] N N N N N

GEQRGIA N N N N N
HAWARI NC N N N 8
IDAHO hi N N N N
ILLINOIS -6 [ ] 20 20
INDiANa 8 10 15 15 is

10%A s Now N N N
KANSAS ‘ 5 12 12 1» 18
KENTUCKY N N N N N
LOVISTANA N K] N N 5
MAINE N N N N 5
MARYLAMD . REPORT __ AITACHED
__ MASSACHLSETIS 7 q 9 20 20
MICHIGAN - N N N N N
MINRESOiA - ] 14 14 15 2y
MiSS15SIPP1 8 8 * 8 i2 iv
- -
MISSOURI - %0 REPORT
HONTANA N N 5 N N
NESRASKA N N N
NEVADA N N N
NEW MAMPSHIRE ‘3 8 8

NEW “JERSEY 6. 6 12
NEWw MEX1CO '

NEW YORK 12 12 18
MORTH CAROLI¥A 5 6 . 7
ROKTH DAKUTA A 5 N

a i

GHlu 6 6 12__ .,
OKLAHUMA - N N N
URELON 6 5 i2
PENNSYLVARIA N % ]
RHODE ISLAND NC NC X

. SOUTH CAROLINA
. 50GiH DAFOTA,
- LERSESSEE
- TEAAST
Ulall -

VERMOST
VIRGENIA
- . WESHINGION
+ - WEST VIRCIN1A
WISCONSIN
WIOMING =

U.S. MEDIAR

o e e T - e emmeme o e i iios e e ey
¥ ; g T e .

N+ 5O GKOUP SI/ZE REQUIREMENT . ‘ .
NC = 3O CENTEX CARE ALLOWED TR THIS AGE CHILD !
" a = MAXIMUM GROUP SIZE FOR PNDER 6 WEEKS OLD ’

- < -

« . M B

Bl A e Provided by R
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TABLE 14 STATE MINIMUM STAF¥/CHILD RATIO. REQUIREMENTS FOR TITLE XX AND NON-TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS BY
CHILD AGE (CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER)
_ NON-TITLE XX CENTERS
TITLE XX CENTERS { STATE LICENSING REGUIREMENT)
) ' UNDER ) SIX UNDER SIX
ONE ONE  TWO  THREE - FOUR FIVE YEARS OSE ONE TWO THREE FOUR FIVE ypags
STATE YEAR ~ YEAR YEARS YEARS YEARS YEARS ANp OLDER YEAR YEAR  YEARS YEARS YEARS YEARS AND OLDER
ALABAMA . la-6 3 6 9 9 ‘9 16 la-6 6 6 -9 9’ 9 16
ALASKA v NO TITLE XX DAY CARE N0 TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA 8 10 ° 10 15 20 25 25 8 ' 10 10 - 15 20 25 25
ARKANSAS 6 6 3 5 6 6 7 3 6-9b 9 12 15 18 25
CALIFORNIA 3 3 4 8 8 8 14 4 4 12 12 12 12 12
L
COLORADO 5 5 5 7 10 10 13 5 5 5-B¢ 10 12 15 15
CONNECTICUT 4 4 4 7.5 7.5 7.5 15 b b b b b b b ~
DELAWARE 1a%4 4 4 5 7 7 10 5 8 8-15¢ 15 20 20 25
D.C. 4 4 4-8¢ 8 10 15 15 4 4 4=8¢ 8 16 15 <+ 15
FLORIDA T 5 5 10 10 10 10 15 6 8 12 15 20 25 25
GEORGIA 3 3 4 5 5 5 N 7 9 10 15 18 18 X
HAWALL NC X 10 15 20 25 25 NC NC 10 15 20 25 25
IDARO 6 _ b-8¢ 8 10 10 10 15 6 6-8¢ 8 1Ip 10 10 a915
ILLINOIS __ & 6 8 10 10 25 25 b 6 -8 10 10 25 725
INDIARA 4 4 5 10 12 i5 20 4 4 5 10 12 15 20"
I0WA A 4 6 ° 12 15 15 4 4 6 8 12 15 501
KANSAS 3 3 4=5¢ 9 9 9 16 3 3 5 10 i0 10 10
KENTUCKY 8 6 8 10 12 15 15-20c 6 6 8 10 12 15 15-20¢
LOUISTANA . 6 8 12 14 16 20 25 « 34 8d 124 14d 16d 204 254
MAINE 5NC e 16 15 15 10 10 NC . NC 10 15 - 15 = 10 10
v - 4
MARYLAND ] . REPORT ATTACHED REPORT ATTACHED ) )
HASSACHUSETTS G~ 3 4 4 16 10 15 15 3 A 4 - 10 1& 15 15
MICHIGAN N 4 4 4-10c 10 12 12 20 4 4 4-10c 10 12 12 20 .
MINNESOTA - N4 4=5¢ 5 7- 7 7 15 4 4=7b 7 7-10c g 10 5 .
HISSISSIPPI % % 4 6 - ] g 9 N N N N NY. ¢ N N
MISSPURI - NO REPORT LY % REPORT e
HORTANA 10e 10e 10e 10e 10e 10e 10e 100 10e 10 1(e 10e 10e 10
NEBRASKA ¥4 4 5 10 10 10 12 4 4 ~—3 10 10 10 . iz
REVADA 4=bc i-8¢c 10 13 13 13 20 A%c 6-8¢ 10 - 13 —w 12 _—3 20
NEW HAMPSHIRE 4 4 4 5 7 7 15 4 5 10 15 ° 18 20
NEW JERSE¥ 3. 3 4 9 9 9 16 N N 10 10 15 16 16
NEW MEAICO . NGO REPORT NO REPORT :
NEW YORK 4 4-6c _ 5-6¢ 7 8 9 10 4 4-6c  S5-6¢ 7 Y 8 y 9 N 20
HORTH CAROLINA 5 6 7 7 12 15 20 8f 8f 12f 15f - 20f ' 25f N\ 25¢
WORTH DAKO1A 4 4 5 7 10 12 12 4 4 s - 7 1677 12 B:T
B ‘ Pl y
OHIO 3 3 4 8 8 ~ 16 8 8-10c 10 15 A5 TR 120 4\
OKLAROMA - 4-6b 6 8 12 15 15 20 4-bb 6 | & 12 wss 15 - 20
OREGON 4" 4 4-10c 10 10 15 15 4 4. ] 4-10e 10 - 10° 15 “15
PENNSYLVANIA 4 4 5 16 16 10 12 4 4 7 5 10 ‘- ¥- 16 12
RHODE” ISLAND NC NC NC 10 10 10 14 NC ¥ NC NC 16 A 10 10 1%
SOUTH CAROLINA  4-bg 5-8¢ 7-12g 11-15g 13-20g 15-25g 15-25g 8 8 12 15 4 2 ‘25 A
SOUTH DAROTA 5 3 S ] 8 3 10 5 5 5 8. s 8 - 10
TESRESSEE 4 4 4 9 9 9 18 5 5 8 g 15" 25 25
TEXAS 4 4 Z 9 9 * 9 16 6 10 13 Y1 20 =, 24, ~ 26
UTAH §C NC 7 15 15 20 25 NC NC 7 Is  W5- 720 75
. . - : . L. . L&
VERMONT 4 4 5 10 10\ 10 12 4 4 5+ 19 0g- W , 17
VIRGIRIA % % . 4 15 20 20 25 4 4 10- 7 10 10-° “1g  , 25
WASHIRGTON — 5 7 ¥7-10c_ 10 15 15 15 5 - 7 7-10c, TS 15 .15
WEST VIRGINLA 4 4 8 10 12 15 16 4 4 8 - 812 15 1% °
WISCORSTN 3 3 4 8 g 8 14 3 “~ 6-8c 10 12 16 -3¢
FYOHING 5 5 g 10 15 20 35 5 5 TE M. 15 26 .75
U.S. MEDIAN 3.7 41 5.8 9.6} 9.9 10.0 147 4“6 5.3 /\;9 10,0 1.9 1397 167
“ bt : . . - :
N = NO STAFF/CHILD RATIO REQUIREMENT . ./ Tt ey .
NC = ¥O CENTER CARE ALLOWED POR THIS AGE CHILD . / A A
» - s T,
a = STAFF/CHILD .RATIO FOR UNDER 6 WEEKS GLD * . ot d = LICENSJIKNG gOF caffm.gs 1S NOT, MANDATORY ’
b = AT LEAST 2 STAPR WITH BACH GROUP: NO RATIO quuzmm e = AT LEAS;r 2 STAFF MBST BE PRESENT I8 THE CENTER
¢ = DIFFERENT AGE CAYEGORY DESIGNATION f = 1:10'RANO REQUIRRMENT POR! CENTERS WITH TE$S
THAN 30 CHILDREW « .-
_ 8 = RATIO" VARIES WITH _PERCENTAGE Or Tl'mf' X cmwxz\
. \) - L ’ 66 o . . Nt . )
ERIC - §7.. ¢ s g
: @ s L b Ha - Rid
N -
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‘ TABLE ~ 15: ¢BREGIVER IRAINING STATUS IN TIILE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES .
13 - CENTERS : HOMES
. UNCREDENLIALED
- : o CAREGIVERS CAREGIVERS CAREGIVERS
. " - PROVIDE . AVERAGE TIME OF RECEIVING TRAINING CAREGIVERS 'WITH RECEIVED TRAINING  WITH
STATE ORIENTATION(Z)  ORIENTATION (HOURS) DURING PAST YEAR(%X) CREUENIIALS(zZ) DURINC PAST YEAR(Z) CREDENTIALS(Z)
- ALABAMA 100 14 97 16 49 10
SRR 5 WO TITLE XX DAY  CARE NO__ TITLE XX DAY CARF
ARTZONA - Wa_ - * VA NA NA NA XA
ARKANSAS 99 8 88 20 53 16
TALIFORNTA . 100 P - 8 87 37 NA NA
COLORADO 94 ‘ 8 26 45 48 g
TORNECTICUT *100 NA 100 33 100 0
DELARARE 160 - 9 . 45 1 13 19 )
B. 100 20 36 7 60 106 0
* TLORIDA 92 8 81 22 87 - 13
GEQORGIA HA XA NA NA 96 NA
BARALT 100 - 15 92 62 - -
. TDARD 96 8 NA 37 27 7
" . IGLINOIS 99 8 7§ 44 A 2
S )7, 9 100 3 58 21 78 22
Y oiowa . - g5 9 61 ’ 41 29 22
. KaNSAS 91 8 ; 85 - 35 87 3
» JERTUCKY 100 . 4 385 - i8 50 11
.. . LOUGISTANA 7 100 - 8 55 204 12 0
.- JAINE, T 2 93 74 67 « 18
L s - / “ ‘
v MARYLAND ° REPORT ATTACHED REPORL  AT1ACHED
+ : MASSACRUSETIS 98 12 63 . 51 52 5
f o PICHIGAR T L & 41 37 20 11
4, YUINNESOTA - 100 WA 100 . 31 NA NA
. $51SSIFPT 100 B . .20 160 36 100 0
v, SssourL« & - w__ No  REPOR: %0 _ REPLRT
", o PONIANA S 7 T 105 - 20+ 55 45 L 46 6
. SsEBRASEA L T - A A % 1 T YA A
¢ ., NEVADA ., & . 100 - §7 ¥ 25 17 17
. KER, PAMPSRIRE . 97 15 70 55 by 43 23
»  FEW JERSEY 100 s- g 20w 68 46 19 4
R ¥E# MEXICO T, . NO  RKEPORT . N T NO  RPPORT
+* NEW_YORK Nk i SN NA NA NA * NA
‘XORTH CAROLINA ¥ 100 = 12 - 81 35 89 . 8 .
¥OKIH DAKDIA 100 - 16 - - 87 31 33 WA
* . . P 0 - ’ [
10 s « 98 y_ ¢ 3 54 25 9 o
GRLHCHA + . 96 v, 2 . . p 37 g < 17 5
OREGON  ~ . < 89 0+ <. -+ 51 34 27 18
PENRSYLVARIA 100. 4 X"} - N ' 95 NA 130 KA
‘.. .. LHODE ISLABD A 100, - 15 58 41 31 [
3 - F v .

‘ 'ozmx CARBLIAA <106 . . 40 . " 100 . 25 100 d 0
SOUTH DaXOTA 93 i 1L+« g 19 14 9 °
TENRESSEE i~ 160 "+ F 18 7 - 20 15 100 3

¢ TEKAS T %n S s : 71 18 % ¥
7 I 99 7 * &5 4k 29 51 - 8

v VZRMONT - 95 . s o 60 38 - 39a 8
VIRGINI w 1t % 50 2 12 12
- VASHINGTON .+ w85 16 . N 7 65 41 48 ]
,* WEST VIRGINIA _%.' _ 5 T ouA - 946 NA 100 KA
CISCOHSIN .’ 100 Y T T 100 NA 100 . NA
.. WYBHING P 87 T 10 7 . .14 26 35 11
i - - A - .
7 U5 mniss L 99.9% - 12.8 HOVRS, ) . 38y 512 81
,:j . ‘- . ; - ] . 9‘ y . .
. - e . [ !
’/_/ R ’, R . L ,
" BA = 0T AVAILABLE PR . . ( )
;= LUES BOT APpLY (50" TITLE My pes) - e v

a »PXCLYBES CREDENTIALED CARRGIVERS :
b~ IBELUDES UNCREDEXTIALED 43D CREDENTIALED CAHEGIVERS




TABLE 16 : MEALS AND SNACKS PROVIDED TO CHILDREN BY CERTER AND HOME

{ PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)

Q 3
" _ CENTERS (%) HOMES (1)
-, STATE BREAKFAST SNACKS LUNCE , ' BREAKFAST SHACKS  LUNCEH -
ALABAMA 62 100 100 90 96 99
KLESRR ®O0  TITLE XX DAY  CARE
IRIZOFE__\ _—B8a A A 100 - 100 100 _‘
AXRANSAS, . Y772 1004 99 98 100 100 _ _
CALTFORNIA | 47 100 100 v NA_ WA
COLORADG f 35 96 90 77 99 97
CONNECTICUT & 30 100 100 ¥A 100 100
DELAWARE )} 96 100 100 74 56 96
D.C. / 78 81 100 . 88 38 100
FI.ORIDA } 77 955 91 T 97- -——-TUO - 7'»-100-- [
<
. GEORGIA 96 1u0 100 100 . 100 100
HAWAIL 83 100 100 - - T .
IDAHO 22 100 &1 47 93 87
ILLINOIS 46 0100 96 . 15 95 100
, IRDIAHA 97 95 100 2 18 94 95
I0WA 24 " j00 190 79 97 97
KANSAS 24 99 34 72 » 100 160 L
KEHTUEKY 63 99a ° 100 _ 83 _ _9%a ____100 e
LOVISIANA 74 98a 100 45 94a 86 _
MAINE 70 100 100 1 98 99
. N
B} MARYLAND % REPORT __ ATTACHED _
MASSACHUSETTS - g9 98a 78 74 94a 86
MICEIGAR £ 98a 91 75 94a 90 o
Fom —w - ——- VINNESOTA® . NA- o108 - 300  m- - - - RA NA NA
MISSISSIPPI 100 100 100 100 ___ 100 ____ 100 __ __ _ .
MISSOURT . N0 REPORT ’
YORTANA 61 87 ﬁ 71 100 100
HEBRASKA ‘NA “HA NA NA NA
*, HEVADA 52 . 100 87 50 100 67
HEH BAMPSEIRE 49 a8 72 78 . _ 95 98 .
NEW JERSEY 100 100 100 59 83a 80
HEW MEXICO ‘ NO REPORT :
*NEW_YORK NA 4 NA NA NA NA NA
NORTH -CAROLINA 73 99 73 83 97 - 98 .
) RORTH DAEBTA 50 100 100 83 100 100
OHID 81 98a 98 ‘78 87a 88 :
OKLAHOMA . 61 100a 100 22 97 100+ g
OREGON 50 - 100 . 5% B0 95 00— ~
PERRSYLVARIA 0, 91 91 % —I00 07 =
. RHODE ISLAND{ 40 100 100 70 87 .74 g
4 SOUTH CAROLINA 300 100 100 . 100b 100 100
— . SOUTH DAXOTA 80 98 100 ] O 11 87
B e I3
. : TENNESSEE 100 160 100 100 160 100
. TEXAS 86 1008 9% 95 g5 13
‘. UTAR 19 100 . 99 63, 99 55
. N ; - - -
VERMORT L2 - 92 59 61 98 92
VIRGIRIA 657\ 100 100 64 89 78
s 59 N® 100 100 BZ 100 100
) NEST VIRGINIA I 100 100 RX 7.3 — R4
- R WISCOHSIN - WA bt BT HA N NA 137 Y "
HYOMING 27 -~ % 93 R %8 . 13 —9%5
. "U.S. MEDIAN X 68 97, 94! -7 96 94 ,
NA = NOT AVAILABLE a = P.H. SNACKS ONLY INCLUDED ° ‘
N »
‘ a ~
" ., - = DOES HOT APPLY ,b = UPON PARENT REQUEST
» (NO TITLE XX HOMES) , .
' 5 @
- ; ¢ 68
ERIC - 5 | -
- 4 r s % .
Y . . - Y : 8 g ~ '

- o B ‘ .
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TABLL 17. HEALTB SERVICES REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY CENTERS AND HOMES (PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)
&
&
N CENTERS HEMES
. ASSIS|
»  REQUIRE - MAINTAIN  PAREXNTS REC£IVED INFORMATION REQUIRE
HEALTH REQUIRE HEALTH OBTAIN AKD ASSISTANCE FROM HEALTH REQUIRE
STAIE ASSESSMENT(X) IMUNIZALION(X) RECORDS(Z) SERVICES(X) TIILE XX AGENCIES(%) ASSESSMENT(Z) IMMUNILATIONTR)
ALABAYA 100 100 94 89 75 97 - 96
RLASEA™ NO_ _TITLE - XX DAY CARE NO TITLE XX DAY CABE
ARTIORK - 100 139 100 NA — KA 100 100
AREARSAS X al 109 100 85 48 57 100,
TALTRORRTA 100 100 100 100 98 NA& XA
COLORADO 100 100 97 78 39 95 89
‘CORNECTICUT 100 100 100 100 190 100 100
DELAWARE 100 100 100 92 31 99 100
P.c. 100 100 =100 99 — 100 106~ 100
TFLORIDA 100 100 - 100 94 80 100 100 S
+
GEORGIA 100 100 ¥ x A 91 91 -
HAWAIT 160 100 T 78 100 83 - 7 - "
1DARD 4 57 83 48 61 0 33 .
TLLIR0IS 99 100 100 91 - 45 99 100
INDIANA 100 99 100 35 -§5 . 62 70
10WA . 100 100 97 85 41 * 40 71
KANSAS 100 102 100 93 83 100 100
KENTUCKY 60 99 94 63 44 56 100
— LOBISIANA . orrer =355 100 100 80 a 100 100
MAIRE 100 100 100 96 26 92 _ 99
= MARYLAND REPORT  ATTACHED REPORT  ATTACHED
MASSACRUSETTS 98 97 9% 92 17 69 68,
HICHIGAN 99 ' 38 98 78 51 60 81
MINNESOTA 100 100 & 100 NA 0 NA RA
MISSISSIFFI 100~ 160 160 160 56 100 100
MISSOURL %0  REPQRT _ NO  REPORT
MORTARA 95 95 . 97 82 . 24 56 71
NEBRASKA NA RA NA WA VA NA NA
NEVADA 100 109 100 91 100 . 100 100
* NEW HAMPSHIRE 106 100 100 88 53 i 93 93
- [
NEW JERSEY 48 8% 98 90 - 39 ~ .35 * 35
NEW MEX1CO . N0  REPORT : o NO _ REPORT
NEW YORK XA A WA NA RAS v NA" NA
LNORTH CAROLINA 100 159 160 95 - 87 T 165 100 .
NORTA DAKOTA 100 190 100 67 o Tei - 68 100
*  ORIO 100 100 100 100 160 o 95 94
 OKLAEOHA 5 100 - 100 63 65 0 1680,
- —OREGOR_, 100 100 100 83 61 _ - o 51 55
PERISILVANIA .83 91 91 XA TTTTTTTTTRA - 1o 100
RHODE ISLAND 100 . 100 100 190 . 09 - HE — 100
SOUTH CAROLIRA 100 100 100 100 100 . 100
SOUTH DAKOTA 93 100 98 77 T 77 - 46 54
TERBESSEE 25 100 100 100 TTTT® "100 100
TEXAS 95 98 100 96 88 100 - 98
UTAH 100 904 100 Y Y 52 84
- - - .
VERMONT 97 - 100 100 71 _ 36 ' 84 96
VIRCINIA 100 100 100 90 [— ] 93 90
UASBIRGTON 100 109 100 g8 7 T 100 100
WEST VIRGINIA 100 100 100 nA 7700 T 100 __ 100
WISCORSIN . 100 100 100 HA A 1003 100a
! 67 93 87 &0 53 63 297
0.S. MEQIAN % 8y 95 99 T 8s - %3 , 92 93 .
HA = NDT AVAILABLE . - -
5 = DOES HOT APPLY (NO TITLE XX HOMES) ) . -
a = IF SEAVING 4 OR WORE CHILDREN - .
: . 69 _ .
. - . —_
FRIC 7 | Co
K 1 Q - .
. » Y J U ’ -
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SOCIAL SERVICES PROVISION BY CENTER (PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS)

TAELE 18 :
CENTERS N
RECEIVED INFORMATION
15R FOR ASSISTANCE FOLLOW~UP TO ASSURE AND ASSISTANCE PROM
STATE PARENT(X) TO PARENTS®) PROVISION OF SERVICESX) TITLE XX AGENCW(X)
ALABAMA, . 93 88 80 15
ALASKA ~ NO  TITLE XX _ DAY _ CARE
ARIZONA r NA NA © NA NA
ARKANSAS 91 82 79 64
CALTFORNTA 10U 99 Y2 98
COLORADO 95 73 65 - 34
* CONNECTICUT 100 100 100 100 ]
DELAWARE 98 88 80 41
D.C. 100 9% 85 - 100 .
FLORIDA - 95 89 80 /7
GEORGIA NA NA NA NA
RAWATI - 100 10U 100 94
TDAHO 70 0 0 52
TLLINQIS — 90 81 79 47
INDIANA 1Y 93 86 77 58
. 7 bl s .
I0WA 93 89 84 72
KANSAS 98 83 84 88 §
KENTUCKY 93 81 74 49
LOUISTANA F) 91 79 N 83 47
MAINE - 87 87 i ~. 83 35
MARYLAND ‘REPORT  ATTACHED
HASSACHUSETTS 98 98 94 46
MICHIGAN 82 &7 64 52
MINNESOTA ° A WA NA NA
MISSISSIPPI .« —I00 00 100 30
MISSOURI A NO  REPORT
MORTANA 82 [}: E 58 ’ 32
NEBRASKA ~ K& B T : &
NEVADA 96 70 91 100
NEW HAMPSHIRE 100 84 59 53
NEW .JERSEY 97 ) 87 76 43
NEW MEXICO 4 . NO  REPORT
NEW YORK § FA _Np NA . NA ’
NORTH CAROLINA NA NA NA NA
NORTH DAKOTA 100 33 33 67
OHIO 100 100 100 100
OKLAHOMA 83 58 55 59
OREGON 89 e 89 83 : 67
PENNSYLVANIA NA NA KA NA
RHODE ISLAND 100 100 100 100
SOUTH CAROLINA 100 100 100 100
SOUTH DAKOTA — 91 < 86 84 77
TENNESSFE 100 65 . 7l é 60
TEXAS 95 88 84 83
UTAH 85 75 74 N 49
. - R .
VERMONT do 65 64 b4 .
VIRGINIA 98 9] 72 74
UASHINGTON X 100 87 T [
WEST VIRCINIA NA RA NA ~100
VISCONSIN NA NA WA NA
WYOHING . 33 67 73 73
U.S. MEDIAN X 94 . ) 79 .63

NA .= NOT AVAILABLE |

*

%
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TABLE 19: PARENT INVOLVEMENT IN.CENTER AND HOME ACTIVI®IES ~
(PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)

b

92

] CENTERS HOMES .
UNLIMITED .
ACCESS REGULAR PART1CIPATION OPPORTUNITIES
R T0 OBSERVE  EXCHANGE OF IN PROGRAM TO OBSERVE
STATE CHILDREN  INFORMATION(Z) POLICY MAKING(X) CHILDREN(Z)
MQ’A‘A 100 100 . 35 99
ALASE NO TITLE XX DAY CARk e
KAT/INE - £ NA NA NA R/ .
A-L—.—..uambﬁ',b. 57 - Q0 S L 100 N
CALIFORNIA 100 100 99 NA
COLORADO as < e e L 97
CORNECTICUT 100 100 100 100 —_—
- DELAWARZ 98 100 .84 100 )
D.C. 100 100 . R 00— ...
FLORIDA 95 -85 . 60 . 99
GEORGIA " Na s _NA® _NA —_— -~ -
HAWATI 100 100 YA -
IDAEO 91 + 100 48 100 _
ILLINOIS 96 99 64 __ o _ . . _.BS _ _
JIRDIAHA NA NA NA 97
I0WA . < 97 98 a6 98 _
XARSAS 99 100 90 97
AENTUCKY 98 g9 __Gf 100
LOUISIANA 98 100 £2 00
MAINE 100 100 93 9Fccn ~m e
MARYLAND  REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 98 _100 72 88
MICHIGAN 100 97 54 95 ;
WIRRESOTA NA. 100 . 15 + Na
KISSISSIPrT 160 300 90 100
MISSOURI NO  REPORT
VORTANA NA NA YA %... Ba T
FEBRASKA NA NA NA T .. N _
REVADA - 100 100 30 . 10
HEW HAMPSHIRE 7 100 - NA 100
HEW JERSEY * 70 99 B 90 .~ 83
NEW MEXICO N0 REPORT :
KEW YORK WA & x SRR \_ LI
KORTE CARGLIFA _ 100 99 79 NEE A
HORTH DARBTA 100 100, 160 \11.0..0_a* I
OBI0 . 100 100 HA NA
OKLAHOMA 96 * 97 * - 40 \_97
OREGON 100 100 100 N5,
PENNSYLVANIA NA 95 NA V NA
RHODE *1SLAKRD 104 100 - 100 - 100
SOUTH CAROLINA 109 100 93 100
SOUTE DAKOTA 100 100 . 65 _ w0
TENNESSES 100 100 77 100 - ‘
TEXAS 98 100 81 100
[ Y: S 100 100 - 53 57
VERMONT 95 97 . 69 92
VIRGINIA NA NA NA NA
97 - - 100 45 100 .
WEST. VIRGINIA NA 100 > NA 100 _
WISCONSIN 100 100 NA ] 100
WYOIIRG a1 100 57 P
U.8. MEDIAN % _, 95 100 73 95 ’
NA = NOT AVAILABLE | . . .
¥ .
- = DOESNOT APPLY .
. ' ’
- v’ 71




TABLE 20: AVERAGE ACTUAL GROUP SIZE IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT* CENTERS BY CHILD AGE (0-6)**

'ERJC

» T

92 1

) . NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS ' _WALVERABLE CEN1ERS ***
" UNDER THREE UNDER THREE
THO . TWO TO SIX TWO  TWO TO SIX
. STATE YEARS YEARS YEARS YEARS YFARS JEARS
-, ALABAMA 7a 1la _lla - 7a 1la ka
ALASRA NO TITLE XX ' DAY CARE e .
ARKK ARIZONA B *~ i -
bl 8,7 8.3 9.8 6.9 15 11.8 e
TATORIAGY - = - - - - __
COLORADD 9.6 10.4 17.4 8.7 10,2 11.2_ - .
sxxx  COBNECTICUT o
DELAWARE 7.6 9,6 11.0 11 1 e
b.c. 8.1 8.4 11.9 1 1 1
ET T FLORTIDA
GEORGIA 7.7 _10.9 14.3 9 8.7 12.4 B .
HAWAIT — 9.8 13.2 N P - - - .
*#gx  IDAHO -\ T
*xx%x  ILLINGIS e e o [
xxx%x  INDIAWA \ e _
' AXK K I0WA
KANSAS 5.9 8.9 10.5 4.8 1.5 114
KENTUCLY 8.7 12 11.5 6.6 9.3 12.4
LOUISIANA 8.7 10.9 12.7 © 7.3 10 11.3 e
HAINE T- 1113 o - - -
. MARYLAND REPORT __ATTACHED
MASSACRUSETIS 7.3 9.3 1l.6 - 71 9.2 9.4 = N
. **x%  MICHIGAN
. **%k%  MINNESOZA T T
11 1] KRSIZETPRL b .
k3
MISSOYRI NO  REPORT "
& MONTANA 6 K& 12,4 - L - 498 .
NEBRASZA A NA  NA NA__NA__NA ‘/
. himDA‘ 1 1 1 ] Y.8__14.8 .
wxxs NEM HAMPSITRE - = T T
NEW JERSEY 9 23.3 16,3 NA NA
REW ¥EXICO NO __ REPORT N
axxx  NEW YORK . o
NORTH CAROLINA 7,7 " 8 12.4 - 7.2 1.8 9.3
sxxx NORTH DAKDTA - __
g OHIO °. 9" 1.3 ‘ §¢ 11 B
xxxx  OKLAKOMA
' xxx%  OREGOH - A .
. , PEHNSYLVANTA  ya NA WA WA NA XA
*xxx FHODE ISLAND '
xxxx  SOUTH CAROLINA _
xxxx  SOUTH DAXOTA - =
TENNES3ZE 7.9 7./ 12.4 YA & NA
- TEXAS 8__9.7 13.2 7.7 8 139
*xxx  UTAH - . B - -
. ?7'_ T i B o ] -
VERMONT 7.3 6.7 lu.b 4 12.5 11.6
- =xkx  VIRGINIA+
*xxx  WASHINGTON “ e —— N
WEST VIRGINIA NA NA NA . NA NA NA
xkxx  WISCONSIN
WYOMING I 1 I _ i 1 I
U.S. MEDIAN 8.0 9.6 12.2 7.2 9.2 16.8 .
* HHS REQUIRED SROUP S:2E ***CENTER WITH ¥0T MORE THAN 20 PERCENT OR 10 ’
. UNDER TWO YEARS  ~- 6° (WHICHEVER 1S LESS) HHS FUNDED CHILDREN,
L WO YEARS - - 12 S
L+ THREE TO SIX YEARS -- 18 #***RETMBURSE ON ATTENDANCE, BASIS ONLY . ]
€
.- **SAMPLE STZE FOR SCHOGL AGE “NA = ¥OT AVAILABLE (DID NoOT SURVEY) ) -
CHILDREN Z00 SMALL FOR - » DOES NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED) {
RELIABLE EST§MATE 1 = INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE
a = DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS
.72 b = GROUP DEFINITION NOT COMPARABLE
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TABLE 21: AVERAGE ACTUAL GROUP SIZE IN ATTENDANCE BASED* CENTERS BY CHILD AGE (6-6)**

. NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS - WAIVERABLE CENTERS**%  *
, UNDER THREE . UNDER THREZ
] - WO _TWO TO SI TTWO TWO TO SIX B
. STATE YEARS YEARS YEARS '- 4 YEARS YEARS YEARS
! ALABAMA 7a__10a__ 10a . 72 102 10a
ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY  CARE
ARTZONA . WA NA WA ~_NA_NA-_ NA
*rkk ANRANDAS ~ . A . e
kkkk CATTRORNTA - ————
**XX OLORADO N ' o
, COANECTICUT 5 4 14 - N - '
*xx%* DELAWARE i . 4 .
*kix D.C. . " _
FLORIDA 9.5_9.6_11.8 N L__1 1 —_
~ (el -
*xkx GEORGIA -
*kkk HAWATI ’ a
- IDARO - - - 4 q 13
ILLINOIS 6.6 9,2 11.6 . L 5.3 -85 148
INDIANA 7.2 9. 4 J4 8 1 b4 b
I0WA 7.4 7.8 11.3 5.7 7.3 _9.9° ' .
*xxkx KANSAS . Ll
N KENTUCKY 6 6 11 14.5 VV — 1ns 117 1,8 .
sxx% LOUISIANA — .
»xxx HAINE el L
. . T 3
. MARYLAXD REPORT  ATTACHED N
###% MASSACRUSETIS - . e
) MICHIGAN 8.5 g 15.4 5.6 10.9 123
- VIRNESOTA NA  NA  NA . NA WA NA
MISSISSTPPT s, 8 g7 11.7 - - = -
MISSOURL NG BEPORT Y .
MONTANA NA 4.2 7.8 - NA 3.7 8.5 ,
NEBRASKA NA_ NA _MNA - NA _NA NA
,, #4k* NEVADA .
HEW HAMPSHTRE 4 2 134 . 3.6 5.8 11.2
k%xk NEW JERSEY :
NEW ¥EXICO - NO REPORI
NEW YORK NA _NA . NA Z - -
*% %% NORIH CAROLINA - . .
. : NORTH DAXKOTA 9h 3h 7§ 5.5 7.5 14 - .
QHIO 7.7 9. 127 5 30 D.C
OKLAHOMA £.9 9.6 12.4 7 10.9 14.6 —
R OREGON 4 6 12.5 6.2 7.8 14.8
*kxx PENNSYLVANIA N »
RHODE ISLAND - - 12 6 - - I - _
SOUTH CAROLINA NA  NA  Na NA___NA__NA
) SOUTE DAKOTA 710 13 7 9 10 L
*%xx%x TENNESSEE . ,
*%%x TEXAS _ -
P UTAH 7. 9.5 140 4 NA~ 8_13.7 i .
R kkk VERMONT °
VIRGINIA 8.6 12.5 15.5 7.2 9.3 14.1 d
- WASHINGTON 8.6 9.6 11.7 7.2 8.5 10.1 . N :
WEST VIRGINIA NA - NA __ NA NA___NA NA
WISCONSIN NA  NA NA NA___NA_  NA
© WYOMING 1 1 . : 1 1. - .
i
' U.S. MEDIAN g8 8.0 12,6 = - 6.7 8.0 12.6 i
¥ HY3 RSQUIRED SROUP SIZE *%*%REIMEL “<I ON ENROLLMENT BASIS ONLY .
UNDER TWO YEARS  -- 8 .
: TWO YEARS T omat12 NA = NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY)
THREE TO SIX YBARS -- 16 - . - = DOES NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED)
. I = INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE
**SAMPLE SIZE FOR SCHOOL AGE a = DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND _
CHILDREN TOO SMALL FOR RELIABLE ESTIMATE NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS R
. o b = ONLY ONE CENTER .
**xA CENTER WITH NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT OR - ’
o 10 (WHICHEVER 1S LESS) HHS FUNDED CHILDREN™ 70 9 —
S e 9¢

_<
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. TABLE 22: PERCENTAGE OF GROUPS IN NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS BELOW HHS GROUP SIZE REQUIREMENTS
. GROUPS -
STATE BELOW (%)
ALABAMA i . 27
ALASEA N0  TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA - N
° ARRN'SAS 13 T /
. CALTFORNIA 31
COLORADO 17
CONNLCTICUT 0 - 7
DELAWARE . 58
‘D.C. 16 -
FLORIDA 24 -
CEORGIA 19
BAWALL 13
IDARO _
fLLINOIS _ * %
INDIAYA 30
10KA - ) : 18
KANSAS 12 . i
RENTUCKY 21
. LOUTSIANA 78 7
YAINE 89 ;
¥
™~
HARYLAND REPORT  ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 12
MICHIGAN kY]
MINNESOTA LES
MISSISSIPPI 5
MISSOURI NO REPORT
MONTANA 74
NERRASKA NA
NEVADS 56
VEW RAPSHIRE } 25
NEW JERSEY . . 22
_ NEW NEXICO NG REPORT
- NEY_YORK v NA
\}joam CAROLTRA Tog
NCRTH DANOIA . 25
N - o ~ . _
OKIO _ —16
OKL.AROMA - - 26 T
ORT(ON ~. 0 4
PLUNSILVINIA NA -
. RHODE JSLAND . 14 g
' SOUTH CAPOLI"A NA ’ .
SOUTH DALITA N 12 —
TFLNFSSER 15 -
LYAS —_ % s
UIAH - 74 :
YaONE . 11 ’ _
CYTREINTA R o 24 L
TR ¢ 27
. Vg e ;h:'_}_ff_‘_'_"'“'”" WA Ty T
EAINER R, - T Mg T TN T ’ T
T S S
© 1.5, MEDIAN (%) ) |16
NA = NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY)
KY .
- = DOES NOT APPLY (NO NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS) .
I = INSUPPICIENT SAMPLE SIZE ,
. ‘ . = . .-
’ \ - -
. ( 74 ) i

RS
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TABLE 23: AVERAGE ACTUAL CEN LEVEL STAFF/CHILD RATIOS IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT*

TITLE XX FUNDED CE BY CRILD AGE (CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER AGES 0-~6%*)
NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS WAIVERABLE CENTERS***
UNDER .~ “TWO THREE TO UNDER TWO ~ THREE TO
+  STATE TWO YEARS YEARS SIX YEARS TWO YEARS YEARS SIX YEARS
ALABAMA’ 4a 4-8a 8a 4a 4-8a 8a
ALASKA NO  TITLE XX DAY CARE
*%k% ARIZONA .
. * ARKANSAS : 5.3 S o 6.4 5.3 5 10.5
CALIFORNIA 3.4 3.7 ¥ 7.4 - - -
COLORADO 3.5 4.5 7.6 4.1 4.8 11.2
*&k%x CONNECTICUT _ . , -
) . DELAWARE _ * 3 2.7 6.8 6 S 6.9
+  D.C. 2.8 3.9 7.5 1 1 1
*%%%* FLORIDA -~
. . GEORGIA 4.2 5.2 9.7 7.4 7.2 13.5
N HAWATI - 2.4 6.1 - T - - i
*%%* TDAHO * . .
T akkk JLLINOIS .
**x%* INDIANA
*%xk TOWA
KANSAS 2.8 4.8 5.8 * 3.3 4.5 6.2
KENTUCKY 4.7 5.6 7.6 4.9 6.5 8.9
y LOUISTANA 4.2 6.3 11 3.8 - 5.3 10
MAINE 2 5.7 8 - - -~
MARYLAND -REPORT  ATTACHED _
’ MASSACHUSETTS 3.4 4.1 6.8 © 2.9 3.7 6.5 N
*%x%x MICHIGAN ] _
*&kk MINNESOTA
A*k% HISSTSEIPPI B
L ©
' MLSSOURT v NO  REPORT -
MONTANA 3.8 3.6 8.4 - 2.6 3.8
) NEBRASKA NA NA NA NA NA NA
NEVADA 1 1 1 T 4.4 7.1 10.5 -
*k*% NEW HAMPSHIRE .
. NEW JERSEY NA NA NA NA NA NA
NEW MEXICO NO  REPORT . .
P aRkkt NEW YORK _
NORTH CAROLINA 4.3 5.6 7.8 7% 7 10
s . *%%%x NORTH DAKOTA . ]
OHIO 3.2 3.8 7.1 4.9 ¢+ 3.m 5.
‘ **%% OKLAHOMA ) : :
A *%k* OREGON R T
) PENNSYLVANIA NA NA NA JNA NA _NA
*%%%x RHODE ISLAND - g
> .
*%%* SOUTH CAROLINA
*%%* SOUTH DAKOTA ; ‘
L ) TENNESSEE 4.6 5.1 8.8 + NA NA NA
~TEXAS S 4.9 9.2 2.3 4.4 8.3
*&kkk UTAH .
: L
VERMONT ) 2 3.2 5.3 2 C 2.4 7.3
- ‘ . *4%% VIRGINIA - ) -
*kkx YWASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA NA NA NA NA NA NA
*xx% WISCONSIN
WYOMING - 1 1 1 1 1 1
. U.S. MEDIAN 3.7 4.5 7.6 - 4.1 5.0 8.5 ’
* HHS REQUIRED RATIOS , **% A CENTER WLyl NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT OR
UNDER TWO YEARS - 1:3 10 (WHICHEVER 1S LESS) HHS FUNDED CHILDREN
TWO YEARS - 1:4 »
‘ THREE T0 SIX YEARS == 1: +%kk% REIMBURSE ON ATTENDANCE BASIS ONLY
7
** SAMPLE SIZE FOR SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN NA = NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) !
TOQ SMALL FOR RELIABLE ESTIMATE - = DOES NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED)
* . ) 1 = INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE y
) . R . ) .a = DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND <
. NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS
" - . 75 .
- »
Q * .
' ¥
ERIC ) 36
- -
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TABLE 24: AVERAGE ACTUAL CENTER LEVEL STAFF/CHILD RATIOS ATTENDANCE BASED* TITLE XX ,
"* FUNDED CENTERS BY CHILD AGE (CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER,AGES 0-6**) .

~
) , Y
' . . NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS WAIVERABLE CENTERSk** - ,
: ’ . UNDER WO THREE TO UNDER TWO THREE TO . -
‘ STATE ! IWO YEARS YEARS  SIX YEARS TWO YEARS YEARS SIX YEARS ”
- ALABAMA 3a 3-7a - Ja 3a 3-7a 7a .
ALASKA ¢ NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA NA NA NA NA NA NA i
*k*KXARKANSAS , - )
_ ****CALIFORNIA l ] R
****COLORADO . . ’ . .
CONNECTICUT 2.4 2.4 - 6.4 . - . - - { .
. **XADELAWARE -
*RkRRD . C, [, S
, FLORIDA 4.2 { 5.9 8.6 I I I . - '
***XGEORGIA ‘ 2 ) f
’ *HAKHAWATT . L "I |
- IDAHO - - - - 3. 6 11 !
ILLINOIS 3,8 4.9 8 2.5 4.1 B4 '
INDIANA 4.6 5 8.1 R 4.6 4.8 - 8.7 *
. 10WA 3.0 3.5 6.5 3 . 2.9 6.8 .
*kkAKANSAS . ¥ .
, ' KENTUCKY 4.3 5.6 7.2 5.2 6.1 7.8
*%*xLOUISIANA . s
. KA A AMAINE
MARYLAND . REPORT __ ATTACHED, .
. KX *XMASSACHUSETTS N /
MICHIGAN T 2.4 7 3.5 6.5 2.5 4.2 6.8 !
MINNESOTA NA NA NA NA NA - NA :
MISSISSIPPI 2.8 3.2 5.5 % - - - - ;
T2 - '
MISSOURI NO REPORT . .
. MONTANA - 2.2 3.9 1 2 4.7 T :
NEBRASKA NA NA NA NA NA NA .
' * ***NEVADA . - f
a . NEW HAMPSHIRE 2.2 3.6 6.5 3.2 2.3 6 - ,
**x%*NEW JERSEY .
NEW MEXICO NO REPORT L .\
NEW_YORK NA NA NA - - -
****NORTH CAROLINA *- ' } .
. NORTH DAKOTA '> 2.4 . 3.6 7.2 3 4 5.6 i :
OHIO® 2.3 7. 4.9 7.6 1.3 f" N
OKLAHOMA 5.3 5.3 9.4 N 4.4 - b 8.9"
- OREGON 5.3 4.5 4.6 3.2 3.9 6.5
i *#*XPENNSYLVARIA L
RHODE ISLAND - - 5.3 - - I -
SOUTH CAROLINA NA_* NA NA NA NA NA ¢ 7
SQUTH_DAKOTA 2.6 4 7.4 3.7 3.7 8.6
****TENNESSEE ¥
*X**TEXAS ¢
. UTAH & 6.3 5.4 10.4 N 3.5 5.2 10.8 . .
# ****YERMONT , ' .
VIRGINIA 3.5 6 9.2 3.2 5.2 9.3
WASHINGTON 4.2 4 7.7 3.4 4.3 7.8
WEST VIRGINIA NA NA NA NA NA NA >
WISCONSIN NA - NA NA NA NA NA .
WYOMING s - . 1 1 1 < T 1 1 :
X , ] ~
U.S. H'%DIAN 3.0 4.4 6.8 . 3.2 4.0 "6.9 -
S -
* HHS REQUIRED RATIOS #*% A CENTER WITH NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT .
UNDER TWO YEARS - 1:3 OR 10 (WHICHEVER IS LESS) HHS FUNDED
THO YEARS -- 1:4 CHILDREN )
. THREE TO SIX YEARS -~ 1:8
U ) k*kk REIMBURSE gu ENROLLMENT ONLY
%% GAMPLE SIZE FOR-SCHOOL AGE A Y . - -
CHILDREN TOO SMALL FOR / NA = NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) '
. RELIABLE ESTIMATE - - = DOES NOT APPLY (NP CHILDREN SERVED). .
. - I = INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE . ‘ .o
] . a = DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND
: o . 4,76 NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS .
Q ’ L ' .

ERIC - . > g% .
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"TABLE 25: CENTER STAFF DIFFERENCES BETWEEN ACTUAL PRACTICE AND HHS

REQUIREMENTS (ADDITIONAL FTE CAREGIVERS NEEDED) 0 v
- . i s . * -
. o ) NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS o
. / . ; . TWO
UNDER YEARS :
’ . THO AND ' 7
: STATE . YEARS OLDER .
ALABAMA . 2la 16a
. ALASKA - : “NO  TITLE XX DAY CARE N
ARTZONA -~ NA NA
' ARKANSAS ' 22 6
CALIFORNTA 26 86
COLORADO : 22 - 72
‘. CONRECTICUT 0 0
DELAWARE 15 11 : ]
D.C. - 4 21 -
FLORIDA i 202 284
. GEORGIA , * ’ 42 100
HAWAIT . - 2
. IDAHO i - - .
ILLINOIS 140 322

INDIANA 4 106

i
- -
. > . l .
- TOWA 5 12

KANSAS . 12 12 N -
KENTUCKY - 92 63

+  LOUISIANA 142 43 |
MAINE o _ 0
LY
MARYLAND : : REPORT ATTACHED .
MASSACHUSETTS 17 92
MICHIGAY- ] 12 64 N
HIRNESOTA NA T NA
MISSISSIPPI 3 = )
) MISSOURI NO REPORT
MONTANA Z 10
NEBRASKA . § ) N NA -
 NEVADA 2 /0 :
NEW HAMPSHIRE . 0 0 -
' 3 . . -
NEW'JERSE}I NA NA )
. NEW MEXICO ) NO _REPORT
NEW YORK Y NA | ] )
- NORTH CAROLINA 108 129 \ .
{ NORTH DAKOTA 0 0
OHIO 13 22 ’
v OKLAHOMA 12% 324 .
‘ 3 OREGON 1 4 . \
PENNSYLVANIA NA NA v
RHODE ISLAND - 0
SOUTH CARQLINA . _NA NA o
‘ SOUTH DAKOTA 4 9
. TENNESSEE. - 100 148 ’
- . TN TEXAS . *_ 405 286
SUTAR . 1 61
T . VERMONT ) 0 4 ‘
VIRGINIA - 10 153
. EASWINGTON 37 43 N
. - WFST VIRGINTA NA NA A
© WISCONSIN NA NA /
WOMTHG 1 I 4
U.s. TOTAL : 1,789 2,455 .
"« NA = NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY), T = INSUFPICIENT SAMPLE SIZE
~
’ - = DOES NOT APPLY _ & = WAIVERABLE AND NON-WAIVERABLE COMBINED
. R (R0 CHILDREN SERVED) .
S \
+ 4 _—— - . .
. S . 77 . \
ERICT f ‘ ’
=
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26>, GENTER STAFF DIFFERENCES ,BETWEEN ACTUAL: PRACTICE AND HHS
. - t REQUIREMENTS (SURPLUS FTE CAREGIVERS) ~

NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS __

»

™O N
, UNDER YEARS . )
THO AND s

STATE . YEARS OLDER . '
"ALABAMA 0 192 , .
ALASKA P NO_TITLE XX RAY CARE ' :
ARTZONA NA NA
ARKANSAS g 55 .
CALIFORNIA 12 863

I'd ¢ N
COLORADO 1\ 2 265
CONNECTICUT 1 2386
DELAWARE 6 69
D.C. 5 187 ’
FLORIDA 7 54 409 - *
GEORGIA * 13 179, :
HAWAII - - 39 - N
IDAHO - -
ILLINOIS 37 912 .
INDIANA 15 161 :
IOWA 1 © 130 )
KANSAS . 6 314 ”
KENTUCKY 10 96 ‘
LOUTSTANAally 32 156 .
MAINE - < 78
MARYLAND - REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 37 739
MICHIGAN 73 T %82
MINNESOTA YA REY
MISSISSIPPI IT 177 v
MISSOURI ) - NO REPORT .
VONTANA T — 122
NEBRASKA A A i
NEVADA 0 5
NEW HAMPSHIRE - - ey
NEW JERSEY . NA NA '
NEW MEXICO . NO REPORT _
NEW YORK qa, * NA
NORTH CAROLINA I 591
NORTH DAKOTA ? 1 4 N .
OHIO { 34 357
OKLAHGHA ! 39 222
OREGON o 2 ’
PENNSYLVANIA WA NA ~
RHODE ISLAND , - 217

4
SOUTH CAROLTNA NA T NA
SOUTH DAKOTA 9 8 - . 4,
TENNESSEE N 32 . 290 .
TEXAS / 63 749 .
UTAHR 0 - 36 .
. ¥ A r // - ,

VERMONT : 23 - 128 ~ ; -
VIKGIRIA 10 165, -
WASHINGTON . 10 76
WEST VIRCINIA - NA NA ]
WISCONSIN NA = Na - .
VYOMING ‘. el L . .
U.s, TOTAL 550 8,201 & :

' NA 'fNDT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY)

" - = DOES NOT APPLY
(NO CHILDREN SERVED)

- —
- .

1

, 1 = INSUFFICENT SAMPLE SIzE

b

o 8™ WA.I‘VE'SBABLE AND‘NON-WAIVERABLE COMBINED:

UNDER TWO-YEAR QLD AND TWO YEARS AND-'
OLDER EOMBINED . L

78 o . .
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TABLE 27: PRE-SCHOOL CHILD ENROLLMENT IN HOMES DURING MORNING HOURS S o
¢ (PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX HOMES) e
. ' 5 ( Q v
A . R '} M
, . f ™0 T0 - FOUR TO * SEVEN TO
. ONE THREE + FIVE SIXs TWELVE
STHTE ’ . CHILD(%X)  CHILDREN(X) CHILDREN(Z) CHILDREN(Z) °‘CHILDREN(Z)
- . w , he
' ALABAMA, a _ - 21 32 32 2 .2 .
ALASKA NO  TITLE XX DAY _ CARE -
ARLZUNA B . ] NA VA . < NA WA NA~
N ARIAWSAS 0 g 78 17, 7%
: CALIFA°NIA NA WA VA < V& V&
L X y .
COLORADO 4 t22 48 16 5
COINECTICUT N NA NA NA . N A -
- DELAWARE 17 % " * 40 2 N
D.C. . 7 . 48 45 - 0 0
* FLORIDA v 0 1 99~ 0 0 .
. - T
GEORGIA 0 9 ¢ 48 35 Ag
HAVALTL . - - - ¢ - _ s
IDAHO + 13 - 20 20 * 27 20
1ILINOIS s T2 .- 20 &2 23 13 *
N INDIATA . . - ) ] 13 26 9 52
' . , ' . .
- I0WA 8 29 ) 17 6
KANSAS . 10 22 3 47 14 7
. ‘ KEXTUCKY ~ . > Op 0 C 11 17 72 -
LOUISIANA 22 53 . 16 3 6
- SANE > - 1 27 T3 17 12
. 7. . Py
' 4 ’ MARYLAND ’ REPORT  ATTACHED -
MASSACFUSETTS + .~ 18 278 36 16 Z
. MICHIGAN a ; 14 38 79 3 E) ,
¢’ MISNESOTA . VA RSN XA . 8F . TSR
. MISSISSIPZ I : e 0 13 87 0 o
MISSOURI v " N0 REPORT
. MOSRTANA 21 76 23 23 7
T KEBRASKA R NA NA. " NA NA oNA
"+ NEVADE . 7 0 TG 33 50 17
' NEW WANPEHILE . - 0 733 20 25 22
. : Fa ) s
, NEW JERSEY % s 34 RUE 4 26 1
‘ *" NEW MENICO® T %O REPORT Y
, NEW YORK NA =TNA - NA YA NA 7 ‘
ROZTH CAROD:.I%4 7 136 Yl 2 3
v NORTH DAKOTA ,' 0 33 . 50 17 0
. ~ ’ -
onIo . 5 14 5 0 53 26 2
OKLAFOMA R 5 38 56 . 0o_* 0o -~
¢ ORLGOY b 3 33 22 g Y
s L, PENNSTLVANIA . XA NA NA NA 3
N =
RIODE ISLAD  a - 14 25 20 0 1
. SOUTH CAPOY 134 [} . 0 100 0 ’ 0 \
SOUTH DAVNT .- L 22 20 2% 10 2
b * TELNESSIE b ¥ -2 28 ;N 43 3 20 .
TrAS 1 %472 49 7 1
LI~ 1 PRI 36 i3 13
VERIONT ] 13 23 40 11, 13
% 5T ) K 3 3
N - -~ 76 TRy T IR T T T
[ i R A S - L S s S A
WASOPNSTE e, N Na__ NAT T TNA T N
- bt : A 307 0 T 335 T TS >
S A S X 1§ — .
U.S. MEDIAN X e . M
v -
i [ — e e o o o m et e e+ e -
NA = 'NOT AVAJLABLE . 7 a = DOES NOT EQUAL 100% SINCE HOMES SERVING SCHOOL
. . ; AGE CHILDREN ONLY ARE NOT INCLUDED
~ = DOES NOT APPLY .
' (RO CHILDREN SERVED) b = DOES NOT EQUAL 100X SINCE SOME HOMES SERVED NO .
. . ) , o ICHILDREN ON THE DAY OF THE SURVEY.X =
o ~. . & -
. ) . ¢ z

~ERIC I "10v .

\
PAruntext provided by eric [ -
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Licensing Rules with HEWDCR and
Estimates of the Figecal Impac:‘
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. L N Y T Ny ‘ ] A
Hany, of the nev federal fkgu}atfaas are npt new to day care facilities. :
Wisconsin has Tecently revised the state's day careé licensing requirements '
(HSS 55) which in many instances could satisfy the new federal regulatjoums.

"N 1§ a facility.meets the state's.requirements for the following, the federal -

, regulations will be met. LY
' +

- DAY CARE CENTERS

’

HEWDCR .

PTIEAY ) ¢

»

71.10 Program Activities for Children

-
- .
4

N~ &

71.12 Training //”!k, :

(a) (2).

"

» \ *
71.1% Nutrition . ‘ -

71.16 Health and Safety
a(i, ii, 1iii)

(a)(2),
(aR5)

71.18 ngstcal Environment ‘_ .
- (a) (1) .
(a)(2)1 ¢ <
(a) (3) Transportatiod
.o~ Swimming
. Equipment

71.22 Parent Involvement ~
(a) (=4)
@) 7
71.20 Sociad Services

71.24 Group Composition

»

" VYarr{rinn

 H3S 55.32(2) (a-c) .

A S :
: " DAY CARE HOME
HEWDCR . o
- N »
Zf?30 Prograﬁ of activities i
(a) " ‘
‘ . ‘ ¢
71.32 Training 102’ ]
Q (3)' ) R . —
g 84

NEW STATE RULES (GROUP DAY CARE)

HSS 55.34(1) (a-i) Program; Essential
\ Program Qualifications
©55.35(3) (a~e)

i 55.36(3)
P

55.32(1)(b)3d
55.32(1) (c)3d
55.32(1)(d)1c o .

HSS 55.34(4)
. 55.35(4)(a=k)
55.36(5) (a=¢)

HSS 55.34(5) (h) e
55.34(5)(1) - .
55.34(5)(g) L
55.33(1) (e) . .

. 55.36(5) () .

Don't think it is coveted.

HSS 55.33(1)(a)l e
"Note" - )
55.34(10)

55.34(7) .

55.34(2)(a & b)

L

B8S 55.34(6)
Note in Rules:

*e

-

. .
e ‘\l

’

NEW: STATE: RULES . *
K S

HSS $5.24(1)(a~d) .
55425(3)(a & D) N
BSS 55.22(a)2

L 1eQ 66,24(4) (a~4)




: " NEW STATE RUL@Q,(GROU? DAY CARE)

HEWDCR , . S L
-\7‘ 35 Health and Safety \<T’\\ ) L \
“(a) (4, i4; 111) : HSS 55,24(5) (h) T

(a)(2) N 55f34(5) (g) :
(a)(3);. . ‘ ' . 55 24(5)(f) ~
. / \ 55. 23(1)(b) 5=7
. (ay(4) . s : : 55.24(5)(d) ‘
\ (a)(S) . / Not covered .
71. 6 Physical environqent / . ) ' i ‘ '
. (a) (1) . ' ' . HSS 55.23(1)(a)l
(a) (2) i "Note' .
(a) (3) Transporration L ’ T © 55.24(8)
Swimning . : . 55.24(9)
Equipaent . 55.24(2) L.
'7i.42 Parent involvement .
() (1-4) . o’ > HSS 55.24(6)° ' .
'71.40 Social Services ' &ot Need ed
. v ! [l
71.44 Group Composition - Waiver (?)
1 . . )
V4 i * . Ul -

While compliance with these regulations may indeed add additional cost to prov*dlng
'day‘care services, the cost should be attributed to the state's day care rules not
the federal' requirements. (Please see‘{iscal :;;:géor JHSS 55.)
-
egulagions list numerous services

It must be made clear however, that the federa
A effect the

. the state agency must provide day ‘care facilities ‘beyond licenSing
revised licensing rules for a program of activities for children for example "will
automatically" demonstrate facilities' compliance with the federal regulations buat
the state agency will be out of compliance if information and technical assistance
is not granted to day care centers and homes
S. It is assumed that the ‘cost of the various training materials, paaphlet;,

fliers, manual materials, printing and, public information dissemination will .
be absorbed within the Division's current operations budgets .

- B
§

Cost Estimates ' : .

14 o R . ’ -
There are two separate costs incufred by the state that must be considered éﬁ
estimating the total fiscal effect. TFirst there is the cost generated by the

! additional responsibility laid on the state to offer consultation, technical

assistance and additional regulation of day care facilities. Second, is the .

increased cost of day care service contracted for by county agencies. If an

operator's costs .increages, it's likely that these costs will be passed on in

the form of higher charges for day care services . -

]
-

}7 State Agency’ ReQuzrements

1. - To meet the federal requirements in the areas of program of activities
for children, training, health and safety, social services, and parental

involvement. six regional staff consultants are necessary. L ;

The regulation requires the state agency to:
-Provide information and'techntcal assistance to day care centers on
o £stabliching a planned program of decvelopmentally appropriate actiwities.
. 85 -
ERIC - . X | 103
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égllgvge;lth services and social services in the community and ensure
that HHS funded children eligible for publically funded health services |

’

and/or social services receive those sergices., ~ e

-Provide information and technical assistance tO day care centers on
working with parents. ¢

) ¢’
These functions cagnot be carried out with current licensing/certification
3taff for the number of.licensed facilities in generdl and day care ’
facilities in particular have grown signif;cantly,in the last several
years without any increase in licensing/certification staff resources.
Any consultation that does occur is in diréct refergnce to meeting and
interpreting existing state regulations.’ Additional resources are .
needed to.provide technical assistance ?nd consultation services listed

above and to:

4

-Coordinate region-wide training sérvfc s.

ar

.

-Coordinate delivery of nutrition services. .

~Coordinate the developméht'and'delivery of heafth resources and

program services.
\

-Coordinate the development of a social service resource system.

-

"-Provide ongoing training services on the federal regulatioms to
: ‘couhty social sgrvicé department staff and regional ljicensing staff.

/gix Social Service Specialist I

Salary §125,300 : . .
Fringe 27,600 T

Supplies & Serv. 9,600 . . .
Travel '%2.000 ’ - Y
TOTAL $174,500 Per Year
Iy y L‘
2. The regulations require the state agency to establish and implement a

f‘ statewide plan for providing or purchasing training f8r all center
caregivers. '

: ; L
To implement this provision would réﬁuire continuation of the current
day care specialist in the Bureau of Children, Youth and Families, and
authorization for the six regional consuyltants discussed above. .

’ 3. The initial implementation of the new regulations will require a short
' term intensive effort beyond current central office staff capabili.y.
The short term assignments will include: N .

- \

-

) ~Oversight to provide timely and coordinated development of the .
HSS "corréction" ‘plan. '

,ax ~Development of a uniform monitoring tool as .required b}’the Tules, >

-Routinely make progress reports to the Division Administrator arfd
Department Seqretary. - /

-Coordinate the developmen: of manual fesource materials and all
training services including training for six regional cpnsultants.

[ ‘
~Develop a svstem for mon:in:ing cngolng siﬁj;ij?ce with the fcdcrq}g

)




s

v . . - /

. . N , . .
4. The federal definition of ,""day care home'"-a privarve residence_in which
"+ _day caze is provided to 12 or fewer children-include many family day
' care centers under the state'definitions. One effect is to imclude
small fawily day care “'centers" caring for 3 or fewer children who are -
) B certified by the gounties to receive federal reimbursement. Therefore
counties will be respdnsible for the provision of information and technica:
) assistance on & program of activities for children, health and safety, ° ‘
. social services, parent “involvement and assessment of training for day care
- homes (federal definition) they certify. Unfortunately information is
not readily available to'project the burden on counties.

v
B Costs generated by the impact of .the federal regulations on the operating
costs of day care providers, . . ‘e

Most if not all of the federal regulations pertaining to day care centers
and homes are currently met or exceeded by the recent revision of Wisconsin's
day care rules (HSS 55). , : —

~
=

There is one costly exception however-group composition. Wiscon§in's staff/ehil
ratio are higher than permitted under the federal regulations for children

over the age of three. Wisconsin's maximun group size is also greater for
children rthree years ¢ld and greater. The result is ‘that an operator with more
than 10 children or 20 percent of children in the center /home must increase.
his/her staff or decrease che capacity of the center.- Beth options will

* increase an operator's costs.

J

While cost projections have bien.provided by the Wisconsin Day Care Administr

Association fsee Attachment 3), "guesstimating" increased cost passed on o0 s

day care progréms in the form of higher.charges is much more diff:iculr. The
. problems include: . ) ' C . N

1. The state need not pay tzg>fhll cost of Sperations for any child receiving
federal day care assistadce? " The state need only "consider" an operator's
costs. . :

. ) %

2. If the state c¢hooses to reimpurse for the” full cost of providing day care
services the total dollar allocation for day care will not necessarily
increase., Service-utilization may be-.cut back, ‘

v ) :

3. The number df\facilities that qualify.for the‘group‘composition waiver is nc

’ known. This prohibits any accdurate cost projections. .

As a result the increased cost due to higher day care, facility operating costs
cannot be estimated.

b -

./
P

)
v
7’

ERI .

N .
.
Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




¥ PR
PPN . . .

ASSESSMENT OF CURRENT PRACTICES . L poa
. N "IN, INDIANA IN TITLE XX '
. - FUNDED DAY CARE

-

Introduction, In Indiana, Title XX funded day ‘care is the responsxb111ty of the
Interdepartmenta] Board for the Coordination of Human Service Programs (Board)
wh1ch operates as ‘the Indiana Offifé of Social Services (10SS). A1] day care
centers or homes that the Board conftracts with to provide Title XX day care services
must be. Ticensed by the Indiana State Department of Pub11c Wlelfare to prov1de day
care-services. T ; . -
A}

Because states vary in the mgpner by which TitQ@e XX funds finance child day care
services, it should be understood that to receive Title XX funds in Indiana requires
that an agency express an interest 1in prov1d1ng services; that the agency provide

in 1nformat10n gertaxnxng to their service provision ajfd costs; that the agency
(or home) be license by the SDPW to provide child day care; and that the Board;
thrcugh I0SS, enter 1nto a-contract for the provision of service. No Title XX
funds are prov1ded to an agency until servlces are actualty provided.

-

»
Survey Methodology.. The assessment.was completed using information gathered from

two telephonic surveys conducted du¥ing the month of March 1981 by I0SS staff. One
survey was of a sample of day care homes licensed by SOPW and authorized via contract
with the Board to provide Title XX day care services. The second survey was of a
sample of 73 day Gare centers (60.83%) also licensed ‘and authorized {via contragt -
with the Board) to provide Title XX day care services. Other information teported
was Pased upon I0SS file 1nformat10n and,1nterv1ews with SOPY staff,

Al1 references in the ASSE§SWENT to Surveéys refer to the two te]ephcnxc surveys
tonducged in March, 1981 by I0SS staff.

b4 @

F1nd1ng . Parts# 1 and II-summarize identifying information and demographics. -

- ]
Part III, Summary of CurrentJitle XX Funded Day Care Practices/State Agency,
indicates that the State does not require provision of~information and referral to
clients nor is parental involvement specifically mandated. However, the survey
results found in Part IV, Summary of Current Title XX Funded Day Care Provider Practices
Centers, Indicate that at Jleast 86.3% of the centers db provide I & R and,.though we
"did not survey parental involvement questxons, most centers also encourage and allow
parenta] input and observation. . ' ‘ . . \

F 4.

Findings in Part IfI vis a vis staff/child ratio, reveal the State's requxrements to be
less restrictive than the proposed federal rattos for every age group excépt 10-14
which has an identical ratio. Indiana's group ?nze requirements are also less
restricttve than proposed federal requirements with.the exception of the preschoolers
(ages 3-6). These differences lead to the finding that imposition of the federal
staff/child ratios and group size requirements would call for'a substantial increase’
in center{staff -

4

13

-,
-
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. 1/ Average wage of $3.95/hour x 8’Hours/day x 5 x 52 = $8216 -

.
~ . rd .
- g e

Additdonal FTE Staff: : Average Annual ’ R S
In Non Waiverable Centers Only Salary . Additional Cost
[ 1095 . gy - o $899,652

. . T . v LN v ,"-
Items C on page 16 of theyASSESSMENT are noted above. Title XX day care costs would
increase by $900,000 to accommodate the staff/child and group gpmpésition guidelines.

. Other, less significant, cost increases would rasult from implementation of the -

proposed guig¢elines. Examplés of other cost increases include the need to rémodel
facilities to accommodate group composition stundards.or to add-staff to provide.
information and weferral services. - v

The findings-of our survey certainly’suyggest that there would not be a minimal impact
on the State of Indiana. The findings do suggest ‘that Title XX proyiders are in
compliance with State licensing standardg and #hat moit voluntarily provide ancilliary
services. MWe would view mandatory day care regulations as an unnecessary intrusion

gp the State's responsibility to set Ticensing requirements appropriate for Indigna
acilities. The staff/child.ratios and group composition standards would be extremely
costly and other requirements are either duplicative of existing state standards or

unnecessarily costly regulatpry "add-ons" which cannot be demonstrated .to be related

&

to proper provision of day care services. . .
N

" We were quite willing to parficipate in this ASSESSMENT and excited about the .
opportunity to’obtain a profile of* Title XX child day care in Indiana. - The findings

- of this ASSESSMENT will be quite useful to us in our continued effort to improve
, Title XX services. . e

- -
-
. = .
, f
.
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NEW YORK STATE -

; New York Staée Department, of Social Services ¥
v 40 North Pearl St, . @
Albany, New-York e

April 1981
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In December 1980, Congress passed the Omibus Reconciliation Act of
1980 (PL 96-499) which delavs implementation of the Départment of Health and
Jman Services Day Care Begulations until July 1, 1981.. The Act also requires
 the Deparfment of Health’and Human Services to assist edch state in conducting ‘
a systematic assessment of current practices 4n Title X¥punded ay care programs -
and to provide a summary report of the assessmentg to Corigress by June 1, 1981.
What follows is New York State's assessment of current practices inTitle XX
funded cay care programs and the pQtential impact of the Department of Health
and Hummn Services Day Care Regulations on New York State programs. - ‘
New York State chose to utilize and analyze existing data sources since
time restraints and limited rdsources Slid not permit the gz'xeration of new data .
-~ . from direct contacts with providers. ~° . .

Parts I, the State Agency Questiommaire, was completed by utilizing data
maintained at thé State Dgpartment of social sexvices level end; insofar as
possible, reflects statewide Title XX practices. - e X

Part ¥I,,an analysis entitled Service Levels, Grouo Sizes, and Staffin
Ratios in Publiclv Funded Day Care m:"u?? v %’orx Citv, as md:.catEf‘I in the title,-

- Was ITmited to w&- YOTK Cify. 1he Department acrmiowledges jand appreciates the
cooperation of the Agency for Child Development which supplied data critical to

rd

the’ analysis. . R p
. & . \ . &
¢ ’ : ' : ' .
/ F‘m : .
. - Y o : h . ’ s
« . * N / { f . . ; .
‘v . * h
L% R ‘ , ] -
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Outside of New York City, 57 county departments of social services may
purchase day care center care, in accordance with Title XX purchase of service "
requirements, on an as-needed basis, from any not-for-profit licensed day care
center. Consequently, such centers have 2 mix of publicly funded and private
children. Genegally; the percentage of Title XX chjldren in centers.outside
of New York City as compared to the centers total capacity is relatively small.

Reirbursement and Rate Setting

The State does not set rates for day care purchased by county departments
of social services. Rather, the State has established a maximm rejmbursement
rate, i.e., ceiling, for day care center care. Each county department of social
services 1s responsible for establishing a rate with those day care centers frem
which it is purchasing or proposing to purchase day care.services. The process, .
by vhich the rate is established is based on a fiscal review of the centers
current or proposed operating budget.. The county can then contract for an appro—~
priate rate. Reimbursement rates above the State imposed #eiling mayée granted
only with the prior approval of the State Department ot Social Service® when the
higher cost of care is attributable to the care of handicapped children, special
diets, or infant care. . -

“With respect to family day care rates, it is the responsibility of county
depaytments of social services .to negotiate and establish rares with their certi-
fied family day care homes. .In New York City, this responsibility again rests
with the Agency for Child Development. ’ :

PROVIDER “TRATNING ‘ , -
Day Care Centers ’ '

_State day care licensing standards which apply to.both private centers and
those "in receipt of public funds require that centers 'develop orientation prégrams
for new staff and ongoing in-service training programs. Outside of New York City,
State day care licensing gtaff agsist centers in the development of such programs

* by providing direct techmical.assistance or by assisting the center to.access
camunity resources, e.g., courses offered by commmity colleges, material developed
by day care councils, ete. In New York City, the Agency for Child Development

* ' perfoms similar finctions as described above. In addition, caregivers can parti-
cipate in relevant training programs sponsored by the State Department of Social
Services with Title XX training funds and contracted out,to various universities.
Thé shrinking Title XX funds available for this activity, however, has further
reduced the Department’s ability to meet provider training needs. '

7
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: SERVICE LEVELS, GROUP SIZES. AND STAFFING RATIOS
‘ ‘ DN PUBLICLY FUNDED DAY CARE IN NEW YORK CITY,
. 3 ‘A;) B rv‘ -.j , ) . « ,
- Yf A re\n.ew was undertaken of current key characteristics of publlcﬂy funded *

day care in New York City. The purpose of this review was to determine if the
care provigded-is in tompliance with major day care stondards contained in the
promed HHS Bay Care Regulations: Group Size und Staff Ratio Standards.

¥or all age groups. except two year olds, day care is "below the proposed
1 HHS standards for group sizes. For all age grwps of three and older, day care
is above the proposed standards for staffete child ratics. Since the proposed
standards allow surplus caregiver hours for cm.lsiren ages 2 and above to be : .
“applied to other _gTouDs in that seve age ranz2y 1t 1is onlv for the/imder 2 age
groups that day care 1s below standard on t:r.: _::oms::l stzff-to~child ratios.
For children under,Z, there is a deficit of 4.9 caregivers hqurs pér day per
group. As Table V shows, the ages of childr=n in '_n'“'*" day care Zroups car

' goup to 2 years, 9 m%—uhs. However, 18 To .3 months is the usual cutoff age.
K" . .
' For childsen age 2 aiid up, there is & verage of .47 surplus caregiver |
hours pgrﬂ , or 2,25 per center. Tne dztoils on .,ca;:—chlld ratios are
fconcaméd in Table ITI. : , .
[y . . o’
ree sources of information were usaed to develos the following tables:
Agency for Child eveloument - Day Care axm of hew York City Fuman ' ‘
o Rescurces tration : :
P - 5." . . 1
. - A computer system reports on cap \. utilization on, enrollment, SN
,and attendance as of Janu?ry 1981 (the= ACD 13CP1 report). '
*~" Data from the ACD Progran and Field Uperaticns divisions on the
standard age groupings, mumcers of groups, uniform greup 51zes,
. and staffmg pattemns.
n - “New York State Department of Social Services computer systems
reports on ‘the licensing of day care centers and cert:lf:.catlon
of family day care providers.
o The. core methodology used to obtain frc: these scurce documents to the
o desired information was to take the standardi ;:1 data ar. group sizes adjusted
for both over—enroliment end for attendance, and thereby arrive at citywide

« + gverages for each age grouping of children. /‘

.
-
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Fanil_,v Dav Care Homes

A}
A}

As indicated earlier, county departments.of spcial services have respon-
sibility for training their family day care providers. When available, pro-
viders may participate in Title XV State-sponsored skill training progrars.

In New York City, in addition to the training roleof the Agency for Child
Development and the training prov.ded by approved child caring agencies whict
administer family day care programs, several "cluster" family day care providers
can access the resources of partici'?ating day care centers. ‘

N
»~

i S

4

It should be noted. that ‘the answers that appear in the State Agency

Questiommaire (Part I) have been answered from a statewide pezéspecti've.
§ ch refe

Scme problems were encountered In answering questions whi renced ''State

Agency'' responsibilities as defining this term as it applies to this State,
which delegates substantial respomsipilities to county agencies, is cricticzl
in understanding the full impagt of responses. The analysis which comprises
Part 11l has concentrated.on Jork City, where gver 70% of the Statewide
Title XX day care dollars are spent, and consequefitly Qere changes in Federal
policy have had ‘the most.immediate’fiscal impact. ' '
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Service Levels and Attendonce SR ’ o ’ .
Publicly funded day care was provided to 42,859 children in New York

during January 1981, as shown on Table I. On.this tazble we have shown the ’
service levels for 11 types of day care. Day Care ceater care is broken down -~
into two m2jor categofies - centers whose full enrollment is publicly funded
children, and centers whose enrollment.is up to one-half publitly funded i
children (limited purchgse of service - LPOS). ' Family Day care is 310 broken - —.
cown’'into two major categories - ‘that which 1s provided by day’ care agencies,

and that which is provided by voluntarv child welfare agencics as aspart of

2

their range of support services to children and fzmilies.

*

For each of these, four categories of day care, Table I, then shows, service
levels Ior the major age groupings - infants, pre=-school and scheol-age, )
This yields 11 types of day care. For each typé, Table I gives this information:

Colum A. - the citywide average attenciance rate by all enrolled | ’
children ch.;g;fg January 1981. , ’
Colurn 'B. - the mumber of children enrolled Emmg the month of e
’ January 1981, = ,

Colum C. - the number of children showing as new admiss®ns duri g
the past year, - B -

. Colum™D. - the total mmber of children served during the past year.
: ; . S

» -
- . 4
Noter that the totdl served over the past year does not equal those ..
currently served plus new adnissicns over the past year. (See 4
explanacery note (4) to Table I.

- _ | s

é




-~ /TABLEI M [§ c ?/

)

New York Citv Publiclv Funded Dav Care - Number of Children Served and Average -+« .
Absence Rates . : )

. _ £ -
4 . . é (1) § e g 2
.- . . /
' . Average Number of New Acmis— Totdl .
) Attendance Children sicns Over . Served
Tvoe of Dav Care Rate 1/81 (2) Fnrollied 1/81 DPast 12 Mos.(3) Past Year (&) -
1. Center Pre-School 86.0% 26,088 - 18,449 . 4,566
2. Center School Age 87.0 9,042 3,584 2,283
aso— . ., X
3. Center Infant . 79.1 ,zosf } 171" 35
| 4. gmly Pre-Scheol 93.8 1,162 : 823 1,921
' 5. Family School Age 94.6 1,521 . 566 2,114
6. Family Infant ) 2,32 1,648 3,804
7.-Eaffily Voluntary. r -
, - Pre-Scheol . 91.0 A 362 766
8. Family Voluntary ~
* School Age - 94.2 570 170 700
9, Family Volimtary '
Infant (2) 929 663 11,531
10. Center LPOS ‘ : . —
- Pre-School - L« 84.6 < 480 335 829
- 11. Center LPOS 4 ' - )
. School Age . 802 . - T 59 114
, .
7/ Totals 42,859 26,820 - 69,021

/ \

E ‘
(1) Colum A wgs derived from the ACD 130PL citywide totals of capacity,,utilizat\icn
and enrol t as folloba,'\gapacity days were multiplied by the percentage of
. .capdcity actually enrolled during the month. This preduct was then divided into
the ntmber of days of actual attendance by all enrolled children. ,

’(2) In Family Day Care the data for infants is included in the, dat for pre-school.
We have estimated numbers served based upon the g&icrally ‘accepted rule-of~thumb
- that 2/3 of pre-school FDS enrollment is under 3 years of age. Howevery\it 1s
f

not appropriate to speculate or interpolate the attendance rate for infarts.in FDC.

i




T . . . ’
+ (3) New admissions are totals of "New" from Capacity, Utilization and Enrollment
" reports-2/80 ~ 1/81 includive. -

(4) Total served during the year is total of 2/80 enrol]:mep't Rlus new admissions
3/80 ' 1/81 gnclusive, : . ' ,

— ‘ . « ) -

2

Group Sizes

' The size of care groups in publicly funded day care centers in New York City
is standardized, In Table II the uniform group size for each age grouping of
-children {s shown in Colum C. In order to arrive at the average sizes of the
groups based on children actually.in att dance, it was necessary to adjust vthe
~umiformm group sizes by both the over—enro lment factors and the attendzhce rates
Zor January 1981, How this was done.is shown in the technical addendm to Table II.
That process yiel¥led attendance group sizes shan in Colum D, o

* Tne :p sizes based on attendance are then compared to the standards con-
tained in thg?;foposed HHS Day Care Regulations (Colum E). These ceparisons
“result in Colizm F showing all age groups to be below the proposed HHS standards.
except two year olds. However, the age range derved in two vear ola groups is

from 18 months to 33 momths, so the more stringent HHS standards for children under
age two would apply to an unknown number of children in those groups..

; .

Colums A and B on Table II are largely Self-explanatory. For example,
for children ages 3 =6, there are 1,157 gropps in 310 day care centers.

- s
v

' .
- . ‘a
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The Honorable Richard §. Schweiket BRI

(b)

@

\

‘h\

. funded children.

,‘they are willing to buyp.

i
-

’

. April 8, 1981

f Page 2

i B & !

As stated previously, our staée licensing regulations
are comprehensive and cover most of the requirements

, in IHSDCR. Pennsylvania's fegulations adequately
protect the health and safety 8f children in both
publicly and privately funded day care. I have not =
heard .any convincing arguments which would support .
stricter and, therefore, more expensive regulations i
for Peqnsylvania public 'sector child day care. '

By enforcing one set ef minimal, regulations for all day
care facilities, ragardless of funding, we are closer

to achieving our goal of maximum coordination of Title
XX and, the private sector. We do not believe that there
should be different stapdards for publicly and privately-
Pennsylvania's child day care phil-
oscpuy is that equitable comprehensive standards; should
be established and‘ gnforcedd for all‘children in care,
regardless of income level.

Title XX 1is not a free service to the states. Each state

legislajure must apprapriate a 25 percent match with state

dollers (or raise the dollars locally, and this is no - \

longer a realistic goal). ie expect over $16 million to

support child care from the Pennsylvania legislature 11

fiszal year 1981-82.- oThe tadXpayers and the legislatures

in individual states surely mMgt be allowed to decide what

We -beieve that it is not fair
to force federal child -@are stamndards on 2 state and expect
the state to use taxpayer dollar support standards not
.acceptcble to the constituents., ' Jtandards do have a :
direct impact on cost, Each stacz should be permitted to
devclop its own standards based on the child care commitment
and philosophy of that statei- .

»

-
o

We do not feei that the staff/g%ild ratios proposed in EHSDCR
are minimal;*rathe Q%giére optimal! Especially#in th
grea of infant care, the—cost of enforcing the HHSDCR r
.were unrealistic. Pennsylvania.conducted fa HHSDCR infagt/
toddier care impact study in late summep, 1980. We .ound that
to selvc the same numbet of infants/toddlers using HHSDCR in
1981 825=we would require:

. 61)

(s]]

I

an additional $1,113,613 to continue service at our
+1980-81 level for infants/toddlefs in day care ceriters,
and . .

= = 3
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COMMQNWEALTH OF PENNSTLVAN!A
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE

April 8, 1981

HELEN B O'BANNON . . TELEPMONE NUMBER
SECRETARY -t (7217} 787-2600/3600

AN\ s

The Honorable Richard S. Sthweiker
Secretary of Health and Human Services
Hubert H. Humphrey Building
Washington, D.C. 20201 - '

Dear Secretary Schweiker:

Attached is Pennsylvania's Title XX child day care assessment.
Because of limited staff, we wére not able to package the assessment as
suggested by the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS). However,
we were able to complete the Reporting Form Section with information that
was available

‘ In March, 1980 the Bureau of Child Development Programs couducted a

,Burvey of agencxes operating family day care homes with Title XX funds. The' ,
purpose of this survey was to obtain a° ‘comprehensive plicture of the admini§¥
trazion of the Title XX family day care system in. Pennsylvania. The survey.
‘summary, which is attached, inciudes the following subject areas: method and
amount of payment, provision of, fringe benefits, training, support services,

-and supervision.

I am also attaching a copy of the Child Develgpment Program Evaluation
Report 1978-1980. Thds report describes tRe history, pregress, and current
status of Pennsylvania's licensing system reléting to levels of complianée with
state day care regulations. , L

/ - 1 4

Since the status of the Heaiﬁh and H Services Day Care Regulations 3
(HHSDCR) is still uncertain, state licensing reghlations will be applicable
for our purchased Title XX child day care serv}ces for.1981~82 fiscal year
(July 1, 1981 to"June 30, 1982). I believe that enforcement of our state
licensing regulations adequately protects ‘the health and safety of children in
federally funded facilities. Pennsylvania's licensing standards are comprehen-
sive and have been widely dccepted in :he field, .

-

. We have applied state day care licensing. regulations for the 1981-82
¥iscal.year for the following reasons: . .
(a) Contract negotiations were begah in February, 1981 \\r~—~—b
the upcoming fiscdl year. It was, therefore, necessary
. to decide in January which staff/childiratios would bety + *
used for each type of Service. N

; .

L




CURRENT TTTLE XX DAY CARE PRACTICES IN NEW YORK STATE ,

{

Introduction ° : ' N
—_—— . ;o .
In New York State, where programs of public assistance and se2vices are
+  State supervised but locally administered, there are ‘two ways by which day care
cem:erf.:::sL can beccme 'licensed, and two ways by which family day care h.mes can be
certified. . .

4

(" Day Care Centers . ¢

The New York State Department of Social Services Ticenses all day care
centers outside of ‘New York City. In New York Citi the day care licensing
gqutherity is the New York City Department of Health. Traditionally, licensing
standards established by the New York City Department of Health have generally
exceeded State day care licensing requirements in the area of staff qualificatioms.

Familv Bav Cars Homes } ) .

* In New York State, there are two types of family cay care homes.: There

are those which are directly certified by the State (New Yowk State Department
of Social Services) and which can best be described as private prepriety family
dgy.care homes, and those which are certified by coumty departments of social
services or approved child caring agencies. It is these locally certified famfily
day care homes which are”eligzible to raceive public fmds. ,As indicated, the
State Department of Social Services has delegated the authority to certify family
<day care“homes which are willing to accept publicly .funded children to camty -
deparmments of Social services and appreved child caring agencies. Also trans—
ferred to,such agencies is the respcasibility to train family diy care providers,
monitor providers' ongoing comwpliance with family day care certification require-
ments, and supervise placements which includes providing case management to

- children placed into family day care homes and to their families. The State.
Department of Social Services 1n its supervisory capacity retains th2 right and
responsibility to monitor locally certified family day cars homes gnd the activi-
ties of the certifying agencies.

Purchasing Title XX Day Care

L3

’

It is important to be aware of dis\tincticns between the method by which

/New York City purchases day care center care as oppased to the rest of the state.
In New York City,fthe majurity of day care.is purchased from fully Title XX funded
day care centers, i.e., the population served in fully funded centers is totally
comprised of publicly fumded children placed by the Human Resources Adninistration's
Agency for Child Developmert (ACD). ACD monitors compliance standards of fully
funded centers, provides technical assistance to these cefiters, and as the funding )
agency, may impose additional requirements and standards to ensure corpliance with
all applicable ;I‘itle XX and Federal day care requirements. ‘

L, ﬁf 101
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. . TABIE II o }

New York City Pubhcl Funded Day Care - Group Sizes in Fully Funded Agency
for Child Develo Centers (1 -

2
Y & . B ' ¢ D E F
Age of No. of No. of Uniform Attendance HHS Group Above or-
Children Groups.  Centers Group Group Size . Below

in Group in NYC in NYC Slze(2) Size (3) Sts~dard « Comliance

Under 2 13 N9 810 7.5 6 Below e
2 6 - M 10 9.3 12 - Above

' 3-6 1,157 30 7 15-20 - 17.0 16 - Below

6-10) : 14 Below ‘
Y, 365 167 20-25 0.0 - . .

10-14) . A | . 18 Below ’

Y

(1) Data for Limited Purchase of Serv:.ce Center? would involve speculanve
derivations, therefore it has been omitted.

(2) Working 'data supplied by Agency for Child Development; refer to Table V.
(3) Derived in Technical Addendum to this Table.

-

Technical Addendum to. Ta'ble II (Derivation of Attendance Group Sizes)
Aveéaged Jan 1981 ~AxB gzxrolly, Jan. 19812 Attendz CXD (ir;tend—

NYC Uniform Enrol ment(Group ance Rate ance Group
Age Group Group Size Perc ge(l) "Size) Percentage (6) Size)
’ -
Under 2 "9 2 . Y05.1% 9.5 9.1% 7.5
2 10 (3) 07.6 10.8 86.0% 9.3
36 . 18.4(4) 107.6 19.8 86.0 17.8
6=-10 22.575) 106.6 23.0 87.0 . 20.0
-10~14 © 22.5(5) 106.6 23.0 87.0 20.0
. 5 g )
. \\

(1) From 1/81 ACD Capacity Utilization and’Enrollment Report

(2) Average of Uniform Group Sizes for this age as provided by ACD (See Table V)

(3) See Table V

(4) Weighted average derived from group numbers and sizes supplied by ‘ACD for
these age ranges (See Table V).

(5) Average of uniform group sizes rangd for these ages as supplied by ACD
(See Table V) -~

(6) From Table I. v

/‘ 102 119
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’ STAFF TO QA;LD RATIOS ' ' ' )

The examination of this standard in Table III starts with figures on the
. standay¥d hours of care. This is likely an over=-estimate of the actual hours
in care. Field review experience' shows that during the first hour of the day,
_and the last- two, fewer children age iny the day care centers. However, it was
‘not possible ‘to quantify this factor.C lunn B on Table III derives the number
6f child care hours scheduled by multlplylng the average hours in carec by cthe
uniform group sizes, described earlier, for each age grouping of children.
Once again, we adjust this dasa for both the overen~ollment factor and attend=-
’ dnce rates. The computations are given in the left half ot the techni:al
addendum to Table III. This yjelds, in Table III - Column C, the nusher of
child care hoyrs based on ‘actufll attendance. This is again a citywidc average.
For children under age two, it is a straightforward proceduxe to divide
the number of child hours of care per staff hour Xcolumn D) into the zolumn C

figure and come up with the average number of care-giver hours requirzd per ° .
group in column E. However, for children over age two, the procedurc is more
complex.

For children over two, column E shows the number of caregiver huu:s re-
quired for all the groups in New York City, and column F shows the ac:tyal
- . number of carenger hours scheduled for all groups in NYC. The cozr.t-:tion of
_these figures is shown in the right half of the technxcal addendum o Table III.
In that technical addendum we then totaled three caregiver hours, suutrz-cted, and
found that citywide there was a surplus of 743 hours per day over L.:c ;roposed
federal standard. This is an average surplus of .47 ‘hours (28 ainuzes: per group,
or 2.25 hours per day care centeYr. " e
. .
The actual ratios shown in Table III - Column H are derived by Aiwzilng the
#  ouober of caregiver hours scheduled per group (Table V column D) int: the number
of child houTs based.on attendance (Table III - column C. ) The ratic for two year
-olds is almost one hour below compliance; the ratio for 3=6 year oic, is wight at
the compliance, level. The degree to which staff levels for 6-14 ya.z u1ds exce=ds
complxance is applied toward the shortfall for 2 year olds, resulti. t. the

-

A slight surplus of careglver hours - 28 minutes per group. —h

S >

. (
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New York City Publicly Funded Day Care

 Working Data Supplied bv the Agencv for Child Development for Tables II, III ar

A B ¢ D
Age Grouping “Mo. of ' Uniform_ {
“of Groups in Group ‘ ¢ -
Children NYC Centers Size, Staffing Staff Hours
h) . 1
Infants: ] ' ' ,
8 wks to ’ 8 2 staff 20
6 ms = (1) at : .
over 6 mos 13, 10 all times .. 20
2 S B 10 S [
3 321 15 - 2% 19
4 - 334 - 20 % 19
.5 %3 .20 .2 19
mixed 3-5 %3 v 20 2y 19
614 - 365 20 or 25 2 6

—

(1) Infant care can be provided up to 2 years 9 months of age; however, #the
usual cut-off age is between 18 and 25 momths.
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Name and Title Joan Hildebrand, Policy, Assessment and Training Managgri

: Department of Child Day Care GerVLCes
Agency Social Serwvice Admlmsfranon

 —

Address 11 South Street

City, State Baltimore, Maryland ] Zip, 21202

Telephone 301-383-439>8 -




. . INTRODUCTION & ’

This form mag be used to report the State assesgment o
current Title XX day care practices. [The Administration for
Children, Youth and‘Families, Department of Health and Human
Services is responsible for receiving all State reportsg and
preparing a summary report to be submitted to congress by June 1,

* 1981, '

The outline of thm summary report will be similar to the
outline of this reporting form. This form includes sections on:

. State organization of Title XX day care administration;

14y

-

. State demographics; '

. State agency !%quirements, procedur&s, and practices;

. Day care center - provider practices; and

. Day care home -~ provider practﬁss;. - }

~ The qﬁéstiong in the provider practices' sections reference questions
in the provider survey instruments since these instruments can be

used to obtain missing information.
. S

- N




! L)
I. Organization and:gl‘idni.nistration
‘ A. Name of agency with overall responsibility for admi.nistration of Title XX funded -

day care (please specify highest level of authority, e.qg. Deparment of Human
Services, Department of Welfare, etc.)

£

4 Department of Human Resources

B. Is the agency adninistratior; (Check cne):

State administered (State performs planning, regulation, and administration
of purchase of day care servicess . \

X _ State supervised (State perfomms centralized planning, policymaxing and
supervision but service delivery is administered on the county or local level)

4

A

C. Are there facilities receiving Title XX funds that are. excluded Frem
State licensing requirements? (e.g. church operatedxjacilities, day care hcmes
with only one child, etc.) Yes _X No ___ - _ : :

1f yes; how many centers:app, 2 hames :

For what reason are they excluded? One day care center on the Towson University

base (no State control).




The Roné:able Richard 'S, Schweikér . ' April 8, 1981

1 . <7 3P8883.
(2) an additional $365,244 to continue the same amount “»
> of service for infants/toddlers in family day care
0\ , homes.s The total impact of enforcing HHSDCR ratios

on Pennsylvania's infant/toddler system would re-
quire an additional $1,478,857 just to maintain our
: current level of service. This projected increase
g ) cost combined with the ever-increasing demand for
: Infart/toddler.care indicates how unrealistic en-
: forcing HHSDCR infant/toddler ratios would be for
o 1 - Pennsylvania. ) A\

_ In summary, the imposition of the HHSDCR would greatl§ increase costs ‘
at'a time of dimfBishing resources, without increased benefit to children.
, Pennsylvania state licensing standards are reasonable, comprahensive,
and enforceable. These standards are also affordable, both from a taxpayer's
viewpoint and' from the perspective of parents purchasing from the private sector.
We strongly support the use of state licensing standards as the program require- ,
ments for Title XX purchase of child day care services. ;
ot ‘ R . L] y
» . *
If I can provide further assistance, please lef ma-kdow.

7

Singerely,
/ Y
\\ o ’ . d\-z(
; , # . Helen B, O'Bannon S~
2. - - . )
‘gc: Mr. Franlk Wilson ) T ’
Ms. Donna Jeffey N
9 Hs. Maktha Idle - $.(
file" -
. < e
Boh Dieck/Claire Walker ,
* “"Regional Program Managers:
circukate after signature
LY . L] . rd
’L ] \ .
° “
bl . . . ” .
b’. ° .
- 4
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STATE ASSESSMENT

4 -

OF - -

CURRENT PRACTICES IN TITLE XX FUNDED DAY CARE
t , . ,
/ - : o,
The attached is an'éssessqent of Day Care practices within the District of
Columbia Title XX funded Day Care program. It has been completed in com-
pliance with a Congressional mandate imposed via the Omnibu: Reconcilia-
tion Act of 1980. The Act delayed the effective date of the Department of
Health & Human Services'(DHHS) Title XX Day Care Regdulationms until )
July 1, 1981, and furfher required the DHHS to submit a report of State.
practices in Title X funded Day Care programs by June 1, 1981.

. The District's assessment was completed with the assistance of DHES grant
funds provided for its execution. The actual conduct of the assessment was
performed by a Contractor,with technicalf assistance,utilizing an assessment
tool developed expressly for this pu e by DHHS. Technical assistance
for this effort was provided throughout the prdcess by the Commissioner on
Social Services' Day Care Chief and Social Services Planning and Develop-
ment Team representative. :

’

. METHODOLOGY
A sampling frame wés'u@ilizgg which reflected the minimum numbers of provi-
der surveys neeced in order,to project findings with reasonable confidence
and an anticipated high laevel of accuracy. The frame was based upon the
size of che population of centers and homes in the DistMgf's Title XX Day
Care program. From a total of 104 centers and 35,ficensgd# homes, we ran-

. domly selected 74 centers (13 of which provide before and after school care)
and 33 homes for participation in the survey. The number of facilities
selected exceded the frame requirements to allow for possible drop-outs
(ex. frame only required 66 samplings for centers). However, to our surprise
there were no drop-outs. e L
In preparation for the actual survey, procedures were established mad adhered
to as follows:

HOMES
: Latters were mailed to Family Day Care Home Providers with a follow-
up telephone call to ensure receipt of letter.

+ Survey of home providers conducted by telephone.

Follow-up telephone calls were made only to clarify information, -
with one exception where a Substitute caregiver was available

inftially and follow~yﬁ was necessary to interview the provider’

first-hand. .




CENTERS:, = \ ,
e Lettgrs were distributed to Directors of selected centers at their /A\\\‘;
regularly scheiuled Contractor Meefing. ’ ~—

1

. Cluster Orientatio& sessions were set up on Zour (4) different days
t/' for which Directors signed up for~ome (1) each.

. -Orientation included introduction cf the Contractor,”briefing of

survey purpose and data needs and review of survey instrument. . \
% ’
- . Directors were divided into three (3) groups. Each group was
scheduled for one three (3) hour session Zon executiom of the
survey. /
CONCLISION
\
Upon completion of the survey process, sampling sarticipants indicated that ,/*’7
anticipated frustrations were non-existent and wleved the cwverall-success

of the sessions as béing attributable to &€ suzll work gi@ups which allowed
for individualized assistance to respoundents in completing;the survey.

The results of the assessment indicate that thz District's practices within

the Title XX Day Care Program are exemplary. Tais conclusion is supported Dy

summary data which shows the program to exceed :..¢ requirements of the propo-
- sed DHHS regulations in many areas with oaly oni 2upected exception in the

apea of group size for infant care. This disc.szponcy was addressed early on
. .kin the f£iscal year through a request by the Maycr to the Secretary of DHHS

- for a two (2) year. waiver for compliance of prnposad standards.

Upon re¢iewlng the assessment data it is signilizant to mgte that unique to

our center sample is the inclusion of 13 befiorz ind aftéy school programs
vhere Title XX reflects a small percentage of wnrollment, and one center for

- handicapped children reflecting a staff/child ratio of 1:1. This should be
kept, in mind for example in reviewing Table 5, which denotes ,staffing patterns/
hours, as it shows a significant percentage of surplus hours which is a re-
flection of staffing for Title XX'only. )

The summary data includes sectiomns on State Organization of Title XX Day
—~ Care Administration,. State Demographics, State Agency requirements and
practices; ceater provider practices; and day care home provider practices.

\
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sPATE PRACTICES: . . ’

Numbers of Children i 5

L SN

These figures represent onlinihe sampling population and not the ‘entire
” District fuaded popq}acion. ‘
In the State Demographig-Section, we noted that of a tptal of 104 Title XX
funded centers, there are 'only five (5) waiverable centers, e.g., centers
with not more than 20% or 10 HHS funded children. Also, of 3,276 children
actending Title XX funded Day Care centers, 66.17 are 3 to 6 years old.

“In the center provider practices, over 82% of parents are involved in the
general program policymaking®activities of the cenfer and 55% of parents
participate in staff selection. As addressed earlier, for children under
2 years old 407 of the non-waiverablé centers have deficit hours (i.e. have
more children per caregiver than guidelines), and indicated a need of 4.4
additional (FTE) full time employee caregivers to satisfy the cited guide~
lines. In contrast to the under 2 year olds, for children 2 years and older,
78% of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less children

per caregiver than cited guidelins).

cr group sizes you will note a df,fference between the District's and the
w reghlations’ roup sizes. The District's groups are larger than the
ederal, however the District's staffing is basically adequate. -
e feel the successful completion of this assessment and its results provi-
ded the Districe w&th a useful document for ‘future planning in the Day Care

crogran. « . A
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! 4
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FINDINGS AND IMPLICATIONS FOR NEW YORK STATE

o .
New York State would be in gémeral compliafce with the provizions of the proposed,

Federal regulations in the areas of health, safety and progr requirements. Three
areas would require changes in practice, however, if the' regulations were in force.

These areas are (1) child/staff ratios, (2) group size, and (3) training requirements.

‘ (1) Child/Sgaff ratio;: for' groups of children under the ag2 of 2 years, the
Federal Yequirement would be for one staff person for every. 3~children. In
New York City, our study showed an average of 3.7 chila'z2n of this age for

'+ .each staff person. Outside New York City, licemsin irés one staff .
person for each 4 children of this age.,

.

-

The imposition of the proposed Federal regulations would- require increased
staffing for young children without necessarily increasing the quality of
care. It should be noted that our experience-tudicates that there is in-

. creasing demand for day care programs for this ge'grhgp which includes
infants and toddlers. There is concern that enriched staifing would result
in prohibitive costs and greatly impede the growth of day care resources for
very young children.

For children over the age of 2, the proposed regulations petmit "averaging"

of staff across. age groups. This provision would appear to amitigate the

impact of the variations in child/staff ratios currently in. place vis~a-vis

those proposed. . e

(2) Group Size: The maximum group sizes contained in the proposed Federal regu-
"lations would pose serious problems for New York State. The problems would
differ between New York City and the rest of the State, but ip both cases
would be severe.

In New York City, our.study shpws that, with the exception of groups of 2-
year olds, the Federal regulations would require a reduction in the size of
existing groups. Since the majority of these programs have been long estab-
lished in current facilities, this would result in a less efiicient use of
existing space. This fact, coupled with the fact that smaller groupings

Jould require additional gtaff' to serve the sape number of children, would
escalate the tost of care. v

. The rest of the State is subject to licensing regulations which were issued _
in March of 1980 following a long period of developmenct Public hearings held
during this process clearly indicated that the public demanded a single

* . licensing standard for all ‘centers whether or not they were in receipt of
ggblic funds. . . .
In developing this single standard, recognition was given to the Fedesmal .
study which found that smaller groupings of children appear to be more bene~
ficial to the children than larger ones. All centers, therefore, were pro=
vided alternatives for staffing and grouping’of children. Badically, smaller -
groups would be staffed with fewer staff. For example: threeryear-olds in
groups of 18 would require 3 starf (6-1) but in smaller groups of 14 would
require only 2 staff (7-1). .

- 130
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The proposed Federal regulations do not .compare exactIywith these group-
ings. Impositien of these regulations would require somewhat different
group sizes forcing the State to again be implententing two sets of stand-
ards in this area, - Again, there is no evidence that children would benefit -
by the Federal tequirements over the more flexible standard developed by

New York State with input from the general public as well as experts in

the field. & p

(3) Training: Although the training requirements contained in the proposed
) regulations were not directly dealt with in this assessment, New York State
. continues to be concerned about this component. Our concern was reflected

in our testimony in the Regional Hearings in 1979. We support the need
for training for service providers and have provided extensive training
for both group and family providers through Title XX training contracts in
the past. These programs have been drastically curtailed as a result of
cuts in Title XX training funds.

[

This,State is uniquely equipped to provide training in terms of available

curricula and qualified trainers. . .

It has been estimated thatgit would cost in excess of $20 million to
assure that specialized, on going training be provided §or all family day.
care provideys and group caregivers on a statewide basis. There are no
* funds provided for this requirement; in fact, Federal training funds h;}&
N been reduced. New York State will continue to provide such training as is
pogsible in all services within the resources available, but would be un-
- able to comply completely with the training requirements contained in these
“regulations. . : .
Vs

. . -
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Table IIT 6)- .

) New York C1ty Publicly Funded Day Care Center Staffing Compilation in P\Jlly Funded
' Agency for Child Development Centers

A* B c D E 'E € B
. A
. Mumber of Number of Actual Surplus
Age of Average Scheduled Child Hours HHS Caregiver  Caregiver of .
Children Hours Child Based Upon Ratio Hours Hours Deficit  Actual
in Group in Care(l) Hours(2) Attendance(3) Guidelines Required(3) Scheduled Hours Ratios
* ) ~
. \ S , N
Under 2 10 .90 74.8 3 24,9 20 4.9 3.7
2 10 100 92.5 -4 1410.6-  1159¢4) 49 .
. ) . —
o 3-6 184 170.3 9 21,893 - 21,983(4) 9 =
' ia . 615 62.6 16" 714.0°  1095(4) 11.6-

10-14 . 61.5 62.6 20 - 571.2 1095(6) . 11.6

[\

Total 4+2.25 per center

+ .47 per group

( (1) Full-time care from 8:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m. ~ 10 hours. Part-time (school age) from 3-6 p.m. - 3 hours.
(2) - Product of uniform group size and average hours in, care
132 (3) Derived in technical addendum to this table.

e

(4) Prbduct of Mmber of Groups in NYC (Column E on technical addendmn) and Staff llours supplied 133
by Agency for Child Developuent (Colum D on Table V). * .
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Technical Addendum to Table III (Derivation of Child Hours ( tation of Surgl’us\of
Based upon Attendance) Deficit - 2 years
A B c D E E G H
Jan. 1981 No. of Child : Garegiver Caregiver
Number of Jan, 1981  Attendance Hours No. of  FIDCR Required S hedried
Age Scheduled Enrollment—  Rate Attendance  Groups  Ratio (Eeﬁub chedu
Croup  Child Hours Percentage Percentage (AxBxC) _allt NYCEL) Guidelines Ty XE (2

Under 2 90 105.1 7. T
7 100 107.6 86.0° ~92.5 61 4 1,410.6 1,159
36 184 107.6  * 86.0 170.3 1,157 9 21,893 21,893 N
610 67.5 106.6 87:0  62.6 182.5 16 . 7160 1,095 ~
10-14  67.5 106.6 87.0° 62.6 1825 20 5.2 1,095
‘s -
- Total 1,583 -, 24,589 25,332
e 25,332 2.5 '
' . . ~24,589 ) 330/763 = )
.- 134 Vo W47 : 135
: 15857768

(1) See Tablg V . ' o ’
AV " (2) See Table 111, Colum F
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FAMILY DAY CARE SERVICE LEVELS v . . ,

There are an average of 3 8 chxldren in care per gertified family day care
home in New York,City. 'This is shown in Table IV om line 10 as the number in
"regular', familyeday care homes. The column’ labeled Regular is information on
the 55 fgllly day care programs operated by day care agencies. Thirty-five of
these are day care ceanters that also supervise a cluster of family day care
homes. Twenty are agencies that only operate a family day«care program:

The column labeled Voluntary is infgrmation on the eleven voluntary child
welfare' agencxes that provxde family day care as well as a range of other.
support s€rvices for children and families. In the volun ary progragps there is
an emphasis on providing day care as a part ot a protective or preventive sér=
vice plan for families. There may be a matching - ome provider serving only one
fapily. These factors account for the lower average number gﬁ children per
prowider. «/) ‘ )

The number of chilaren enrolled per provider is shown on line 6 of Table IV.
Adjusting this for the attendance rates shown on -lines 8 and 9 yields the fimal
figures on lime 10. .

TABLE IV New York .City Publlcly Funded Famlly Day ‘Care - Provxders, Enrollment,
Attendance Levels .

Catégory Type of Faﬁily_nav Care

F=2 ) . Regular . Vqluntiéz ~ fotal
1) Numbe! £ Certified Providers 1239 ) 826 . © 2065

-

2) Number of Children Enrolled 1781/ /s';*j "1963 -7 6970.

under 3 years A 929 © 3253
4 3«6 years - - 1152 : 464" . 1626
S 6~14 years - 1521 ™~ 570 2091
\67 Average number of children ) 4,0 2.4 . 3.4 '
per provider (Line 2 d1v1ded -
by Line 1) - "
7) Average Attendance Rate: ! O
8) 8 weeks to 6 yrs 9:3.8 91.0 ’ i “
’(97 76 to 14 years ' 94.6 - . ’
" 10) Average number of childrem 3.8 ~ 2.2 L
in home based on se¢tendance ( - .

(Line 6 x Line 8 + Line 9) ) ..




WURKING DATA , ' -
. . *
Table V can be usefully reviewedr by the yeader who desires a more detailed
understanding of the source data that was used in reaching the findings on
. 8roup size and staff ratios. This table gives a more complete breakdown of the.
prevailing age’ groupings in day care in NYC and the numbers of groups, group
. sizes, and staffing levels in each. .
This table is largely self-explanatory except for columns C and4D regarding
staffing. For the infant groups, staffing is staggered so that there are two
staff present at all times during the ten-hour day. This usually requires three
full-time staff: at 7% hours each, that would be 22% staff hours per day per care
group. We have used the lower figure ogazo hours in Column D based on the assumption
. ‘that 2 staff at all times is adhered to, and that the other 2% available staff hours
are used for other caregiving functions. - j( :
. : : e
‘. For groups of children age two and over, a standard staffing pattern is
\ followed: Group-Head Teacher-]& hours; Agsistant Teaqherh7%vhours, Teacher Aide~
4 hours. SN
% : ‘
For children age 6-14 two staff at 3 hours each .are 1scheduled. The data on ser-
vice patterns for these older, school-age children was not sufficignt for our needs.
. We have, theréfore, atbitrarily used'it in two ways: N
~ In order to, derive group size data for Table IT we used the mid-point of 22/5
‘childfen per §roup since groups were described to us as being of from 20 to 25 ™~
children each. . i '

. - Data provided*to us was aggregated for all school~age children age 6-14, in order
to derive the staff ratio date for table III, the total number of school-age
groups, 365, was split in half, 182.5 were treated as-.groups aged 6-10; 182.5 as
groups aged 10-14, .

s

&

o 119




, : N\ : ’
D. Responsbilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Center Administration

%

b4 ’

Function Responsibility ) T - staff Fregquen
. IR (agency or bureau) ) . (full time equivalents)
A3 ’ ’ . Va4 g
Licensing Department of Health and N/A . , once a year ’
- Mental Hygiene
) Certification/ ) . - ~ P
Registrationr ’ . ’ .
Monitoring Department of Human Resources once a year
* : i : ) : 4
Purchase of Service Department of Human Resources : . _once a year ' -
Contracts ) -
- L . v _
Training of . Department of Human Resouyrces This function is completed  once a year: .
Caregivers . K by workers in other areas. L.
. - » .
_ - - 2 ﬁ Q (=]
E. Responsibilitfies for Title ){)gi Funded Day Care Home Administration ¢ N
Function Regponsibility . Staff . Frequency .' ’ o
. * . {agency or bureau) (full time equivalents) ‘ : C.
Licensing gDép‘artment of Human Resgurces ) once a year ..
, Certification/ g - P
- Registration ' 2 ¥ e b
. . T ; f N
Monitoring  Department of Human Resources ° L, once:a year Co
~ — . M . ‘ ° i #urljge\ -
' once a year '

. Purchase of Service' Departinent of Human Resources ' . : ,

1 3 8 Co?t.racts . ) - . ~ ,
Training of  Departmént of Human Resources This function is to provide g

» - Caregivers - . hy family day care workers once a year |

) - . who theg tra:
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II. Demographics (Note- the source of lnformauon, i.e. State law or regulatiens, licensin report, purchase .
o*’ services contract mohitorlng‘.r,eports provider survey, andx&he date, if-'possible. §
N7y

[ 4

Facilities - - * " Source of Information
' Center Contract List. B —

Total # Title XX Funded Centers 96 & 26 State operated

) #For-profit Title XX Funded k K * 'Ihfs infomati:on not available in our -
Centers ‘ 28 . . .
o : . I statistics, ¥
perevlefon-Profit Title XX Funded: L.
Cent.erp 65
#Public Title .XX Funded Centers 29 (included 26 state operated) '
- % fMalverable Title xx Funded , o ' \ ]
Centers * , -~ M
L 5 - ! - .
Total # Title XX hmded, flomon - 1976. . ' ,'
*Walverable means a center with not more than 20 pe;cent or 10 (whichever is-lovwer) HHS funded children. -
* - . . o~
Fanilles By ) -
" What are the State criteria used in detemininé if a family is eligible to reéeive day care services funded by
¢+~ Title XX¥ - , ,
- ”y
40 __from Code Sf Maryland Regulations 07.02.09.09 Eligibllity for Day Care Services 141

_Jzizilit_v_ﬁzqay_@re Services (see attached)

. 07.02.09.11 Priorities (see attached)
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,00. Eligibility for.Day Care Services ‘ \”““jiih\\\\
‘ A._ Need, 4 family is eligible for Day. Care Services for Cbifaren

if o adult member of the family is available to care for the child and

+

no other child care plan can be arranged and for one or more of the
w

following situations:
' | (1) The Iamily situation invoives.abuse or neglect (Protective
Seryices for ?hildren); |

(2) The family situation involves the risk of institutionali-
zation of the cbild{i

(3) An AFDC parent or ca;e{aker relative of the child is, on
a full-time bagis, employed, completing high schooi,.college or vocational
training or during the firs;%bdntb of seeking employment;

(4§ An.AFDC p;rent~or cargtaker £elative of thechild is, on a
part-time basis; employed, completing high school, college or vocational
training; | . ‘ 7

(5) The parent or caretaker relative of the child is, on full-

time basis,’employed and within the income limits for eligibility for
- .

day %are services,
o>

LN

fr
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.07.02:09,11 Priorities

A. Provision of day care services is subject to the following
_order of priority:
1. " Prevention of out-of-home placement and reunification
of-family and/or relative, such as protective service
participants and children at risk of institutiondlization.

2, Income Maintenance Status.énd~lncomé Eligible less than.
- 40% median income, full-time working.

4 3. Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligible®™less than
40% median income, completing high school. )

4, ‘ Income Eligible, workiné full-time, in the following

order: :
a. 40 - 49% median income ,
_ b. 50 -.59% median income )
" c. 60 - 69% median income .
d. 170 - 80% -median income’ o
| Y 5, Income Eligible 40 to. 80% of median income, completing
high school. N ' '
6. Income Maintenancé# Status and Income Eligible less than
. 40% median income, full-time undergraduate college or
. vocational training.’ ’
. 7. Incomé-Eligible, 40 to 80% of median income. full-time /

undergraduate college or vocatioq;l training. . '

8. Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligible less than .
40% median income, part-time working parent. . .

" 9. Income Maintenance Status and Income’Eligible less than
.40% median income, part-time completing high school parent.

10. Income Eligible, 40 to 80% of median income part-time
¢ Wworking. Lot ’
11. Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligible less than
40% median income, part-time undergraduate-college or
vocational training for parvent. - o

T 12, Income Eligible, 40 to 80% median income part-t?@e
undergraduate collegg¢ or vocational training.
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Average hourly wages for careglvers in Title xx funded day . . Source of Infomation )
care centers: ) - Ay

re ¢ . v

4.Lead Teacher $4,43 Teacher Aide _$3.23
~, Teacher $3.90 ' * s

P Questionaire

-

(Note: Day Care Center Sdrvey question #B31 data can be used if this infommation is not available.)
Rates of Reimbursement for Title XX Centers and Homes

Are ratés of réimbursément héed on: (Check as many as are appropriate.) : b
’ M 1
Flat Rate __ Negotiated Rate X Market Pride X* Actual Cost _ *up to State maximum

Does the State have a sliding fee scale? Yes X No s ‘

Daily Rate of Reimbursement for: (Indicate range of reimbursement if appropriate) {\ ’
s, AGE RANGE \ CENTERS | HOMES . EAMILY HOME SYSTEMS -
. Under 2 Year Olds ) <
i . L v
2 Year Olds Up to $8.40 a day $ 5.25 a day N/A
» . \ . -
3~6YearOlds ~/° l : ,

" 6~ 10 Year Olds /

10 - i4 Year Olds‘/ ‘ 7 .
Does the State reimburse on a scheduled enrollment or attendance basis or are both systems* used withln the State?
(Please explain.) - . '

-
.

7 1

Scheduled enrollment - The child is allo.ved 25% of scheduled days of enrollment for absences per month. If

more ~ the, worker is 1nformed and mvestigates absences.

1

Supplemental Rates (handicapped, speclal education, trainlng, etc. Please explain ) ' ‘

Family day care homes ~ $6,99 per day ~ Repulations for use minLevelomd

! Qo i . . | ) ‘ | 14(5
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$20W many children (XX and non-XX fmﬁed) attend

!

Title XX funded centers?

What percentage of children in Title XX funded-

centers are under 2 years old?

-

What percentage of children in Title XX funded
centers are 2 years old? o

What percenl:age of. children in Title xx funded
centers are 3 to 6 years old?

What percentage of children in Title XX funded
centers are 6 to 10 years old?

What percentage of children in Title XX funded
centers are 10 to 14 years olg‘l\ '

(Note- If the percentage of children in age categories is unknom Day Care Center Survynestion #B7 can be used.)

N/A

4,5%

91%

o

~ How many total Title XX funded children attend CENTERS -

centers and -homes? .

'
)

Caregivers ,
Total § pald aregiver staff -in Title XX funded

Petcentage of credentialled caregivers

centers and homes -

-

"« AJA. In nursing or education

. Bachelor or araduate degree in ipfant psychelogy,

elementary education or home econamics
. Montegsori teaching credential -

CENTERS

HOMES

. 5_4150_ J093

HOMES

562 1978

353

- Child Development Associates certification (CDA)

* . State“Early Childhood Education teaching certificate ’ '
(Note: Day Care Center Survey question #C3°and Famfly Day Care Hame question'zba can be Used 1f information

is not\av\ailable .) -

¥

Source of Information

QUESTIONAIRE

”

y: ‘: ' ‘U.r‘,

-

Source of Information

Budget requests

Source of Information
Questionaire

-*Credentialled means a caregiver havinq a nationany recognized predential such as:

46

eardy childhood education, child development,

L7

-

-

125
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IS Funded Day Care Services. - State FY 1982 - Budget Figures l >
. . State Local
Source - Total $ Federal $ " Match $ Match $
Title XX :
Title IV-A (AFDC) SEE ATTACHED INFORMATION .
Title IV-B '

Developmental Disabilities

1
III. Sumary of Current Title XX Funded Day Care Practices/ State Agency

The following questions are designed to provide a smumiry of current State agency requirements and practices
related to Title XX funded day care. Please indicate the source of information where requested. The word facility
refers to day care centers and family day care homes.

@

4

A. Program of Activities

4 \

126

1. Does the State currently require Title XX day care providers'to have a developmentally appropriate program
of activities? Yes, both centers and homes ¥ Centers'snly .  Homes only No

2. Is the State agency pmvidiné information and/or technical assistarfce regarding a.program of developmentally
appropriate activities to Title XX day care providers? Yes, both centers and homes X_ Centers only
Homes only _ No : .

———— ‘ ’ ==

/ . L] = .
B. Training o -
- /
1. Does the State currently require all newly ﬁired day care center caregivers to receive an orientation?
Yes __ No _X_ . . -

|

* 2. Does the State have a plan for providing or purchaéi’ng training for ca vers of Title XX funded centers and
homes? Yes, both centers and homés X Centers only __ Homes only —

-~

- A
: Lo - ~
3. If the State has a training plan, does*it specify the nature and extent of the training required? Yes __ No X

* In Baltimore 'City only - program is to expand this year.

. +
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If yes, what is the quantity and type or types of training offered?

- 8§ A \
~
- k-1
4. If the State ?es not have a trairung plan, have any of the following planning activities been performed? \
. Needs assessmeht, Yes No X (A smll attenpt at a needs assessment for center providers was made.)
= Identification of priority target‘groups Yes __ No .
— Inventory of training resources (financial and/or progrannatic) Yes _ No X : -
% - |
Can you estimate How many Title XX caregivers received training in 19807 Source of Information’
Gl Yes X No =
Ly If 'yes, how many? Title XX funded center caregivers 1,076 » Purchase of Service Contracts
Title XX fundgd home caregivers 1,659 :
’ 1 M L * :
C. Mutrition ’ - . . J
- 1, Does the State ‘have nutrition requircements for Title XX funded centers and homes? Yes, both centers and hames X
Centers only Homes only __ No
/7 _— )
o~

If yes, are Title XX funded day care facilities required to provide' * The regulation only states that the provider

y . CENTERS * HOMES * Just see that an adequate lunch and snacks
; Breakfast X are provided,
Snacks
Lunch / .
3
‘2. Wha* percentage of Title XX funded facilities currently praticipate in .
. the USDA Child Care l-‘oochProgra{n? Percent . Source of Information
. ' *x . " *  Centers :
: : ’ ’ - Haes ¥ not avdilable but a very smll proportion
3. Is the State currently making consultattve services on nitrition and food services available to:
Yes No
Title XX funded centers } x_ I i
Title XX, funded homes ' ) - "
= : - :
1':)1 -/ ' : IR . oY , ' 152
Q ' ’ .
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. 'Dv  Health and Safety > - 29 .

.
‘ X
. P .
.
¢ P 2 ' ‘ .
X
* . . L] s

-

1. Does' the State currently require age appropriate immunizations for Title XX and non-Title X Eunded children

. Are day care center providers required to assist parents in obtaining health services? Yes __ No x __

———

in Title XX funded day gare facilities? Yes, both‘genters and homes ¥ Centers only _ 'Hames only __ No .

Are -any children.in day care 'lities‘ not required £o receive immnizations? (please specify)

If a parent provides

)‘" e

Doesg the State currently require };ealf.h dssessments for Title XX and non-Title’ XX funded children in Title XX
funded day care facilities? Yes, both centers and homesy _ Centers .only _ _Homes only  No __ %

a written Statement of religious objections (centers oniy).

Are any children in day care facilitles not required to receive health assessments? (pléase specify)

If a parent provides a written statement of religious objections (centers only).
‘ ‘ : < ' |
Are the health assessments required to be at the level reconmended by the American Academy of Pediatrics or
EPSDT? (see page :8A) Yes ___ No X _

Are day~care center and home providers required to provide information to parents, as needed, concerni
child health serviceg available in the commnity? Yes, both centers and hames ___ Centers only - ‘g
Homes only _ No X

129

-

Aré day care home pfbviders required to refexj parents to appropriate health care agencies? Yes ___ No X

Does the state agency provide information to all Title XX funded day cai’fe faciities about the availability of
child health services in the camunity and about how the gervices may be obtained? Yes, both centers and hames
Centers only - _ Hames only __ . No X ’ . s

Does the State agency ensure that HHS funded children receive the Federal, State, or locally funded services
for which they are‘eligible? Yes, both centers and hanes ____ Centers only ___ Homes only ___No X ,

< -

How is that accomplished?

-




Reoroduced with permission of The American Academy of.Pedistrics from Standards of Chud Meantn Care thirg scition 1977 PP 13, 14,

-AGUIDETO ROlelNE HEALTH SU'PERVlSlON'

(PICK SHEET)

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PREVENTIVE HEALTH SCREENING
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" E. Physical Enviroment / ' ) .
[

1. Does the State have requirements ’'that day care facilities must meet concerning:

f ~
. CENTERS HOMES : , A
. . Fire S X aX
¢ Sanitation = | X, X -
' S : Transportation - - X ) .
@ N0 Sriming e
Bquipment . X X v -

For those State requirements vhich you do not have, do you require each county or local jurisdiction to
-set their own requirements? (please specify)

* & * \

Lx:ial \‘Servic&s ) . . . .

F. §
. ?
1. Does the State require Title XX funded day care facilities to provide information.to parents, as needed,
concerning social services available in the community? Yes, both centers and homes ___ Centers only _ .
Homes only ___ No X - i ‘
2. Are Title XX funded day care centers required to assist parents in obtaining aocial services? Yes _  No X .
(48]
. 3. Are Title )g( funded day care homes required’to refer parents to appropriate social service agencies? -
Yes N . . .
,roee - NI \/
! 4. Does t:ate agency prov informatlon to all Title XX funded faciliti&e about t:he availability of
_ .. social 1cesinthecemumityandhwtheymaybeobtained? Yeg, both centersandhaxes Centers only
Homeg only ~  No X <

How is this information provided? ‘

: 5. Does the State agency help to ensure that HIIS funded children receive the Federal, STate, or locélly 7
\ funded services for which they are eligible? Yes, both centers and homes ____ Centers ondy Homeg only 15
No _X_ . . ;

. >
156, How is that aocaﬁ:nshed? R ’ : SRS N




G. Parent Involvément

1. Are Title XX funded day care centers required to provide parents with opportunities to participate in
general program policymaking? Yes _ NoX__ ’

‘

- 2. Are Title XX funded day care centerd required to allow parents:

- ¥
a. unlimited access to observe their children? Yes NoX .

. b. to review upon request any monitoring reports or evaluations of the center? Yes X _No
° Ce. to Observe the center and discuss their children's needs before enrollment? Yes ¥ No ____

3. Does’ the State agéncy provide information and technica assigtance to Title XX funded day c;are;prorv'iders
on wotking with par#ats? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only ___ Homes only __ Mo %

How is that infonmation provided? _ . ”
= . [ d .
4. Does the State agency offer parents a choice of a day caré facility whenever administratively possible?
- Yes X No . . .
- H. Group Canposition N ~
. . ™
. . . — 4
— ) " 1. What are the State staff/child ratio requirements for each of the following age groups in Tiéie XX funded ’
, ’ » centers! (please fill in ages as specified in.State requirements) . ,
MGES i - REQUIRED RATIOS - . ’
. . Infants (- )not allowed : . ! j .
. . Toddlers (2 yr- ) "l-6 # . ; ; ’
/" Preschoolers ( 3 rda ) 1 =10 ' (5yr.) ~ 1-13 ;
: School Age (. -~ 14 ) ” 1 -13 |
: - ! ‘ i
" Do these requirements differ from the ‘State licensing requirements? Yes __ No X '
i
<\/ If yes,-please specify that difference: . . 0 | .

B, . I3
- 0

2. Is there any group of Title XX funded children in centers for whom there are no staff/ch iid ratio
requirements? Yes _X No _ .

7 If yes, please specify: One ) that is t of the universit stem and one ‘ on a military
. base are ndt under the Maryland State Hafth Department %gp tions. »

158 ' , Co \ - .




3.

-
s.
6.
160

-
»

te currently have requirements for group size for children in Title XX funded centers? Yes

basis or are both systems used within the State? Please specify:

Does the S . No‘ :
If yes; fy those requirements below: (fill in apprepriate ages)
AGES REQUIRED GROUP SIZES
Infants ( - ) N/JA : .
Toddlers (2 yr- ) . : 12 - S5yr. - 28 ;
Preschoolers ( 3 - 6 ) ‘ - 20 \ .
School Age' (¢~ ) 26
Do these requirements differ from the State licensing requirements? Yes __ No x ° {
If yes, please specify that difference: ’ . ) \./
What are the caregiver/child ratios and group sizes for Tit:le XX funded family day care homes? , -
{please state requirements}
1:4 if over 2 years '
1:2 if under 2 years '
o
— s ©

-
[*3

’

Do these requirements differ from the State lice;msing/registration‘requirenent’s? Yes

— N X
If yes, pleése specify that difference: _ ' -
‘May a volunteer be counted as & caregiver in a Title XX funded day care centers? Yes ___ No _X_ '
. " - L4 l/
Under what circumstances? . . : -

May a staff member who normally performs non-caregiving duties (such as the director, cook, bus driver, etc )
be counted as a caregiver in a Title XX funded center? Yes _ No X

g .
Under what circumstancesg? '.~ - _ - 1 6 l

bDoes the State, determine compliance with ‘staffing requirements on an actual attendance or scheduled enrollm;t\_
Scheduled enrollment,

.

i. L

] 4
- .
.
.




I. State Agency Advisory Council -

* 1. Does the State have a Day Care Advisory Council? Yes __ No __ Forming one now

2. Does the Council include:. .
a. parents of Title XX funded children? Yes X No___ )
b. operators of Title XX funded centers? Yes X X _No ) )
C. operators of 1itle XX funded homes? - Yes X No __ ’
d. representatives of appropriate agencies? Yes X _No

3. Whom does the Council advise? Office of
4. Who appoints the Council? Wmmmmmmﬁm

o




. »
» - »
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JIv. Summary of Current Title XX Funded Day Care Pré\'rider Practices/ Centtrs o , T g ' K s

practices Please indicate the source of information fox all responses. If the source of infod v,;, s
survey, please include the sample size and theate of the survey. Noted in parenthesis §ialigheing -;:A diestion x
is the section.and number of the item in the day care center pmvider telephone survey (EXc5 145 ppvide the needed

- .+ infommation if it is not already available to you. e -G

A. Training » ;

- . ; - . ' 3 '
1. What percentage of Title XX funded day car ters provide an orientation to all
newly hired caregjvers? (C,1) - 89% _ - . -

‘

Source of Infommation | ‘

2. What is the-average length of time of that orientation? ( C,2) 7.5 hours ‘

. = \J
3. Of those caregivers Yithout a nationally recbgnized child development
" credential, what percentage have taken courses, seminars, or specialized :Ln-servlce
) . training related to child care during the past.year? (c,4) -, 5% . '
" B, Mutrition - C : ) ‘ ) )
: t percentage of centers provide each of the following meals: MO) 2
a. \breakfast AN : : v, o
" b. Jsnacks : s ’
“ c. 941 '. ) — .
. ' - . - . El
C. Health and Saféty .. .. ) e :
- 1. W}rat percentage of centers r.:equire children to'have a health assessment? {(B,29) :
’ 100% . a8
L) . . 1 - prd
2. What percentage of centers requlire children to have age appropriate immunizations?
 (B,29) __100% .~ ¢ . X ) B ,
3. What percentage of centers maintain health records for ‘enrolled ‘children? (D, 1) 164
. 100% . . . e n
L] -\ H -
1 63 4. What percentage of centers have written plans “for responding to lllnesses and o
emergencies? (D,2). 91% - “ .

5. What percentage of centers provide information to parents as needed conceming .
child health gervices available In the comunity? (D,3) __ 94% L B -




A
- - - .
. . ‘
e .
] = ' A 4

’ . : ’ T z Source of Information
6. What ‘percentage of centers assist parents in obtaining kealth services? ,
' (DI 4)’ m : M T -

7. buring the past year, what percentage of centers have received information
. and assistance from the State Title XX Agency about the availability of
¢  child health serbices in the c@unity? (D,5) 29%

D. Social Services e X ’ :

- 1. What percentage of centers: (E,1) - ‘ *

a. provide information and referral for pirents to needed social services?
72% :
b.  provide assistance to parents in obtaining needed social services?
* , 7% + . .
c. follow-up to see that parents received social services? __46%

2. During the past yeér, what percentage of centers have received information and |
assistance fraom the State Title XX Agency regarding the-availability of social .
services? (E,2) 33% ) - ’ '

136

E. Parent Involvement N .

.

N e

“ - 4 \
1. What percentage ef cefiters ‘allgw parents the opportunity to (F,1) * - We cannot answer this question since it vas

] . , not part of the questionaire,We would guess
a. haved unl§mited access to observe their children? . that a ‘and b were high while c and d
b. regularly exchange information with parents about their children and the were low.!

center's day care program? ) . . '
c. participate in general program policymaking activities of the center?

d. participate in staff selection? : :

F. Group Size (Tables 3a and/or 4a) - . '
For the questions in this section please respond using the following group size guidelines:
Age of Child Maximum Group Size/Scheduled Enrol lment Maximm Group Size/Attendance
Birth to 2 years 6 . 6 .
2 years . . 12 . 12
3 to 6 years . 18 16
6 to 10 years ’ ‘_ ' ) 16 - 14
10 to 14 years °, 20 : . 18

(Note: Waiverable means a center with not more than 20 petcent or 10 (whichever is lower) HHS funded children.)

1. antéag:ircentage. of groups in non-waiverable centers &te below (i.e. larger than> the cited guidelines?
\ :

»

S 166




- ' . ) Source of Information
. 2. What percentage of groups in waliverable centers are helow (i.e. larger ) 4
than) the cited guidelines? 1% ‘ Questionaire
. , .
3. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have groups below (i.e. larger = .
than) - the cited group size guidelines? __, 359 Q.xwtiona'.ire
4. What percentage of waiverable centers have groups below {i.e. larger than)
the cited group size guidelines? _3% AN . ‘ ‘s ¢
s . ! - « .
5. What is the State's average group size in non-waiverable-’ for each -
+  of the fo)llowing age categories:
Age Scheduled Enrollment Attendance .
Under 2 year olds N/A * . * Centers are not allowed by State law
’ 2 y=ar olds _10.5 ‘ . to take children and 2 years.of age >
3 to 6 year olds 15.1 .-
6 to 10 year olds 17 . .
10 to 14 year olds — . Questionaire ,
R .
6. What is the State's average group size in waiverable centers for each of the ¥
following age categories: °
Age Scheduled Enrollment ° Attendance ‘ ‘
Under 2 year olds — . ’ Questionaire =
2 year olds 6 ’ . -
3 to 6 year olds 15.4
6 to 10 year olds —
10 to 14 year olds —
G. Staffing (‘I‘ables 7a and/or 8a) ’ . -
For the questions in this section please respond using the fono.vj.ng staff]child ratio guidelinesz
Age of Child - staffing Ratio/Scheduled Enrollnent staffing Ratio/Attendance
_Birth to 2 year 1:3 - 1:3
2 years 1:4 1:4
- 3 to 6 years 1:9 . 1:8 "
6 to 10 years ' 1:16 1:14 168
10 to 14 years 1520 1:18

167 (Note- Waiverable means a center with. not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lower) HHS f\mtéd children.)

1. For children under 2 years old: . - Source of Information

»

a, vmat percentage of non-waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more
children per caregiver than the above listed guidelines)? N/A




e,

What percentage of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. ‘have
less children per caregiver than the cited guidelines}?, N/A - 7

What number of additional FTE caregivers in non-walverable centers would
the State need to satisfy the cited guidelines? N/A

What percentage of waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more
children per caregiver than the cj~ted quidelines)? N/A

What percentage of waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less
children per caregiver than the oited quidelines)? N/A

k]

What number of additional FTE caregivers in waiverable centers would the
State need to satisfy the cited guidelines? N/A

child]:en 2 years and older:

C.

d.

e'

f.

age

children per caregiver than the above listed guidelines)? 6%

Source of Infonmation

‘What percentage of non-waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more

Questionaire

What percentage of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less

children per caregiver than the cited quidelines)?  79%

What mumber of additional FTE.caregivers in non-waiverable centers would

© State need to satigfy the cited guidelines? 7.6

What percentage of waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more
children per caregiver than the cited gquidelines)? 0

the

What percentage of walverable centers have si:rplus hours (i.e. have less
children per caregiver than the cited gquidelines)? 11%

What number of additional FIE caregivers in waiverable centers would the

State

need to satisfy the cited guidelines? 0
3. What is the State's average actual ratio in non-waiverable centers for the following
categories: .
Age Scheduled Enrolbment Attendance
Under 2, years -
2 years 3.2
. 3 to 6 years 6,3 T
6 to 10 years 6.9 )
10 to -14 years — ’

. 170
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4. What is the State's average actual ratio in waiverable centers for the followind Source of lsnformation
age categories:
© agd Scheduled Bnrollment Attendance
Under 2 years - = , Questionaire
2 year olds 3.1 K .
3 to 6 year olds 7.1 . Ve
6 to 10 year olds —_ '
10 to 14 yéar olds — o~ v

V. - Summary of Qurrent Title XX Funded Day Care Provider Practices/ Homes

The following questions are designed to provide a summary of current Title XX funded day care home providey, -
practices. Please indicate the source of information for all responses.

Noted in parenthesis following each
question is the number of the item in the family day care provider survey whi¢h could provide the needed infommation
if it is not already available to you. . L

- ) . : i » | -
A. ‘I‘raingg? :) Source of Information .
C¥ ‘?3_\\
1.~ What

. perceptage of home caregivers have taken in the past year é\y courses,
o ~ -seminars or in-service training related to child care? (7) 202 i

B
B. Mutrition :
[Enton .

-

1, vhat percentége of homes provide each of the following meals: (11)

[,

o
a. breakfast 58%
b. snacks 93%
c. lunch ° 87%

C. Health and Safety . o

1. What percentage of homes re.qu,ire children to have: (8)

1’7}_ c. ahea assessment _ 97%
= b. age ropriate immunizations 5%

D. Parent involvement

1. Wwhat percentage of homes regularly offer parents opportunities to observe
their children and talk about their children's needs? (10) 95%




E. Group Composition 1 . Source of Information

1. What percentage of homes have: (13, 14)
a. lchild &g - ¢
b. 2-3 children . D
c. 4-5 children 3% _¢ .
“ d. 6 children 1%, '
e. 7-12 children g ‘ '

Questionaire

2. Of those homes serving more than 6 children, what percentage have more than
one caregiver? (12, 15) Nope e

3. What percentage of those homes serving only children under 2 years old have :
more than 3 children attending at any one time? (12,13) 25% * There were only 4 homes in the sample who

served only under 2 year olds.
4. What percentage of homes provide after-school care for children who attend full
day school? (4) 81% |

5. In those homes serving children who atter;d ‘full day school, what is the average
number of such children served? 4§ & ’

+ F. Status .o

A

1. What pe.rcenbage of hames are: (16) .
a. independent 90%

140

b. part of a family day care hame system 10%
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. any Title XX funds. -

4

)

15 ——

Lt - _____ INTRODUCTION = . ' . -

. 0
¢ 4
The effective date of the Health and Human Strvices Day Care
Regulations (HHSDCR) has been delayed by Congress until July 1, 1981,
under a provision of the Omnibus Reconcéiliation Act of 1980. This
provlslon also mandates the Department of Health and Humap Services to
"assist each State ‘in conducting a3 systematic assessment of currefit
practices: in Title XX funded day care programs and prov1de ‘a summary .
report of the assessment to Congress:by June °1, 1981. Title XX funded
day care programs include all day care centers and homes rece1v1ng
“
This package has B/en developed as a technical assistance tool to
aid States in conducting that assessment. The package includes:
d form which can be used to repot Title XX day care information
on State Agency practices and.orga ization and center and home
a"prow der practices;

suggested sampling procedures and ample sizes for condu;ting
? provider surveys; ’ ‘
sample advance letters to £amily day care home and center )

providers to notify them of the survey;
. telephone survey questionaires with interviewer 1nstructlons for
nge and center gurveys; and .
' . nter ‘group size and staff/child ratio compilation instructiordy
with illustrated tables as well ps table 'shells. ™ :
. @

, .NOBICE OF PENBING OMB APPROVAL . "z

THESE INFORMATION COLLECTION INSTRUMENTS HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED TO‘THET/\\
OFEICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET (9MB),FOR APPROVAL, BUT HAVE NOT Y=T )
RECEIVED DMB APPROVAL. IF THESE INSTRUMENTS ARE APPROVED BY OMB, THE
PIL APPROVED VERSIONS MAY OR MAY NOT DIFFER FROM THESE VERSIONS.

SIN THESE INSTRUMENTS HAVE NOT YET - BEEN APPROVED BY OMB, THERE IS

NO QUIREMENT THAT “THEY BE USED TO, PROVIDE INFORMATION TO ACYF. STATES

& MAY USE THEM, HOWEVER, FOR THEIR. OWN PURPOSES. WHEN "APPROVAL IS

RECEIVED, ACYF WILL VOTIFY STATES AND SEND THEM THE NAL APPROVED
INSTRUMENTS. .
" - - . - . . . &

Regléna Office staff are available to- provide assistance i he "

"condx?ct of tke State assessment. If there are specific techrnical

guestions regarding,any part of this package; please contact Allen Smith
_or Ann Segal at (202)755-8774-in -the Day Care Diyision, Administration
' for Children, Youth and Famllles, Department of %ialth and Human Serv1ces,

‘. Washington, D. C. 5

»

AN
4

"

v




) SUBMITTED T0 OMB - APPROVAL PENDING e{g .
- j e . © ’ * a

2
= Rat®

4 . ' . . -
v e ’ ‘ *ﬂ N / bate Completed_%— ‘ )
» o«

L 4
-  ASSESSMENT OF STATE CURRENT PRACTICES IN TITLE x FUNDED uézmmz
¢ ; ' ' :)‘, P
Region State e “"""‘,
- *

. ) - ¢
State Contact (primary source of information): ' .
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INTRODUCTION .
N » .

This: form may be.uo report the State assessment of
current Title XX day care practices. - The Administration for
Children, Youth and Fam;lles,,Department of Health and Human
Services is responsible for receiving all State reports and
preparing a summary report to be submitted to Congress by June 1,
1981. X :

The outline of the summary report will be similar to the
outline of this reporting form. This form includes sections on:
- r hd - . -
State_ogganizatiop of Title XX day care administration;

} .

State demographics; 3

State agency reguirements, procedures, and practices;

f

- -

Day care center - provider practices; and

. Day care home - prov1der practlces. -
The questlons in the prov;der practlces sections reference guestions
in the provider survey instruments since these instruments can be
# -used to obtain missing information.

N\ “ .




y

- I. Organization and Administration

A.

N X

-

Name of agency with overall responsibility for administration of Title XX funded
day care (please specify highest level of authority, e.g. Department of Human
Services, Department of Welfare, etc.) .

-

-

—

; . Is the agency administration (Check one) :

¢ State administered kState performs plannihg, regulation,-and administration
of pg;ghase of day care services) ' :

State supervised (Staterperforms centralized planning, policymaking and
~supervision but service delivery is administered on the county or local level)
. , ;
Are there facilities receiving Title XX funds that are excluded from

State licensing requirements? (e.g. church operated facilities, day care hcmes
with only one child, etc.) Yes ___ No

If yes, how many centers: homes:

%
For what reason are they excluded?

-
-
h 4
.
»
E
P 4
]
| 2 .
-\ -
- -
/-
’,
Y
-
- * ﬂ' -
‘
- N \
¥
. .
!’. “
‘%




- . .

D. Respensbilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Center Administration

Function ~ Responsibi lity Staff
4 {agency or bureau) (full time equivalerf¥s)

- Licensing .

¢ Certification/
Registration

Monitoring
Ve
b T
Purchase of Service ]
Contracts . .

Training of ~ , _
Caregivers )
E. Responsibilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Home Administration
[ 2
- Function Respensibility , Staff
' {agency or’bureau) - (full time equivalents)

147

T

‘Licensing

- Certification/
1 8 1 " Registration

Monj toring

'Purchase of Service Y.
#Coritracts . ) :

-

‘2 Training of




.. II. Denogg@ (Note the source of information, i.e. State law or regﬁla.tions, licensing report, purchase
ervices contract, monitoring reports, provider survey, and the date, 1f~‘possib1e.§
1Facilities H ’ Source of Information
= . : b"

Total # Title XX Funded Centers . ) . ,

#For-profit Title XX Funded
/ Centers :

#Non-Profit Tif.le,XX Funded
Cehters

- #Public Title XX .Funded Centexrs ; .

#‘la.iverable Title XX Funded ‘ ¥
Centers *

.Tota.l # Title XX Funded Homen

*Haivera.ble means a centar with not more than 20 percent or 1U (whichever is 1ower) HHS funded children.

¥

¥ \

L XTI -7

Fami-lie

ami-lies ) ) /

whkt are the State criteria used in determining if a ily is eligible to receive da.y ca.re services funded by o
'Htle XJC' - . ———— e e e e R




Children ol o Source of Information -t

How many children (¥X and non-xX funded) attend /
Title XX funded centers? ° -

. — A
What percentage of children in Title XX funded N -
centers are wnder 2 years old? ) -
[y .
What percentage of children in Title XX funded L s
Centers are 2 years old? °
+  What percentage of children in Title XX funded 7 . - s
centers are 3 to 6 years o1d? ] . - = -
What percentage of children in Title XX funded
centers are 6 to 10 years old? ' ,
What percentage of children in Title XX funded o ' ,/ .

centers are 10 to 14 years old?

(Nage: If the pexrcentage of children in age categories is unknown, Day Care Center Survey question #B7 can be used.)
T = N

How many total Title XX funded childre.r} attend CENTERS HOMES « Source of Information
. centers and hames? coo - - A
» - v p—
. - '
Caregivers . T . ’
. CENTERS *HOMES .Source of Information

Total # paid caregiver staff in Title XX funded
centers and homes

- 2

Percentage of credentialled caregivers*

*Credentialled means a caregiver having a nationally recognized credential éuch as:

- > . 3
+ A.A, in nursing or education , . , 18()
1 8€- . Bachelor or graduate degree in.infant psychology, early childhood education, child development,
J elementary education or home econamics
» Montessori teaching credential . : ’

. Child Develdfment Associates certification, (CDA) oo
. State Early Childhood Education teaching certificate. .

(NQte: Day Care Center Survey question #C3 and Family Day Care Homé question #6 data can be used if infomﬁtion
is not available.) . . :

)

.
x & -
——— Y
- v
-




Average hourly wages. for caregivers in Title XX funded day Source of Information
care centers:

. -
Iead Teacher : Teacher Aide

Teacher -

(Note: Day Care Center Survey question #B31 data carn be used if this information is not available.)

» Rates of Reimbursement for Title XX Centers and Homes .

Are rates of reimbursement based on: (Check as many as are appropriate.)
Flat Rate ___ Negotiated Rate __ Market Price _ _ Actual Cost _

Does the State have a sliding fee scale? Yes ____ No

Daily Rate of Reimbursement for: (Indicate range of reinbursement if appropriat;a)

AGE RANGE CENTERS HOMES - - FAMILY HOME SYSTEMS

Under 2 Year Olds - - ' ) '
-; 2 Year Olds .,

3 - 6 Year Olds .

6 - 10 Year Olds

10 - 14 Year Olds ‘ ' . —~ P
Does the State reimburse on a scheduled enrollment or attendance is or are both systems used within the State?
(Pledse explain.) . .
. : ] "% .
_ . ‘ \ . .
< — = \
. - . N / ~
\ - toos * - -
Supplemental Rafes thandicapped, special education, training, etc. \Please explain.) £

188
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+  HHS Funded Day Care Services .
. ‘ State Local

Source Total $ - Federal § Match $ Match § T . -
. N LIS B
., Title XX £
. * * l - -
Title IV-A (AFDC) , (g,;‘ -
Iz
Title IV-B — ;
WIN ’
[} N .
Developmental Disabilities - o ’ . -
- ‘ ’

III. Summary of Current Title XX Funded Day Care Practices/ State Agency

. The following questions are designed to provide a summary of.current State agency requirements and practices
related to Title XX funded day care. Please indicate the source of information whefe “requested. The word facility
refers to day care centets and family day care homes. : ’ ) .

P €

A. Program of Activities —
A wny
. s 3 ~
1. Does the State currently require Title XX day care providers to have a developmentally appropriate program
of activities? Yes, both centers and homes' ___ Centers &uly ___ Homes only ___No
. ’ . - - 3
2. 1Is the state agency providing information and/or technicallassistance regarding a program of developmentally
appropriate activities to Title XX day care providers? Yes, both centers and homes __ Centers only _ :
Homes only __ No .
B. Training ) ‘ ‘ ' . .
1. Does the State currently require all newly hired day care center caregivers to receive an orientation?
Yes No

S — ’ * {
]_892 Does the State have a plan for providing or purchasing training for caregivers of Title XX funded centers and \/
homes? Yes, both centers and homes ____ Centers only ___ Homes only ___ No '

3

—

3. If the state has a training plan, does it specify the nature and extent of the training required? Yes —__No ___

Vs o . . : - . . ) : . g 130
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If yes, what is the que.ntity and type or types of training offered? A

. . : ) . ’ '/ -
" - P N

T

4. If the State does not have a training plan, have any of the fonowing planning act1v1t1esbeen performed?
Needs assessment Yes No
Identification of priority target groups Yes No .
Inventory of training resources {(financial and/or programmatic) - ___No v
5. Can you est:imate how many Title XX caregivers received training in 1980? *  Source of Information
Yes _ _ No . .
if yes, how mas ma.ny? Title XX funded center caregivers AR )
. " Title XX funded home caregivers > . ’
C. Mutrition . . \
1. Does the State have nutrition requirenents for Title XX funded centersYand
Centers only ___ Homes only __ No ___ )
 If yes,. are Title }p< funded day carg facilities required to provide:
Breakfast .
< Snacks —_
Imnch | - : q : ’ , . el
2. What percentage of Title XX funded facilities currently praticipate in ~ ‘
the USDA Child Care Food Program? Percent » Source of Information
] Centers
‘e Homes
3. Is the State currently making consultative services on nutrition and food services gvailable to

Title XX funded centers
Title XX funded homes

— 2




D. Health and Safety ° L *

1.

.boes the State currently require age appropriate immunizations r Title XX and non-Title XX funded children
" in, Title xx funded| day care facilit.les? Yes, both centers and Centers enly _ Hames only __ No

Are any childxen day care facilitJ.es not required to receive mmumzatlons? (please specify)

L . ‘

£y

Does the Stath cu‘:ren'tly require health a.ése'ssments for Title XX and non-Title XX funded children in Title XX
funded day care facilities? Yes, both centers and homes __ Cente{:s only ____ Hames only ___ No

-

Are any children in day care facilities not required to receive health assessments? (please specif‘y)

A4

n 7 y

Are health assessments required to be at the level recarmended by the American Academy of Pedlatncs or
DI? (see page :8A) ‘Yes __ No .

Are day care center and hame providers required to provide information to parents, aneeded, concerning

child health services available in the community? Yes, both centels and homes ___ Cénters only

Homes only _ No

Are day care center providers required to \assist parents in obtaining health services? Yeé Mo __
Are day care haine providers required to refer parents to appmpriate health care agencies? Yes _, No‘ *
Does the State agency provide infom\at.ién to all Title XX funded day care facilities aBout the availabllity of

child health sexvices.in the carmunity and about how the services may be ohtained? Yes, both centers and homes
Cen only ___ Hpmes only / , . . .

" Does’ State agency ensure that HHS' funded cbildren receive the Federal, state, or locally funded services

for which they are eligible? Yes, both centers and homes ___ Centers only | _ Homes only ____ No

How {s that ao%’mplished? -

’
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- AGUIDE TO RQIIJTINE HEALTH SUPERVISION

v

-

]

Hmoducod with parmission of The Amman Auum‘v of Pediatrics 1rom Stwandsras of Chnu Hegith Cau thiro eqition, 1977, PP 13, 14,

sdditional visits dre outlined in the sccompenying tast.

< . . RECOMMENUAT!ON’S FOR PREVENT’IVE HEALTH SCREENING

-

-

v

0

.

The ‘Reoommandmons for Preyentve. Heaith Ca;e of Ch'lmen and Yopn represems a gukae for the care of wel chudren wni 1eutive gpmpetentéaaremlng.
who have not mamfested any wnportant hesith propiems, and who mgrpmng ana geveloping samtactomy. Cheumsiancss whi may ,ndicatd t

need fog

SHADED AREA INDICATES ACTIVITY iS TO BE PERFORMED — #INDICATES NOT TO BE PERFORMED BEFORE 15 MONTHS

\ AGE: } 2.3 | 2.3 | 4.5 | 8.7
&

Weeks |Mo {Months{Mont|

9.10]12-15]16- 19
MonthsiMont|

ACTIVITY-

PEnee

InTIAL v

Q

HISTORY

INTERVAL

HEIGHT AND WEIGHT

-

.

HEAD CIRCUMFERANCE

23-25(36:37

Months,

¥
BLOOD PRESSURE® .

‘ [ )

MEASUREMENTS

N

MonthsiMonths]

5.8 ;
Years , Years

>

‘5-}2?

A'A

8.9

NING

SIGHT o
bl

SENSORY
+

SCRE

HEARING .

L4 . »

i

11-12{13-16§18- 21
Years | Yoars | Years

+ . DEVELOPMENTAL PR
APPRAISAL

‘ '{ZYSJ'CAL .

EXAMINATION

* IMMUNIZATION .

-
DTP - Diptheris P .
Jetanus
v Pertussis |

A - Measies

8 Mumps

L , -Rubeils -

“TP - Oret Polio «
D . Diptheria, Tetanus

Paocei)uaes

HEMATOCRIT OR-HGB . d

. - 1

L]

DISCUSSION AND COUNSEYLLING

Satety, nutrition, eltminaupn,
. bshavior, famiiy and school
relationships

s *

« DENTAL SCREENING Gy i
s . ' E A gt Pt s
M . — hd A . .
INITIAL DENTIST'S EXAM - A ' l
For cop?o'o of Standsrds of Child Hasith Csre {Pabperbeck ), write American Acu_d-m-«' ' s, P O. Box 1034, Evanstar, . 104 CY 43 6.80
- . N ' y B =
- N 54 " ’ . ©
Q /-\ T . 19 I )
ERIC ~ 7. L . o .7
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. - .. - [ . Sk s
E. Physical Envirorment ‘ " : \ -/ . . N ) ;
. 1. Does the State have requirements that day care facilitigs must.meet concerning K :
. N . N * . * ‘ .
L. . - Y, CENTERS HQOMES - A
Fire - L : ‘
. : T, Sanitation . e :
oo s e Transportation - )
. ) , . —— * n_'__ . - ) PN ‘
P . . Bqulprent « : A . .
i * . i r'4
. .For those Stfate requirements which you do not have, do you require each county or’ local jurisdiction to . :
set their o?m Yequirements? (please specify) . ) . o ;
N\ o, 4 4 - v ' ’ ’ i
‘ - ' * ’ . ’ - ] K4 . — - )
F. Sociai Services - . . ‘ ", T \
1 - N * . 1.5 .

1. ,Does the State require Title XX funded day care facillties to ide’ infonmation to parents, as needed,

- concerming 50cia1 seryices available in the community? .Yes, byth centers and hames ___ Centers only - A
Hopes.only __ No , ) - N . -
. . ¥ ' ,
" " 2. Are Title XX funded day ‘care centers ‘required to assist parents in obtaining socidl §ervice$? Yes y— No
3. Are Titled(x funded day care hom&c.required to refer parents to appropriate _social service agencies? v g
' . Yes __No ) - ) . . ‘
\‘,L — ; 1% N § . -' v ’
. 4. Does the State agency, provide information to all Title XX fﬁed Aacilities about the availability of
( i “'gocial services in the oarm.mity and hmrthey may be obtained? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only
» Homes only No = . . _ )
. . ‘l N . . L , . * A
How 18 this infompation provided? = : k. =
Jo- ) . N = * r < 7 > v - -
S, 5. Does the State agency help to ensure that HHS funded children receive the Federal STate, or loga;éz(\ 1 97 -
1 96 , funded services for which they are eligible? VYes, both centers and homes Centers only ly
' No .. : ‘ " ’ , 0 " ¢
R How is that acconplished? L e o e o /
,' o . ‘ - ’ T ) /

, :




. ) i . t \
G. Parent Involvement ’ o . . ’

w 1.>Are Title XX funded day care centers required to p?:ov1de parents with opportunities to partic1pate in ) d
generdl program policymaking? Yes ___ Mo

— ’

Y .

. 2. Are Title XX funded day tare centers required to allow parents: . .

. a. unlimited access to ‘observe thea.r children? Yes No .
> b. to review upon request any monitoring reports or evaluations of the center? Yes __‘__j_ No Y
c. to cbserve the center and discuss their children's needs before enrollment? Yes __ ' No ——
R )

3. Does the State agency prov1de infomation and technical a551stance to Title XX funded day care. providers
" on working with parents? Yes, both cerrters and homes ____ Centers only ____ Homes only )

——

- v How is that information provided? - ) )
- (\ ! , ’
- B L ) » . — 4 ’ '
4. Does the State agency offer parents a ch01ce of a day care facility whenever administratively possible?
Yes _ No ____ . . - ’ ) i 2
- ‘H. Group Camposition " . Q ' v . \
1. What are t:he State staff/child ratio requirements for each of the following age gmups in Title XX funded
. centers- (please fill in ‘aggs as specified in State requirements) : “ .
! AGES p . REQUIRED RATIOS ' '
" . ' Infants ( - | 1 . . .
. © Toddlers ( - ) . LA . .
L Preschoolers ( - ) - : . '
. School Age ( - ) . . . .
Do these requirement\:s differ from the S,’tate licensing requiremer\ts? Yes I\y__ )
SR If yes, please specify tahat difference: = . ' )
, 2. 1Is there’ any group of Title.XX funded children in centers for whom there are no staff/child ratio
\ requirements? Yes __ No ____ ‘ . % .
) - If yes, please specify: L ) . - . J
R A I ‘ 199
. LI N M . . M -
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) . . M ' /
~ .

. . .
‘ [ a . , ~ ]

% .
. . A B , . . kS s . "
3. Does the State currently have requirements for gtoup gize for children in Titlé XX funded cehters? Yes __ No __

)
-

L If yes, specify those requirdments below: (fill ‘in appropriate ages) YL . \'. ’
' AGES .' REQUIRED GROUP SIZES  ~ p
Infants, { - ) . . . . -
‘Toddlers ( - ) ! ' e ‘ o Co- \
Preschooters*( - ) . ‘ . . . '
School Age ( - ) . i . .
+ Do ‘these requirements differ frgm the State licensing requifement;s? Yes - _No ___ T | '
- s ’ ® <
v If ¥Yes, please specify thatMifference: /}
) . ’
L o \ )
‘ N ‘ y . N 4 " — -
4. What'are the caregiver/child ratios and group sizes for Title. XX- funded -family day gare homes? ’
(please state requirements) -
:  § . : - .
, ) . . . ) , ’ . s >
- -t v \I ’
- / : ~ L

- »

Iy

—

Do these requirements differ fkom'the State licensing/registration requirements? ' Yes ‘____ No

4
14

) A
If yes, please specify' that" difference: -

» ; ) "
- .
. ’ H
- * . - k3 R

A

Z

. 5. rv;Iay a volunteer be‘counted as ac carégiver in a Title XX funded d;‘;ly'care cénteré? Yes No/
‘ - N . . 4 1 '
Under what circumstancee? : . -
6, May a staff member who -nomally performs nori-caregiving duties (such as the director, cook',' bus drivei:,' ete.)
»  be counted as a caregiver 'in a Title XX f%ed center? Yes __ No ) ’

——

~

Under what cixcumstances?

-

7. Does the State determine égrpliance ;vith gtaffing requirements on an actual att;enijance or scheduled enrollment
basis or are both systems used w;thi.n the State? Please, specify: .

- — R :

{
LY s
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A . . 4

. . - .
I. State Agency Advisory Council_ ) N

+

L J
. , Jo .
1. Does the State have a Day Care Advisory €ouncil? Yes - No _'_
2. Does the cil include:: . -

"~ a.’ parents of Title XX funded cﬁlld.ten" Yes, * No .
. b. ‘operators of Title XX funded centers? Yes __ No

¢ . ¢. operators of Title XX funded homes? Yes “No __

‘ < representatlves of appro&riate agencies? Yes-: . No

et

3. Whom does the Counc11 adV1se? -

- T )

4. Who appomts the Council?




’ - - . Ld
+

v, Smmary of Curxrent Titlé XX Flmded Day Care Provider .Practices/ Centers

’ 4

The following questions are designed to provide a sunmary of current '1'itle XX funded day care center provider
practices. Please indicate the source of ‘information for all responses. If $He source of information is a provider
survey, please include the sample size and the date of the survey. Noted in parenthesis following each question

o e

A. Training . o ) LT . Source of" Information

"-is the section and number of the item in the day care center prov&der télephone survey which could provide t.he needed
' infomation if it is not-already available to you._ . ) ,,

,.,’\
.

1. what percentage of Title xx funded day care centers- provide an- orientation to all
newly hired caregivers? (C,1) r )

- v

2. What is the average lengtb of ‘time of that orientation? ( Ci})

3. ‘Of those caregivers without a nationally reoognized child develﬁ /
ia /}ze({ in-serV1ce

credential, what percentage -have.takén courses, seminars, or spec
training related to, child care during t?he past‘year? {C, 4)

|

B. Nutrition- : : - \B Vo
+30)

1. What pencentage of «centers prowde each of the- following meals:

" a; breakfast T
-b. snacg ‘ L

c. lunch

Y
.

‘Health and Safety : ~

-

1. what percentage of centers require children to have a health agssment? {B,29)

™ ;“
2. What percentage of centers require children to have age appmpriate innmnizations?
(B, 29)

Ty —~ *

3. What percentage of centers’ maintain- health records for enrolled children? (D,1)
\\ . . .\_

4. What percentagé ﬁ centers have written plans for nespo g to illnesses and .
'~ emergencies? (D 2) .
e
5. What percentage of centers provide information to parents as needed concerning ~ -
child health services available in the comnunity?' (D,3)

».




R _ J .
- < .
i T . . Source of 'Infox-mation

t percentage of centgfrs assist parents in obtaining health services?

. .
s A
b

and assistance from the State Title XX Agency about the availablllty of
child health services in the cammnit:y? (D,5)

What percentage of centers: -(E,1l) ° - -
a. provide infor&tion and referral for parents to needed social services? .
v b, *provide assistance to pa.fent.s in obtaining needed social services? L4

c. follow-up to see that parents received social services?

v ¢
. 2, During the past year, what percentage of centers have received information and S~
- assistance from the State Title XX Agency regarding the availability of social
o -, services? (E,2)

)

E. Parent Involvement ’ . ' ) )

’

1. What percentage of centers allow parents the opportunity to (FAl) w’%

: a. have unlimited access to observe their children? . ’ .
J\/ . b, regularly exchange information with parents about, their children and the ’
' “ genter’s day care program? ’ :
c. participate in general program policymaking ac\t\:ivities of the center?

. d. participate in staff selection? , e /‘\ ’ v . i
N ‘ ¢ . .
~ . 4 -

F. Group Size (Tables 3a and/or 4a)
For questions in.this sectdion please respond using the following group size guidelines:

Age of Child - Maximum Group Size/Scheduled Enrollment - Maximum Group .Size/Attendance
Birth to 2 years . . -6 . © . 6
. 2 years - *12 ' . 12 . :
*3 to 6 years 18 , , * . 16 '
. 6 to 10 years - 16 b : 14
10 to 14 years 20 ' - 18

(Note: Waiverable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lower) HHS funded children.)

1. Wwhat percentage of gﬁoups in non-waiverable centers are below (i.e. larger than) the citad quidelines?

. 5
{ . - £

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC

buring the past year, what percentage of centers have received information /

ERIC293 SR . - 206.
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Age of child - . Staffing Ratio/Scheduled Em:ollment
Birth to 2 year . - 1:3 o o »
2 years N . 1:4 :
3 to 6 years 1:9 -
6 to 10 years . 1:16- . -
‘.10tol4years ) ) 1:20 <o
(Note: Waiverable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lower) HHS funded children 1
1-.' ‘Forx childrem under 2 xears old: - , P »

'2.
than) me‘tvwd guidelines? .
, ( )
.3. What geroentage of non-waiyerable centers have groups below (1 e. larger
than) cited group size guidelines? . .
4. What percentage of waiVerable centers have groups below (i.e. larger than)
" the cited greup size guidelines? ‘
‘5. What is the State's average group size in non~waiverable centers $6r each
.of the following age categories: /
* Age R Scheduled Ehrollmant Attendance
dndér 2 year olds /'
2 year olds
3 to 6.year olds . ’ . -
’ 6 to 10 year olds - . ¢
lO- to 14 year olds . >
6. What is the State's aversye group size in waiverable centé®s for each of the
. “following age categories: - B
Age . Scheduled Enrollment , *Attendance
Under, 2 year olds ° . :
2 year olds - "
. »3 to 6 year olds R
6 to 10 year olds . . N
' ‘10 to.14 year olds .
. ‘ /. —_—
Staffing. (Tab‘les 7a and/or 8a) . ) ‘ 7‘5 T

What penoentage of groups in waiverable centers are, belo.v (i.e. larger '

Source of Information

/‘/ .

For the questions in this sectiOn please respond using the following staff/child ratio guldelines'

Staffing Ratio/Attendance

|
a. What peroentage of non-wajverable centers_have deflcit hours (i.e. have\more
children per caregiver than the above listed guiideélines) ?

-

‘ Source of Information .

) L]

I

&

H

h
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4 - .
.o o * Source of Information
b. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have .
less children per caregiver than the cited guidelines)? ' - . :

R}
(4

. » <+
c. What number of additional FTE caregivers in non-waiverable centez;s would T
the State need to satisfy the cited guidelines? . . . '

d. What percentage of waiverable centers have deficit hours Si'.'e. have more
children per.caregiver than the cited guidelines)? . L

e.. What percentage of waiverable centers have surplus hours (i'e.. have less -
children per ca.reg}ver than the ‘cited guidelines)? - : ‘ .

.. £, What number of additional ETE caregivers in waiverable centers would thg - .
\  Sstate.need to. gapdsfy ‘the cited guidelines? . : ‘ '
2. Fo6r childreg 2 years and older: ; . : A .

s+ 2. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have deficif hours (i.e. have more
- children per caregiver than the above listed‘guider )? - .

’

vb. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.es have'l&qs
 children par.caregiver the cited guidelines)? -

’

c. '—What number of additiona& FIE caregivers in_non-waiverable centers would the
State need to satisfy theé cited.?‘uidelines?
% | .

&

- d. What percentage of ¥aiverable cen have Heficit{nours (i.e. have more )
children pe?cg:areglver than the cited guidelines)?¥. 1 N

. e, 'What'pementage of waiverable centers have surplus hours (i,e. have less -
N. ‘children per caregiVer than the cited guidelines)? .

. f. Wwhat number of additional FTE cdregivers in waj:verabl'e centers would the State
need to satisfy the.cited gx%delines?' i . ’

3. What is the State's average actual ratio in non-walverable centers for the following |
age categories: ) Vo . |

. -Age | * ' Scheduled Enrollment * Attendance . Lo

Under 2 years ~ ) T |

I




e .
. ' « - . . . I S R .
‘. ' . - * ’ . R 4 ‘.
, - SRR | Lo v
v .
N - . 4 -

| B

e T R . . , . . :
N _ * 4: wWhat is the State's average actual ratio in waiverable Centers- fof the following SSo?rce of Infonnation N

. . age categories: . ) . .
' , oo, Age .Scheduled Enrollment Attendance N
’ ’ . . ¥  Under 2\years ¢ . 7 -
' ’ \ 7 2year o , i o RS
3 to 6 year olds ' Lo /
" 6 jo 10 year olds ’ . .

10"to 14 year o}ds - - .
. . - £] ) A .-

s ;—\ V Smmvér}" of Current Title XX Funded Day Care Provider Prqctices/ Homes ? . .
fe) The following questions are designed to provide a summary of current Title XX funded day care-hawe provider ' .
practices, Please indicate the source of information for all responses. Noted in parertthesis folloying each T
. guestion is the number of the item in the family day care provider survey which could provide the n information
~ if it 4is not already available to you. ' , ' . : .
’ R ) ¢
A. Training /7 . . ) .y source of Infommation
& o T 3 . ) ) ‘| —_
st 1. What percentage-ef hame caregivers have taken in the paét year any courses,
seminars or ig—selgszice training ypelated to child care? (7), — * )
A - + ¢ ) m-
] * B, Nutrition ' - . ‘ /* =
o' 1. What percentage of homes provide each of the following meals: (11) _ * . A . )
b . . N . .
oo a. ‘breakfast . : — : . .
b. snacks . - , . i R /
c. lunch i s . . : J ’ \) -
. [N 4 . [} . 4
C. Health and Safety , — \ r \ :
.- VAl
) 1. What pergentage pf qu’require children to haves (8) < . Y b \ .
N . ’ - / .o , o
21'\) a. a health asgessment ‘ o . - . Z11
' . . b. age app ate immunjzations - \ \ , A
"< ' y - g + v
D. Parent Involvement .« - ',
1. Wwhat percentage of homes regularly offer parejts opportunities to observe N o/
their children and talk about theiy children's needs? (10) P . .
. . . ~ . ’ . ~ L 4 :
’ k ’ ’ . i ) ) : : . ! : g\ ' -~ , J
. . ! - . .

* . * d r
Ad .
L s . : .
- ) . .
. * . *
- ..
- N s N . R




E. Group Composition -

-

1.

F. status .

Source of Ihformation

What percentage of homes have: (13, 1!,4)

a. 1 child o A R -
b. 2-3 children [ .

c. 4-5 children _¥ B

d. 6 children * -

€. 7"‘12 Children X « R

Of those homes serving more than 6" children, what pércentage have more than
one cé.regiver? (12, 15) " . i

What percentage of those hdmes serving only children under ‘2. years old have
more than 3 children attending at any one time? (12,13) .

/
What percentage of homes provide after-school care for children who attend full
day school?” (4) . .

In those hames serving children who attend full day%dhool, what is the average
number. of such children served?

-

t percentage of homes are: (16)

a. independent’ ' -
b. ‘part of a family day care home system
£

2"

Wt

o
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Tables 1 and 2 identify the size of the survey sample recommended for selection--
Table 1 for centers and -table 2 for homes. These t;bles reflect minimum numbers
needed\in order to project findings to the St;te\level with reasonable confidence.
They are based upon the size of the population of centers and homes in the State

and an anticipated high level of accyracy (+.075 0 centers, +.10 for homes)
when making these projections. . . { A

The sample s1zes reflect completed interviews with ellglble centers and homes and
not the number of telephone falls to be made. Some facilities may refuse to be
surveyed or may not be eligible for the survey. In order to assure that informa-
tion for the necessary number of facilities are uled to prepare a States report,
States should initially 1dent1fy a larger number of fac1llt1es to call than
indicated by each of the tables. A rule of thumb to follow for centers is to

select a number approximately 30% greater than depicted in Table l; while for homes

select a number approximately twice the Table 2 indicated size.

Once the number to be called is identi%ied the next st%% is tQ‘randqnly select
those respectlve facilities from & populatlon list of Title XX centers @nd a

populatlon llst.of Title homes. These prccedures are outlined below: 5
, 1. First,:identtfy the numbar of calls to be made; e.g. in a State
whose Title XX poplx ation of centers is 193, the minimm number of

completdd .center interviews from Table 1 would be 94; “adding

30% (or 28) ;to that figure, results in a total of 122 calls to be made.

2. " Next, 1dent1fy the selection ratio to be used fbr chosing 122

centbrs from the center popuiatlon list, In thlS example the

’ seléétlon ratio is approx1mately 12:19 (i.es 12 centers from

ES

m

each 19 on the list would-be chosen). ,
3. Finally, choose the‘actual centers to be called. An§ of several
acceptable methods could be used to assure randomcss in the
selection pfocess-—one ts to skip the first 7 center$sand Shoose
the next 12, repeating the process for all 193 centers on ‘the
list until 122 centers are chosen; another would, be to choose

every other center until 7 of 14 are chosen and then choose the
next 5, again repeating this process until 122 centers are thosen.

3
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Code N?mbers, ¢ , N o ~ s

A code numbér should be assigned to each chosen center and home. Code numbers
are used for compilation purposes only. Interviewers need to have these code
numbers so they could: be recorded on each questionnaire face sheet. Code

numbers consist of 5 digits. The £irst 2 digits identify the State (See Table

3 for State identifiers). The remaining 3 digits identify the facility and
‘ should be assigned to each chosen facility using a consecutive numbering
system, ds facilities appear on the list i.e. 001, 002, 003, 004, and SO
on. Use a segarate consecutive numBéring system for the center list and
‘heme list., . - . .

PR
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TABLE I
= . DAY CARE CENTER SAM?LING FRAME
- . /

Population Sample Size Sample Size " Sample %ize
“{Total.No. of - (Minimum No. of " - (Minimum No. of . (Mipimun No. of
Title XX Cénters) Cgmpleted Interviews)* Title XX Centers) Completed Interviews)*

. . }f/ ‘ ) //j

Under 50 . 90% 250 - 259 . 103

50 -~ 54 . B 41 \ 260 -,269\ : - 105

55 - 59 : 44 - . 270 - 279 , 107

60 - 64 47 - 280 - 289 . 108 -

65 - 69 - . 50 290 - 299 . 109

70 - 74 - 53 300 - 324, Mm

75 - 79 . 55 325 - 339 114

8h - 84 57 350 - 374 17 ¢
185 - 89 ‘ . 59 375 - 399 : 120 °

90 - 94 - ‘ 61 400-- 449 123

95 - 99 v 63 450 - 499 128

100 - 109 ' 66 500 - 599 132

110 -119 ; 69 "+ 600 - 699 ) 137

120 - 129 . 73 700 - 999 145

130 - 134 , 77 . 1,000 'and(over 150

140 - 149 80 ' '

150 - 159 83 .

~ 160 - 169 - - 86 o

170 - 179 87 A

180 - 189 89 ®

190 - 199 94

200 - 209 ‘ 96 .

210 - 219 ' ' 97 .

220.- 229 98 . R o

230 - 239 99

240 - 249 100

A -
*Parts A 3((1 B "
- A\ .

rd
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R “ TABLE 2 .

FAMILY DAY CARE HOME SAMPLING FRAME

e

Population - -Sample Size
(Total No. of (Migimun No. of
Title XX Homes) ' .. Compl tgg Interviews)
Under 50 - . , 80%
51 - 99 42
100 - 199 ‘ - 59
200 - 299 , 71
300 - 399° v : - 75
400 - 499 ’ - 77
500 -,599 o 79
500 - 699 , 82
700 - 799 - 86
800 -.899  _° . " 88
900 - 999 ’ 89
-~ . 1,000 - 1,499 [C 91
B 1,500 - 1,999 | 92
2,000 - 2,999 . N 85
3,000 - 3,999 - 97
. 4,000 - 4,999 © 99

5,000 and above - : 100
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TABLE

STAIE IDENTIFiCATION CODE

—
"

5

STATE .
Connecticut,
Maine
Massachusetts .
New Hampshire
Rhode Island
Vermont

New York

New Jersey
Delaware
Maryland
Pennsylvania
Virginia

West Virginia

District of Columbia

Alabama
Floridgf\
Georgia .

Kentucky .
Mississippi
North Carolina
‘South Carolisia
Tennessee
Illinois
Indiana
Michigan

, Minnesota
Ohio :
Wisconsin
Arkansas
Louisiana
New Mexico
Ok lahoma
Texas

Towa o .

Kansas
Missouri
Nebraska
Coloradd  *~
North Dakota
South Dakota
Utah
Wyoming
Arizona
California
Hawaii
Nevada

~ IdahQes .
oreolk

ﬁgwashiégton_

~

r
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cy . SAMPLE ADVANCED LETTER TO FAMfé; DAY :
. T CARE HOME BEFORE TELEPHONE SURVEY: i%

. ‘ ‘ ’

We have been asked. by Cor;gress to conduct a systematic assessment of current
practices in Title XX funded day care programs. As you know, Congress has
delayed the new Tifle XX Federal Day Care Regulations until July 1, 1981.
Before Congress decides whether these regulationhs will go into efgect on

that date, they want to learn a great deal more about what is going on in

each 'State, We feel this is La mrt:hwhi,le effort and are cooperating with them.

1Y

b

Interviewing family day car?home prov;Lders like yourself, is one of the
best ways to obtain this information. We will be calling a randam sample
of day care providers throughout the State in the next -few weeks to learn
more about their family day care home operation. -

Your participation in this survey would be completely voluntary and your
refusal to participate or how you answer any of the"questions, would you
decide to participate, will not gffect your eligibility for present or
future Title XX funding.

I should add that all home-identifying information ollected by this survey
will be treated as confidential. None of the iiformation collected will in
any way be used to détermine whether a home is complying with specific State

or Federal\ standards. Data will be compiled on the totalled responses
of all homes syrveyed in (State) and will not reveal the identitids of the
individual questionnaire responses of the surveyed homes. 'Y

We are looking forward to speaking with you.

-t

oo
—
Co
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I. Introduction to Survey ' ’ ‘

]

Each state has been asked by Congress to conduct & systematic assessment of

its Title XX day care practices. As pa:; of this assessment, a Sample of day

care centers and family day care home:s are being interviewed by telephone in )
the next few weeks to 1earn\' more about their day care practices. This information,
along with state agency information, will be campiled into a state report and ’
sent to the Department of Health and Human Serviges (DHHS) in Washingteon, D.C.

The DHHS will then prepare a summary report of all state reports and deliver

that sumary to Congress by June 1, 1981.

The procedures contained in this package ére instngctions for inte.ré‘iéwers who
will be surveying family day care ha'i\es/using the Family Day Care Home Telephone
Survey. The hame questionna:i're contains, questions cc‘zvering eligii.bility, child .
enrollment pattérns, health and safety and nutritign practices..

II. General Administration Information
e What information and documents will you need for conducting each mtervievﬂ
- The name and telephone number of the family day cage home, the day care
homé™~providers name, if available and each home's 5 digit "ID number.
(Obtain these code numbers from the State Assessment Coordinator.) v J
* & Who should be interviewed at the home? '
- The survey is to be conducted with the provider only.
. ¢ When should the_survey be conducted?
- Make telephone calls on weekdays between the hours of 9 a.m. and 4 p.m.
: Children generally arrive before 9 a.m. and depart-after 4 p.m. These /
times would not be appropriate for conducting a survey., ‘ o (
© @ What should I do if I'm requested to call back? J !
~ There midht be any number of situations arising which will require you
to call back .at ‘scme other time: e.g. the provider may not be at hame
when' you call or may be involved in some other acti\-rity. . Simply, schedulg
’ " | a convenient call-back time and make a note of this on the "Call Recoxrd"
. shéet which is located on the face of the questionnaire.
a"I*he bottom of the "Call Record" sheet must also be completed to reflect
the final status of the interview. )

>
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" ®_ How many atﬁe}npt;s should I make to reach the provider?
* =~ Do not make more than 3 attempts.,
e What is thg first thing I say when I call?
- Read the introductory statement. It is particularly J.mportant in the
begii'ming, ‘that you appear relaxed and confident. Rehearsing and becaming
familiar with this statement will _be a definite advéntage to the successful
conduct of the interview. Because of its length, familiarization with the
contents of the statement 15 even more significant if the provider’‘had not /\
received (or read) the advanced letter describing the survey. Record
qf;eok maxks (f” )%n the appropriate places on'the statement before
beginning the interview (or before teminating the interview, if the &
“ provi&er does not want to participate). ’ ,
# How do I record responsek?
- 'I‘here eg.we basically three, different types of response fomats. Yes or
v no responses; requests for a specific number(g); and a choicgjof one of A

t&

< ) s‘everal alternatives. The following are illustrations of eac}u type: , )
(I) Do you ... ? f t
3
y

. n' . : 'l . YES 1

N , . 4 B - . s m 2 }

I the resgc?nse is Yes ~- record a "1" in the response box above, if the
response is no ~- record a "2", Ve

(2) , What is the number of children ... ?

- ’ B
i ’ v . -‘ r
- . . .
.
1

. Al

z

If the respondent says 3 children, recoed'asl 0/ 3]. There must be an entry
in éach box, with a zero {0) recorded in the first box, if the response

is one digit less than the numb% of response boxes available.
; . ‘
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(3) Which one of thé following is ... ? |, ,
) &

. . 3 days

M 4 days

. : 5 days

© 7 6 days ,

If the response is 4 days g~ record a 2" in the response }?ox above;
ifthe response is 6 days -- record a "4", _an& 50 on.

¥

‘9 What if the respondent does not know the answer to a quest:.on” h -
- Questions where this would occur have a special "don't know" code number. (
simpIy~ record that number in the response box. If there are "don't know"
answers to questions which don't have a special code number appearing, record
the following in the response box -- an 8 for.one box response; & 9/8 for two
, box responses; and a 9/9/8 for three box responses. :
e Why do numbem appear above, inside or next to these response boxes? '
- This questiomnaire has been fommatted for both machine’analysis and hand
. analysis. These numbers are simply card c:olumn 'identifiers for the key
punch operator. '

»
’

III. - Specific Questions 7
Questions #1-3 are desig‘ned to screen out faci'iities that are not eligible to
participate in this ‘assessment survey. If the provider answers’ "no" or "don't
know" to either questions #1, 2 or 3, temminate the interview by reading the
statement on the bo;tcm of the page. Next, record the appropriate‘c‘:ode on the

record sheet. - \/

’#3 Obtain the name of the appropriate Title XX agency from the State Assessment
Coordlnator, before the interview.
#4~ We are only interested in school age children

I3

Y

- ) . - .
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| | submitted to OM8 - Approval Pending
STATE TITLE XX DAY CARE’ASSE§5MENT .

ok

FAMILY DAY CARE HOME TELEPHONE SUPVEY

H . ,

‘Name of State . , E CARD 1§ ¥ [
- Name of Interviewer '
~(1-5)
: - 17
“ Home 1D # C .
i : Start Cb 1
/ CALL RECORD ID #(1-5)
\ ’ ¢
' a RESULT OF ATTEMPT
o No Provider Y -
g Answer, |Avay Date & Time [Provider | Date & Time . |Provider
318 From - of Requested Requested| of RequestedProvider |Completed
.= 8 Home Call-Back Call-Back| Call-Back  |Refused |Interview Fome‘nts
\T . \ Y
] 1

FINAL STATUS «

. 3
Final Status:
Completed ]
Refused | 2
° - Did not ~
. Terminated/ pass screening . 3
N Never Contacted . . 4
N . Wrong Numbér: /
Home No Longer Operating 6
v \ . ) _‘\
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éAMILY DAY CARE HOME‘TELEPHONE SURVEY ‘_

Introduction

Hello, is this Ms. (Mr.) < (Provider) . L ? My name
is . ' with the State Title XX Program,
., . '

in __~  (City) . Did you receive the ‘letter in

the mail about the statewide Title XX day care survey we are conducting for

-

Congress? » . .
Yes (If Yes) would you be willing to particfpate in this interview?,
Yes ' '
b]
No \ ]
Np “(1IF NO,}REAQ THE FOLLOWING) - - -

welve been asked by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of current practicec
in Title XX funded day care.programs. As you' know, Congress has delayed the rew
é’Ht]e XX'Federal Day- Care Regulations‘until July 1, 1981, Before Congress decides
whether -these regulations will go into effect on that date, they want to learn a

#

great deal more about what is going on in each State. We feel this, is a worthwhile
) .,

effort and are cobperating with them.
' .

Interviewing day ca}e'providers. 1ike yourself, is one of the best ways toAOQtain
this information. We are calling a random sampfe of day care provider§ Ehroughout

tye State to learn more about thetr operation.

Your participation in this survey is completely voluntary and you; refusal to

participate4n;ho¥ you answer any of the gestions, should you decide to participate,

will not affect your eligibility for present or future Title XX funding.
) L »

-/




" used to determine whether a family day care home is complying with specific

[N

[ shou]d,add that all homeangntifyiné in%ormaiion collected by this survey will

Be treated ds confidéntia]. Nond of the information collected will in any way be

»

State. or federal standards. Data will be completed pasea on the totalled responses

of all homes ‘surveyed in (State) and will not reveal the
1Qent1;ies or the individual questionnair® responses of thé,survexed centers,
\ ‘ / 2 "
Would you be willing to participate in this telephone suwwey? . .
. Yes _
N . ' .
1
\
L A
8 7
' *
« »
- A
! [ 4
'\ A
{
) ' 8
| . .
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, : *\ ‘ . Yes| 1 -
‘No | 2
2. Is your home registered, certified or licensed to serve less than 13 children?
. lt . - . 8
. ‘ ) ) )
A ]
/75 - . = Yes| 1
\ . - s No 2
) Don‘t Know {'8

T ) ( :
k3’.‘)00 you currently.receive income from a "Title XX Agency"?-(INSERT NAME OF STATE.
AN TITLE XX AGENCY OR APPROPRIATE OTHER LOGAL TITLE XX AGENCY) '
¥

N 9
Yes| 1
/ ‘ - K
- No| 2
|Don't Know 8
. N 9 .
IF THE RESPONDENT ANSWERED "No" TO ANY ONE OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS SAY:
“1 have no more questions to ask you. 1 appreciate your help very much.
-2 * \
2
v, //‘
P ¢
. - \ 177 //'\ ,
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oy, Ly

4. How many children in full day school, do you usually care for in the afternoon?-

N - * ) ‘ 10, /"

[y

Children

5. How many children enrolled have* their tuitionor fees paid by the Title XX

Agéncy? .

L¥/!

- * Children

Pon't Know|98

6. Do you have one of ,the fo1low1ng child development credentials? (READ LIST
IF YES, SKIP T0 OUESTION 8)

. A. A in nursing or education
. Bachelor or graduate degree in infant psychology, early childhood-
education, chilqg development, elementary education qQr home economics
. . Montessori teaching credential
. . CDA Certification
- . . States Early Childhood Education teaching cert1f1cate L 1y

-

L) -- ‘\ | ’ , ' = g
R ‘ ‘ ,///ﬂ/r Yes| 1

.

No | 2
-~ . ‘
7. Have you taken in the past year any courses, seminars or in-service g
training related to child-care? 15
v . 5
oy
, o
‘ B Yes | 1
- o No | 2
- . . ; !
E A
— :
»~
~
22%
. 178 .
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* -5.a
8. Do you require children to have 5: . ) .
. Yes| No
*  Health/Assessment? 112 1"
" ' ‘ ‘ . Age-Appropriate Immunization? 112 "7
-, 9. Do you maintain health records for enrolled children?
—t3
L d 7 - ’
Yes| 1|
. No 2
10. Do you regularly offer parents opportunities to observe their children and
& Ltalk about their children's needs?
- : iq
* - V -~ '
— . ) Yes | 1
4 No 2
11. Which of.the following meals and snacks do you regu]ar]y provide ch11dren ’
at your home: * (READ DNE AT A TIME) ' |
Yes| No
Breakfast? L |2 | ™
- ’ X Morning Snack ' 1.02 | ™ ~ e
Lunch? ‘ ‘1 2|
=Afternoon Snack?_ | 1|2 | B
/ ) ' 4
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12a

13.

15.

=

- \
What was the largest number of children, including your own, at your home
yesterday morning between 9 and 12 a.m. (or Friday morning if survey is
conducted on Monday)? :

2445

¢ Children

How many of these children, “including your own, were: (READ ONE AT A TIME)

[V
)32 ”
Under 2 years old? I
2-6 years old and not alay

yet in full day school?

How many of these children, not including your own, were 6 years or older?

20/4)

N Children
Was there another caregiver in the home with you yesterday morning between

9:00 and 12:00 noon? § )

* |
v ke ™
= . ’ ) Yes} 1
! ' - _No }2
. Is your home independent or part of a family day care home system? %4
‘ y Y
- _33
’ Independent? ]
2 ‘ ‘ ' ' System? LZ_

A

SAY: "This is the end of the 3nterv1ew and 1 appreciate your help ve‘ much. "

rd
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- SAMPLE ADVANCED LETTER TO CENTER BEFORE
’ ' ' TELEPHONE SURVEY
Dear (Director): . X \

We have been asked by Congress to conduct. a systematic assessment of current
practices in .Title XX funded day care programs As you know, Congﬂess has -
delayed -the new Title XX Federal Day Care Regulations until July 1, 1981.

' Before Congress decides whether these regulations will go into effect on

that date, they want to l&éarn a great deal more about what 'is g@ingron in «
each State. We feel this is a worthwhile effort and“are cooperatffs’with them.

Intervitwing day care directors, like yourself, is o X:
obtain this information. We will be calling a rapidom sampl!;:{“ 3y
directors throughout the State in the next few weeks to “learn more about
their center's operation. ’ ’

¢

Your participation in thjs survey will be completely voluntary and your -
refusal to participate or- how you answer any of the questions, should you _
decide to participate, will not affect your eligibility for present or
future Title XX funding. ‘s

T should add that all center-identifying information collected by this ‘
survey will be treated as confidential. None of the information collected
will in any way be used to determine whether i center is complying with

" specific State or federals standards. Data will be compiled based on the totalled

retponses of all centers surveyed in (State) and will not reveal the identities
or the individual queitionnaire responses of the surveyed centers,b,

Should you participate in the survey’ there will be some information needed
which you might not have available at your fingertips, This igformation
relates to your daily child and staffing toeteré. ) :

N Y
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We will be‘asking one set of questions which address the number and

age distributions (under 2 yx"s.., 2 yrs., 3-6 yrs., 6-10 yrs., 10-14 yrs.)
of children "schegﬁled" for each of your groups during a given momind's
planned group activity period. (Numbers reflecting "attendance" patterns
rather than "schedules" will be requested if your Title XX reimbursement
rate is currently based on the number of children in "attendance" only.)

We are defining a group for this sur:/ey as, "a cluster-of children

assigned to one or more caregivers. It is possible for more than one

group to occupy a’single room provided that each has its own clesrly defiped
space with its own principall y responsible caregiver."

We also wi);l be asking a related set of questions for the center and not

the group léevel. These deal with:

o the total number (acmss groups) of chilkdren "scheduled";

o the total number of child hours "scheduled";

o the total number of paid caregiver and volunteer hours (including
substitutes) "scheduled" to work directly with these children on a /
specific day. (Again, "attendance} numbers and hours will be asked
if your Title XX reimbursement raffe.is based on the number of children

sin "attendance" only.) . o ,

4

Center feyel infébrmation on numbers hours of children and direct care-
giver hours will be requested for eath of ‘the above age categories. We
recognize that caregivers might be assigned to groups comprising mixed age
categories of children and that calculating these caregiver hours at the center
level for each of these age categor.’ges would be difficult. However, since this
is only a survey we would like your rough estimates of this distribution.

1

.8

'All other questions are fairly routine and should require no advance preparation

on your part. Thank you for your cooperation. W look forward to speaking with -
you.

J
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# INSTRUCTIONS TO CENTER DAY CARE INTERVIEWERS ' .

I,/ Introduction to Survey > . .

- Each state g been &ked by Congress to conduct a Systematic assessment of its
Title XX day care practices. As part of this assessment, a sample of day care
centers and family day care homes are being interviewed by feléphone in the
next few weeks 'to ‘learn more about their day care practices This information,,

-+ along with state agency infonnation, will be compiled into ? state report and
_sent to the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) in Washington, D.C.
.. The DHHS will then prepare a summary report of all state reports and deliver :
+  that summazy to éonqress by June 1, 1981,

£ Y

'I‘he pmcedures convfined in this package are instructions for interviewers who
,,Wlll be surveying day care centers using the Day Care Center Director Telephone
Survey The center questionnaire contains 6 parts:

Part A: is a sequence of 4 eligibility questions to identify those centers
eligib”le to participate in this survey. Ty

Part B: ' is a series of questions primarily covering chiid and cgi'egiver
characteristics and amfly staffing.patterms. . % L

Parts C, D, E, & F: cover clusters of questions relating respectively,, %o
caregivers training pnactices, health'g

¥ safety practices ,_,social

;. /. ' service practices and parent involve L actices
. - Some sﬂtes will only administer Parts A and E. Others"will administer cornbmations
T foftheotherpartsaswell Youwillneedtoknwwhichpartsofthe , ° )
questionnaire yQur state has selected’ for this survey ONLY ASK. QUESTIONS
A OONTAM:D IN THOSE PARTS. LT . . # ’
o -
W . ¥ P .. N )

" I, General Administration Tnformation

AT "o What information and documents will you need for conducting each interv1ew?

"+ = The.name and _telephone number of the day.care center, . the day. care — .
_ center diréctors nafl) if available and each center's 5 digit ID number.

"+ (Obtain these oode nunbers from the State Asses /?mt Coordinator. )

“
[N . -

.
P . »
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« e ~ / ' ' b
s Who should be interviewed at the center? '

-~ The suxvey is to be conducted with the director of the center. However,
if you discoveér that-the directdr is unavailable .for a week or more,

-

- ' the assistant director or head teacher (whichever is acting for the
) ' director) would be an appropriate substitute. ) .
o When should'the survey be conducted? .

"~ Make telephone calls on weekdays between the hours of 9a.m. alnd 4p.m.
Children and staff generally arrlve before 9a.m. and.depart after 4p.m.
These. times would not be appropriate for conducting a survey
 What should T do if I'm requested to call back? R P
- 'I“ﬁere might be any number of 51tuatlons arising which will réquire you
\ to cail back at same other t:.n{e e.g. the director ma)“”not be, at the center
when you call or may be involvedw.n scme other activity. Simply,
schedule a convemen% call-back time and make a note of this on the’ "Call
& ~__Record" sheet wiuch is located oh' the face of the questionnaire.
) -, The bottom of the "Call Record" sheet must also be ccmpleted to reflect the
s . _final status of the intexview. . ’ R
- o How many attempts should I make to rea}ch the director? ‘
’ - In'host instances, oné attempt will be sufficient. However, do not make
. more than 3 attempts. : - .
° What do I do if the director does not want to participate?
- Politely thank her for her time and record the apPropriate code on the
. questionnaire record sheet. - .
-~ T e What is the first thing I say when I call? . ". a
- Read the.introductory statemegt. It is particuldrly J.nportant in " the
beglnning, that you appear relaxed and confident. Rehearsmg and becoming
familiar with this staterent will'be a definite advantage to the successful
conduct of the.mterview Because of its ength, familiarization w:.th the
' _ contents of the statement is even more significant if the director had
- not received (or read) the advanced lettér descrlblng the survey. Record
< check marks ( / J }n the appropriate places on the statement before
beginning the interview (or before terminating the interview, if the
director does not want to part1c1pate) . -
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o “How do I record responses?

- There are basically three different types of response formats. Yes or

*  no responses; requests for g specific number (s) ; and a choice of one of
several alternatives. The following are illustrations of €ach type:

(1) Do you ?

. , b

——

YES| 1

- o L4

NO 2

If thé response is yes ecord a "1" in the response box above, if the

response is mo -~ record a "a", -

-

. ¥
(2) What is the m.gnber of'children ... ?

s
e a

-~

If the respondent says 1 3 3 children, recomd as —- one digit
‘ l 1|3 3’
per box. If the respondent says 3 3 children, record as . There
. . : ol 3/ 3l

must be an entry in each box, with a zero (0) recorded in the first box, if
the response is one digit less than the number of response boxes available.

(3) Which one of the following is ... ?

-

|

J-1 1

i . 3 days .
- ’ 4 days  |_2] :
) | sdays 3] ~
6 days - { 4] -

If the response is 4 days -- record a "2" in the response box above!
if the response is 6 days -- record a "4", and so oh. J
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o, What if the respondent does not know the answer to a question?
. Queétions where this wquld occur have a special "don't know" code numbed.
Simply record that mumber in the response box. If there are "don't know"
" answers to questions which don't have a special code number appearing,
record the following in the response box -—- an 8 for one box response.
a 9/8 for two box responses; and a 9/9/8 forsthree box responses.
e Why do nunbers appear above, inside or next to these response boxes?
- This questlonna.uge has been formatted for both machine @nalysis and hand
) analysis. These; nurbers are sinmply ca'rd column identifiers for the key
pdnch operator. :

III, Specific Questions
. Part a: “Eligibility ‘ g
P Questions #1-4 are designed to screen out fac:.llta.es that are not eligible ' \
to partlcn.pate in this assessment survey.

#1 If the respon&er';t' says "no" - that day care services are provided
at some other location, ask for the directors name, address and
telephone number of that other location. (Record this information
on the intérview‘er record sheet.) ,

#3 - Obta.Ln the name, of the appronrlate Tltle XX Agency from the State Assessnent
QCoqrdJ.nator before the J.nterv:.ew and rword this on each’ questlonnalre
,Differen,t agenc:.es might be approprlate for different centers deoend;ng

Cer BT f;upon theix geographlc location in the stgte.”

o If the”téspondent Qﬁ@rs "no" or "don' t know" to either #1, 2, 3 or 4, terminate
the J.ngerview by reading the statement at the bottom of the page. Next, record
+ the appfoér:a’te code' on -the record sheet.

. -
Part B: Enrollment and Staffing
#8 ﬁif the | respondent does not know the exact number of chlld:eL whose
%cultlon is"paid by the Title XX agency, ask for ar approximate number.
410 If the respondent says that there Are different rates depending on
whether Ehe agency pays the totdl cost o.f tuifion dr only ‘part of the
tuit:.on, says We are interested in the former s:.tua on, i.e. in those
* cases where the total cost is paid. ‘ )
o " #12 Sometimes the scheduled enrollment on a given day is less than the total
enrol]ment because not all children attend the center 5 days a week.

v 2
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" ¥13 he number of children absent is calculated Py subtracting the dctual
"attendance number (question’l2) from the scheduled attendance number .
: (q\:l&stion 11), Cé.lgulate the percent after the intei:view, by dividing the
attendance number by the scheduled number. )
$#14 - If the respondent does_not know or does not understand the question, say:” -
Reinbursen%ent on the basis of ldren scheduled for attendance means
that payment is made even for children absent. Reimbursm\ent on the basis
of children actually in attendance means reinbursement is not provided for - )
“children who are absent." This is’ very important question. Be sure that the -
respondent campletely understands it before you record the response.
#15, After you read the definition of & "group", determine whether the
~ respondent ,understands the definition before asking question 15. Itis
‘ " important that the respondent campletely understands the ‘definition before
the question is asked. ' A N

Centers generally carry out different activities with children at different
times of the day. qu your reference, the following is a échedule of

-

activities typical of most centers: -

7:00 A, - 9:00 a.m. -Arrival time (free pley, breakfast) )
. T 9:00 a.m. - 11:30 a.m. Planned group activities ({earning -

’ activities, storytime, singing)

11:30 a.m. - 12:30 p.m. - * Lunch b

12:30 poms - 2:30 pim. Nap Time ) .
’ 2:30 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. Free play (outdoor activities, indoor activities)

> 4:00 p.m. -  6:00 p.mv | Departure time (free play)

- In this question we are only interested in the number of groupings during
the morning planned group activity period (usually 9 - 11:30 a.m.)

. #16 and 17. Since the group size requirement differs depending on whether
a center is reimbursed or not for child absences by the Title XX agency,
ask questions 16 and 17, only if the answer to question 14 was "scheduled
for attendance”. If. the answer to question 14 was "actually in attendance",
\ ask questions 18 and 19 only.

\

187
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If the sn.'zrvey' is conducted on a Monday, "yesterday" would refer to YFriday".
Use Friday instead ozf yesterday, if appropriate:

When asking this question identify @’:ly th’ose age categqries revealed f:y _
question 7 to be relevant for this center. In other words, if the response
to question 7 revealed thaf only 2 year olds and 3-6 year olds are enrolled
in the center, only ask this qlestion for those two age categoridk. DO NOT
m&wmmm_ﬁmmmmwm. o

e staff in a center are made up of different people who perforfi
different Munctiohs. Most are caregivers (or teachers) who work directly
with children th classrooms (thése caregivers are usually paid for their
work but g;n scmg,centers, volinteers are also used). Other staff ?onsist
of cooks, drivers, social mzikgrs»;»«aéninistrators, clerks, etc.

:23 - 28 The same discussion on relevant age ‘categories for qu ons 16 and

]

17 also applies to these questigns. \

The time when the ¢hild actualfy had this health asseSsment or these
immmnizations is not relevart for this éuestion. Centers, may have these
requirements prior to enrollment cir soon afteréprolixrént.

-
-,

>

®
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‘Hello, Ms. (Mr.)

Introduction

o
Hello, is this the

- Day Care Center?

My name is

in (City)

with the State Title XX Program,

<

Hay 1 speak to Ms. (Mr.i (Girector)

~ , ‘ - .

please?

, My name is

(City)

’ 1

0id

you recéive the Tetter in the mail about the statewide Title XX -day care survey

" we are conducting fdr Condress?

this information. We are ca11ihg a random sample of day care directgrs throughout

with the State Title XX Program, in

———

\

Yes (IF YES) would you be.?i11ing to participate ? A T,
" Yes (START %HE INTERVIEW) ‘
No ) - }
No . - (IF &o, READ THE FELLOWING)

We've been asked by Congress to conduct a systemat}c assessment of current practices

-

in Title XX funded dai care programs. As yoy know, Conbress has delayed the new

*

Title XX Federal Day Care Regulations until July 1, 1981. Before Congress decides r
whether these regulations will go into effect on that date,.they want to. learn a

great deal more about what is‘going om in each State. We feel this is a worthuhile

3

effort* and are cooperating with them.

-

by S ’ - i
Interviewing 'day care directors, like yourself, is one of the best ways to obtain

the State to learn more about their center's operatioh.

. 4
Your participation in this survey i§ completely volun

Lo 1

participate or how.you answer any of the questioné, should you

N . , ‘e "

will nqtaaﬁfgct your eligibility for present.or future Title XX fng;ng. :
190 "
J

T oRag e




1 should add that all ce;ter-1dent1fy1ng information collected by‘thfs survey
will bejtreated as confidential. None of the information collected will in any
vay be used to determ1ne whet?sr a center is complying with specific State or
feder;;\etandards Data will' be comp]eted based on the totalled responses of

“all centers: surQeyed in (State) and will not-reveal the 1dent1t1es

=

or the individual quest1onna1re responses of the surveyed centers.

b

¢

WOulq'you be willirg to participate in this telephone survey?
Yes
No

. . \ ) b
IF THE RESPONDENT IS NTLETN? TO PARTICIPATE IN THESURVEY, FIRST DETERMINE
ELIGIBILITY BY ASKING QUESTIONS 1-4 ON PART A. IF ECIGIBLE SAY:

In the lefter that was sent out we identified two'sets of information.we
7/ . N

wou?d be asking which m1gHt require some adyance preparation. Let me

now describe this 1nformat10n to you ' . ’

-

One set of questions address the numher and age distribution.(under

-
2 Yrs, 2 yrs, 3-6 yrs, 6-10 yrs. 10-14 yrs) of children “schedu]ed"‘

. peraod (Numbepﬁ reflecting "attendance" patterns rather than -

) "schedu]eef wial be requested 1f your Title XX reimbursement rate is
currently based on the number of children in "attendance" only.) Ve
are defining a group for this survey as, "a cluster of children
assigned to one or more caregivers. It is possible for more than
‘one'group to occupy a single room provided that each has its own

.,cfear1y defined space with its-own principally responsible caregiver."

’-' A . a -

~

for each of your groups during a given mornings planned group activity )

s




. ' ' -3- ’ , A
' f ~ | , L

Another iw a related sgt of questioﬁs for the center and not the group

FaS

level. These deal_ﬁith~¥a) the total number (actoss groups) of
- ¢hildren "scheduled"; (5) the total number of child hours "gcheduled";
and (c) the total number of paid carégiver and volunteer hours (including
. substitutes) "scheduled® to work directly with these children on a
specific day. (Again, ﬁattendance" nuribers de ho&rs will be asked if
your Title XX reimbursement'kate is based on Ehe number of children in

-

"attendance" only,)
S

e

AFTER READINGTHIS DEShRIPTION, ASK:

Ry

"Isythis information readily available to you now or would you prefer

that T call back." * : o . .
Available Now START THE INTERVIEW
‘ " Call back” T 'RECORD ON THE COVER PAGE .- )
A L ,
) Joo ! a /
: !/
5 - .
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PART A: ELIGIBILITY -

1.~ Do you provide day care services at this location?

2.

-3.

4,

. ] Yes i
- . t . . No é
Does your center have the capacity for at least 13 ch11dren7 ’
(PROBE: Is your licensed capacity at least 13 children?) . y
. ‘ - . _;ji_m,
- - Yes 1
9 No 2

Do you currently receive income from a Title XX Agency?--(INSERT-NAME OF STATE
TITLE XX AGENCY OR APPROPRIATE OTHER LOCAL TITLE XX AGENCY) .

Wzg B - Ta
o . o \ - !“
- . Yes <1
L] ‘ f » 1 < ¢
No 2
Do you provide day care services less than 14 hoﬁfs a day? - /
-~ o | 0
= “ / - —
(. P
Yes 1
R I TR

IF THE RESPONDENT ANSWERED "No" TO ANY ONE OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS SAY:
"I have no more questions to ask you. I appreciate your help‘very much.j

—
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PART B: ENROLLMENT AND STAFFING

" 7 5. What is your centers current license capacity in nupbers of children?

3

iz -
.ﬁ’ -~ 4 4 ; ‘ |
| - . i Capacity’ )
. ' Don't Know | 998

6: Apb?oxfmate]y how many children are currently enrolled at your center?

- . ' 1¥/15/14
= ~ 1 ¥ 7

# of Children

a - ‘ Enrolled
7. How many of these enroiled children are cufrently: (READ ONE AT A TIME)
*‘ )y//7 &
. Under 2 years old? . . . . . .
@ . A J_,/
‘ . 17/an
) ’ 2 years o]éi? .......... -
- -~
/23
3-6yedrsold? . . . .. ...
‘ ' . 31/aH .
o0 6 -10yearsold? . . . ... ..
- € )L
o ) 10 - 14 years 01d? . . . . .. .. .
" .
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3

How many children enrolled at’ your center havé their tuition or fees paid

8.
either totally or partially by the Title XX Agency? - .
&

-
21/29/29

: Title XX paid

, . cns ' \ DO NOT ASK

Ny ’ ‘“"\ ) . ‘ ’ 1

}-4
) | |
. Percent
9. Of those children whose fees are paid total]y by the Title XX Agency,
what is the daily amount paid per full-time child? ,
- ) 3:;3\\\§>¢' 2y/35
S - f SR
r ' per-child daily’ amount
i _ R
l Don't Know | 9998 ' to
10. How many children_enrolled at your center.have their "total" tuitfon or fees
" paid by their parents7 )
’ 3/37/38
) ) " Parent fees

{ B
Don't Know | 998 )

o " *224153 195
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Y i .-7_ :

- i ' *
11. Earlier you said that (SEE Q.6) children are currently enrolled at &our
center. How many were schgguled to attend the center yesterday?
. 3 '/Uorlvl

-2

# Scheduled - -

Don't Know| 998 | -

" 12. How many-children giigg]]y attended the center yesterday? ‘
' . Y2/43/9Y -

\ .'L |

g # Attende%cﬁgy/ﬁ*
. 'd

Don't %?ow' 998 |

13. (ESTIMATE THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN ABSENT YESTERDAY AND ASK:) By my calculations
children were dbsent yesterday; how many children are typically absent
" on a given day? . .

ywe

Don't Know | 98" .'l.

# Absent

‘ DO NOT AsK
4l1/48

- 7 ,
X % QAbsent
, ) - gosent
14. Are you now reimbursed from your State Title XX Agency on the number of

children "scheduled for attendance" or the ‘number of children" actually

in attendance"? (RECORD ONLY ONE RESPONSE) _ T :
. R - ‘I? N
« . l‘——T"
] -
A Scheduled for attendence? . . . .. | M
) RN Aétya]]y in"attendance? . . . . . . . 2
N e -
. Don't Know | 8
"\." l}) ’ . -
R ed4
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_Fhe following”s®t of questions™is about groupings of "childre

&

“15.- Using the definition I just read: how many different éréups of children did
" you have in your center yesterday during the morr¥ng ptanned group acgivity -
period? : . ) ’ ‘
2 > . O~ '
\ . .
- } ;
P - -
Y 4
- A b ‘/ [}
- ' E . ‘:
R &5, .
- ——
i * ﬂ\
[ ’ &2
z
L 3
4 i ¢ -
- * . % )
[ & )
AN . .
2\_‘ £ 2 - .
- , T : . ' le B
& , p ,
* . ( / - /
" 6 - !
- ! * .
. . . 245 ‘/' -
- 197

n" and staff scheduling,
yesteréay's chi¥d and sta jiﬂg’//’ o

which was discussed 'in the advanced letter. If you.have

roster, #t would be helpful to get it.to issist you.

Be?ore I ask you the next questions dealing §pecifica11yew1th groupings of ch{ldren,,m
I would 1ike to read the definition of a group that we are using for this survey. We
are defining a group as: !

- s

"A cluster of chinrgnjassigned to one or.more caregivers. It is.possible
for more, than one group to occ 2 3ingle room provided that each has its

" own clearl§ definéd space with its own principally responsible caregiver.! ?
L= .

. - . .
(PROBE: Wouldgyou 1ike me to repeat.this definition?) L
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1

Q.74 WAS."SCHEDULED FOR ATTENDANCE".
Q.14 WAS "ACTUALLY IN ATTENDANCE".
@ @ N

k ASK ONLY Q.16 24D 17, IF. THE ANSWER T
ASK'ONLY Q.18 ~iD 19, [F THE ANSWER T

S e

[ N e]

"I would Tike .y0u .z0 continue to focus only on yesterday mornings planned group
activity pericd. Start'ln% with the group containing the youngest children:

‘T8, “How many chifa’ren '&ere" 17. How many children scheduled for that group
- scheduled for that group? were the following ages: (ASK ONLY FOR THOSE
: AGES RBVEALED BY QUESTION 7 TO BE RELEVANT FOR.

- . @ ~ -~ THIS CENTER.)
, »

(REPEAT BOTH QUESTIONS4FOR EACH GROUP)
Number )
~ 7 . of : Under . ‘
'~ _Groups  Children 2 yrs. 12 yrs. B-§ yrs, =10 yrs. 110-14 yrs.
—_‘__7PTF7 ) o 7n 5T 3] 3 Y 7
1 . i N
v ) . ) 7] X ot} 1 1} 72) G (79) 75} |
2 * ‘ r ! ) '
el n btart ¢p 2™ . O T @ I 4 13y 3 ) &) l
Al 7 [4] 11} ) ) 2 13} l{:q 1f] 3) jar) ;
" 4 | t
@] 3] » o P 1) gg~ I ¥] 35) 30) D) D) By
5 : ® . ’ : -
D7) (D) [¥2) y3) - [} 1 ife] ¥1} l $)° é ~mf @) ql
) CUNNN U U N LR DN T (U SN G R O
7 N ‘ Ir : !l
- I ) } 1y Gl %3 [76] ", r:} (73] (79] ;g:) ]
8 | . ,
T PT Brare cp 3@ P @ (T FE TP
9 up., (1-3)[" ' <. . Yy
{1 o P ) 1 ,,?17 fnf rur ED) im ) P‘) (7]
10 -/ ! v Y 3
? ’ - T 7
-~ 'g.
~ o DO NOT ASK | r . :
- .“/‘J .
) ag/29 /70 i L aunm wpsn gy LU 1/ 77 S
Total | Totals HERE l _u
"| END CD 1 78/79/80-001 | - -
. , END CD 2 78/79/80-002 | .
= t- . SKIP TO QUESTION 20 :
- £
~ ' ' 198
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a
o

. -10-
' b
~ +"T would 1ike you to continue to focus onrly on yesterday mornings planned group
s activity period. . Starting with the group containing the youngest children: ‘
18. How many children were in 19. How many children in\mEda‘nce for that group
attendance for that group? * were the following ages: ~(ASK ONLY FOR THOSE
® AGES REVEALED BY QUESTION 7 TO BE RELEVANT FOR
THIS CENTER.) ]
. (REPEAT BOTH QUESTIONS 'FOR EACH GROUP)
h b
Number N .
of - Under )
-{_Groups _Children ‘] 2yrs, W2 yrs. B-6 yrs. [6-10 yrs. "i10-14 ybs.
. TN G W_XFW m I nrnx I ERG 55] 7q  (57)
] : ’ B
s [sn ) o1} o) 1) . ied ot {[se) 47) [} [ E
2 \ u | &
18 D) Start CD 4M3! ’735 B & w QN c‘l“ L Fﬂ— A7)
3 Dup.(1-5) ) g ) za
. /o] ] N TTY) 3\’ M N % @) 1T f" [} (25 3}
4 B
) [ ) 2] (30 [} ) Y 30} 1y ﬁ[u_:\‘ Fﬁ.
5
3% ] j 3] 37) a0 (] r/d (7)) ¥ ¥3] « [4s5]
6 .
] (L) Yt} y4) ¥d 1 s3] 154 751 ¢ (57
7 | |
1 1] o] on ] Jedt < flewt o o L ‘r.ef A&l
8 N . .
T keart €D SPAT 3 T 2 B AR O o 7 lg} ar
9 pup. (1-5) : . r
) iy . r::) 17) TR GER CEE T ifled] ua ‘rﬂ ( [
]0 T ‘r )
‘ Ll
- . :
. DO NOT ASKX .
. ) g . A
, -
13/23/3y - A5/ /27 afig/lo o Mfnaj3z J?":IJE/' ¢ B 1/39( 39
) - e -
Total Totals L u \
END CD 3 78/79/80-003 ! -
END CD 4 78/79/80-004 . %

.‘MC . _ ) 199
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’

-
-

L4

What is the tot2] number of paidistaff 1n your center paid either by the center

71

3

20.
or by an outside agency?
hd ’ . ' ﬁ - i
-, | - ' AT
DAn't Know j 98 . ,
w5 . 4 ’ N i '
» . vy : ' ﬂ"g. & Pa1d Staff
. ) 2
21.” Of th1s nymber, how many pr1mar11y worE/directly with children in gr0ups? .
> - ) Jyaly3
~// ) / Don't Know | 98
Lo 4 Work with'
b children
* 52. How hany volunteers do you have who- work directly with ch?]dren 10 or more
hours per week?
’ ' *
; Y/ ys
Don't Know | 98
B 0 . { ' # Volunteers .
-~ .
S~
‘f'
A
’ 3,
oo ;A , )
;/'> 7
. 2
’ v e NN
b \
. | X R
N F
: - . , 218
N ' , F]
O ‘ . , 20.0
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£ , X B
. ASK OHLY 0.23,24 AND 25 IF ANSHER TO Q.14 HAS SCHEDULED FOR ATTENDANCE.
b ASK4OHLY 026,27 AND 28 F ANSHTR T0 0.14'WAS ACTUALLY Il ATTENDRACE.

- v

“Noﬁld you now go through yesterday's scheduled child and staffing roster and give me the following information":

23. The total number of children 24. Now tell me the total number - 25. What were the total number of
."scheduied for attendance" of child hours "scheduled" both paid caregiver and volunteer
« yesterday who were: under 2 yesterday for children who = hours that were "“scheduled"
yrs. old (RECORD); 2 yrs. “were: under 2 yrs. (RECORD) yesterday to work directly with
old (RECORD); 3-6 yrs. old 2 yre. (RECORD); 3-6 yrs. (RECORC); . children under 2 years of age
(RECORD); 6-10 yrs. old ! 6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 10-14 yrs, (RECORD).
(RECORD); 10-14 yrs. old (RECORD)? (RECORD)? . Next, tell me the total number of
.Y both paid caregiver and volunteer
. . hours that were "scheduled”
(ASK ONLY FOR THEOSE AGES INDICATED BY QUESTION 7 TO . yesterday to work directly with
BE RELEVANT FOR THIS CENTER) [ children 2 yrs. and older?
+ (RECORD IN LAST-ROW)

Finally, distrbute the caregiver’

-12-

' . hours, as best you can, by the
/// ’ o following age categ?r1es )2 yrs.
(RECORD); 3-6 yrs. (RECORD);
4% . ) S 6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 10-14 yrs.
. . (RECORD)?
: No. of Children No. of Child - No. of Caregiver ' y
Age of Child || Scheduled Hours Scheduled H0urs Scheduled .
, ) [¥1} (] D [sol N 5] ‘Pvr*
Under’ 2 yrs T .- — ‘ : —— :
: o G T e e T R R < 5
2 yrs . . : - r 250
249 ‘ ) 7 i = T ] R I ol U LN
3-6 yrs 2 A N NN A D, ‘
' T ) 4 P P dscarr e 0 T T T 3 LI
~ [.6-10"yrs (1~
Y - - - o i - Qup.(1:5) ., ., . . . .. .. B S =
10-14. ¥ L : .
yd . L P N T
2 yrs. and older
" e v
"END CD 5 ' ) :
79/80 -05 . . SKIP TO QUESTION 29

201
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2F. The total number of children 27. How tellme t

\"
} ’
AR e

total number

of child attendance® hours

yesterday for children who -
‘ \;’, . were: under 2 yrs. (R CORD)

fRECORD). 3-6 yrs, old . 2 vyrs. (REFORD) 3-6

RECORD); 6-10 yrs. old (RECORD): 6-10 vrs. (RECQRD):

(RECORD)? 10-14 yrs. old 10-14 yrs. (RECORD)?

(RECORD)?

"in attendance” yesterday who
were: under 2 yrs. old
(RECORD); 2 yrs. old

d [}
.

(ASK ONLY FOR THOSE AGES INDICATED BY QUESTION 7 TO
*BE RELEVANT FOR_THIS CENTER

28. What were.the total number of

"Hould you now go through yesterday s attendance chi1d and staff1ng roster and give me the folTowing information":

both paid caregiver and.volunteer
hours that were "in attendance"
yesterday working directly with
children under 2 years of age
(RECORD}) .

Next, tell me the total number of
both paid caregiver and volunteer
hours that were "in attendance"
Yesterday working directly with

«children 2 yrs. and older?

(RECORD IN LAST ROW)
Finally, distribute the caregiver

. ®  hours, as best you can, by the
. following age categories: 2 yrs.
/7 (RECORD); 3-6 yrs. (RECORD); B
6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 10-14 yrs. )
e . (RECORD)?

-13-
. #

202

No. of Child | g

No. of Children
Attend%nce Hours

No. of Caregiver
-In Attendance

1 Age of CHild Attendance Hourg

T - i T ¥ = : T ) T ’
« _ Under 2 yrs ; . i A . ‘
: - = I ) 3 . T %] pT D
L2 yrs L_, .. e e e e e e e e )
s bR T ) 3T jus) (W] {¥D) )
' 3-6 yrs B N I e PO .
' —___|pn ) TR (T : Rl )
6-]0 .yrs [ L IS P
i o 3] Jed’ ) . . IR 7 I (X . -
10-14 yrs . .. '
: ! ) , 9 [T e g
’ . 2 yrs. and older -

)

~, »
Qi . 2§
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«14+ . ‘
o 29, Do you require children to have had: (READ ONE AT A TIME) v
t ., - - v
) . . ‘ a Yes | Ho
) 3 - 5
P ., A Health Assessment? 1 2 —
‘ ¢ Age-Appropriate 1.1 2 1
. Immunizations? .
'30. Which of the follcwing meals and snacks are regularly provided to children .
g at your center? (READ ONE AT A TIME) ‘ ‘
[
‘ - Yes | ‘No :
’ _ Breakfast? | « | 1] 2 o
. , - Morning Snaek? 1 2| ™
! _ Lunch? 1] 2 n
\\ , . : " Afternoon Snack? 1] 2 B
31. "What hourly'rate do you pay, to each of your following classroom staff: Start CD 7
(READ pNE AT A TIME) - ] Dup’, (1-5)
S, ‘ - - . % - — ot o=
} - = % s fri
‘ Lead teachers? - . per hour
1 - 417 1 .
Teachers? $ ) . per hour
. 7 377 % 17/} "
-
Teachers-aides? $ . per hour

- 32. Is the tegal status of your center profit, pubffc:non-profit or private non-profit?
' (RECORD ONLY ONE RESPONSE) T ’ .

\

J . . g

B Profit 1
Public Non-Profit - 2

.- , . ‘Private Non-Profit 3

“" Don't Know 8

IF Nd\QORE PARTS T0 THIS SURVEY WILL BE ADMINISTERED, SAY: "This ts the end of the
interviaw, 1 appreciate your help very much.” -

END CD 6 :
79/80 ~06 -

V53
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. PART C: TRAINING ) s
"The next group of questions I wou1d 1ike to ask you reTaq? to the training of your *

caregivers.”

1. Do You provide or?entation.oh'spec1ffc center préctices and procedures to all

newly hired caregivers who work directly with children?
‘5

- o - . ’ Yes| 1
i . . W v
o . - ‘ No | -2 :

3 ' L}

‘2. How much time do you, on the average, spend orienting each of these caregivers?
(DO NOT READ LIST. RECORD CLOSEST RESPONSE) . A

’ 3.

Approximate]y how many of your paid and volunteer caregivers who work directly

w1th children have at least one of the following credentials?

.« AA in nurééng or education
“. . Bachelor or

. . Montessori teaching credential
. . Child Development Associate (CDA) certification -
. . States Early Childhood Education teaching certificate

g ’g

DO NOT ASK-
98 1420

{

Don't Know

t

PERCENT

¥
/

(READ LIST)

.

raduate degree in infant psychology, early childhood
education, child development, e]ementary educau1on or hone econom1cs

<

/1t

e ST Less than 1 hour __l__; .
. , . .13 hours . -2
:} R ' 3-5 hours j;E:,i_é_.. .
' i:%. . 5-10 hours L
- - ' * 1020 hours ' }_§__
= 20 or more hours 6
- A> ¥ dont Know ~ 8.1

.,\"

Credentialied

4




4, OF the caregivers who do not hav
how many have in the past year taken courses, seminars; or specialized.
in-service training related to child care? :
v 7 {22
o [ Don't Know L98 , -,
- p DO NOT ASK Credentlalted
2324
PERCENT
o h -
rd
L

-

~

~16-

R

e one of the akove credentials, approximately -

205 255
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NN SPART D¢ HEALTH AND SAFETY

R o
*oe -
R * -
. . o .
b - .

“The next group 6f quest1ons're1ate to health aﬁd s§fety practices at your center."

x

1. 'bb you majntain health records for. enrolled children?

“ -~

. L eYes ] o
‘ ~o , .

.:' o ’ ! . . « \ ., VNO 2

. ¢ >
2. Does your center have written plans for responding to illnesses:and emergencies?

.o - ~ %

&~

]

1

) Yes| 1
No 2

3. Does your center prov1de information to parents as.needed concerning child neaitn
services available in the community?

‘..__’.7__.

: ; b

- ! ) e ¢ Yesl ]
;

: o Lwe
4. Does_your center assist parents in_obtaining health serbioé§? .

~ . TT— Cos - S

\\ M - - . , . t ‘

4 / 1

,) 4 < Yes | 11

- No. | 2]

: /
. N ‘.. ) ,
5. Has your center received information and assistance from the State Title XX -
agency about the availabiMty of child health services in the community during
the past year? -

. . - 4 . _ﬂ—r
o ' L.

. 206
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‘ ' PART E: ,SOCIAL SERVICES. :

d 1

. ' . ¢ . .
"The next group of questions relate to social services practices at your center."

1. Do“you provide any of the following services: (RéAD OHE AT A TIME) ~ .

4 2 - . .
L, ‘ _ , . Yes| No
Information and Referral for Parents? - 1 2 b ¥
Actively assisting parents im obtaining 1 2 3
needed services? ; )
5 - Follow-up to see that parents received - 2 "

social services?

2. Has }our:ceﬁter received information and assistance from the State Title XX
Agency regarding the availability of social services during the past year?

v | / v - Yes| 1

—
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. msmuchONs FOR COMPILING GROUP SIZE, .
o AND STAFFING INFORMATION

o

I. Group Size (Center Survey Instrument: Questions 16-17 or 18-19)

——

Tables 1 and 2 should be used for campiling infonfation at the center level —-
Table 1 for centers reimbursed on a "scheduled enrol lment" ba51$ (see Question
14) arld Table 2 for centers reimbursed on an "attendance" basis. One table
(either Table 1 or 2) should be prepared for each center surveyed.. Tables

3, 3a, 4 and 4a should be used for profiling the group size practices of all
centers in the Statg -- Table 3 and 3a for centers renmbursed on a ”scbeduled
enroldment” basis and Tables 4 and 4a for centers reimbursed on an "attendance"

i basis. . .
; o,

Table 1 - Center Group Size Compilation Sheet (Scheduled Enrollrrent)
“1l. Enter the centerts ID number. Example: <15001 is recorded in the illustration.
"’he first 2 dlglts is the State code (Alabama) and the .last 3 cuglts 1s the

center code
2. Colums A - F: Record all’ information from the campleted questlonnalre .
’ (Questions 16 and 17). : ’ .

3. Colum G: Record the gu:LdelJ.ne/maxmun number of children appropriate for
each group. If all children scheduled for a particular group comprlse a '
- single age category-( - groups 2 and, 3 in the illustration table), simply
“ record the appropriaté maximum group size numbers_ Jsing the foll‘owing guidelines:

*

- group, size -
Age of child (Scheduled !
: . Enrol lment)
. , /
Under 2 years ...... \ e nsteeestactnnnns {,. 6
|
2 years ........ oo steetas s sastannennnnesd oo 12 ‘ . -
3 t0 6 YEars s..ee.n... e reeeereiearaaaa. PRS-
\ 6 to 10 years ......... Cerersiieaaas Ceeeen . 16

"~ 10 to 14 years “ ....................... 20




. =2- .
. . o ¢ < )
P 1f, however, a group is comprised of chJ.ldren which” cover more than one age

& .category (e.g. groups 1 and 4), use the following mixed-age rule for recording
\ .
the appropriate maximum nmr}ber to be recorded for that group:

. "For mixed age groups, a day care’ center shail meet the group size 9.
/ . requirements for the age ¢ of the youngest child in the group, if, '
~— chlldren in the youngest age category make up 20% or more of the

group, If chlldren in the youngest age catego e up less than

20% of the group, the group SlZe requlrement fﬁe next highest

age category must be met." : - C .
- In the zllustratlon table, the recorded number in lum G for group 1 was 12.
Since the youngest children in group 1 (2 yeap ol made up more than 20% o
that group, the guidelines for the 2 year old group were used as the detenm.nlng
age category. The recorded number ln Co G fof group 4 was 16. Smce the
*youngests children in group 4 (6-10.year ol made up more than 20% of ‘that |,
group, the guidelines :for the 6-10 year old gro

age category. @ .

s

were used as the(determining

NOTE: For each group, mark an 1dent1fy1ng asterlsk (*) i in the detemining age
‘category box for later computation ease. Also, transfer into that box the

total number of children scheduled {from Column F) and place parenthesls around
that number as shown in the 111ustratlon. Check to see that only 1 box, for each

group has a number in parenthesis.

3

4., colums H and I: Place a check { / in Column H for each group where the
total number of children scheduled in Column F is the same or smaller than
the "gu:.de’lmes/maxmm" group size number in Column G. Place a check in

Column I for each group where the number in Column F is larger than the .. .
number in Céfumn G. - % . ) s ’
5. Total Number of Groups At/Above Guidelines (Row XX): Simply add the chéaLc
A Zmarks in Column H. & . 4‘
6. Total Number of Groups Below Guidelines (Row XX): Simply add the check
marks in Column I, . . ks '

. 3 .
e ~ = s v - .
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r\j Average Ggoup’ Size (Row 2):“ These numbers are obtained separately for each
~age category appropriate to a center.’ ’To c'alculate\average groupjsize
‘numbers: (a) first, record thegtotal number of detemmining age groups (xow X)
for each age category (i.e. adnethe. numpers of ,asterisk boxes in each age
column) ; (b) next, record the total number, of children (row Y) associated -
with these detennmmg age groups (i.e. add all the nu&e/rsjm parenthesis . )
for edgh age colum); (c) finally, divide row'Y by row X to obtain the average
group s% for each age category. ) T ‘ '

-

8. Waiverable/Non-waiverable Centers: Identify whether the center is waiverable
or non-waiverable. A waiverabie center is one in which not more than 20% of
the children enrolled or 10 children (whichever is less) have Title XX
funding (see Quest.lon 8).

P Table 2 -’Center Group Sizq Compilation Sheet (Attendance)

| Follow the same instructions described for Table 1 above (using information from
" Questions 18 &nd 19), with one exception. For Column G record the Eppmpriate
maximum group size numbers.using the following guidelines:

Maxdin HUI\H 'i ; *
Age of child . growp size . .
(Attendance) '
UNdEr 2 YEarS . qeseeeeeeeseenunsnnnsesncnnnnnnnanss - 6
2 YEALS tuivessnncsrsnnnersnneenes et esesreterannees - 12
3toe b o= T T T T N 16
6 t0 10 Yyears ............ S ceeens , 14

10 t0 14 ¥€ars tviveeerrnnnnnnnnns Ceeesissseness eee o 18

Table 3 - State Group Size Profile Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment)
Ognter simmary information koW XX and row Z) frem Table 1 should be recorded in
the appropriate colums on Table 3 (see illustratsion for center #15001). Use as
many Table 3 profile sheets as needed' to record all the "scheduled enrollment"

- centers surveyed in the state. Finally, record and campile information separately

2

~ for waiverable and non-waiverable centers.

P Enter the st‘ates ,hame, .

, % Subtbtal Number of gyoups (Row X) For edch Table 3 profile sheet, add the ’ )
' figures in Column A and Gelumn B‘separately AN

. [

1




3. Subtotal Number .of Centers (Row ¥): Only the subtotal number of centers -
thett are below the quidefines (Colum Bffjshould be recorded. For each
Table 3 profile sheet, simply add the number of centers in Colurm B that
do not have zero (0) entries ,

4. Subtotal Group Size Sum (Row Z): For each Table 3 profile sheet, add the
average group size figures in Column C separately #or each age category.

Table 3a ~ State Group Size Summary Sheet (Scheduled Enrol]ment)

For each column listed in this table, record the information from the approprlate

column in Table 3. . B

1. Colum A (Total Groups. Below Guldelines) Add the row X subtotals from egch
Table.3 profile sheet for Column B and-record. , Next, divide that number by
the total number of groups for all centers surveyed in the state and record.
The total number of groups. is obtained by adding the Colum & and Column B
subtotals. In the Table 3a illustratiqn, 14 groups were below the guidelines,

xi:iule a total of 63 groups were surveyec in the state (14 below plus 49 above):
3= = 2 ‘

2. Column B (Total Centers Below Guldelmes) add the row Y subtotals from each !

' Table 3 profile sheet for Column B and record. Next, divide that number by
the total pumber of Centers surveyed in the state and record. In the Table 3a
illustration, 5 centers were below the guidelines, while a total of 10 centers

were surveyed in the state: _5 _
10-

3. Colum C (Average Group. Size): For each age category in Calum C, add the row
7 subtotals from each Table 3 profile sheet to obtain the total group size
_sums, Next, divide that number for each age category by the total, number of

4

centers that have ﬁgroués of that age (i.e. centers that have entries for

50%

. those age groupe) , to ‘obtain the average group size for each age category.
) In the Table 3a illustrakion, the subtotal group-size for 10-14 year olds

was 60, with only 3 centers having groups of that age category: 60 20
) , 3

TabIe 4 - State Group Size Profile Sheet (Attendance) , '
‘Record information from Table 2. Follow all instructions described for Table 3.,
Table 4a # State Group Size Summary Sheet (Attendance) o a{\/( -
Record information from Table 4. Fdllow all instructions described for Table 3a..

»

Fl

* ]

28

o . 212
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Staffing (Center Survey Instrument: Questions 23-25 or 26-28)
Tables 5 and 6 should be used for campiling information at the center level --
Table 5 for centers reimbursed on a "scheduled, enrollment” basis (see Questidn
14) and Table 6 for centers reimbursed on an "attendance" basis. One table
(either 5 or 6) should be prepared for each center surveyed. Tables 7, 7a, 8,
and 8a should be used for profiling and summarizing staffing practices of all
centers in the state -- Tables 7 and 7a for centers reimbursed on a "scheduled
enrollment" basis and Tables 8 and 8a for centers reimbursed on an "attendance"”
basis. :

Table 5 - Center Staffing Compilation Sheet (Scheduled Enrol lment)

-

‘1. -Enter the center's ID number.

2. Columns A, B and E: Record all information from the campleted questionaire
(Questions 23 - 25),

3. Column C: The gu:.delmes/staff—ch:.ld ratios are already recorded.

4. Column D: Calcu¥mte the caregiver hours required by }hvid.mg the number of

. child hours séheduled (Column B) by the gquidelines/ratio number; for each age

category (Column C)., Next, round-off fractional numbers using tne following
rule: round-up to the next whole number for the under 2 year age category:
round-off to the nearest whole number for all other age categories. N

5, Columps F and G: ReRord separately for the under 2 year age category and the
2 year and older age category. If the actual caregiver hours scheduled @
(Colum E) exceeds the caregiver hours required (ColumrdD) , record the
difference in Column F as "surplus hours" (also record a 0-in Column G).
If this resultant number is lower, record the difference in Column G as
"deficit hours" (also record a 0 in Column F). If Colum D and Column E are
the same, record a 0 both Columns F and®G. If there were no children under
2, record & (-) in both Columns F and G. '

6. Colum H: Calculate these actual ratigs by dividing the number of child .

hours scheduled (Column B) by 'the actual ‘caregiver hours scheduled (Column E)
for each age category.

Table 6 - Center Staffing Compilation Sheet (Attendance) ’

Follow the same instructions for completing Table 5 above using’ infomation fror
Juestions 26 - 28, ot e




.

Table 7 - State Staffing Profile Sheet (Scheduled Ehrollm'ent)
Record center summary information from Table 5 in the appropriate colums
- . (Colums A, B, and C) on' Table™d, (See illustration for center #15001.) Use
as many Table 7 profile sheets as needed to record all the "scheduled enrollment”
centers surveyed in the State Record the subtotals for each sheet used.
Finally, record and carpile information separately for waiverable and non-waiverable

4

centers.

1. Enter the state's name.
2. Subtotal Number of Centers (Row X): For each Table 7 profile sheet, add the
" number of centers with surplus hours and the centers with deficit hours,

separately for the under 2 year (Colum A) and the 2 year and older (Colum
B). age categories, and reéord in row X. A.center is comted as having
surplus murs, if there is a nunerical entry in the surplus hours box and‘a
zero (0) entry in the deficit mwurs box. The reverse is true for counting
a center as having deficit hours. '

3. Subtotal Number of Caregiver Hours (Row ¥): For each Table 7 profile sheet,
add the actual number of surplus caregiver hours and the acg:&-limr;%é}

deficit caregiver hours, separately for.each of the two age catec:or_es,ﬂg;nd

i

record in row Y. .
=
4. Subtotdl Actual Ratio Sums (Row Z): For each Table 7 profile sheet, add the
individual actual ratios for each age category in Column C and record in

row Z. N
: L

Table 7a - State Staffing Summary Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment)
" For each colum in this table, record from the corresponding oolmns‘in Table 7.

-

Enter the states name:’ . : '
2. Total Number of Centers (Row X): Add the corresponding subtotals from each
_ Table 7 profile sheet for Colums A and B and record in row X. "Above Guidelines"
relates to centers with surplus hours; "Belw_midelines" relates to centers with
deficit hours; "At Guidel'ir{es"'l'rélates to the remaining centers having
neither surplus nor deficit hours —— zero (0) entries in bpth boxes .
3. Percent of Centers (Row Y): Divide each of the row X figures by the total
number of centers surveyYed in the State that had numerical entries for that
age category.

[y

- 4 * r
Q . 214 253
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-

4. Total Number of Caregiver Hours (Row 2): Add the corresponding subtotals
from each Table 7 profile sheet for Colums A and B and @co[gl inrow 2 -
calculations or entry is needed for the "At Guideline" subcolumns: ”

5.. Total Sampled FTE Caregivers (Row XX): Divide the total number of caregivers
hours (row Z) recorded in each of Colums A and B by 8 caregiver hours, to
obtain the Full Time BEquivalent (FTE) caregiver staff for the sampled, centers
in the state, that are above and/or below the guidelines,

¢ 6. Total state FIE Caregivers (Row ¥¥)! Divide each FIE figure in row XX by
the percentage of Title XX centers sampled in the state to obtain the total
FIE caregiver staff for that state. For example, i# the state's sample size
was 35%, then the total state figure for Column A (Above Guidelines) is

10.0
. .35

caregivers in the state that exceed the ratio guidelines for the under 2 year
old children. '
7. Average Actual Ratios (Row 22Z): Add the corresponding actual ratio sum
subtotals from each Table 7 profile sheet to obtain total actual ratio sums
and record in row 22 . Next, divide these totals for each age category by
the actual number of centers that had entries for that age category and )

record in row 222: e.g. 107.5 = 15.4 for the 6-10 year olds.
7 ) :

= 28.6 FIE gtaff. This 'figure would represert the numnber of FIE
) :

Table 8 - State Staffing Profile Sheet (Attendance) ) ) .
Record information from Table 6. E‘o'lloil all instructions described for Table 7.

Table 8a - State Staffing Sumary Sheet (Attendance) - .
Record information from Table 8. Follow all instructions described for Table 7a.

: X . \

S - : , 2364




CENTER ID#: _ 1500/ TABLE 1 (T cLie STRAT jou)

CENTER GROUP SIZE COMPILATION SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)

. (1) (2)
(A) (B) , (C) . (D) (E) (7 1 1 (G) (W) 1y 1
Total Guidelines/! /(f) %)
] Age of Children Number of | Maximum ' At'/Above « Below
GROUPS Children Group Size | Guidelines |Cuidelines
Under 2 yrs| 2 yre 3-6 yrs 6-10yrs 10-14 yrs{ Scheduled (F§ ) (F> C)
= T -
} 4 (ig) I /6 ] v/
Y ¥ 16 be) /6 ) § v/ - .
- > . 2
3 N 13 (13) /& ] & v )
¥ P
L ) 20 (34) G Ll J¢ e .
fted
~
.
"~ (X) Yo. of ’ (XX) Total |
\ Determining 0 ’ g_ / O No. of l . 1
Ape Groupse N - Groups .
© (Y) No. Children in .
Determining Age
- Groups /é 3 L’L s L} S
(Z) Average Group . Waiverable
Size X / 6 } 7 - l},,

Non-waiverable ‘/

/
(1) Obtained directly from Survey Queetionaire {Questions 16-17)
(2) Compiled from Survey Responses s

[.‘5*‘ OeTerm,_mng_ A?Q CQf‘fa;,} ‘ ‘ :286
ERIC . ‘ g L




* v

STATE stk A LAAAMA . ik v (T euy TRAT 1o.y)

- L

. 3
STATE GROUP SIZE PROFILE SHEET ( SCHEBPULED ENROLLMENT)

*

Non-Waiverable Centers™ - .Waiverable Centers
R C.Y) (B) © - ) (B) ()
Center | No. of No. of _Average Group Size Center No. of, '|No. of . Average Croup Size
In. # Groups Groups | Under 2 yra/ |3-6 yrs|6-10| 10~14 | [1D# roups |Groups |Under |2 yrs P-6 yra| 6-10 [10-14 yrs
- At/Above | Below 2 yrs "lyrs yre t/Above [Below |2 yrs yrs
Gdln. Gdln, . {4 . Gdln, <|Gdin. . '
Isnoj > 2, — /6 7 |39 | =
15605 19 X X & 1> IEE ¢ -
oo T H§ 0 — ig 13 6 | = 1
¢ ISco% | T 0 ~ 10 19 17
Soox ) - D - lo 19 14 |1 309 .
S0 1} 4 -~ iy 1€ Ay - - A
ooy 7 ) 13 i3 -/ i3 -
Sool | 3 0 — i 15 |1 50 -
5207 | -9 3 - 13 ié¢ I | —~ " X -
IS610 1 =) 3 & {2 20 /6 30 1
P ~
R ' ~
T : - N .
— AV
’ 2 a‘?Y i ] : . : O
- g . _ 268
(X) Sub- ) S o e = | [ swb- N S N S R
total of — == total of ‘2\§\ Ry NN N
sec O SIS NS S\
(Y) sub- N\\* 3 NS (Y) Sub- < 3 ~ N
total of. m 5. §\\\\\\'\\§ total of\\\\\\ %%\\\\\\\&\\
Centers N \\ [~ k o~~~ |centers AN NN k AN \\\\\\-
(Z) Sub- \\ \\‘ (2Z) Sub- \ \\ i
"' total D-'LI' N . l ‘;, / total
Group \ 7 7 { ‘)‘ J 0 Group mLs\ \ ;
. Size Sums\ k , Size Su \v ’




N
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. B
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- PR '
STATE uidE: __ALABAMA 1 Tatll 3a ( TeLusTRAT 0 h) .
s STATE GROUP SIZE SUMMARY SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)
: {
. -
] ¢ Non-Waiverable Centers
(A) (8) ' ()
Total Groups Total Centers ) Actual Group Size
Below Guidelines Below Guidelineg Under 2 yrs 2 yrs 3-6 yrs 6-10 yrs 10-14 yrs -
No. Percent No. Percent Total Group Size : X
" , Sumd LG 117 | 1728 | 164 60
) ’ %) Average Group
’ ; ° 5 SO ° Size 8 I/a7 }7'? /“lf- ;O!O
$ Waiverable Centers - - ©
-
(A) (B) (9]
Total Groups Total Centers — Actual Group|3ize .
Below Gujdelines Below guidelipes Under 2 yrs |2 yrs | 3-6 yrs 6-10 yrs 10-14-yrs

No. Percent

No. Percent

Total Group Size
Sums

.

Average Group
Size
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CENTER ID# e s (TLtusrTR A T;é W) D
- ~ "— ' -
CENTER STAFFING C@TION SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)
(a) ¢ () ) (E) (F) (©) 0
- N (8:C) * (D<R) (78) (B315)
Age of Child| Number of | Number of .Guidelincs/ Caregiver Actual Caregiver Surplus Deficit Actual -
€hildren Child Staff-Child Hours Hours Caregiver Caregiver Ratios
Sc}&nled Hours Ratios Required Scheduled liburs Hours
Scheduled . (Rounded-off)
Under 2 yrs ]5 ..}06 at 3 \’3) 6 2‘09 0 3' 7 .
” . P . p . N \::S‘\Q X\ N o .
yrs : N
*% | 1%0 i 4 5. 43 \\\\\\\\\ NN ‘f.;d?) p
N S
st ICTRICEDN R TV PPN\ N\ %
' ' i N N
6-10 yrs 1/ ' 16 v \\\\ \\
’ 3L . 3— . W, ") \\\ \\ / l 0
10-14 yrs —_ - 20 — — K\\\ \\\\ —
~ " NS
e | 147|230 \$ IS¢ /59 0 N
older ‘ NN~
271, . N ; 27"
J “ /
e ’ )
' %3);‘ 4 Waiverable
T ‘
L Non-waiverable ¥~




A B
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. - I v 3 . . ¢
. A *
N - B
. . *
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: . 4 ) .
STATL 2k AsAB A 4 : o e (ZTetws rhaTiox) ‘ -,
. ‘ STATE STAFFI'IG PROFILE’§IIEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)
e . - ' . Tk i » boe
) Non~Waiverable Centers | L = WaAiverable Centers .
‘(A L * (B) AC) (A) . (B) ) . c) - »
1 Under 2yrs ' 2yrs and Actual Ratios . * | Under 2yrs 2yrs and, Actual Ratios ¥
’ older - . ° older ’
" b b b G " M b m o 1
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