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I.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In March 1980 the Department of Health and Human Services published final
day care regulations in the Federal Register. Most of the provisions became'
effective on October 1, 1980. In December 1980, in response to continuing
concern about the potential cost of the regulations.to states and providers,
a proviiion 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-provide a summary
report'of the assessment to Congress by June 1, 1981."

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 assessmentg and developing this summary report to the
Congress. For purposes. of this report, Title XX day care programs are'defined
to include all day care centers and homes receiving 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 Nel4 Mexico)."

MAJOR FINDINGS

Child day care represents 18% of all Title XX expenditures and is one of the
three highest fundedlitle XX services in 42 states. The total number of 'day
care centers serving/ title XX funded children has increased significantly from
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.

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.

Parent Involvement

While half of the states require 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 sucka
state requirement is lacking. Nearly all homes also provide parents with oppor-
tunities to observe their children.

*
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 Sefvices Block GrantWhich 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." Giventhis requitement, the HHS day care regulations will be withdrawn through an
annoucement published in the Federal Register.

Alaska has no Title XX funded day care..1

1

1J

* *

's4
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Group Size

Group size addressed the number of children that'can'comprise single groups.. A
group is a "cluster of children assigned to one or more caregivers."'

Despite the fact that twenty-four.of the forty-seven states, reporting have no
1 group size requirements for Titi,e XX funded centers, nationally Title XX funded

centers maintain averages smaller than group size ceilings set by the proposed
HHS.requirement and well below existing state'licensing standards fotall but
the under two yeaold:age category.

Staffing
111.

Staffing requirement's addregs the minims numbers of classroom caregivers that
should 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 Considered in relation to the proposed HHS requirements for the two years
and older 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 present nationally.

Training

While only one-half of the states require Title XX funded centers to provide an
orientation to caregivers, nearly ,,all centers, in fact, provide such.an oiientati
As for training, about three quarters of center caregtvers and one-half of home

caregivers received some training during the past year although only half.of
the states renulre such training.

Nutrition

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.

Health and Safety

Most states require children in Title XX day.fraare.to have immunizations and .

health assessments, although only half of the states require that the health'

assessment meet the American Acadeiy of Pediatrics (AAP) or the Early Periodic Screening,
Diagnosis and Treatment (EPSDT) standards. Even in states without such requirementi;
many providers require immunizations and health assessments. Seventy percent (70%) of
reporting states assure HHS funded children receive needed health services.

Physical Environment

All state8 have fire and sanitation requirements for centers. Five states have
,no fire standards for homes;, four states have no sanitation standards for homes:
The physical environment standard most often not included in state codes is that
for swimming safety.

2



Social Services

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

and assistance.,Three uarters of reporting states assure that HHS funded chil-
dren receive needed social services.

'CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS

In the past the Federal government and state governments have shared the respon-'
sibility of assuring the health, safety and normal age-appropriate development of-
FOderally funded children in day care. It now appears that states will be given.
tht primary responsibility for this'asstiance. The results of the assessment
indicate 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
Tine XX day care regulations are met.

A high degree of &msistendy 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 (particularly,
orientation of newly hired caregivers), social services information and parent
involvement activities.

SY

While group size is now unregulated by many states, average grop size.in Title
XX funded centers even exceeds the requirements of the 1480 HHS requirements for
age categories, two years.and over. The value of small group sizes is obviously
recognized by providers.

In the area of staff/child ratio practices, center aver*, practices reflect even
less chi.ldren per caregiver than the HHS requirements 61.-the three to six year
old category and leas 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. ACYB will continue to offer technical assistance to states on an as-needed
betas. Based on this eudy,the focus of such an assistance effort would be in ova.
areas of,caregiver training, health and social services information systems, parent
involvement, and group size,

a
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FART I: OVERVIEW OF ASSESSMENT EFFORT -,

. r
The Cmnibus Reconciliation Act of 1980 (P.L. )6r499) dklayed the effectiveodate of the
Health and Human Services bay Care Regulations (HHSDCR) until July 1, 1981* and mandated
the Department of "Health and Human SerVices'(HHS) to "assist eaqb state in conducting a
systematic assessment of current practices in Title XX funded day care programs and prd-

y vide a summary report ofthe assessments .to Congress by June 1, 1061.",
.

BACKGROUND: THE FEDERAL DAY CARE REGULATIONS AND THE REASON FOR THE ASSESSMENT.

The Federal Interagency Day Care Requirements (FIDCR) were written ih 1966 based upon.a
1967 amendment to the Economic)Opportunity Act. At that time ttfe requirements were not
attached to funding legislation and were viewed as a model code tend made part of the Code
of Federal Regulations early kn 1969. In 1975 compliance with a modified version' of the
FIDCR became a condit,iOn for.kfuiding Title XX day care fticilities. th response to general

jUtl)d

concerns about potential cos0..Congress placed a moratorium upon one s of requirements
of these regulations, the staff /child' ratio requirements for children er 6 yeari old
in day care centers. Eh state.. was required tomeet all other FIDCR requirements and
could not lower staff/child katiorequirements below those in effect' in the state at the
time of the moratorium. At the same time, the Department of Health,lEd47ation and Welfare
was directed to study the appropriateness of having Federal day.care.regulations for *

Federally funded day care facilities.
.

In 1978 the Appropriateness of the Fe eral Interagency Day Care Requirements was published.
The study was written by Department aff assisted by many day care professionals, includ-
ing providers and parents. Much of th information was based on the Department-sponsored
National Day rare Study, a fqhr-year study of center-based preschdol day care. TheAppro-
priateness Report concluded that while, the 1975 version of the FIDCR needed fevision, Fed=
eral regulations were necessAy to ensure the health, safety, andik-appropriate develop-
ment of an especially vulnerable population of childrenlschi/dren eligible for Federally
subsidized day care.

A Notice of Propo Rulemaking was published in the Federal Register on June15, 19.79.

,0,0"..vi ...

The NPRM included *requirements for caregivef training, dutritiOn, health and safety
physical environment, social services, parent involvement, program activities, group
composition, and monitoring. Options were proposed for each area of the regulations,
ah-d'an extensive,pubo comment process followed. --This process included ten Regional
hearings; one nation ff hearing, and over 4,000 written comments. The comments were care-
fully analyzed., determine which options shOuld be included VI the final regulat s.

The National Fire Protection Association's Life Safety Code and three other st , The
Licensing .Study, (la study of all state du care licensing requirements):.the Nat mat
Day Care Center Study and the Family DOI*44are Home Study also provided information for
the consideration of the requirements.

As a result of this extensive input and expressions of concern and pteferences,, -

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 etension'bf 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 Compliance.

-

`c.

*
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 hock 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 through an
annoucement published in the Federal Register.

4
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The extensive Regulatory Analysis of the HHS Day Care Regulations estimated that
the ,egdlations would likely result'in costs_.about fl.ve percent higher, on average than
the current base cost of Federally subsidized day care, and' that this increase C
in costs would be phased ih over a three year geriod.' The regulations would cost
ahreciably lea's, however, than the.1968 FIDCR if they were strictly enforded,
would result in a larger number of sudsidized centers being in compliance,,,and

would increase/the number of.nonsubsidized centers Who could satisfy the regulations.

The analysis also stated the "effects of the propose regulations on children
would be beneficial as compared to current, practice due primarily to: the positive
effects of reduced group size'and caregiver training; the absence of adverse effects
from relaxing child-staff ratios; the early prevention and detection of potentially
expensive health problems; and the provision of needed health services."

A piovision in the OctDber 1, 1980 continuing resolution L11 (P.L. 96-369)
prohibited the Department from expending funds to implemeft the regulations. During
December 1980, in response to vntinuing concern about the potential cost of the
regulations to States and provIlders, a provision was added to the Omnibus
Reconciliation Act of 10980 (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 'Titier XX day care facilities:. This assessment was mandated as a result of the
increasing awareness'in Congress that little is known at the state level abodt actual
Title XX provider and /state practices. This lack of information was especially
apparent as states attempted to support theif requests for an extenson of the
effective date of the group composition requirements. The,Fegulationststated that
these requests must contain information on the number of children receiving care in
facilities which would be out of compliance with the stew 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
anefew states had'such information available. In general, information on actual

.prectices.in training, nutrition, health and safety, rates of reimbursement, and
many other areas was alsemissing. A_state by state assessment was4;.ncluded in
the Omnibus Reconciliation Act awthe method for providing Congfess with this data.

IMPLEME PLAN FOR THE ASSESSMENT

- The Administration for Children, Youth and.Famtlies carried out this Congressionally
A mandeted study by adopting an apOsoach which:

t.
.-9-

sit
.

t 1. Followed the Congressional language that the states should have the
primary responsibility for conducting the assessments;

2. Incorporated a Federal. role which facilitated the states' condudt of a

systematic analysis; and

3. Defined Title XX.day care programsto include all care centers and

01
. homes receividg any Title XX funds.

Specifically, ACYF assisted the states in conducting assessments by making available
to thep:



. standardized inat4gFents which could be used to measure day care provider

practices and stateNgency practices and requirements;

. training.of state personnel at HHS Regional Offices in the administration

of these instruments;

. on bite technical assistance by Regional Office staff and consultants to

state personnel in carrying out the assessments and in aggregating and

analyzing esults; and

funds ranging from $1500 to.$4700 to support travel- to Regional Office

orientation sessions and to help defray the costs of conducting the

assessments.

Standardized Instruments

It Technical Assistance Package was developed to help states collect information and

prepare a state repint ,(See Azpendix C). States were free to choose to use other

instruments, approaches, and reporting forms if they chose to participate in the

study? ACYF did request, however, that states document whatever mephod cm used to

gather data to allow the comparability of states' information to be deteArned.

The Technical Assistance Package includsikk

a forliwhich could be used to report Title XX day care information on state

agency practices, day care home and center provider practices;

. suggested sampling procedures and sample sizes for conducting ptovider,

telephone' surveys;
.1,

. 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 trith

illustrated tables as well as table shells.

Training of State Personnel in the Administration of the Instruments'

Sesdions were held during February in all HHS Regional Offices to orient state staff

to the.assessment, effort and train them in the administration of the Technical

Assistance Package. Most'states sent one or two staff to these day and a half

sessions that were conducted by Central Office ACYF staff.

OnSite Technical Assistance

Regional Office day care staff provided onsite assistance to stat(as during the

conduct of the assessments and/or during the compilation of data and the preparation

of the state reports. Consultants were also made available to several states that

6
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requested additional assiatan On-going contact was maintained with every state 4

during the assessment, and F entral Office staff were available at all times
-to respond to questions and provide assistance to Regidnal Office and state staff.

Giants to States

/km 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 Regional Office training session, supplies, duplication of materials,\
and telephone calls. Since the number of Title XX funded homes was difficult to
determlipe in some states, the size of the grant was based primarily on the number
of Title IX funded day care centers in each state.

SUMFY REPORT

States were requested.to subilt their assessment:Nformation to ACYF by April 15 (later
changed to May 1). Data received by that date was '-analyzed and included in this
summary report. Any state information received after that date is noted and
attachedas-.,pari of:theototal package to the Congress.

This summary report is an analysis of the information provided by states on current-
stet.: Title XX agency program requirements and practices and Title XX funded provider
practices. With the exception of the staffing requirements, this report does not
present analysis of the costs of state compliance with the HHS regulltions,
primaril ,because,of the difficulty involved i aining reliable state-level cost
information for such regulatory provisions as he th, screening and caregiver training.

II :

PROVIDER SURVEYS
a

Sampling Design 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,orvices
less than'14 hours-a day. This last requirement was included to eliminate lhe
atypiCal 24 hour center from biasing g state's profile. Eligibility requirements°
for a home were that it be registered, certified, or licensed to serve less than 13
children and it also currently receives income from a Title XS: Agency.

To satisfy the Congressional mandate, the results bf the telephone survey had to
provide as assessment of Tltle XX day care practices separately for each state.
Idnimum center and home sample size numbers for telephone interviewing were
suggested io eaCh state. These numbers would allow information from the sample

7
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'to be considered as state-wide results with reasonable confidence. The accuracy

criterion selected for this assessment was a 95 percent confidence level for
estimates, of population statistics at the state levelto be no wider than 10.075
for center and 10.10 for homet. Thus* if a percentage finding of 0.50 for a
particutar center characteristic was recorded, the sample size would have provided
95 percent confidence that the true per9ent was between 0.425 and 0.575:

Recognizing that me centers or homes might refuse to be surveyed or may not
be eligible for lla survey, it was suggested that states should initially identify
a larger number of facilielLes to pall then the minimum numhor recommended. An
adjustment factor-of 30% for centers and 100% for homes was provided. Suggestions
re also provided for randomly selecting the number of facilities to call from the

po lation of Title XX facilities available in order to assure that each facility
had e same opportunity to.be selected for the survey:

1

Actual le sites recommended (See Appendix C) varied from state to state based

upon the a cipated total numbers of Title XX fAcilities in that state. With

the exception f Wyoming, all state sample sizes met o ;exceeded the minimum
number reca6men for centers. Actual sample sizes used by states for the survey
of homes are not avillable 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 from 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 (Maryland survey results were not available to be included in

this total). This represents 46.3% of all the Title U funded centers from ,those
states.

QuestionnaireA for the Telephone Survey

The questionnaires used for the telephone survey w4rerdesigned to collect information
ton the practices of providers in centers and hobes. Initially developed questions
were reviewed by central office, regional office and state agenty day care staff
and then restructure, reworded and rearranged-to mike all questions close-endep,
and to 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 bare center questionnaire is 'composed of six parts:
r-

Part A: ik seqCence#of four. eligibility questions to screen out those centers

not eligible to participate in the survey. . ja

Part B: A series of 32 questions primarily covering child and caregiver
chapecteristics, daily groupingi of children and staffing patterns.

Otis is the core part of the questionnaire because it addresses
group size and staff/child ratio practices.

8
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Parts C, D, E, 6 F: Clusters of questiona'relatint respectively to caregiver
training practices, health and safety practices, social
service practices and parent involvement practices.

The family day care home questionnaire c'hntains,16 questions covering

health and safety practices, parent involveMent practices, nutrition practices

and staff/child ratio practices.

Both interviews opened with a brief statement that introduced the interviewer

and the survey, identified the purpose of the survey, asked the respondent` it the

advanced `let' was received (the advanced letter, 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 participate.

Y6R rting Results of Telephone Surveys

A state reporting form was provided for use by states to recordlinformation on

state agency requirements and practices and the &sults of the eglephone surveys on

provider practices. Items on the reporting form were crossreferenced to specific

questions on the telephone sprvey instruments as an aid to states in filling out

the reporting form. A set gf detailed instructions and tables were offered to states

for aggregating center information relating to the more complex staff/child ratio

and group size practices. Instructions foraggregating all other information was hot

offeredbecause of their relatively straightforward computation requirements.

%RESPONS FROM STATES

tat response -to this assessment effort was exce0.1ent. Only three states did not

ovide any report: Alaska, Missouri and New Mexico (Alaska, however, does not

have any Title XX funded day care). Eight states,(Arizopa, Minnesota, Netraska,

New York, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, West Virginia and Wisconsin) provided reports

bat did not condUct a evvey of provider practices. Information ion most provider

practices from these states was derived from other state sources such as monitoring

repoa4gAnd are therefore included on the tables in this summary report. However,

stiff /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
estates conducting the survey, and therefore are not included. One state (Maryland)
submitted 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 state..

ORGANIZATION OF REPORT FINDINGS

Summary assessment findings are presented in the next section of this report.

Findings 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.

9



Submitted Report
and Conducted Survey

Alabama
Arkansas
California
Colorado
COnnecticut
Delaware
District of Columbia
Florida

4-
Gebrgia
Hawaii
Idaho
Illinois
Indiana
Ion

xanrsas

Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland*
Massachusetts
Michigan
Mississippi
Montana ,._--

Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Nevada
New Jersey
New Hampshire
Mirth Carolina
North Dakota .

Rhode 'Island /

South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas ,

'13tah
Vermont
Virginia
Washington

I'lYclrang

*Survey data was

FIGURE 1: STATE RESPONSE PROFILE

SUbmitted Report
but Did Not Conduct Survey

Arizona
AlAnesota
New York

-Nebraska
Pennsylvania
South. Carolina

West Virginia
Wisconsin

Did Not ,

Submit Report **

Missouri'

New Mexico

available in time to be included in the analysis tables.

**Alaska does not have Title XX Funded Day Care.

10



funded providers child enrollment patterns, caregiver wages and rates of reimburse-
nent. The next part (Partin) describes Title XX state agency practices and
provider practices of nonIstaffing 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 conclusiont and study implications. Figures and tables
depicting both U.S. summaries and state level information are included for illustra-
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 CHARACTERISTICS`

NUMBER AND TYPE OF TITLE XX FUNDED DAY CARE cEntas AND HOMES (Figures 2, 2a, 2b and

3; State Table 1)

Nationally, there are 10,773 (with five states not-reporting) day care centers serving
Title XX children.* Twenty-seven percent (27p of these centers are eligible to
receive a waiver from the group size and ptaff/childratio requirements. Waivered
centers are centers whose enrollmetit includes not more than 20 percent or a maximum
of ten (whichever is less) Title XX fund0 children. If a center receives a waiver,

.rthe group size and staff/child ratio requirements of the proposed,HES day care
regulationi 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 - fourth
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 seven 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 (Sate 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 is 472,960 (significantly higher than 1979). This Is the total number of

children in centers whieh would be affected by the.HHS Day Care Regulations% Those

children in waiverable centers, howevel(, (27% of centers) would not be,aff6Cted by

the HIS group composition requirements.

Nationally,. Title XX funded children account for approximately one half (47%) of all
children enrolled in centers serving any Title XX children. In some states, such
as Mississippi, the total prollment in a center is, Title XX children. In other

states such as Kansas, Titre 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. Statei in which children are dispersed
among centers can be identified by noting those with a large number of waiverable

centers (see State Table 1) . .

Nationally, six percent (6%) of the children cared for in Title XX funded ce ers

are under two years .of age; thirteen percent (13%) are two years old; six ive

percent {65%) are three to six years old; fourteen percent (14%) are six to ten

years old; and two percent (2%) are ten to fourteen years old. Five states
provide no center care for infants and fourteen states report that they serve no

children ten to fourteen-yeafeold.

V.'

* It is estimated that there are 569 centers in the five states not reporting on

the numbers of centers. The combined total, 11,442, is substantially higher

than the 8,100 Federally funded centers reported in the 1977 National-Day

Care Center Survey.
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The number of Title XX children slrved in family day care homes is96,768 (withseven states not reporting). Noelncluded in this assessment is the number of TitleXX children iwin-home day care (in 1979 that number represented 11.5% of all daycare paid for by Title XX funding). In-home day care is care provided in the child's

CAREGIVER WAGES (Figures 4 and 5; "State Table 3)
4

The U.S. average hourly wages for each type of caregiver in centers are $4.78 fora lead,Caregiver ($9,942 per year for-a 40 hour week); $3.97 for a caregiver ($8,258per year); 'and $3.49 fora caregiver aide ($7,259 pdr year). (California salariesare not considered in this discussion since its significantly higher salaries are.
inconsistent,with.the national picture:)

The average salary for a lead caregiver ranges between $3.56'per hour. in Oklahomaand $6.02 per hour in Pennsylvania: The average salary for a caregiver ranges from$2.67'Per hour in Montana to $5.68 per hour in Connecticut.
Caregiver aides salariesrange betieen $2.30 per hoUr in Montana and $4.04 per hour in the District of Colombia.

While all states (except Montana) show average salaries above minimum wage for care-givers and caregiver aides, these salaries are lower ;hen the OMB March 1981 povertyguideline for an urban family of four* ($8,450 per year).

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

The daily rate of reimbursement for a child in care in a center or a home variesgrdatly both within a state and from state to state.* The reimbursement rate iscrucial 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 maynegotiate with a provider up to a maximum rate; a rate may be based on actual costor market price. Many states use more than one type of reimbursement basis. Nineteenstates reported establishing rate differentials for children of differing as incenters based on the actual cost differences of providing care to different lige,children.

Reimbursement can be made based on the scheduled enrollment of the center or homeor on the number of children
actually attending each day. Seventeen states reimburseonly using scheduled enrollment, twenty-two states reimburse based on actualattendance, and seven states use both methods. Twenty-five states report havingsupplemental rates for children with special needs. Thirty-two states have establisheda sliding fee scale.

TITLE XX EXPEND/TURE4FOR'DAY CARE (Figure 6)

The state FY 80 Title XX Comprehensive Annual Service Program (CASP) plans show thatstates anticipate spending $722,890,414 or 18.1% of their total federal Title XXfunds on day care services for children. This is a reduction from the FY 1979 CASPplans' $822,2891290 or 21.7% of total Title XX funds. California, planning to shiftthe support of day care primarily tostate funds, accounts for much of this decrease.

* The OMB March 1981 poverty guideline for a farm family of four is $7,190. r** These variations preclude meaningful discussion of the actual rates provided.

.17 26
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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 XXfunds*on day care services for children. The percentage of Tithe XX funds expendedon child day care rangelfrom 43.2% in New York to 0% in Alaska.
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4PART III: STATE AGENCY AND.PROVIDER PRACTICES*

Assessment findings for each area are organized. accordingto state agency
practices and provider practices. Summary Tables 1 and 2 (found at the end of

Part III) provide U.S. profiles for each of "these areas. State statistical

tables for each area are located in Appendix A and are referenced accordingly.

PROGRAM OF ACTIVITIES ot

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-nihe percent (79%) pf states,

also provide technical assistance to centers, while sixty-eight percent
(68%) provide assistance to tomes. .

o Pr
,
eider Practices r

,leo survey questions regarding a program of activities were asked of

providers. -Inas assumed that all providers would respond that they
have a planned program of activities.

o Discussion

The assessment shows that a program of actAities is currdiltly required

of most Title XX providers*

TRAINING

o State Agency Practices. (State Table 7)

__Fifty-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 4722) of,states have a training plan.

o Provider Practices (State Table 15)

While only one-half of the states reportins require centers to provide
an initial orientation for caregivers, nearly all of the centers surveyed

provide an orieptaiian. The average lengtlef time given to that arietfta-

tion is 12.8 hours.

The percintage of'credentialed center caregivers in sthtes ranges from

8% in Okikhoma to 62X in Hawaii. The U.S median ;ercentage of

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

credentialed center caregivers receiving training during the past year
ranges from14% in Wydming to 100% in six states, with the U.S. median
percentage being 73%.,

* Staff/child ratio and group size practices are discussed, in Part IV

22 34



The percentage of credentialed home caregivers in states ranges from 0%in six states to 33% in North'Dakota and Texas with the U.S. median being
8%. The percentage,of,(home caregivers receiving training during the past
year ranges from 1.Z in Louisiana and Virginia to 100% in eight states.
The U.S.tmedian is 512.

o Discussion

The variation in state practices related to train ng of caregivers reflect
both a state difference in the perception'of t mportance.of providing
training for caregivers and the limit of available state resources committedto such training.

ne generally low percentage of center and home caregive?b identified
as credentialed can be partially relates1 to the-use Ofthe term "Nationally
recognized credential". Few caregivers ha'e degrees or the training
that meets such a narrow definitiod of credentialed.

Also related to the low percentage of caregiv ers with
are the, average hourly wages shown in State Table 3.
nationally recognized credential can often find a job
and shorter hours.

)

.credentials
4..aeregiver with a-
with a higher salary

The U.S. medians for caregiver training indicate that about three-fourthsof the center caregivers and,one-half of home caregivers now receive
training annually. Child care related training is undefined in this1
assessment; that is, no measure was used to determine the typaior extentof training received. The proposed 1980 HIES Regulations also make no attempt todefine training, thereby leaving it up to states to design a program
appropriate to their needs and resources.

NUTRITION

State Agency Practicds (Figures 7Yand; State Table 8)

Current state requirements for the provision of Meals are identical
for centers and homes. Forty-live percent (45%) -6-fstates require'both
Title XX funded centers and homes to provide brelkfast; ninety-two
-percent (92%) of states require both centers and homes to provide snacks;,and eighty-nine percent (89%) 6f states require both centers and -homes to
provide lunch.

Eighty-one percent (81%) of states provide consultative services on
nutrition to centers, while 68% provide such assistance to homes.

Participation in thee USDA Child Care Food Program (CCFP) can support the
costs of providing meals. Approximately 72.4% of Title XX funded cnters
now receive CCFP funding. The percentage of participating centers has been
limited by the fact that Rrofit centers are not eligible to receive funds.
Since this restriction is being eliminated, the percentage of participatingl
centers should increase. Approximately one-fourth of Title XX funded
centers ere profit centers.

23



I I I I I lir

111112-__

. ,

S

111 D

"

GOD #

WiP;. ;:*:;;X;%:;*.: `

4
41, .",,* *A4, ,

4 4* *44 .1

P**:4
.-111:4111111;JIPI:.

-,7041i....47$7.1:1.-

.:*:: , 47 . .).,,) ....T.
; .: + :::::: '.'4 , . w . , 4 tt4..... V
t.:::::*:.::::::.;.;'::***.:4 6.4.4 ae...X.:.).:*:X.::

". 'Fe.'" ***:.:.:::: :.....
! :: : : :: :: : :: :. .

-...4....:.:...:.....:,.:..::::::+.
...:':'::.:.:.:.*:

..... :::..

Nor
IA"

4
a;;4:

4 --....;;;;:vxt:;::,
"ov'

1P" s:

OM



a

aa

.

es. '!
..,.

,,.
.4

j lb,at il
0,11 b .

4,-.-..;;9:<
4

...4......-. 4.04,444446444.,.
).#4,.

4*A
..40,41-.4::+

:*::+
:4:

..........1
* . . . . i

.
4,4

It;

40

10111
,......A

441.,....«,

....K
.04,4

+
P,

+
041..41,4 ..

A
 A

.

k A
4t

I W
.M

.:
4,4

%
X

V
.

.4*
p

V
.4

-

***,



All homes may particpate in CCFP if they are sponsored by a non-profit
umbrella organization.- The U.S. average percent CCFP participation of.
Title XX h6mes in states is 52.5%. Obviously, some states have been
effective in linking CCFP with Title XX homes. Seven states report all
homes participating.

o Provider Practices (State Table 16)

"Both centers and homes are providing more than the state required meals.
Nearly all centers and homes provide snacks and lunches. A median of sixty-
eight percent (68%) of centers provide breakfast;, a median of seventy-seven
percent (77x) of homes provide breakfast.

HEALTH AND SAFETY

o State Agency Practices (State Table 9)

Ninety-six percents(96Z) of states reporting require immunizations for
Children in cenWs; seventy -nixie 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 those 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 thirty 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 (4071) provide such information to homes. Seventy
percent (70%) of states assure center children receive services; sixty-eight
(68%) of states assure children in homes receive services. .

o 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" ave immunizations.

Most providers (U.S. median of 89% for centers and 922 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 established
suck a requirement. In Arkansas, for example, which has no assessment
requirement, 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 receiving health care information and
assistance from the state agency varies between 0% and 100%, with a
U.S. median of 63%.
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o Discussion

41.

a

There is little argument that immunization and a health assessment should
be required in daycare centers and homes. Most states andminjr providers .
perceive immunizations and health assessments as vital services and
protection for children in care. Many providers require immunizations and
health assessments even when the -state has no requirement. Most centers
also assist parenti in obtaining needed health services or their children

14

and maint in health records on children ih care. While itate Agencies
'' vary Brea y in providing health care information and aseistanceto centers,
',about 70 of state agencies assure that children receive needed health care.

Only twenty states reported requiring an asSessment.that ;wets the standards
of the,EPSDT assessment for children in center care; only fourteen states
have such a requirement for children ip homes:. The difference between a
health assessment as more generally teguired and an assessment meeting the
standards of EPSDT generates an increased cost'of health tare. The increased
cost of the assessment can vary from location to location and health practi-

i tioner to health practitioner« . . ,..

00"
, .

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT y

State Agency Practices (State Table A

All states reported having fire it cation standards for centers
eighty -nine percent (89%)Thave fire standards four homes and ninety-two
percent (02%) have sanitation standards for homes. Eighty-seven percept
(87%) of states have standards for .transportation of center.,children;
fiftr;seVen percent (57%) of states hate standards for the transportation
of children-cared for in family homes.' Over half of the states have
swimming safety standards for centers; less than half have sueinstandaras
for'homes. Ninety-four percent WM of states have equipment leafety
standards for centers; eighty-three-percent (83%) have such ktandards for
homes.

o Provider Practiipt

, Not assessed.

o Discussion-

While all states have, fire sanitation standards forrcentets, five states
have no £ire standards for homes and four states have"nnsanitation standards
for homes. The standard most often missing is that for swimming safety.

. -

SOCIAL SERVICES A 1%

State Agency Practices (State Tablk11.1-...:/

1 Over half (55%) of the states reporting require Titil XX funded deters to
provide information about social services to parents. Forty percent (402)

Z4
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require homes to provide such information. Over half of the states provide

infotmation tp centers'and homes about social services. Seventy-five.

percent (75%) of states assure that HHS funded children receive needed

Social services.

o Provider Pra (State Table 18) 4

Nearly all centers a U.S. median of 94%) provide parents with information

and referral to ne ded social'services. Most centers (85%) also provide

assistance to par is 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 agenly related to social services

for children in care.

so.-,,Discussion

While twenty-one states ifepoted having no requirement that centers provide
information and 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 reporteddoing

60 and sixty-seven (67%) of centers reported assisting parents obtain such

services. .Also, many states (75%) appear to have established some type of
system to' ssure that HHS funded children rbceive needed services.

PARENT INVOLVEMENT

o State Agency Practices (State Table 12)

About half of the states (47%) reporting require centers to provide parents
with opportunities to partiCipate in general program policy making. Over

half of the States (57%) require centers to allow parents unlimited access tb

observe their children. Seventy percent (70%) of states,provide information
end techndcal assistanie_to centers on wSrking with parents. Sixty percent

NO%) provide such information to homes.

o Pravider"Practices (State 1 '19)

While only half of the states equire that Title XX funded centers allow

parents to:participate in gene al program policy making, many centers in

all states allow such parti atibn (a U.S. median of 73%). Nearly all

centers regularly exchange n h parents about their chidlren

and allow unlimited access to parents an when such a state requirement

is lacking. Nearly all homes.also provide parents with opportunities to

observe theiichildren.

a Discussion

Provider practices indVate that parents generally have access to observe

their children's day'Egre programs, and parents with children in centers

can often participate in general program policy making. The actual extev

of parent impact on the day care program, however, cannot be determined

through this assessment.

, 28

42



3

§UMMARY TABLE 1: STATE REQUIREMENTS AND, STATE AGENCY PRACTICES RELATIVE TO NHS DAY CARE
REGULATORY PROVISIONS (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING)

REGULATORY PROVISION

PROGRAM OF ACTIVITIES
. REQUIREMENT
. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

CAREGIVER TRAINING
. ORIENTATION REQUIREMENT

.

". 'TRAINING REQUIREMENT

. *TRAINING PLAN

HEALTH SERVICES
. HEALTH ASS REQUIREMENT
. IMMUNIZATION 1RQUIREMENT
AAP/EPSDT,STANDARD
INFORMATION TO PROVIDER

. ASSURE CHILDREN RECEIVE SERVICE

HEAL REQUIREMENT \J

. BREAKFAST

. SNACKS'

. LUNCH

. CONSULTATION

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
'. FIRE
. SANITATION
. TRANSPORTATION
. SHIMMING
. EQUIPMENT

SOCIAL SERVICES
. PARENT INFORMATION REQUIREMENT
PROVIn INFORMATION TO PROVIDER

. ASSURE 'CHILDREN RECEIVE SERVICE

PARENT INVOLVEMENT OPPORtUNITIES
. PARTICIPATION IN POLICYMAKING
UNLIMITED ACCESS

. INFORMATION AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

* s. DATA COMBINED FOR HOMES AND CENTERS

4'

1

43

,PERCENT OF STATES

FOR CENTERS FOR HOMES

94
81

51

79

68

-

57 * 57 *

72 * 72 *

85 70

96 79

43 30

55 40

70 68

45. 45

92 92

89 89

81 68

100 89

100 92

87 57

94 83

55 40

55 40

55 57
75 75

47
57
7tr 60



3

3

JP

10

,PROVISIONS ***

'CAREGIVER TRAINING

a . PROVIDE ORIENTATION
. CAREGIVERS RECEIVING TRL
. CREDENTIALED CAREGIVERS.,

.4,

SUMMARY TABLE 21 TITLE XX ?UNDID ORNTER AND UDR! ritAcTICRN RELATIVE TO NHS DAY CARE
REGULATORY PROVISIONS (DISTRIBUTION OP STATES REPORTING)*

DISTRIBUTION OF STATES**
S S

IAN
2

FOR CENTERS DIAN poR HONES

0-15% 16-30% 31-451 4640% 61-75% 76-90% 91-100 -151 16-30% 31-45% 46-60% 61-75% 76-90% 91-1002

4

HEALTH SERVICES
. REQUIRE riALTH AMY
. REQUIRE IMMUNIZATION
lONITOle,HEALTH RECORDS

. ASSIST:PARENTS "

. RECD ihro FROM STATES

1 1
3 13 18

..
i

- t 2 40 -
6 8 10 11 51 4 8 5

5 1 8 28 7 2

2 1 - 1 2 1 38
- - - 1 - 1 42
- r - - 3 41
- - . - 1 4 16 18

3 9 6 7 7 8

MEAL REQUIREMENT
. BREAKFAST
. SNACKS '

. LUNCH

SOCIAL, SERVICES

. PARENTUR 0

. PARENT ASSISTANCE

. FOLLOW-W-SERVICE

. RECD. INFO FRONLSTATE'

PARENZINWTM OPPORTUNITIES*
95

REGL%ARLt EEC OF INFO* -200
. PROMMOIOLI . INC 73

-. OBS VE,CHILD

*.CR002;DKPOSITION ISIONS'ARE PRESENTED ON

* *

3 5 6 14 6 7

- - 3 39

1 3 3 36

- 1 8 29

- 1 1' 8 17 10
- 1 3 9 15 9

- 6 12 8 4
,

01.

OW

1
- - 1

I-
35

- - - 40
2' 6 8 9 8
- - - 95

alb

SUMMARY _TABLES 3-11

114 :roll. UMBERS 01 sTA1Es REPORTING rgoviogA PRACTICES

**A p

TO SPECIFIC PROVISIONS

8 1 5 9

2 6 4

2 2 4

2 25

4

A.

.

1 2 4 449 13 8,
- .- - 5 35
- - - 1 9 30

olo

en

41. 1 2 35

VARIES BASED UPON STATE AVAILABILITY 0? SUCH INFORMATION

P ACTIVITIES AND PHYSICAL ENVIRONKEHT PROVIDER PRACTICES WERE NOT ASSESSED
44*.

6.

45



PART IV: , GROUP COMPOSITION

/
, The intent of group composition requirements is to insure sufficient numbers
of caregivers are providinfe 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 ,in 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 Ire
treated separately.

Group size addresses the maximum number ot children that can comprise single fs.
A group is a "cluster of children assigned to one or more caregivers." More
one group of children may occupy a single ropm.provided that each group meets the
group size requiement and has its. own clearly defined phy4ical space with at least
one principally responsible caregiver. Specific group size prescribed ceilings for
day care centers in the proposed 1980 HES regulations' are based upon the recommendations of
the National Day Care Study which dem5pstrated a strong link between this component
and q ty of care for children. These maximums varyby child age, apply only co
certain activity periods of the day (when groups do notiusually merge) and differ
depending upon whether a center is reimbursed on a scheduled enrollment basis (paid
for child absenteeis) or on as attendance basis (paid only'for children in attend-
ance). There is also 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 chronological ages, should this be considered thaiirable.
These issues were reflected in both the center'assessment survey and in alt compila-
tion tables which were provided to states fo4aggregating and reporting group size
practices.

Staffing requirements in the proposed 198Q 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 children. 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
categories. Like group size, different staff/child ratios are also prescribed for
scheduled enrollment and attendance based options. For groups comprising children
under teo years old, the staff child ratio is 1:3 for each group. However, staffing
ratios may be calculated on a centertjevel basis for all ages of children two years and
older. As such, a center may compose groups of any ratio of caregivers and children rwo
years and older, provided that the staffing requirements for the center are met.
This provision allows for greater flexibility in assigning caregivers' based on the
developmental needs of children, makes monitoring substantially easier and reduces
the overalyeost impact of this requirement-, This flexibility was reflected in
both the center assessment survey and in the compilation tables which were-provided
to states for aggregating and reporting stafftag practices.

The next sections present the summary findings of state provider practices separately
for group size and staffing (staff/child natio), in day care centers. Each of these
sections deal with a comparison of OS and State Licensing Day Care Requirements and
actual current practices in Title XX funded aenterst The final section presentsla
discussion of family day care homes.
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GROUP SIZE PRACTICES

The HHS Day Care'Regulations group size requirements are:

Enrollment Attendance

Birth to 2 years 6 . 6

2 years, 12 12

3 to 6 years 18 16

6 to 10 years 16 14

HHS vs State Licensing Group Size Requiredents

Group size is regulated by state licensing codes in only la states. A slightly

larger number of states (23) have group size provisions for their Title XX funded

centers. This is a relatively %mall number of statesconsidering the important

relationship of group size to the quality of care that.has recently been

demoastrated,for this component& a national sthdy. However, it was not too

surprising, since.for many years the regulatory emphasis at both the Federal and

state levels had been on staffichil7d ratio and not group size. Considering both

the important contributiod of group size,toward quality and its relatively low

cost implications, it isognticipated thdi 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 adze licensing requirement, the average maximum

ceilings ape somewhat higher. than the HHS requirements across all regulatory age

csiegories. (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 840 requirement on Title XX funded centers). As seen in Summary Table 3

. below, the average state licensing ceilings for the under two's,, two, three, four,

five and six + year olds, compared with the HMS ceilings are: 1010 vs 6; 16,8 vs 12;

19.6, vs 19.9, 21.5 vs 18 and 25.0 vs.16, respectively. In' tact, only two state codes ,

are equivalent or better than the HHS requirements for the under two year old age,

category (Alabama and Illinois); five states for the 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 six * year lds (Alabama). Only Alabama has HHS equivalent or lower group

size licensing cei ngs across

ith

all age-fategories. On the other hand, the group

size ceilings were e highest cross 4ost,age categories for North Carolina,

Ohio and Texas. These latter states, as well as others that prescribe higher

ceilings'than the HMS requirement (see State Table 13), might benefit from lowering

them in light of thd earlier discussion depicting the cost-effectiveness of this

regulatory component.

I

Group Size Provider Practices in Title

Except for the under two age category,

averages below. the'group size ceilings

XX Funded Centers

Title XX funded centers* actually maintain

set by the HHrrequirements and w'll -below

I

* Except when noted f.ndings are presented for non -waiverable centers
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SUMMARY TABLE 3: STATES CROUP SIZE LICENSING REQUIREMENTS FOR
CENTERS BY ACE OF CHILD (PERCENT OVESTATES REPORTING)

---
mMAXIMUMMAXIMUM GROUP
SIZE REQUIREMENT

AGE OF CHILD

.

'UNDER TWO

YEARS TWO YEARS THREE YEARS FOUR YEARS FIVE YEARS
SIX YEARS
AND OLDER

6 or Lower 11 5 0 0 0 o

7 to 9 34' 16 p 0 0 0

10 to 12 17 5 0 0 0 0

13 to 15 11 ', 11 17 5 5 0

.16 to 18 5 21 5 5 11 6

19 to 21 11- , 26\ 56 56 .28 18

22 to 24 0 0 0 11 0 0

25 to 21 5 -11 111 11 28 30

28 Or Higher 5 5 11 11 .28 47

ALL'STATES (%)
1

18* (10.0%) 18 (160x), 18 '100%) 18 (10.0%) 18 (100%), 17 (1009.

MEDIAN STATE CEILING 10.0 16.8 \19.6 19.9 ,21.5 25.0

HHS CEILING * 6 12 \8(16) 18(16) 18(16) 16(14)

. .

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

** - NUMBEU'IN PARENTHESIS REFLECT ATTENDANCE REQUIREMENTS

REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 13
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state'licensing stand aids. As seen in Summary Tables 4 and 5, these U.S. averages
in scheduled Imrollist,nmenters are 8.0, 9.6 and 12.2 and in attendance based.
centers are 6.8, 8.0 and 12.6 for the under two, two and three-to-six year old
age categories, respec.ttveiv. Only the under two year olds (8.0 and 6.8) exceed,
on.the average, the HHS ceiling requirement of 6.0.However, ztis 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 MRS ceiling, regardless,of whether the center is reimbursed on a scheduled,
enrollment basis or on an attendance basis. The opposite is true for the two year
and three-to-six year old age categbries.--

Interestingl Y, attendance-based waiverable centers (those with less than 20% HHS
funded children) maintain bower 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 centers 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 MRS 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.

,) State Grown Size 'Practices and Compliance Issues

Only approximately one-difte.(21.b%) of all U.S/ groups in Title XXefunded centers
. would not meet the HRS group size requirements (see Summary'Table 6). Delaware, Maine,

Michigan and Nevada had mare than 30% of their groups falling below the HHS require-
ments, with'Delaware (58%)rMaine '(89%) and Nevada (56%), falling appreciably below.
Connecticut OP, Mississippi (5%), North Dakota (7%) and Oregon (8%) had the
smallest percent of groups not meeting the HHS group dize requirements.

STAFFING (STAFF/CHILD RAT/0) PRACTICES

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

Enrollment Attendance

Birth to 2 years- 1:3 1:3
2 years, - 1:4
3 to 6 Years

....1.4
1:9 1:8

6 to 10 years 1:16 1:14

A

BBS vs State Licensing Staff/Child Ratio Requirements

Staff/Child ratio is regulated.by,most state licensing codes. With the exceptions
of Mississippi and Connecticut, each state has licensinkstandards that limit the

w
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SUMMARY TABLE 4: ACTUAL AVERAGE GROUP SIZE PRACTICES IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT
TITLE XX FUNDED NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS (PERCENT OP STATES REPORTING)

ACTUAL AVERAGE
GROUP SIZE

AGE OF CHILD
UNDER

TWO YEARS TWO YEARS

THREE TO
SIX YEARS*

6 or Lower 12. 0 0

7 *to 9 82 42 0

10 to 12 6 52 58

13 to 15 5 37

16 to 18 5

19 to 21

22 to 24

25 to 27

28 OiVHigher

ALL STATES (%)

MEDIAN STATE PRACTICE

HHS CEILING

17 (100%)

8.0

8

19 (100%)

9.6

12

19 (100%)

12.2

18

* - GROUP SIZE FIGURES FOR THE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGORIES 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 Ill ATTENDANCE BASED TITLE XX
FUNDED NON -WAIVERABLE CENTERS (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING)

A

ACTUAL AVERAGE
GROUP SIZE

. . AGE OF. ,CHILD

6 UNDER
TWO YEARS TWO YEARS

6 or Lower ,24 22

7 to 9. 64 44

10 to 12 12 28

13 to 15 .6

16 to 18

19 to 21

22 to 24
Crt

25 to 27

28 to Higher

53

THUE TO -

SIX YEARS*

0 SL...._....---

11

37

47

5

ALL STATES (%) 18. (y0%) ,194100%) 20 (1902)

IJEDIAN STATE PRACTICE 6.8 -8.0 12.6

HMS CEILING 6 .12 16

* GROUP SIZE FIGURES FOR THE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGORIES ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL
SAMPLE SIZES

REFERENCE:. STATE TABLE 21
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fiUtDIARY TABLE 6: STATE GROUP tIZE COMPLIANCE IMPLICATIONS ,PERCENT OF GROUPS
IN.-NON- WAIVERABLE TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS' BELOW HHS REQUIREMENTS)

,PERCENT OF GROUPS
NOT MEETING HHS
GROUP SIZE NUMBER OF
REQUIREMENTS STATES 45 NAMES OF STATES

10% 4, . Ct.; Miss.; N.D.; Or

9 Ark.; Hawaii; Ian.; Mass.; N..C:; ,R.I.; S.D. ; Vt.

5 Colo.; D.C,;. ea,; Iowa; Ohio

8 Fla. ; Ky4 ;Ont.; N.J.;:Tex.; Utah; Va.

6 2 Ala.; NI.; Ind,; Okla.; Wash.

4 Del.; Maine; Mich.; Nev.

0r

11 -
' 6 20%

- 25%

26 - 30%

`--More than 30%

p

TOTAL ST4ES

.

U.S. MEDIAN ACROSS STATES(%)

55

';36

21.6%.

REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 22.

I
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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
_identifying ratios does not mandate that non-Title XX funded centers be licensed.
Nearly all States (except Montana) requfre 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 formal...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 centers-17 states currently impose
different requirekents,) The average minimum state licensing staff/child ratio
for the under two's, two,'three, four, fiye did six +.year olds' compared withthe
proposed 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 prond4pced. The
largest differential,-in terms of proportionate child /caregiver differences, is

observed for the under two and two year old, children.

Among the states, only, several have licensing codes as stringent as the opose
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
states for the three year olds (Alabama, Washington, D.C., Iowa, North Dakota,
South Dakota, New York, and Tennessee);' and three states for the four and live year olds
(Alabama, New York and South Dakota). HoWever, about one-third of the states are"
comparirle to the HHS requirements for the school age children (six years and older).
At the other end of the spectrum, Arizon2, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
HawalioNorth tirolina, Ohio, South Carolina, xas and Utah, have significantly
les tringent staff /child ratios for most a categories. s

Staff/Child Ratio Provider Practices in'Tiile XX Funded Centers,

Current day care center practices are much elober to the 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
in 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
currently maintain average staff/child ratios comparable to, Wr better than, the
HHS requirements for the wader two and two-year-old age categories in both,
scheduled enrollment and attendance based Upters. For the tgiee-to-six year old
category, the corresponding percentage of sates whose centers perform comparably
to the HHS requirements is much higher (90Z -- scheduled enrollment and 78%
attendance based). pnly schedUled enrollment centers. in Georgia and Louisiana
and attendance basedlcenters in Florida, Oklahoma, Utah and Virginia-ibrrently
maintain ratios which, on the average, are lower (more childvn per caregiver
then 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
CENTERS BY AGE OF CHILD (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING)

. MINIMUM STAFF/CHILD,
RATIO REQUIREMENT
(CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER)

AGE OF

71

CHILD
liNDEA TWO

YEARS TWO.YEAL THREE YEARS FOUR YEARS FIVE YEARS

6 3 or Lower 2 ,
4

0 0 0 0'

4 to 5 48
1

20 0, 0 0

''',-.....

gto

A

6 7 18 11 4 0 0
4.0.....

1°. 8 to 9 22 25 11 7 7

10 to 11 10 27 -49
I

31
. ,

22

12 to 13 0 14 9 20 9

,

14 to 15 0 2 24 22 22La
62

16 or Higher 0 0 2 20 40

SIX YEARS
AND OLDER

0

0

t

0

0

9

11

18

62

ALL STATES (%)

MEDIAN STATE MINIMUM

HMS MINIMUM:*

* 40 (100%)

5.3

3
1/4..._

44.(100%)

7.9

4

45 (100%)

10.0

. 9(8)

45 (00Z)

11.9

9(8)

45 (1002)

13.9

9(8)

45 (100%)

16.7

16(14)

,/
REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 14

NUMBERS IN PARENTHESES REFJ.ECT ATTENDANCE REQUIREMENTS

..)
'. .
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'SUMMARY TABLE 8: ACTUAL AVERAGE STAFF/CHILD RATIO PRACTICE IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT
4, TITLE IX FUNDED NON -WAIVgRABLE CENTERS (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING)

ACTUAL AVERAGE STAFF/
CHILD RATIO UNDER TWO THREE TO
(CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER,} YEARS TWO YEARS SIX 1FARS*

3 or
.

Lower 41 17 0

4 to 5

6 to 7

I to 9

10 to 11

12 to 13

14 to 15

16 or Higher

r

59 55 6

33

6 50

11

A

Ai: STATES ".

NEDIAN STATE PRACTICE

HHS MINIMUM

19 (1001).

4.5

4

19 (1050%1

7:6

9

REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 23

* STAFF/CHILD RATIO FIGURES FORTHE SIX MD OLDER AGE CATEGORIES,ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL SAMPLE SIZES
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SUMMARY TABLE 9: ACTUAL AVERAGE STAFFiCHILD RATIO PRACTICE IN ATTENDANCE mo
BASE.) TITLE XX FUNDED NON-WAIVERABLE-CENTERS (PERCENT.OFITATES REPORTING)

ACTUAL AVERAGE
STAFF/CHILD RATIO
(CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER)

UNDER TWO
YEARS 0 YEARS

THREE'TO
SIX YEARS*

3 or Lower
a

47 17 0

4 to 47 61 16

6 to 7 6 22 47

'8 to 9 32

10 to 11 5

12 to L3

14 to IS.

16 or Higher

ALL STATES (%)

MDIAN STATE PRACTICE

HHt MINIMUM

18 (100Z) 18 (100%) 19 (100%)

3.0 4.4 "6.8

3 4 8

REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 24

* STAFF/CHILD RATIO FIGURES FOR THE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGORIES ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL SAMPLE-SIZES

6 36,2



State,Staffing Practices and Compliance Issues

ir

Summary Table 10 and Figure 9:identifies the number and names of,states that

would need additional caregiver staff if the HHS regulations were in force. The

measurement assumptions used to calculate thesd numbers approximate those reflected

in both the regdlationssthemselves and in the inte.tim regulations guidelines. In

'order to be consistent with these measurement indices, separate figures are

piovided 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 nedded for the two year and older children. These combined

-additional staff would represent about a seven percent increase in'the number of FTE

caregivers currently employedis Title XX funded centers throughout the U.S., at

an estimated additional cost of approximately $33 million (using a realistic $8000
per annum salary base). While thege 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.

I

Interestihgly, four states alone (Florida, Illinois, Oklahoma and Texas), account

for one-half of the additionally heeded 2,455, caregiver staff for the two year and

older population. On the other hand, over 50% of the states would each need lesi

than 26 FTE caregivers statewide to meet the HHS requirements. For the under two
year old population, three of the above four high deficit states (Florida, Oklahoma and
Texas) account forWell over one-half of the additionally needed 1,789, FTE caregiver

staff.

Summary Table 11 (also Figure 9) identifies the number and names of states whose

centers currently function with more caregiver staff than the minimum needed to meet

the MIS requirements.' An examination of this table reveals that there is 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 tRtn,three times the number of

defidit caregiversiidentified earlier. Centers in over one-third of the states

each have more than 200 'TE surplus caregiverstaff. 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 surplus states were California (863), Illinois (912), Massachusetts

(739), Michigan (682) and Texas (749). For the under tiim year old population, only

550 surplus FTE caregivers are found, or approximately'one7third the number of

deficit caregivers identified earlier. This small number is not surprising

considering the very stringent ratio requirement (1.:3) for this regulatory age

category.
,s1

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

in a center) cannot be used to offset the caregivers deeded in another center. Centers

are overwhelmingly privately operated and most,operate independently. Budgets and

decisions about staffing are therefore made on a-center level. kcenter has a certain
number of staff in rettion to its definition of child care, its peripption of

need, and its financial situation.
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ADDITIONAL FTE
CAREGIVERS NEEDED

a

SUMMARY TABLE 10: STATE STAFFING COMPLIANCE IMPLICATIONS (ADDITIONAL FTE CAREGIVERS
NEEDED TO MEET HMS REQUIREMENTS IN NON-WAIVERABLE TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS)

NUMBER OF STATES NAMES OF STATES

CHILDREN UNDER CHILDREN TWO CHILDREN UNDER

TWO YEARS OLD YEARS AND OLDER TWO YEARS OLD

LHI DREN TWO

Y RS AND OLDER .

0 25 22 19 Ala, Ark, Colo, CT, Del, Ala, Ark, CT, Del, DC,
DC, Ind, Iowa,.Kan, Mass, Hawaii, Iowa,. Kan, ME; Miss,

MI, Miss, HT, NV, NH, ND, HT, NV, "NH, ND, OH, Ore, 1

OH, Ore, SD, UT, VT, VA RI, SD, VT '

26. 50 3 Cal, GA, WA LA, WA

51 75 0 Colo, KT, MI, UT

76 100 2 3 KT, TN CA, GA, Hasa

. 101 125 1 1 NC Ind

126 150. 2 2 Ill, LA NC, TN

151 175 0 1 VA_-------

116 20Q 0 04111
201 250 1 . 0 Fla

251 300 2 Fla, TX

More than. 300 2 2 Okla, TX Ill, Okla

TOTAL STATES 36

TOTAL 'DEFICIT STAFF 1,789 2,455

REFERENCE: 'STATE TABLE 25
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Figure 9

REPORT ON TI TLE XX DAY CARE
COMPAR I SON OF STAFF SURPLUS AND DEFICIT, BY STATE
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SUMMARY TABLE 11: STATE STAFFING COMPLIANCE IMPLICATIQNS (SURPLUS FIT C

NUMBER OF STFES NAMES
-SURPLUS FTE CHILDREN UNDER CHILDREN TWO CHILDREN UNDER
CAREGIVERS TWO YEARS OLD YEARS AND OLDER TWO YEARS OLD

t-

REN TWO
RS AND OLDER

0 - 25 24 5 411a, Ark, CA, Colo, CT, Ala,.NV, ND, Ore, SD
' Del, DC, GA, Ind, Iowa,

Kan, KT, Miss, MT, NV,

11\:. NH, NC, ND, Ore; SD, UT,
....

VT, VA, WA-

26 - 50 4 6 Ill, LA, Miss, OH, Okla, Hawaii, NH, UT
* TN

51' - 75 3 2 Fla, MI, TX Ark, Del .

4
$

76 - 100
\.-..

ME, WA, KT

101 - 125

126,; - 150

1510 --

176 20°-

201. 250

251 300

300+

4

TOTAL STATES

1

.4

2

2

4

8

33 36

TOTAL SURPLUS STAFF 550 8,201

4

68.

r

MT

Iowa, VT

GA, Ind, LA, VA

DC, Miss

CT, RI

Colo-, NC, Okla, TN

CA, Fla, Ill, Kan, Mass, MI,
OH, TX

a

4

REFERE&CE: STATE FABLE 26



If centers excedding minimum requirements chose to reduce surplus staff through
expansion of child enrollment, natural attrition of staff over time, or other

changes in staffing arrangements, subiaantial savings could certainly be realized.
Tht reduction in the cost of care perghild would be dramatic. The savings
through such a reduction in staff would be significantly grea,ter than the cost
($33 million) of the additional staff required on both a nationwide as well as an
individual state level.

GROUP COMPOSITION FOR FAMILY DAY CARE HOMES

The proposed HRS group composition requirement for family day care homes, has less

measurement assumptions and indices than for centerbased programs; however, it
contains complex multiple mixedage provisions. For homes with one caregiver--the
grodp size can never exceed five children,arany 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; or six if all children present
are two years of age or older. For homes with two or more caregivers- -the g oup size

can never exceed ten at any given time if children of all Ages arc present (no ore
than two children can be under twa,years of age); or twelve if all children present
are two years and older`. The requirOlent also contains rules 3overning the
caregiver's Own &hticiiren under six.yearn old and the number of additional school age
children which can be cared for before And after school hours.

The complexity of these rules precluded any reliable survey assesspent of Title XX
funded home'practices from a compliance perspective. It also precluded a clear
tabular presentation of state licensing codes governing group composition for
family day care homes., The only information which can be reported, is found in State
Table 27. This table presents a distribution of tIte numbers of children (ages 0

to 6) which attend Title XX funded family day homes during morning hours. As seen in
this table, the median percentage distribution across all,reporting states is: one
child (6.62); two to three children (26.8%); four to five children (38.2%); six
children (10%); and sevlin to twelve children (8.57,). The modal percentage falls
in the four to five children category.

4.6
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PART V: CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS

The conclusions to be ii4wn from this assessment effort are based upon a fairly con:
aliment pattern of findings associated with state and provider practices in Title IX
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 NHS 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 analyses
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 appropriateness of state agency regulatory programs and funding practices
and requirements. It simply reflected uhlat 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-
dutted 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 divergent with some, but not all, taintaining special require-
ments for Title XIVun ed 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 c4rcare that could be

. afforded as a result. of this chahge.

Administrative Practices

In the past the Federhl government and state governments have shared. the resahsibility
of assuring the health, safety, and, normal age-appropriate development of Federally
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
compared 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

i

efforts for assuring hat providers adhere to minimum licensing standards. Nationally,
licensing staff make t least one contact'annually with day care centers and average
approximately 15 FTE taff for, this function. Title XX center monitoring occurs on
average every ten months (every,,nine months-for homes) with states devoting approxi-
mately nine FTE 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 state reporting exceeded this minimum requiremen,

Non-Staffing Issues

A high degree of consistency was observed between state *Title XX agency requirements
and day care center provider practices in the health and provision of meals areas.
Centers, however, well exceeded state agency requirements with respect to the
training of caregivers (particularly, orientation of newly hired caregivers), social
services 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.
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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 provide 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: disseminating 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 care 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 HMS regulation& 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, whilq
those states which currently prescribe higher ceilings than included in the proposed
HHS regulations might consider lowering them.

df
Staff/child ratio practices reveal 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 across 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 number of surplus staff exceed the number of

defici staff by a ratio of more than three to one.

A c ser examination of the state by state picture revealed that wide divergency

in t staffing practices of several key states accounts for much of this complexity.

Flori , Illinois, Oklahoma and Texas, while alone 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 populations, etc. It is

beyohd the scope of the present study data base, however, to precisely identify

which 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 exceptioi&kally large number of surplus caregivers

without corresponding large numbers of deficit caregivers--California, MassacWtisetts
and Michigan are the most prominent st tes falling in this category. Two of these

states (California and Massachusetts) so have among the highest maximum reimburse-'

meat rates of any state.
il
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4'The issue of overcompliance was discussed earlier in the findings section of this
report. Several 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 subsidized day care. The problem
of undercompliance could be offset somewhat by revising the proposed HHS staff/
child ratio requirements for the under twoyear 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 yielded an additional benefit. Man); states have
indicated that the study procedprts and compilation techniques used to measure
group'composition proved quite useful and will be incorporated in their own
state licensing and monitoring systems.

gat
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APPENDIX A: STATE STATISTICAL TABLES.

TABLE 1: NUMBER

STATE

AND TYPE OF TITLE XX FUNDED DAY CARE CENTERS AND HOMES

CENTERS HOPES
LOIAL

TOTAL PROFIT NON-PROFIT PUBLIC WAIVERABLE* NON-WAIVERABLE

ALABAMA 230 4 226 0 0 230 983ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CAREARIZONA 282 188 94 0 NA NA 1170ARKANSAS 109 34 72 3 52 57 57CALIFORNIA 505 0 29 46.476 0 505 NA

COLORADO 383 202 155 26 168 215 1103CONNECTICUT 104 0 0 104 0 104 3900DELAWARE 49 4 42 3 1 48 , 9,D.C. 104 7 67 30 5 99 35FLORIDA 394 107 247' 40 7 387 319

GEORGIA 290 NA NA *NA NA NA 22HAWAII - 18 0 18 0 0 18 0IDTHO 23 11 10 2 23 0 15ILLINOIS 1010 283 727 0 280 730 1000INDIANA 120 24 95 1 ,, 9 111 100

IOWA 99 13
4

86

As

0 30 69 198KANSAS 240 45 169 26 72 168 608KENTUCKY 248 116 92 40 136 112 23LOUISIANA 323 2I6 97 10 111 212 84MAINE 29 0 21 8 0 29 113

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 371 71 300 0 59 312 1000MICHIGAN 611 153 458 0 271 340 2444MINNESOTA 58 HA NA
MISSISSIPPI 69 34 35 6

MISSOURI
NO REPORTMONTANA 61 NA NA NA 34 77 1 14NEBRASKA 144 76 68

NEVADA 25 12 12 22NEW HAMPSHIRE 32 5 21 6 15 17 40

NEW JERSEY 470 0 448 22 250 220 160NEW MEXICO
NO REPORT

NEW YORK 601 0 601 0 0 601 4476NORTH CAROLINA 334 17 204 113 35 299 130NORTH DAKOTA 6 0 3 3 4 2 6_

OHIO 275 NA NA NA 3 272 5000OKLAHOMA 587 346 194 47 217 370 615OREGON 18 3 15 0 15
PENNSYLVANIA 563 0 563 0 0 563 1458RHODE ISLAND 53 20 , 26 7 8 45 434

SOUTH CAROLINA 111 8 27 76 8 103 10SOUTH DAKOTA 49 49 0 0 23 26 563TENNESSEE 251 NA NA NA 140 111 . 20TEXAS 451 74 299 78 48 403 471UTAH 99 68 12 19 42 57 - 1499

VERMONT 86 28 58 0 29 57 99VIRGINIA 194 69 104 21 99 95 1495WASHINGTON 224 53

21
153
69

18

0
162

17
62

74
469
1730

WEST VIRGINIA 91

WISCONSIN' NA

79

NA

26

NA
53

NA NA
0 63

NA
16

NA

140
WYOMING ,
U.S. TOTAL 10,773
PERCENT OF TOTAL

2,354a
25%

5,969a
622

1,215a 2,691h
13% 27%

7.366b
732

29,329
WAIVERABLE MEANS A CENTER WITH NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT OR 10 (WHICHEVER IS LESS)HHS FUNDED CHILDREN

NA * NOT AVAILABLE
a * 5 STATES PROVIDING TOTAL NUMBER

OF CENTERS, UNABLE TO PROVIDE_DISTRIBUTIONh * 3 STATES PROVIDING TOTAL NUMBER OF CENTERS, UNABLE TO PROVIDE DISTRIBUTION

53 74



TABLE 2: ENROLLMENT BY AGE OF CHILDREN IN TITLE XX FUNDED FACILITIES

ALL CHILDREN IN CENTERS NUMBER

THREE SIX TO TEN' TO,UNDER TITLE XX

TOTAL TWO TWO TO SIX TEN FOURTEEN CHILDREN ONLY

STATE NUMBER YEARS(X) TEAKS(X) YEARS(Z) YEARS(%). YEARSin. CENTERS HOMES

ALABAMA NA

NOALASKA ,

ARIZONA HA NA

AKKANSAS 5,788 10

CALIFORNIA 42,199 1

COLORADO 26,054 2

CONNECTICUT 4,600 2

DELAWARE 2,512 14

D.C. 4,614 3

FLORIDA 18,182 16

GEORGIA NA 9

HAWAII 765 0

IDAHO 711 5

ILLINOIS 68,000 4

INDIANA 9,173 2

IOWA 5,883 4

KANSAS 9,508 4

KENTUCKY 11,210 15

LOUISIANA 14,880 13

MAINE 1,165 0

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS HA 3

MICHIGAN 34,656 4

MINNESOTA 3286 6

MISSISSIPPI 11,051 5

MISSOURI
MONTANA 1,579 0

NEBRASKA NA HA

NEVADA 2,074 10

NEW HAMPSHIRE 1,789 3

NEW JERSEY 14,600 3

NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK NA NA

NORTH CAROLINA 12;380 10

NORTH DAKOTA\ 364 5

OHIO t NA =NA
OKLAHOMA ll

13,794 20

OREGON 959 12

PENNSYLVANIA 119,000
RHODE ISLAND 13,850 0

SOUTH CAROLINA 5

SOUTH DAKOTA 2,552 18

TENNESSEE 8,841 1.5

TEXAS- 26.911

UTAH 6,1419

VERMONT 4,017

VIRGINIA 13,554 2

WASHINGTON 15,779 9

WEST VIRGINIA HA lc

WISCONSIN 48,203d NA

WYOMING 4,920 4

U.S. TOTAL 472.960

U.S. AVERAGE (2) 62

NA NOT AVAILABLE

16 80 4

TITLE XX DAY CARE

NA HA HA

11 73' 5

6 56 32

. ,

10 74 13

2 92 4

16 ' 61 8
13 66 14

18 55 9

10 70 9

3 87 8
15 77 3

10 70 14

11 79 7

10 72 13

10 74 11 -

15 62 8

22 62 2

1 91 7

REPORT ATTACHED
7 76 11

13 71 12

13 63 18

9 . 86 0

NO 'REPORT
10 , 84 6

NA 'NA NA

14 67 9

3 84 10

6

9 62 18

NO REPORT

HA NA NA

16 66 7

12 76 ,,6

NA NA NA

27 49 3

12. 66 8

72

0 75 19

9 84 2

29 53 0

19 39 20

43 43

12 80 a

10 75 11

17 64 12

15 56 18

9c 50c 29c

HA tu, NA

11 72 13 0 705 ' 118

n 8,658 2,608

HA 7,608 1,902

1 2,155 182

:5 HA ,,
NA

1 4,437 2,665

0 4,157 6,308

1 1.727 225

4 3,045 108

2 17,100 1,061

= 4 8,930 77

2 676 -

0 62 25

2 21,500 1,700

1 4,497 225

1 1,375 479

1 2,972 1,500

0 2,662a 161a

' 1 7,718 200

1 972 580

3 11,852 1,812

0 6,092 5,736

0 NAb BAB

0 3,051 75

0 3.345 b9

NA 1,900 100

0 148 11 12

0 577 98

8 13,390 207

NA 43,614 17,312

1.
8,987 431

1 364 10

NA 7,795

,

22,044

1 9,511 1,845

2 78 70

22 19,000 5,000

6 472,1,472 860

0 4,838 49

0 937 1,436

7 % 2,321 l75

14 18,207 1,669

0 2,157 2,339

1 979 273

5 7,019 8.207

2

9c

1,436
1 irdr.

1,157

4,538

NA NA NA

132 165% 142 22

- DUES NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED)

a - ESTIMATED DISTRIBUTION pp CHILDREN

IN CENTERS AND HOMES

b 11.218 TOTAL XX CHILDREN IN CENTERS

AND HOMES

268.772f 96,768f

c lITLE XX CHILDREN ONLY
d - CHILDREN UND.ER 7 YEARS OLD ONLY

e - 11 STATES NOT INCLUDED
f 7 STATES NOT INCLUDED
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TABLE 3: AVERAGE HOURLY WAGES OP PAID CAREGIVERS BY TYPE

STATE LEAD TEACHER ($) TEACHER ($) TEACHER AIDE ($)-01

AtARAm4 4.47 3.56 3.35husK4 NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA NA NA
ARKIV S As 3.93 3.60 .

3.33QATTFoRNIA 9.78 6.74 4.55

C .

cntoRADo 4.96 3.64 3.36CONNECTICUT ° 5.90 5.68 3.97DP/AWARE 4.36 3.13/
D.C. 5.88 4.87 4.04FLORIDA

4.38 3.67
3.48

GEORGIA
BAWAI/
7nA.R0

ILLIMUL
pinTANA

4.33 3.55 3.30
4.96 4.34

3.69 .__

4_00 - I 10
4-91 _4-40 .

3.52
4 5 1.74 3.43 104

TOWA
6 5R 3.92 3.43X49s4A
6 40 3.89 3.46 /rwmuncy
1 no 3.51 3.37

141111SilliA-------.-----3-10----.1.15j120_______-- MATNR
4. 97 . 4 45 3.50

pARYLAND
1MASSACHUSETTS

ylvitEsOTA

NTRATRRIppi

2Isamm
MONTANA
NERRASKA
NEVADA
NEW HAMPSHIRE

grFoRT ATTACRED'
510 4.49 3.89
456 3.41
4-30 3.57 3.16
5 2n 4,95 3.65

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NoRTR cAEOLINA
NoBTR DAKOTA

onTO

OKLAHOMA
OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA
RRonR ISLAND

anyTTR CAROLINA

RGIB DAKOTA
TENNESSEE'
TEXAS
UTAL

VERMONT
VIRGINIA

WHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
wTgronm
WYOMING

U.S. AVERAGE

nO REPORT
4.60_ 2.67 . ,2.50
_b1A 3.63 3.20
4.85 3.96 3754
4.70 3.86 3.54

5 91 4.56 3.68
mo _REPORT._

-NA NA NA
4.24 3.34
3.2R 3 40

4.51 4.06 3.45

1 SA 3.36 3.32
5 4A 3.84____ 3.39
A 0, 4.62 4.51
4.75 _ _4.50 1.75

74
4.40

4.23

(.17

4,14

4.45

3.65
3.65
3.66

3.87
3.41

---3.39--
3.40

,3.53 J.1)

5.03 3.80
3.88 3.58

NA
4 53 3.80
4.9J 4.13

4.78 3.97

3.46

3.30
3.23
NA
3.47

3.94

3.49

NA NOT AVAILABLE

DOES NOT APPLY

(NO CAREGIVERS IN THIS CATEGORY)
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TABLE 4: DAILY RATE OF REIMBURSEMENT BY AGE OF CHILD (DOLLARS)

STATE

ALABAMA
ALMA
A:sr-0%A

(.-KA% AS

CaFORNI!

COLORADO
CONN:.:TICUT

10-AWARE
D.C.

FLORIDA

GEORGIA
8

All

CENTERS )TOMES

MAXIMUM a DAILY
RATE FOR INFANTS
AND 2 YEAR OLDS

MAXIMUM DAILY

RATE FOR CHILDREN
3 YEARS AND OLDER

MAXIMUM a
DAILY RATE
ALL AGES

_11.00 11.00 4.00

7.10 b,c 7.10 b,c 6.00 b,c

9.00. c 9.00 c 6.25

19.97 1516 NA

10.00 8.00 6.00 d

7.00 7.00 7.00

9.6db 9.60 b 6.60 b

19.67 b 12.50 b 7.00-6

8.00 7.00 7.00

.H0

INDIS ,

INDIANA

IOWA
KANSAS
KLNI".:ZKY

LOWISIAMA
MAINE

. MARYLAND
100EASSA'..HUST7TS

MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI
MDNTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA
NEW HAMPS..=

NEW JERSEY
NEW MENICO
NEW YCRK

CARO:ANA

!,)nnt DAY.0:

11.45 b,e 9.80 b,e r11.25 b.e

41.37 11.37

5.00 b 5.00 b 5.00 b

11.18 10.18 6.01

12.00 8.85 8.60 d

21.31 13.06 8.00

7.80 c 7.20 c 5.75 c d

7.00 7.00 7:00

7.00 e 8.00 e 3.71

15.81. 15.81 14.56 f

20.60 14.65 5.50 c

10.50 b 7.00 b 5.50 b

14.02 11.05 NA

12.00 12.00 NA

6 90 b 6.00 b 6,00 b

8.85 7.31 4.90

12.00 12.00 NA

14.82 6.75 6.50

16.00 11.00 4.50 b

15.50 15.50 NA

9.45 A 7.24 A 5.30 g

9.00 b,c 9.00 b,c 9.00 b,c

)55

OHIO 10.14 10.14

ft

7.00

7.00 7.00 6.00

0".:FGW: 11.45 10.50 7.30 b

PENNSYLVAs.IA 19,96 14.86 14.47

-.0DL - 8.17 4.60

SDUTH CARC:X:A 11.60 11.60 6.64

8.20 c 8.20_c 5.50 b,c

11.34 e 9.90-e 5.50 b

14.21 10.28 6.40

I,AH - 6.75 b 5.65 b.d

9.12 b 9.12 b 6.08 b

12.00 12.00 20.00 c

7.77 7.77 7.77

6.50 Eno 6.50

%N!.. 14.00 14.00 --11775-c

8.10 10 8.10 6.66-E.c

NA =SNOT AVAILABLE

trak
= 'DOES NOT APPLY

a = THE MAXIMUM CAN INDICATE THE TOP OF A RANGE. ACTUAL REIMBURSEMENT VARIES AS A

FUNCTION OF THE REIMBURSEMENT SYSTEM USED. (EXAMPLES: FLAT RATE. MARKET PRICE,

ACTUAL COSTS, NEGOTIATED RATE)

b - FLAT RATE ONLY, NO OTHER REIMBURSEMENT MECHANISMS USED

c = BASED ON 10 HOUR DAY
dr= HIGHER RATE FOR INFANTS
e = CONTRACT FACILITIES ONLY
f = FAMILY HOME SYSTEMS ONLY

g = MEDIAN RATE 56
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:"TABLE 5: TYPE OF REIMBURSEIENT (CENTERS AND HOMES)

STATE

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSiS
CALIFORNIA

SLIDING
FEE SCHEDULED*
SCALE ENROLLMENT

X

COLORATM

CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
D.C.

FLORIDA

X

x

X

ATTENDANCE

NO TITLE XX DAY CARE

x--

X

SUPPLEMENTAL**
RATES

X

X

1-

X
X

X

GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO

YLLINOIS
INDIANA

X

X

X
X

IOWA
KANSAS
KENTUCKY*
LOUISIANA
MAINE

X- X

-Y

-x X

MARYLAND ,
REPORT_ _ ATIKH_ED

NASSACEUSETTS X X
MICHIGAN X

XMINNESOTA X XMISSIWIPPI X X

X

-4

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEiRASKA

X
x

NO REPOR1

X X X
NA NA NANEVADA

NEW rt.ArTs. 114,7 X_

NEW JERSEY

W
MEXICO
YORK

HORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA

)H.:0

OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND

Xa Xb X
NO REPORT

X X
X

X X X

X X

X

SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON--
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

U.S. TOTAL

X X

X X
X

X x .xs.
x

X_ , , X X
_x 1 x x
X __X._ _X._x x

32 24 29 25

U.S. PERCENT 63

* REIMBURSED FOR CHILD ABSENCES

** HANDICAPPED, SPECIAL EDUCATION, TRAINING, ETC,

51

57

7s

63

NA NOT AVAILABLE

a - CENTERS ONLY

b HOMES ONLY
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TABLE 6 : PROGRAM OF ACTIVITIES REQUIREMENT AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROVISION

BY STATE AGENCY (TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)

STATE

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA

CENTERS
REQUIREMENT PROVISION REQUIREMENT PROVISION

HOMES

X x x X**

ARKAcrislAS

COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
n r

FLORIDA

GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO
ILLINOIS
INDIANA

__HQ _TITLE xx. DAY CARE

x .

X.

X

X X

X x x

X X

X X X

X x X

x

X

X X

X

IOWA X

KANSAS X
KENTUCKY X
LOUISIANA

MAINE

X

X

X

X

X'

X

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI

x
x

REPORT ATTACHED

x
x

X

X

X

X x
X x

MISSOURI -

MONTANA X
NEBRASKA _X

NEVADA X
NEW HAMPSHIRE X

NO __REPQRT
X

x
t

NEW 47"MSEY X X X

NEW MEXICO NO REPORT

NEW YORK X --X -X
.

NORTH CAROLINA X X X
NORTH DAKOTA 2 _ X X

OHIO x 1 X X

OKLAHOMA x x X

OREGON X X

PENNSYLVANIA .X__ X

RHODE ISLAND I X X X

.-

SODTH CAROLINA X.

SOUTH DAKOTA y

TENNESSEE X
TEXAS _X _
UTAH x

x
x

X

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

U.S. TOTAL

U.S. PERCENT

X

X

X

44

94%

38 37 32

812 792 682

a ONLY FOR HOMES WITH 7-12 CHILDREN
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TABLE 7:

STATE

CAREGIVER TRAINING REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY, STATE AGENCY
(TITLE XX FUNDED FACILITIES)

ORIENTATION TRAINING
REQUIREMENT REQUIREMENT ' TRAINING PLAN

ALABAMA X X X
ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA X' Ha %a

X
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA

D.C.

FLORIDA

OEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO
ILLINOIS
TNI)TANA

ti t-

r x

x

Xa

IOWA

KANSAS,
KENTUCKY Y XLOUISIANA
MAINE

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS X
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA

X
MISSISSIPPI 2

MISSOUTI
MDNTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA -

HRH AdMPFITIRE

REPORT ATTACHED

- X --

X
4

0 PE P r19. T

-

NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA

X

NO REPORT,

X

. -
OHIO
OKLAHOMA
OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA

X

RHODE ISLAND-

A X

X Xb

SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH

X

VERMONT
VIRGINIA

WASHINGTON
'WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

U.S. TOTAL

U.S. PERCENT

X Xb
X_

X X
X X

24
- 27 34

51 57 72

a FOR CENTER CAREGIVERS ONLY

b, -0 FOR HOME CAREGIVERS ONLY
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TABLE 8 : NUTRITION REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY STATE AGENCY
(TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)

CENTERS HOMES PARTICIPATION IN USDA
NUTRITION CONSULTATION NUTRITION CONSULTATION

STATE REQUIREMENT ,SERVICES REQUIREMENT SERVICES CENTERS(%)HOMESM
B S L

.

B S L
ALABAMA R x x x x x 35 45

ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE

ARIZONA X X Y x X X X . x
ARKANSAS x x x x x ii58

CALIFORNIA x x x x . x x 100 NA

COLORADO x x x x 47 60

CONNECTICUT x x x x 100 100

DELAWARE x x x x x x 92 46

D.C. x x x x x x 50 0

FLORIDA x x X x

GEORGIA
HAWAII

X x X x

75 [00

100 100

x NA

IDAHO
ILLINOIS x x X x 67 3Z

INDIANA x x x X x x 96 69

IOWA x x x X x x NA NA

KANSAS xa x x x xa x x x 35 30

KENTUCKY x x x x x x NA
/
NA

LOUISIANA x x _ x x -_ x 95 NA
MAINE x x x x x x 100 100

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS .x x x x

MICHIGAN xb xb xb x xb xb xb

MINNESOTA x x x x x 'x

MISSISSIPPI x x x X x x x

78 95

61 50

63 ' NA
100 100

MISSOURI
MONTANA x x

NEBRASKA x x

NEVADA
NEW HAMPSHIRE

NO REPORT
x x x

x x

x NA NA

75 0

x x 43 0

NEW JERSEY x x x

NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK x x

x x x x

4 NO REPORT

x x x

.100

NORTH CAROLINAx .x x x x x

NORTH DAKOTA x x x x x x ' x

x

99 64 ,

100 63

x 100 83

OHIO x x x x x x x 50 10

OKLAHOMA
OREGON

x x x x -x x 30 0

x x x x x x 100- Ti

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 .e. trik

TEXAS x x x x 78 -42
UTAH x x x x x x 32 r27,..

VERMONT x x x x x x x 504 50 I. :I.

VIRGINIA x x x x x x NA 20

WASHIZTON Z 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

WYOMING x x x x - x x. 75 52

U.S. TOTAL 21 48 42 38 21 43 42

U.S. PERCENT 45' 92 89 81 45 92 89

NA - NOT AVAILABLE
- DOES NOT APPLY (NO TITLE XX HOMES)

a.r UNA REQUEST
b ,PARENT OR PROVIDER PROVIDES WELL-BALANCED NUTRITIOUS MEAL

32

68

60 81

72.6% 52.5%

-At.
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TABLE SI;; HEALTH SERVICES REQUIREMENT AND PRO"l'IOM OF INFORMATION BY STATE AGENCY (TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)

4
4

CENTERS
HOMES 0

44 4
HEALTH

\ ASSURE
ASSURE

PROVIDE CHILD HEALTH
6

PROVIDEH CHILDRENIKTUNIZATION ASSESSMENT EPSDT LEVEL INFORMATION RECEIV
STA* 11* REQUIREMENT REQUIREMENT ASSESSMENT TO CENTERS SERVIC

IMUNIZATION ASSESSMENT EPSDT LEVEL MA;LON RECEIVE
REQUIREMENT REQUIREMENT ASSESSMENT TO SERVICE

,_
.

'
ALLMA X X X X X X X X X XALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE NO TITLE XX DAY _CAREARIZONA X X X X X X X X .XAll ANSAS x . x
CALIFORNIA

COLORADO
(CONNECTICUT X
DELAWARE
D.0

FLORIDA

X X X X

X
-9

X X X
X
CC x x

X

X X

;

GEORGIA x
HAWAII
IDAHO
ILLINOIS X
INDIANA x

X

X
x

x

41

X

IOWA x
XAS x

KY
X X XLour,

MAIN
(ANA X X X X X X

X X ' X X X

SETTS
HICHI

MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI

MI5SOUFI
HONTAKA
NEBRASKA x

*. NEVADA t

NEW IRE X

A
X X X
X

"".

NO REPORT

REPORT ATTACHED REPORT ATTACHED

X X

x. X

X

NO REPORT
X

X

X

NEW JERSEY
JEW MEXICO
,NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA

OHIO
°mom. -
OREGON X
l'ELMBYLVANTA X
RHODE ISLAND X

NO 'REPORT
X

X

SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH

NA
IL

NO REPORT

VERMONT K x
VIRGINIA X x
WASHINGTON X X
WEST VIRGINIA X X "

. WISCONSIN X X
WYONIIV Kb

X

X X X X X
X ° X X X X
X X X X

X X X X x
Kb

U.S. TOTAL 45
U.S. PERCENT 96

40

85 43
26 33 37-

70 E9

33

70

14

30
1911 32
40 68

- DOTS NOT APPLY (NO TITLE XX'HOMES)
0 VILE XX CHILDREN ONLY

14 CH ILbLEN OVER 18 MONTHS

61

L
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TABLE 10: PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT REQUIREMENT BY STATE AGENCY (TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HONES)

V

,..

-.

0 %CENTERS HOMES
STATE RE SANITATION TRANSPORTATION SWIMMING EQUIPMENT fig SANITATION TRANSPORTATION SWIliMING EQUIPMENT

-00E
1!.

.

ALABAMA X X X X X ' X
ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE NO TITLE XX___DAY_'_CARE
ARIZONA X X X X X X X X
ARKANSAS x X X X X . X X X X X
CALIFORNIA X X ,X X X X X, X X X

.
COLORADO x X X_ --.1- X -4---- A
CONNECLICuT x X_ .. __2, x x x X
DELAWARE X

X,..,
X X X X

D.C. X x x _X- X _L._ x
FLORIDA x x 1._____:X______ x x x

.

GEORGIA X X X X

f ILLINOIS
INDIANA YX X

X X

X

X

-K

X_
X

X
-----X---:X

1:- , X
X

x
IDAHO X

X
HAWAII

X

10KA X X
......

S x x
t_ X. x x X

X- IL X X 0 X X X
KENTUCKY X X K-__-_. -X. X X X X
posisum x x x x x x x x x x
ATHE

.X -x X_ X x

REPORT AT'jACHED
MASSACHUSETTS x X

X--
RFPORTMARYLAND t

MICHIGAN x x_
MINNESOTA X X X X x X X
MISSISSIPPI X x. x X XA IA X -K

e
41r

'NEBRASKA
NEVADA
Nk.W HAMPSHIRE X , X

NEW JERSEY 'X X dideb X X X
NEW MEXICO NO REPORT NO REPORI
NEW YOU

. x ,X X 4,- x x x 1
NORTH CAROLINA x x x x x x X X
NORTH, DAKOTA X X JL2- Xx x X x X

`OHIO x x X-- -L- X X X
OKLAHOMA X X_ -X ----X X . ...10._.X. __X_

N x x x ____X- ,___Z_ X Y
PENNSYLVANIA x .. X X X -1 ...1.-- x
RHODE ISLAM, x x X X x I---

tx

4

le4BUTH CAROLINA X X X X x X
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH.

-X
X Y X X -,....-

I
VERMONT Y Y X 1.

X X Y _X X
VIRGINIA 1( r x X x Y X X X X

'0' WASHINGTON X I X X x x x X .

WEST VIRGINIA Y ' X X x ____ --X-----X-..- X X
WISCONSIN Y X " Y Y_ X K ---X--- X
WOKING r r ,-- ) X _x___

1/
.

U.S. TOTAL 47 41 41 26 44 42 43 6 \ 19 39

U.S: PERCENT/ 100 100 87 r 5 94 89 92 5/ ,, 40 83

tqk

a FOR HOMES WITH 6 OR MORE CHILDRE4rONLY

Q 0
4...)

.

62

t
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TABLE 11: SOCIAL SERVICES T AND PROVISION.BY STATE AGENCY
fTITLE XX FUND ERS AND. HOMES)

CENTERS HOMES
ASSURE ASSURE

REQUIRE o 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 t X X X.

ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
Xa YA

CALIFORNIA, X X

'COLORADO X X X
CONNECTICOT X X -X X X
DELAWARE- V

D. C:` X X X x X.

FLORIDA X X X X

GEORGIA X X
HAWAII X
IDAHO

X

X

ILLINOIS

INDIANA

IOWA X
KANSAS

' KENTUCKY
x
x

X X

X
LOUISIANA
MAINE X X x X

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS X X
MICHIGAN__ _

MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NO REPORT
X X

NEW HAMPSHIRE
X

-
x

NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO ft

NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA

x X X X X x

x -3h X X X
NO REPORT . i

X X * X
x x X X X X
Y

.411D X ' x x X
OKLAHOMA / X X
OREGON X X
PENNSYLVANIA X X X

X
X

11RHODE ISLAND x X \.... X X

SOUTH CAROLINA i X X i X X
SOUTH DAKOTA X X X X X X

.T±NNESSEE X X X X X X
TEXAS X
UTAH Y X 3r- ,-

VERMONT
VIRGINIA ,
WASHINGTON 0
VEST VIRGIN/1F
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

I

V. S. TOTAL

U .S . Fril,c1NT

%7 X X_ X
Jt X _X x
X X' . X X
X x

x
X X

X

1.,
M 4426

,55 is: a, 55

1, . ...- P-..IKI, .. sle

p - AT PRovirmt RSQUEET 1

.
. 0.

1 '

ar "a*
7

r

X

35 19 27
35

75 40 57 75

C\

:4
s.

pf
4



TABLE 12: PARENT INVOLVEMENT REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY STATE AGENCY
tTILLE nX FUNDEDCLNTERS AND dOMES)

STATE

CENTER REQUIREMENTS CENTERS HONES
OPPORTUNITIES UNLIMITED
TO PARTICIPATE ACCESS TO PROVIDE PROVIDE
IN PROGRAM OBSERVE INFORMATION INFORMATION .

POLICY MAKING CHILDREN AND T.A. AID T.A.

ALABAMA X X X
ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
.-aLL.JNA

x
KA.R.KA.n&s ____ c

'Xc _____ x ___... _

CALIFORNIA
X

COLORADO X X X
CONNE ..,UT g X°
DELAWARE X X X---
D.C.

Z X g---- x .
7LORTDA X X

11.0.E2IA X X X ' X
HAWAII

X X
IDAHO

X
ILLINOIS X
INDIANA

IOWA
KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE

Xa

X X X X
X X
X X-

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS

MTSSISSTEPI

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA

REPORT ATTACHED
X

X
Xa

NO REPORT

x

NEVADA
NEWJHAMPSHIRE

0
X

NEW JERSEY X x °
NEW MEXICO NO REPORT

_ NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
X

METH-7/KKOTA X X

OHIO X
OKLAHOMA

AOREGON X
PENNSYLVANIA X

X

;CHODE II0111)

SOUTH CAROLINA __ X __ '''-- X - A
WITH DAKOTA , X X
UNNESSEE x

--Y:---

>s _g __A_ I_
TEXAS __X_ I . . __ -, A =

k
________

X . X'JT/fH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN

WYOMING

U1S. TOTAL

U.S. PERCENT

a IF 40 OR MORE CHILDR

'
4

gir 22 27 33 28

I 47 57 70 60

64
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TABLE 13: STATE MAXIMUM 1,ROUP SIZE REWIRLNENT FOR TITLE XX A,D AX F0NDED CEN-ILB, 65 001, f () - 6+ YEARS OLD)

S [ATE t

NON-TITLE XX CENTERS
TITLE XX CENTERS (STATE LICENSING REOUTREMEND

UNDER , SIX LNDLR SIX
ONE ONE TWo ' niRcE, FO2R FIVE YEARS uNE ONE TA THRE1 FOUR FIVE YEARS
YEAR YEAR YEA16 YEARS YLARB YO,R6 AND OLDER YEAR YEAR YEARS YEARS YEARS YEARS ANDOLDER

ALABAMA la-6 6 6 18 18 18 16 1a-6 6 6 18 18 18 16
ALASKA , NO TITLE XX DA1 CARE NO TITLE ".D LAY CARE
ARIZONA N N N ' N -N 4 N N N ' N N N N
ARKANSAS N. N N N N N N N N N - N N N
CALIFuRNIA 6 6 12 16 16 16 14 N N N N. N N

CoLORADO N N N N N N N N N ' N N N N N
CONNECTICUT 4 4 4 15 15 i5 15 N 4/1'N N N N N N
OELAWARE 4 4 4 15 2v 2) 25 5 8 15 I5 20 20 25

. D.0 . 8 8 16 16 20 25 30 8 8- lo 16 20 2, 30
FLORIDA N N N N N

GEORGIA N N N N N . N
4

N N N N N N N
HAWATI NC NC N N N N N« NC NC Y N N N N
IDAHO N N N N N N N

.
N N N N

ILLINOIS 6 6 8 20 20 25 25 ____ 6 6 8 zet . 20 25 25
INDIANA 8 10 15 15 15 15 ,0 N 6 10--'" 15 15 .,

15 4
, I

IOWA N N N N N N N N N N N N ., N
KANSAS 6 12 12 lb 18 '' lo 9 12 12 20 4- 20 ' 20 32
KENTUCKY N N N N N

___
N N N N N N N d s

LOUISIANA N N N N s i N N N N N N N N
MAINE N N N N N i

N N N

MARYLAND REPORT AlTALREI, REPORT ATTACHED__ ____ ________
MASSACHLSEITS 7 SI 9 20 20 3) JO 1 4 9. 20 ib 30 30
MICHIGAN : S N N N N N 5 N N N N N N N
MINNESOTA 8 r4 -14 15 2u 2) 25 8 14 20 20 LO 20 30
MISSISSIPPI 6 8 ' 8 i2 16 13 16 5 N N N N , N

MISSOURI NO REPORT
MONTANA N N N N N
NEBRASKA N N N N N

NEVADA N N N N N
NEW riANFSHIRE 8 8 8 N

NEW JERSEY 6 . 6 12 18 18 13 16
NEW E)(1C0 NO REPORT
NEW YORK 12 12 18 21 24 18 20 12
NORTH CAROLINA 5 6 7 18 20 25 25 25
NORTH DAKuTA X N N 14 N N N

J.--

OHIO
A

6 6 12 .16 16 i5 14 8 20
OKIAHLIMA N N N N . N

ORE(,ON 6 6 12 12 12 13 8
PEIINSYLVAN IA N N N N N S N N N
R1.

.
1AN'D NC NC NC N

ND REPORT
N N N N

N N N N

N N , N

8

N N N N N

NO REPORT
12 18 21 24, 18 20

25 2) -25 25 25 _____25
4

__
- N N N -N7

_ __

..-

N

N

N

N

.SOLTA CAROLINA
50 iii DAKOTA. 220 20 20 10 20 2) 2-j 20 20 20 20 20 2o 20

- T,E16ESSLE A 8 _..1-2- 18 18 1 -18 10 16 16 20 20 25 25
TEXAS' 8 ---- 128 - 18 18 18 ___16 12 ___ 35 35 35 35 35 t
UTAH 34,- * 25 25 25' 25 25 -"' NC NC 23 25 25 25 -25

18 i3 IA - N

20 30 3O '
N N S N .26

20 20 30 30
N N , N N

SC 5 ., .

=

40

VERMONT

VIRGINIA
. WS, H NGION

WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN 6
WIOMINd

_

N N N N 4 N-.. _
N N N N , N N _

14 20 20 20 20 20 10 14 20 20 20 20
_._ _

N N N i N 17 4 ___ __N N __
12 16 16 16 _L14 8 16.. 0 32 32

N N N N
-ti

N

U.S. MEDIAN 6 0 7.6 11 4 12.8 18 3 18 4 18.6 8.4 10.n 16.8 19,6 49 9 21 5 25.0

N,. NO GROUP SUE ROUTREmEN,
NC NO CENTER CARE ALLOWED FoR rnIS, AGE CHILD

a MAXIMUM GROUP SIZE FOR ys.w. 6 STEERS OLD

8J
65

4

s



TABLE 14: STATE MINIMUM STAFF/CHILD RATIO REQUIREMENTS FOR TITLE XX AND NON-TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS BY
CHILD AGE (CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER)

STATE

ALABAMA

ALASKA

ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA

TITLE XX CENTERS
UNDER
pNE ONE 'IWO THREE FOUR
YEAR YEAR YEARS YEARS YEARS

la-6 6 6
NO TITLE

8 10 10
6 6 6
3 3 4

SIX
FIVE YEARS

YEARS AND OLDER

9 9 '9 16
XX DAY CARE

15 20 25 25
5 6 6 7

8 -8 8 14

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE

D.C.
FLORIDA

5

4

lat4
4

5

5

4

4

4
5

5

4

4
4 -8c
10

7

7.5
5

10

10
7.5

7

10
10

10
7.5

7

15
10

13
15
10
15
15

NON-TITLE XX CENTERS
STATE LICENSING REQUIRDIENT)

UNDER

ONE on
YEAR YEAR

la-6 6
NO

10
6 6-9b
4 4

5 5
b b

S 8
4 4
6 8

TWO THREE FOUR FIVE
YEARS YEARS YEARS YEARS

6
TITLE

10
9

12

-9 9' 9
XX DAY

15 20
12 15
12 12

SIX
YEARS

AND OLDER

16
CARE

25
18
12

25
25
12

5-8c
b

8-15c
4-8c

12

GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO

ILLINOIS
INDIANA

3 3
NC NC

6 6-8c
6

4 4

4 5
10 15

8 10
8 10
5 10

5

20
10
10
12

5

25
10
25
15

N

25
15
25
20

7

NC

6
b
4

9
NC

6-8c
6

,4

10 12
b b

20
10
20

15
8

15

15
b

20
15
25

15
b'

25
15
Z5

10 15 18
10 15 20

8 IP 10
10 10

5 10 12

18
25
10

25

IOWA

KANSAS

KENTUCKY

LOUISIANA
MAINE

.4"
3

6
NC

4

3

6

8

6
4-5c

8
12
10

0
9

10
14
15

12
9

12
16
15

15
9

15
20
10

15
16

15-20c
25 e
10

4

3
6
6d

NC.

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI

REPORT ATTACHED
3 4

4 4

4-5c
4

4 10
4-10c 10

5 7-
4 6

MISSOURI
MONTANA

NEBRASKA

NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE

10e
4 4

4-6c
4

NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
WAIN DAKO1A

NO REPORT
10e 10e 10e

4 5 10
5-8c 10 13
4 4- 5

3- 3 4 9
NQ REPORT

4 4-6c 5-6c 7

5 6 7 7
4 4 5 7

4

3
6
8d

NC

6
5

8
12d
10

8

10
10

14d

15

REPORT ATTACHED
10 15 15 3 4 4 10
12 12 20 4 4 4-10c 10

7 7 15 4 4-7b 7 7-10c
8 9 9 N N N N

1.

10e 10e
10 10
13 13

7

10e
12
20
15

9 9 16

10e 10e
4 44c 6-8c

4

8
12
10

9
15
12

ID
20
12

12 15
10 10
12 15

16d 20d
15 i-10

K
25

4,15
-25
20'

15'
le .

15-20c
25d
10

15 '15
12 12 20
1 1G 25

..N

NU REPORT
10e 1Ce 1-Oe

_5 10 10
10

4 10 is 1 6

10e ,10e
10 . 12'

20
20

i 1

N tt 10 10 15 16 16
NO REPORT

4 4-6c 5-6c 7 -* 8 1 9\
8f 8f 12f 15f 20f 25f
4 4 5 ' 7 10' 12_

OHIO
OKLAHOMA

OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA
MODE ISLAND

3

4-6b
4`
4

NC

3 4

6 8
4 4-10c
4 5

NC NC

8 8 ' 16
12) 15 15 20
10 10 15 15
10 10 10 12
10 10 10 14

SOUTH CAROLINA 4-0 5-8
5 5
4 4
4 4

NC NC

.4 1 s

TEHNESTEE
MAAS
UTAH

7 -12: 11-15
5 8
4 9
4 9

7 15

13 -20: 15 -25: 15-2
8 8 10

9 9

9
s,.

9

15 20

18
16
25

A .
8 8-10c 10 15 15 t20

4-6b 6
4 4 4-10c 10 1.0* 15
4 4 5 10 20' 10

NC ' NC NC 10 /10 ao

8 8 12 15 2 '25
5 5 5 8 8 8 10
5 5 8 r8 -,- 15- 25 25
6 10 13 12, /0 ':- 2 26

NC NC 7 15 -33 ' r 20 '25
VERMONT 4
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON

WEST-VIRGIN1A
WISCONSIN 3
WYOMING 5

4
4 4

5

4 4

3

5

5 10
.k 4 15
17-10c 10

8 10
4 8
8 10

U.S. MEDIAN 3.7 4.1 5.8 9.6)/

N NO STAFF/CHILD RATIO REQ UIRLNIENT
NC NO CENTER CARE ALLOwlm FOR THIS AGE CHILD

10 N

25f

20

15
12
14 7

10 12 4 4 5 1Q ID d--,.10 12'

20 20 25 4 4 10 = 1a 10 , 25

15 15 15 5 7 1-10c. lo, -1..5 ,..:15, , 15

12 15 16 4 4 8 it - ' 12 15 16

8 8 14 3 4 6-8r 10 12 16 .16

15 20 25 5 5 -8. tb 5, 15 20 ".1,-45

r

' .-..

9.9 10.0 14.7 4.6 5.3 04) s11.9 13.9/ 16.7
0 ...

a STAFF /CHILD .RATIO 1701t UNDER, 6 WEEKS OLD
b AT LEAST 2.STAP4k win! EACH GROUP: NO RATIO REQUIREMENT'
c DIFFERENT AGE CArMGOIty DESIGNATION

66
A.

d LICENS,ING cit.c.urrtip IS NOT,-MANDATORY
e AT LEAST 2 WAFT *;BST BE PRESENT ,IS ThE CENTER
f 1:10`,RAS.10 HOUIRtENT POR:CENTERS- WITH 'Zi4S

. .
THAN 30 `CHILDREN

g RATIO' VARIES ,WITN,PERCENTAGEit TIThe Xi CH ILDREN

87,.
.

'



TABLE 15: AREGIVER TRAINING STATUS IN TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES

CENTERS HOMES
UNLREDLN1IALED
CAREGIVERS CAREGIVERS CAREGIVERS

_

... PROVIDE AVERAGE TIME pl, RECEIVING TRAINING CAREGIVERS'WITH RECEIVED TRAINING WITH
STATE ORIENTATION(%) ORIENTATION (HOURS) DURING PAST YaR(%) LREJENLIALS(%) DURINC PAST YEAR(%) CREDOTIALS(%)

ALABAMA 100 14

ALASKA j NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA NA ' NA
ARKANSAS 99 8

CALIFORNIA 100 . 8

COLORADO 94 8

CONNECTICUT '100 NA
DELAWARE 100 9

D. 100 20

GEORGIA NA NA
HAWAII 100 . 15
IDAHO 96 8
ILLINOIS 99 .8

) INDIA, 100. 8

IOWA . 95 9
KANSAS 91 8
KEN7UCKY 100 4 '

LOUISIANA -7 100 8

2fAINE.1 ' 96 12

MARYLAND ' REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 98 12
ICHIGAN 96 4

INNESgIA - 100 NA
SSISSIPP I00 4 -20

.*, MISSOURI..( w NO REPOR:
. , .

MONTANA4 ' 1.00 20+4114-)ki
NEVADA, . 100
NE424AM3 iHIRE 97

NA

15

NEW JERSEY' 100
- NEW MEXICO

2C).

NO REPORT
,NEW YORK Nk

)l'NORTH CAROLINA ;f- 100 -12
NORTH DAKOTA

, 100
. .

10 -

. ,

10 t 98 V 3
MA. 26 2

OREGON ' , .89 - , 20+ "_
PSNOiLiANIA 100. ' 4y ,'

RHODE ISLAND a 100 . "- 15 .

1

lIOUTB CAROLINA 100
SOUTH DAKOTA -93

.

TENNESSEE 1. 100 - r ' 16 '
,.

' TEW 1

UTAH 99,--, , , _.

%/most - 95
yzaai___________, .i.6
$1T: KG- '--TOI --.--"-----i,

A
4 l''k

.

It tl,04

1 .
sr/7- U.S. MIAN 199.97( 2.8 POURS.

,- , .

5

A NO/ AU114U .-

-.
5 !FIT APPLY (NOTME !IX i1014M)

A 4C416 ES tREDEATIALED_CASP.OIVRRS7

'.'llitl.UptS UNCREDENTIALE, AiJ CRLOENTIALED cAgELI
.,-

97 16 49 10'

No TITLE XX DAY _CARE
NA NA NA NA

88 20 57 10

87 37 NA NA

26 45 48 9

100 33 100 0
45 1 13 19 4

36 / 60 100 0

NA
92

NA

79

68

61 41 29 22

85 35 87 3

85 18 50 11

55 20 12 0

93 67 18

.
REPORT ATTACHED

63 51 52 5

41 37 20 11

100 r 31 NA NA

100 36 100 0

15

NA

NA

62

37

44

21

NO REPoRT
45 46 6

NA -_i'..-- NA NA

96 NA

27

NA 2

78 22

67

70

NO

NA NA NA

81 35 89

87 31 33

:,4 2,_.' 9

37 8 17

51 34

95 NA
98 41

80

- 40
r

100

71

68 46 19

25 17

55 43

25

19

1.5

18

29

27

100

31

100
14

100
86
57

6sO

f 65

946

100

.14

73%

48
32

41

NA
NA

26

35Z

39a

14

46

100

100 .

35

51%

67

17

23

4

REPORT
'NA

8

A)
o

5

18

NA

0

0

9 '

3

8

8
12

NA

NA

11

8%
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TABLE 16 : MEALS AND SNACKS PROVIDED TO CHILDREN BY CENTER AND HOME
(PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)

STATE

ALABAMA
ALASKA

ARIZONA
Ailf,AnSe
rr ow:

CENTERS (Z) HOMES (X)

BREAKFAST "SNACKS LUNCH . BREAKFAST SNACKS LUNCH

62 100 100 90 96 99

NO TITLE XX DAY CARE

NA NA 1 100 ' 100
72 100A 99 98 __ICKL _1110_

NA NA

COLORADO 35 96 90 77 99 97

C

CONNECTICUT 30 100 100 NA 100 100
DELAWARE 96 100 100 74 96 96

D.C. 78 81 100 . 88

97

88

100 -----/40--
LOU

FLORIDA 77 95a 91

GEORGIA 06

83

1 to

100

Ion

100

100 ,100 100
HAWAII

IDAHOt
22 100 61 47 93 87

ILLINOIS 4A Inn 96 15 95 100
INDIANA

97 95 Inn 1 78 94 95

IOWA
7A 'Inn

1,..911
79 97 97

KANSAS 74 44 /R4 72 100 100
KENTUCKY A3 99-A Inn B1

45
94a_

94aLOUISIANA 74 QRa Inn
_____1114_

86
MAINE 70 100 lOn R1 gR , 99

MARYLAND ItEMPT ATTANIPT1
MASSACHUSETTS 'AO 9Ra 78 74 94a 86
MICHIGAN AA 98a 91 75 94a 90
MIN/=0Tr NA- -10R --- 100 -- -AA-, NA NA
MISSISSIPPI 100 laa 100 100 190_ _100

MISSOURI REPORT
YDNTANA 61 87

,NO

1A 0 71 100 100
NEBRASKA

' NA -NA NA NA NA
NEVADA 47 100 87 50 100 67
NEW HAMPSHIRE 54 RR 7' 98

NEW JERSEY 100 100

Q

100

____Z8

59

_.9

83a 80
NEW MEXICO NO REPORT
'NEW YORK NA / NA NA NA NA NA
NORTH-CAROLINA 73 99 73 8) 97 98 .
NORTH DAKOTA 50 100 190 83 100 100

01110 81 98a 98 78 87a
97

88
100.OKLAHOMA ,61 100a 100 lte . 22

OREGON 50 - 100 . 94 80 95 100
PENNSYLVANIA O 91 91 NA 10u iOu

RHODE ISLAND; 40 100 100 70 81 -01

SOUTH CAROLINA 100 100 100 100b 100 100-

SOUTH DAKOTA 80 98 100 39 , 94 81

TENNESSEE 100 100 100 100 100 100
TEXAS R6 100a 99 95 96 96
UTAH 10 100 99 63, 99 95

VERMONT rat 92 59 61 98 92
VIRGINIA 65 100 100 64 89 78
WASHINGTON 59 100 100, ISL IVO 100
WEST VIRGINIA 40 100 100 NA NA tin

WISCONSIN NA NA NA NA PIA , NA
.11 I Al 48 96 .96

U.S. MEDIAN Z 68 97. -941 77 96 94

NA . NOT AVAILABLE ,

- DOES NOT APPLY
(NO TITLp XX HOMES)

i

a - P.M. SNACKS ONLY INCLUDED

sb - UPON PARENT REQUEST

,1

68



TABU 17. HEALTH

STATE

SERVICES REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY CENTERS AND HOMES (PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)

*

CENTERS HOMES

REQUIRE
HEALTH
ASSESSMLNT(%)

MAINTAIN
REQUIRE HEALTH
IMMUNIZMION(Z) RECORDS(Z)

ASSISI

PARENTS

OBTAIN
SERVICES(%)

RECEIYED_INFORMATION
AND ASSISTANCE FROM
TILLE XX ACENCIES(Z)

REQUIRE
HEALTH

ASSESSMENT(%)

REQUIRE
IMMUNILATIOH(10

ALABAMA 100 100 94 89 75 97 96'
ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARMAA 100 100 100 NA NA 100 100
ARKANSAS 3 61 100 100 85 48 57 100 ,

CALIFORNIA 100 100 100 100 98 NA NA

COLORADO 100 100 97

,

78 39 95 89

CONNECTICUT 100 100 100 100 400 100 100
DELAWARE 100 100 100 92 31 99 100
D.C. 100 100 100 99 100 100 100
FLORIDA 100 100 100 94 80 100 100 ./----

GEORGIA 100 100 NA NA NA 91 91

HAWAII 100 100 78 100 83
IDAHO 4 57 83 48 61 0 33

ILLINOIS 99 100 100 91 MFj 4-5 99 100
INDIANA 100 99 100 85 '55 . 62 70

IOWA 100 100 97 85 41 40 71

KANSAS 100 103 I00 93 83 100 100
KENTLCKY 60 99 94 63 .44 56 100

___Liamsuak 1 49- 100 100 80 41 100 100
MAINE 100 100 100 96 26 92 99

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 98 97 94 92 17 69 68 ,

MICHIGAN 99 98 98 78 51 60 81
MINNESOTA 100 100 p 100 NA 0 NA NA
MISSISSIPPI 100 100 100 100 50 100 100

MISSOURI NO REPORT NO REPORT%
MONTANA 95 95 97 82r 24 56 71

NEBRASKA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
NEVADA 100 100 100 91 100 100 100
NEW HAMPSHIRE 100 100 100 88 53 93 93

NEW JERSEY 98 84 98 90 39 35

NEW U.X1420 NO REPORT NO REPORT
NEW YORK NA NA NA NA hA NA

wNORTH CAROLINA 100 400 100 95 87 100 100
NORTH DAKOTA 100 100 100 67 67 68 100

OHIO 100 100 100

100

100

63

100

65 0

94
100OKLAHOMA 5 100

--OREGON 100 100 100 83 61 51 55

PENNS(LVANIA .83 91 91 NA NA 30 100

RHODE ISLAND 100 100 100 100 100 100

sotn1 CAROLINA loos 100 100 100 100 100 100

SOUTH DAKOTA 93 100 98 77 77 46 54

TENNESSEE 25 100 100 100 80 '300 100

T30.- 95 98 100 96 88 100 98

UTAH 100 100 100 76 44 82 84

VERMONT 97 -

,...

100

. -

100 71 36 84 ,96

VIRGINIA 100 100 100 90 ____ 73 -93 90
WASHINGTON .100 100 100 62 100 100

14E761 VIRGINIA 100 103 100 NA 100 100 100

100 100 100

87
NA
80

100a 100a
WYOMING 67 93

_NA
53 63 92

MILTAN X 89 95 99 88 ' -63 92 93

NA NOT AVAILABLE
DOES NOT APPLY (NO TITLE HOMES)

- IF SPYING 4 OR MORE CHILDREN

69
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TABLE 18 : SOCIAL SERVICES PROVISION BY CENTER (PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS)

STATE

CENTERS

IBA FOR
PARENT%)

ASSISTANCE
TO PARENT1%)

RECEIVED INFORMATION
FOLLOW-UP TO ASSURE AND ASSISTANCE FROM
PROVISION OF smicEs(%)TITiE XX AGENCY(%)

ALABAMA. 93 88 80 75'

ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA 1 NA NA - NA NA
ARKANSAS 91 '432 79 64
CALIFORNIA 100 99 92 98

COLORADO 95 73_ 65 34

'CONNECTICUT 100 100 100 100 i

pELAWARE 98 88 80 .41

D.C. 100 96 85 100
FLORIDA 95 89 80 17

GEORGIA NA NA NA NA
HAWAII 100 100 100 94

IDAHO 70 0 0 52

ILLINOIS 90 81 79 47

/ INDIANA 93 86 77 56

IOWA 93 69 84 72

KANSAS' 98 86 84 88

KENTUCKY 93 81 74 49

LOUISIANA 91 79 83 47

MAINE s7 87 83 35

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED

MASSACHUSETTS 18 95 94 46

MICHIGAN 8-2 67 64 52

MINNESOTA' NA NA! NA NA

MISSISSIPPI . 100 100 100 50

MISSOURI 1 NO REPORT

MONTANA b2 66 58 32

NEBRASKA NA NA NA NA

NEVADA 96 70 91 100
NEW HAMPSHIRE 100 84 59 53

NEW.JERSEY
27

87 43

NEW MEXICO NO REPORT
-76

NEW YOltK 11. NA
NA

NA
NA

NA

NA

NA
NANORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA 100 33 33 67

OHIO 100 100 100 100

OKLAHOMA 83 58 55 59

OREGON 89 89 83 67

PENNSYLVANIA NA NA NA NA

RHODE ISLAND 100 100 100 100

SOUTH CAROLINA 100 100 TOO 100

SOUTH DAKOTA 91 - 86 84 77

TENNESSEE 100 66 - 74 60,

TEXAS 95 88 64 83

UTAH 85 75 74 49

VERMONT lo

t

65 64 44 .

VIRGINIA 98 91 72 74

WASHINGTON 100

NA
87

NA

74
NA

64

,100WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN NA NA NA NA

WYOMING 93 6T 73 73

U.S. MEDIAN % 94 85 79 63

NA - NOT AVAILABLE.

70

91



TABLE 19: PARENT INVOLVEMENT INCENTER AND HOME ACTIVITIES
(PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES)

STATE

CENTERS HOMES
UNLIMITED
ACCESS
TO OBSERVE
CHILDREN

REGULAR PARTICIPATION
EXCHANGE OF IN PROGRAM
INFORMATION(%) POLICY MAKING(%)

OPPORTUNITIES
TO OBSERVE
CHILDREN(%)

ALABAMA inn inn 75 99
ALASKA

NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA MA NA NA NA__ARKANSAS

1NA_00CALIFORNIA 100
99

100
COLORADO

98 97

100

100
100

CONNECTICUT 100 100 100
.DELAWARE 98 100 B4

inn R7
D.C. inn
FLORIDA 05

99

-100-
GEORGIA NA

-98 - 60-

, NA. 114
HAWAII

100 100
IDAHO 91 100 48 100
ILLINOIS 96 99 64 __. 05

07INDIANA NA NA NA

IOWA 97 98 R5 98
KANSAS 99 100 90 07
KENTOC'KY 44 56 1n0
LOUISIANA

;88

100 67 1n0
MAINE inn -94 97-

MARYLAND ' REPORT ATTACHED

.

MASSACHUSETTS 98 inn 77 88

MICHIGAN 100 97 54 95

MINNESOTA NA. 100 15 NA
MISSISSIPPI inn 100 90 100

MISSOURI NO REPORT
)VNTANA NA NA NA NA

NEBRASKA NA NA NA NA

100NEVADA 100 100 30

NEW HAMPSHIRE NA 100 NA iacr

NEW JERSEY ` 70 99 le 90 83

NEW MEXICO NO REPORT

NEW YORK NA - -NA IA

NORTH CANLINA 100 99 79 `92

101TH DAKOTA D10 inn 100

100 NA

100

OHIO 100 NA
OKLAHOMA 96 97 40 97
OREGON -100 100 100 75

PENNSYLVANIA N 95 NA NA
RHODEISLAND in inn 100 100

SOUTH CAROLINA 1 nn inn 93 100
SOUTH DAKOTA 100 100= 65_ 100

100TENNEgtE 100 100 77
TEXAS 98 100 81 ,100
UTAH = inn 100 53 9/

VERMONT 95 97 69 92

VIRGINIA NA NA NA NA

WASHINGTON 47 *
45 100

WEST, VIRGINIA NA 100 NA 100

WISCONSIN 100 100 NA 100

WYOMING 41 100 47 96

U.S. MEDIAN % 95 100 73 95

HA NOT AVAILABLE

- DOES }K)T APPLY .

71

92
Aku



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

STATE

NON-wAIVERABLE CENTERS WAIVERABLE CENTERS ***
--UNDER THREE UNDER THREE

TWO TWO TO SIX TWO TWO TO SIX
YEARS YEARS YEARS YEARS YEARS KARS

ALADAMA 7a lla Ila 7a Ila
ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE

**** ARIZONA
ARKANglS 8.7 _8.1 9.8
.CAL1i0HNIAtb) - -

COLORADO

**** NN T T

63 15 11 .8

DELAWARE

D.C.

**** FLO"D1

GEORGIA
HAWAII

*Nr* IDAHO
**** ILLINOIS

**** INDIANA

7.4 9.6 11.0
8.1 8.4 11.9 I I I

7.7 10.9 14.3
- 9.8 13.2

9 8.7 12.4

**** IOWA

KANSAS 5.9- 8.9 10.5
KENTUCKY R.7 12 11.5
LOUISIANA 8.7 10.9 12.7
MAINE * 11 -13

****
****

****

****

4.R 7 5 11 6

6.6 9.i 17.4

7.3 10 11.3

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 1.3 9.3 11.6 7.1 9.2 9.4
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA

T=TS".1777.1

.44

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRAS'I.A

NO REPORT'

NEVADA

NEW HA rSHIRE

6 8 6 17 4

NA NA NA
4 9.8

NA NA NA
9.8 14.8 .2 _

NEW JERSEY 9 13.3 16.3 NA NA IA
NEW MEXICO NO REPORT

**** NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA 7.7

8 12.4 7 1 , 7 x 9 3
**** NORTH DAKOTA

OHIO 9 t:.1 II ,

**** OKLAHOMA
**** OREGON - L--

PENNSYLVANIA NA NA NA NA NA NA
**** RHODE ISLAND

**** SOUTH CAROLINA
**** SOUTH DAKOTA

TENNKoLL
TEXAS

**** UTAH

7.9 7.i 12.4

8 9.7 13.2

NA NA NA
-7.7 8 13.9

VERMONT 7.3 6.7 lu.4 4 12.5 11.6
**** VIRGINIA.
**** WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA NA NA NA NA NA NA
**** WISCONSIN

WYOMING I I I I

U.S. MEDIAN 8.0 9.6 12.2 7.2 9.2 10.9

* :'INS REQUIRED oHoup SIZE

UNDER TWO YEARS -- 6'
TW6 YEARS -- 12
THREE TO SIX YEARS -- 18

***CENTER WITH NOT MPRE THAN 20 PERCENT OR 10

(WHICHEVER IS LESS) HHS FUNDED CHILDREN,

**!*REIMBURSE ON ATTENDANCE BASIS ONLY

**SAMPLE SIZE*FOR SCHOOL AGE NA NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY)
CHILDREN O SMALL FOR - DOES NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED)
RELIABLE E T1 MATE I INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE

a - DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS
b - GROUP DEFINITION NOT COMPARABLE72
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TABLE 21: AVERAGE ACTUAL GROUP. SIZE LN ATTENDANCE BASED* CENTERS BY CHILD AGE (0-6)**

NON- WAIVERABLE CENTERS WAIVERABLE CENTERS***
UNDER THREE . UNDER THREE
TWO TWO TO 3/4_ 'TWO TWO TO SIX

STATE YEARS YEARS YEARS .. YEARS YEARS YEARS
-

ALABAMA 7a 10a 10a 7a rOa 10a
ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA. NA NA NA NA - NAAhr,AAAS"
CT=Lt

**** COLORADO

CONNECTICUT 5 4 14
**** DELAWARE
**** D.C.

FLORTDA 9.5 .9,6 11.8

**** GEORGIA
**** HAWAII

IDAHO 4 9 1

ILLINOIS 6.6 9.2_ 11.6 51.RS 1 t12
INDIANA 7.7 9.6 1L_R

IOWA 7.4 7.6 11.3, 5 7 9 9
**** KANSAS

1(1 S 11 7 I/ AKENTUCKY 6 6 11 14_5_
**** LOUISIANA

r*** MAINE

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED
4

**** MASSACHUSETTS

5.6 10.9MICHIGAN
t1.5 15.4 12

MINIiESOT NA NA NA NA NA
MISSISSIPPI 4_4 6-7 11 7

MISSOURI NO PFPMIT
MONTANA NA 4.2 7.8 NA 3.7 8.5
NEBRASKA NA NA NA NA NA NA

* * ** NEVADA

* * ** NEW JERSEY

N6W MEXICO - NO REFORI
NEW-YORK NA NA NA

****,NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA_ 95----3h

4,('

75 5 5 7 5.

(1

1 s

11:'OHIO 7.7
OKLAHOMA 6 4 7 104 _14-6_

14B_OREGON 4

_A-ILELA
6 12.5 6-2 __7.R

****PEENSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND - - 17 6

SOUTH CAROLINA NA_ NA NA

7

NA

9

NA
SOUTH DAK 10

* ** *TENNESSEE

* ***TEXAS

UTAH 7 45 14 7 NA- 6 13,7

****VEMNT
VIRGINIA 8.6 12.5 15.5 7.2 9.3 ls.1
WASHINGTON 6.6 9.6 11.1 7.1 8,5 10.1
WEST VIRGINIA NA NA NA NA NA NA
WISCONSIN NA NA NA NA NA
WYOMING 1.

_NA
I I

U.S. MEDIAN 6.6 8.0 12,6 6,7 8.0 1/.6

NHS R6WIRED GROUP SIZE
UNDER TWO YEARS -- 8
TWO YEARS --'12
THREE TO SIX YEARS -- 16

**SAMPLE SIZE FOR SCHOOL AGE

CHILDREN TOO SMALL FOR RELIABLE ESTIMATE

***A CENTER WITH NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT OR
10 (UMCHEVER IS LESS) HHS FURDEDCHILDREN-

0

* * REIML1',cF ON ENROLLMENT BASIS ONLY

NA -
- *

I *

a *

b

73

NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY)
DOES -NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED)
INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE
DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND
NON- WAIVERABLE CENTERS

ONLY ONE CENTER

CV,1



TABLE 22: PERCENTAGE OF GROUPS IN NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS BELOW HHS GROUP SIZE REQUIREMENTS

STATE

ALABAMA

GROUPS
BELOW (%)

27

ALASKA 4 NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
ARIZONA N

MK.V.SAS 13

CALIFONTA 31

COLORADO L_ 17

COITICUT 0
DELAWARE - 58
'D.C. 16 't
FLORIDA 24

GEORGIA 19
HAWAII 13
IDAHO -

ILLINOIS 26
INDIANA 30

IOWA 18

KANSAS 12

KENTUCKY 21

LOUISIANA 28

MAINE 89

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 12

MICHIGAN 32

MINNESOTA NA

MISSISSIPPI 5

MISSOURI NO REPORT
MONTANA 24

NLBRASKA NA

NEVADA 56

NEW IWIPSMIRE 25

NEW JERSEY 22

NEW MEXICO NO REPORT

NEW YORK NA
ORTA CAROLINA 56
NORTH DAI:OTN_ . 15

OHIO
OKLAHOMA 26
ORMON 0

P1.NNSYLVAIA NA-
RHODE ISLA\D 14

SOUTH CAROLV:A NA
SOUTH WO IA 12

MNFSSEE 15

1:'WS 2

U7An 4

v;.-:o4a 11

tIvklk:TA

-17 4

U.S. MEDIAN (%)

24

27

NA

21.6

NA - NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY)

- DOES NOT APPLY (NO NON - WAIVERABLE CENTERS)

I - INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE

74' 9 0::-
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TABLE 23: AVERAGE ACTUAL CEN LEVEL

;

STAFF/CHILD RATIOS IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT*
TITLE XX FUNDED CE BY CHILD AGE (CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER AGES 0-6**)

STATE

NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS WAIVERABLE CENTERS***

/

4

UNDER 'TWO
TWO YEARS YEARS

,

THREE TO

SIX YEARS

UNDER
TWO YEARS

TWO

YEARS
THREE TO

SIX YEARS

ALABAMA' 4a 4-8a

.

8a 4ti 4-8a 8a

ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE '

**** ARIZONA
'ARKANSAS 5.3 5 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
**** CONNECTICUT,

DELAWARE ' 3 2.7 6.8 6 5 6.9

D.C. 2.8 3.9 7.5 I I I

**** FLORIDA

GEORGIA 4.2 5.2 9.7 7.14 7.2 13.5

HAWAII - 2.4 6.1 - - -

**** IDAHO
**** ILLINOIS
**** INDIANA

**** IOWA

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.
}}LOUISIANA 4.2 6.3 11 3.8 5.3

1MAINE 2 5.7 8 - - -

MARYLAND -REPORT ATTACHED
/

MASSACHUSETTS 3.4 4.1 6.8 2.9 3.7 6.5
**** MICHIGAN
* * * *. MINNESOTA

**** MISSI9fIPPI

MLSSOURI NO REPORT

.t

MONTANA 3.8 3.6 8.4 2.6 3.8

NEBRASKA NA NA NA NA NA NA
NEVADA I I I 4.4 7.1 10.5

**** NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY NA NA NA NA NA NA

NEW MEXICO NO REPORT
...**** NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA 4.3 5.6 7.8 7.4 7 10

**** NORTH DAKOTA

OHIO 3.2 3.S 7.n 4.0 '

**** OKLAHOMA
**** OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA NA NA NA NA NA
**** RHODE ISLAND

,NA

**** SOUTH CAROLINA

MOP

**** SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE 4.6 5.1 8.8 6 NA NA NA
'TEXAS 5 4.9 9.2 2.3 4.4 8.3

**** UTAH

VERMONT 2 3.2

11

5.3 2 2.4 7.3

*4** VIRGINIA .
..

*4** WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA NA NA NA NA NA NA
**** WISCONSIN

WYOMING I I I I I I

U.S. MEDIAN 3.7 4.5 7.6 ' 4.1 5.0 8.5

* HHS REQUIRED RATIOS
UNDER TWO YEARS -- 1:3
TWO YEARS -- 1:4
THREE TO CIX YEARS 1:9

** AS SIZE FOR SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

TOO SMALL FOR RELIABLE ESTIMATE

75

* * * A CENTER wqp NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT OR
10 (WHICHEVER IS LESS) HHS FUNDED CHILDREN

REIMBURSE ON ATTENDANCE BASIS ONLY

NA - NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY)
- - DOES NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED)
I - INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE
.a - DID NOT SEPARAtE WAIVERABLE AND

NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS

900



TABLE 24: AVERAGE ACTUAL CENTER LEVEL STAFF/CHILD RATIOS ATTENDANCE BASED* TITLE XX ,
FUNDED CENTERS BY CHILD AGE (CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER, AGES 0-6**)

STATE

ALABAMA
ALASKA 0
ARIZONA

****ARKANSAS I
****CALIFORNIA

****COLORADO

NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS
UNDER TWO THREE TO
TWO YEARS YEARS SIX YEARS

3a '3-7a - 7a

NO TITLE
NA NA NA

WAIVERABLE CENTERS***
UNDER TWO THREE TO
TWO YEARS YEARS SIX YEARS

3a 3-7a 7a

XX DAY CARE
NA NA NA

1

CONNECTICUT 2.4 2.4

****DELAWARE

FLORIDA 4.2 l 5.9

****GEORGIA
****HAWAII

IDAHO
ILLINOIS 3.81 4.9

INDIANA 4.6 5

IOWA 3.0 3.5

****KANSAS
KENTUCKY 4.3 5.6

****LOUISIANA
****MAINE

MARYLAND
****MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN 2.4 j 3.5

MINNESOTA NA NA

MISSISSIPPI 2.8 3.2

MISSOURI

MOYTANA 2.2

NEBRASKA NA NA
****NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE 2.2 3.6

****NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK NA NA

****NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA 2.4 3.6

2.3

OKLAHOMA 5.3 5.3
OREGON 5.3 4.5

****PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA NA "'" NA

SOUTH DAKOTA ,2.6 4

****TENNESSEE
****TEXAS

UTAH 6.3 5.4

/****VERMONT
VIRGINIA 3.5 6

WASHINGTON 4.2 4

WEST VIRGINIA NA NA

WISCONSIN NA NA

WYOMING f I I

U.S. MDIAN
f /

3.0 4.4

* HHS EQUIRED RATIOS
1:3

1:4
1:8

UNDER TWO YEARS --

TWO YEARS --

THREE TO SIX YEARS --

** SAMPLE SIZE FORSCHOOL AGE
CHILDREN TOO SMALL POR /
RELIABLE ESTIMATE

4,

at

6.4 I

8.6

f,

6 11

8

8.1

6.5

2.5 4.1 8:4

4.6 4.8 - 8.7

3 2.9 6.8

7.2 5.2' 6.1 7.8

REPORT ATTACHED,

6.5
NA
5.5

2.5

N/

NO REPORT

3.9

NA

I

,NA

4.2
NA

2

NA

6.8
- NA

4.7
NA

6.5 3.2 2.3 6

NO

NA

REPORT

7.2 3 4 5.6

A ^/.6 3.3

.9.4

4.6

4.4 - 6 8.9'
3.2 3.9 6.5

5.3

NA NA NA
3.77.4 3.7

NA

8.6

10.4 3.5 5.2 10.8

9.2

7.7

NA
NA
I

3.2

3.4

NA

NA
I

5.2
4.3

NA
NA
I

9.3
7.8

NA
NA

6.8 . 3.2

*** A CENTER WITH NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT
OR 10 (WHICHEVER IS LESS) HHS FUNDED

4.0 "6.9

CHILDREN

**** REIMBURSE QN ENROLLMENT ONLY

NA = NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY)
- = DOES NOT APPLY (149 CHILDREN SERVED),

,, INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE
a = DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND

4,0.76 NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS



'TABLE 25: CENTER STAFF DIFFERENCES BETWEEN ACTUAL PRACTICE AND NHS
REQUIREMENTS (ADDITIONAL FTE CAREGIVERS NEEDED)

0

STATE

NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS
TWO

UNDER YEARS
TWO AND
YEARS OLDER

ALABAMA 21a 16a

ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE

ARIZONA °- NA NA
ARKANSAS 22 6

CALIFORNIA 26 86

COLORADO 22 72

CONNECTICUT 0 0
DELAWARE 15 11

D.C. 4 21

FLORIDA 2Q2 284

GEORGIA , 42 _100

HAWAII 2

IDAHO
ILLINOIS 140 322
INDIANA 4 106

IOWA 5 12

KANSAS 12 12

KENTUCKY 92 63

LOUISIANA 142 43

MAINE 0

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED'

MASSACHUSETTS 17 92

MICHIGA1, 12 64

MINNESOTA NA NA

MISSISSIPPI 3 ,0

MISSOURI NO REPORT

MONTANA 2 10

NEBRASKA . NA NA

NEVADA 2 /0
NEW HAMPSHIRE a
4

.

NEW JERS NA NA
NEW MEXIt NO REPORT
NEW YORK NA NA
NORTH CAROLINA 108 129
NORTH DAKOTA 0 0

OHIO
OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHbDE ISLAND

13 22

12S 24
1 4

NA NA
- 0

SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA

- TENNESSEE.
TEXAS

'UTAH

NA NA.

4 9

100 1-48

' 405 286

1 61

VERMONT 0 4

VIRGINIA 10 153
WASHINGTON 37 43
WFST VIRGINIA NA NA

WISCONSIN NA NA

WYOMING I I
1

U.S. TOTAL 1,789 2,455

0 NA NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) r - INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE

- 4. DOES NOT APPLY a - WAIVERABLE AND NON-WAIVERABLE COMBINED
(NO CHILDREN SERVED)

77

9 s



TABLE 26r_ CANTER STAFF DIFFERENCES.BE1WEEN ACTUAL, PRACTICE AND HHS
r REQUIREMENTS (SURPLUS FTE CAREGIVERS)

STATE _

'ALABAMA

ALASKA NO
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO -A
e

CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
D.C.

FLORIDA '

GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO

ILLINOIS
INDIANA n

IOWA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY

LOUISIAN410:
MAINE

NONLWAIVERAELE CENTERS
TWO

UNDER
TWO
YEARS

YEARS
AND
OLDER

19a

,

O'

TITLE XX ;AY CARE
NA NA

Cf 55 .

12 863

2 265
1 236

6 69

5 187
54 409

s 13 17Q.

- 39

- -

37 912
r.

15 161

1 130

6 314
10 96

32 156

78

MARYLAND -----N % REPORT ATTACHED
MASSACHUSETTS 37 739
MICHIGAN 73

.
t82

MINNESOTA NA $A
MISSISSIPPI .11 177

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA
NEW-HAMPSHIRE

NO REPORT
1 122

NA NA

NEW JERSEY .

NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA

OHIO

OKLAMEIA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA
SOU H DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
VEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

0 5

1- 32

:

NO REPORT
NA. '6 NA

IS 293

4

34 357

39 277
0 2

Nit NA
212,

NA

9 8

.32 290
I 63 749

0 36

23 128

10 165
10_ 76

NA NA

. NA JNA

I

U.S: TOTAL 550 8.201

'NA -17NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY)

DOES NOT APPLY
(NO CHILDREN SERVED)

9

S
78

I INSUFFICENT SAMPLE SIZE

a WA1VERABLE AND NON-WAIVERABLE COMBINED:
UNDER TWO-YEAR OLD AND TWO YEARS AND-
OLDER CbMBINED

9
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TABLE 27: PRE-SCHOOL CHILI) ENROLLMENT IN HOMES DURING MORNING HOURS ,

f (PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX HOMES)

.

'

SATE %

a.

ONE
CHILD(%)

V

TWO TO ' FOUR TO
THREE , FIVE

CHILDREN(%) CHILDREN(%)
SD,
CHILDREN(%)

'SEVEN TO
TWELVE
'CHILDREN(%)

ALABAMA. a 21 32 32 2 ' . 2

ALASKA NO TITLE XX DAY CARE
AKIZO\A mg. NA NA NA NA NA'`

Ahe.X:-.A5 0 9 48 17, 26

CALIFO0MIA NA NA NA ), Ng NA

COLORADO 4 21 48 5

CO::NLCTICUT NA

17

NA NA
_24 ' 40

ro
NA

2

NA_

'4DELAWARE b

D.C. 7 48 45 0 0
FLORIDA 0 99 ' 0 0

GEORGIA 0 9 48. 35 418

HAWAII -

IDAHO 4 13 20 2Q ' 27 20
ILLINOIS

.
2 .- 20 42 23 13

INDIANA ' 0 13 2§ 9 52

IOWA 8

,

29 1, 40 17 6

KNSAS 10 22 a 47 14 7

KE.TUCKY-' . o 0 . ' 11 17 72'

LOUISIANA 22 5353 2 16 3 6

itiAri 1 27 '. 43 17 12
7

MARYLAND REPORT ATTACHED ...-

4

MASSACFUSETTS is ,, 18 28 36 16 2

MICHIGAN a 14 38 2i 8 5

MMESOTA .NA NA NA Ng . NA

MISSISSIPPI '0 13 87 0 s

MISSOURI NO REPORT
MONTANA 21 26 23 23 7

NEBRASKA NA NA.' NA NA oNA
NEVADA 33 50 17

NEW HAnPSHIRE 0 :33 20 25 22

NEW JERSEY It3
34 kt4 23 4 26 i

NEW MEXICO' NO EPORT

NEW YORK NA NA NA NA

NO:ZTH WOLINA '7 36 r 2 3

NORTH JAK071 0 33 50 17 0

OHIO 5 14 53 26 2

OKLAPO,L1 5 38 56, 0 0
OREGON b 8 33 22 g , It

SENNSYLVA';1%
,.

NA NA NA NA 3

RHODE ISLA\D a ' 14' 25 20 0 1

SOUTH CAPOIINk 0 100 0 0

SIXTH DAM: 22 20 24 10 24

TE.NESSIE b 28 43 3 20

TEKAS 1 42 49 7 1

L,TAH 31. 36 19 13

VE'MNT 13 23 40 11 A ., 13

24 53 --Tr-- 4
2-6 78-

6
,o

4

r--

rr
:

.

NA NA
30 33

NA NA

254 18

U:S. MEDIAN

-------
, I

NA -'NOT AVAILABLE

- DOES NOT APPLY
(NO CHILDREN SERVED)

' a * DOES NOT EQUAL 100% SINCE HOMES SERVING SCHOOL
ACE CHILDREN ONLY ARE NOT INCLUDED

b = DOES NOT EQUAL 100X SINCE SOME HOMES SERVED NO
!CHILDREN ON THE DAY OF THE SURVEY.

79
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L

Hany,,,of the new federal reg'ulatiZos are not new to day care facilities.

Wisconsin hasrecenfly revised the state's d-ay care licensing requirements

(HSS 53) which in many instances could satisfy the new federal regulations.

IS a facility meets the state's ..requirements for the following,the federal

regulations will be met. %

DAB' CARE CENTERS

Ve

HEWDCR

.for Children

NEW STATE RULES (GROUP DAY CARE)

71.10 Program Activities HSS 55..34(1)(a-i) Program; Essential

Program,QualificatiOns

;55.35(3)(a-e)

47,F.
;55.36(3)

71..12 Training HSS 55,32(2)(a-c)

(a) (2). 55.32(1) (b)3b

55.31(1)(c)3b
55.32(1)(d)lc

71.14 Nutrition

71.16 Health and'Sifety
a(i, ii, iii)
(a)(2),.

HSS 5..34(4)
55.35(4)(a-I)
55.36(5)(a -c)

HSS 55.34(5)(h)
55.34(5)(1)

55.34(5)(g)
55.33(I)(c)
55.3'4(5)(a)

Don't think. it is covered.

71.18 Plystcal Environment .

(a)(1), HSS 55.33(1)(a)1

(a)(2)1
&

x
"Note" '

(a) (3)` Transportation 55.34(10)

. * Swimming 55.4c7)

_Equipment 55.34(2)(a & b) .

71.22 Parent Involvement
(a) (-4)

(a)(5)

71.20 Sociaa Services

71.24 Group Composition

4

HEWDCR

71.
10
30 Program of activities

'

71.32 Training
(a)

-.1 1 ve.pririnn

,DAY CARE HOME

84

102

a

I4S.S 55.34(6)

Note in Rules.

I ,

NEW' STATE, RULES,

HSS 55.24 (1):(a-d)

55,',25(3) (a b)

MSS 55.22(a)2

rcc c524(44)(a-i)

ti

4



HEWOCR ,

71.4 Health and Safety.
*(a)(i, ii; iii)
(a)-(2)

(e)(3) .

(a)(4)

(a) (5)

71 6 Physical environazent

(a) (1)

(a)(2)

(a)(3) Transportation
Swiimming

Equipment

71.42 Parent involvement
(a) (1-4)

71.40 Social Services

71:44 Group Composition

Cost Es

There a

*NEW STATE RuLu (GROUP DAY CARE)

HSS 5524(6)(h)
55024(5)(g)
.55.24(5)(f)

55.23(1)(b) 5-7
55.24(5)(d) .

Not covered

. HSS 5.23(1)(a)1
"Note'

55.24(8)
55.24(9)

55.24(2)

HSS 55.24(e).

Not Needed

Waiver (?)

1

.19

While compliance with these regulations may indeed add additional cost to providing
' day,care services, the cost should be attributed to the state's day care rules not
the federal requirements. (Please see

\\
fiscalnote or ,HSS 55.)

. -*
It must be made clear however, that the federa egularions list numerous services
the state agency must provide day-care facilities beyond licensing. jitt effect the

.

revised licensing rules for a program of activities or children for example "will
automatically" demonstrate facilities' compliance with the federal regulations but
the state Agency will be out of compliAnce if information and technical assistance
is not granted to day care centers and *homes,.

5. It is assumed thatthe'cost of the various training materials, pamphlet5,
fliers, manual materials, printing and, public information dissemination will--
be absorbed Within the Division's current operations budgets.'

Estimates

are two separate costs incurred by the state that-must be considered t
estimating the total fiscal effect. First there is the cost generated by the
additional responsibility laid on the state tb offef consuktation, technical
assistance and additional regtlation of day care facilities. Second, is the
increased cost of day care service contracted for by county agencies. Ti an
operator's costs increaies, it's'likely that these costs will be passed on in
the form of higher chafges for day care services.

11,

State Agency'Recluirements
.

.

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.

The regulation requires' the state agency to:

- Provide information and' techn4cal assistance to day care centers on
4establichin a planned progra,of dcvelopmtntally appropriate a,ctiiticr.

45 103,



child Health 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 services., lit or.

-Provide information and technical assistance to day care centers on

working with parents.

1

These functions cannot be carried out with current licensing/certification

staff for the number of.licensed facilities in general and day care

facilities in particular have grown significantly, in the last several

years without any increase in licensing/cdtification staff. resources.

Any consultation that does occur is in direct reference to meeting and

interpreting existing state,regulations.' Additional resources are

needed to. provide technical assistance and consultation services listed

above and to:

- Coordinate region-wide training servic

-Coordinate delivery of nutrition services.

-Coordinate the developmdnt'and 'delivery of heafth resources and

program services.

- Coordinate the development of a social service resource system.

--Provide ongoing training services on the federal regulations to

,county social servica department staff and regional licensing staff.

/;ix Social Service Specialist I

Salary $125,300

Fringe 27,600

Supplies & Serv. 9,600

Travel sp,000
TOTAL $1/4,500 Per Year

mV

2. The regulations require the state agency to establish and implement a

f statewide plan for providing or purchasing training rek all center

caregivers.

To implement this provision would rAluire continuation of the current

day care specialist in the Bureau of Children, Youth and Families, and

authorization for the six regional consultants discussed above.

5. The initial implementation of the new regulations will require a short

term intensive effort beyond current central office staff capabih.y.

The short term assignments will include:

- Oversight to providestimely and coordinated development of the

FOSS "correction" 'plan.

-Development of a uniform monitoring tool as .required 4i the rules.

-Routinely make progress reports to the Division AdministratoriaA

Department Sevetary. .

- Coordinate the development of manual resource materialstand all
training services including training for six regional consultants.

86.
1,.

- Dvvelor a system for monitoring nntolng 115I'ance with the feder;cl,

)

2



4. The federal definition of,"day cars home"-a private residence, in which .

day tate is provided to 12 or fewer children-include many family day
care centers under th4 statedefiniiions. One effect is to include
small family day care "centers'! caring for 3 or fewer chAldren who are -

s certified by the counties to receive federal reimbursement. Therefore
counties will be respOnsible for the provision of information and technica:
assistance on- a program of activities for children, health and safety,
social services, parent'involvement and assessment of training for day cart
homes (federal definition) they certify. Unfortunately information isc...

not readily available to project the burden on counties... -.

E Costs generated by the impact of.the federal regulations on the operating
costs of daycare providers..

Host if not all of the federal regulations.ertaining '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. Wisconsin's staff /chit
ratio are higher than permitted under the federal regulations for children
over the age of three. Wisconsin's maximum g-foup size is also greater for
children three years Old and greater. The result is.thavan operator with more
than 10 children or 20 percent of children in the center/home must increase.
his/her staff brdecrease the capacity of the center.- Both options will
increase an aperator'S costs.

/Wbile cost projections have bten provided by the Wisconsin Day Care Administrato
Association 'see Attachment 3), "guesstimating" increased cost passed on to, stet.
day care programs in the form of higher. charges is much more difficult. The

-problems

1. The state need not pay th Rill cost of operations for any child receiving
federal day care assists cef."/The state need only "consider" an operator's
costs.

2. If the state dhooses to reimburse for the full cost of providing day care
services the total dollar allocation for Aay care will not necessarily

-

increase. Service-utilization may be.cut back,
Nip

3. The number of,facilities that qualify.for the group' composition waiver is n(
known. This prohibits any accurate cost projections.

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

N.

5

87 105



I

40

ASSESSMENT OF CURRENT PRACTICES
IN INDIANA IN TITLE XX

FUNDED DAY CARE

la

Introduction. In Indiana, Title XX funded day 'care %is the responsibility of the
Interdepartmental Board for the Coo dination of Human Service Programs (Board)

,which operates as 'the Indiana ffiE of Social Services (IOSS). All day care
centers or fibmes that, the Board con racts with to provide Title kX day care services
must be licensed by the Indiana Sta e Department of Public Welfare toprovide.day
care-services.

Because states vary in the miner by which Ti t.* XX funds finance child day care
services, it, should be understood that to receive Title XX funds in Indiana requires
that aQ agency express an interest in providing services; that the agency provide

r in information Rertkining to their service provision arid costs; that the agency
(or h e) be licensed' bey the SDPW to provide child day care; and that the Board;
through IOSS, enter into acontraCt for the provision of service. No Title XX
funds Ore provided to an agency until services are actually provided.

Survey Methodology.. The asiessment.was completed using information gatiiered from
tic) telephonic surveys conducted dining the month of March 1981 by IOSS staff. One
survey was of a sample of day care homes licensed by SDPW and authorized via contract
With the Board to provide Title XX day care services. The second survey was of a
sample of 73 day bare centers (60.83%) also licensed 'and authorized (via contract
with the Board) to provide Title XX day care services. Other information reported
was based_upon IOSS file information and ,interviews with SDPW staff.

k (
All references in the ASSESSMENT to Su-r9eYs,refer to the two telephonic surveys
tonductrd'in March, 1981 by IOSS staff. 1
Findings. Parts I and IIsummarize identifying informition and demographics. "--n,

Part III, Summary of Current Jitle XX Funded Day Care Practices/State Agency,
indicates that the State does not require provision o,information and referral to
clients nor is parental involvement specifically mandated: However, the survey
results found in Part IV, Summary of Curreat Title XX Funded Day Care Provider Practices
Centers, Indicate that at least 86.3% of the centers dip prOvide I & R and,.though we
did not survey parental involvement questions, most centers also encourage and allow
.parental input and observation.

Findings in Part IIII vis a vis staff/child ratio, reveal the State's requirements to be
less restrictive than the proposed federal'rattos for every age group exc0t 10-14
which has an identical ratio. Indiana's .group size requirements are also less
restrictive 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 fora substantial increase
in center-staff.
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Additional FTE Staffv Average Annual
In Non Waiverable renters Only SalIf ary . Additional Cost_

6 21/ $899,

.. . '

6/ 109.5 , 821
,

i
..

Items C 9'n page 16 of the) ASSESSMENT are noted above. Title XX day care costs would
increase by $900,0Q0 to accommodate the staff,4 child and group .cpmpoisition gUidelines,

. Other, less significant, cost increases would result from implementation of
proposed gui0elines. Exapples of other cost increases include the need to remodel
facilities to accommodate group composition stardards.or to addstaff to provide,
information and referral services.

The findingsof our survey certainlyi-sqggest that there would not be a minimal 'impact
on the State of Indiana. Thefindings do suggest'that Title XX proyiders are iri
compliance with State licensing standards and that most voluntarily provide ancilliary
services. We would view mandatory day care regulations as an unnecessary intrusion
on the State's responsibility to set licensing requirements appropriate for Indiana
facilities. The staff/child.ratios and group composition sjandards would be extremely
costly and other requirements are either duplicative of existing state standards or
unnecessarily costly regulatory "add-ons'! which cannot be demons) rated _to be related
to proper provision of day care services.

A
We were quite willing to participate 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.

1/ Average wage of $3.95/hour x Thours/day x 5 x 52 = $8216.

-

a .

4 A

a
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In December 1980, Congress passed the Omnibus Reconciliation Act of

1980 (PL 96-499) which delays implementation of the Department of Health and

.liaman Services Day Care Regulations until July 1, i981., The Act also requires

`the Department of Heal and Human Services to assist each state in conducting

a systematic assessment of current practices,'in Title X4ounded ay care programs

and to broviae a suulary report of the assessmentg to Congress by June 1, 1981.

What follows is New York State's assessment of current practices in Title XX
funded 62y care programs and the psteatial impact of the Department of Health
and aim= Services Day Care Regulations on New York State programs.

New York State chose to utilize and analyze existin&data sources since

time restraints and limited asourcesopid not permit the gdneration of new data

from direct contacts with providers.

Part. I, the State Agency Questionnaire, was completedk utilizing data

, maintained at the State Dfpartment or Social Services level and; insofar as
possible, reflects statewide Title XX practices. 1'

.

Part IT,,,an analysis entitled Se Levels, Grout Sizes and Staffing

Ratios in Publicly Funded D Care q York.City, as indicated in the title,

was inited to Iorx City. t e epartnen=713.Wledges -,gid appreciates the

cooperation of the Agency for Child Development which supplied data critical to

theanalysis.

(3 p
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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 a mix of publicly funded and private
children. Genesally,,. the percentage of Title XX children in centers.outside
of New York City-as =pared to the centers total capacity is relatively small.

Reimbursement and Rate Setting,

The State does not set rates for day care purchased by county departments
of social services. Rather, the State has established ameximmn reimbursement
rate i.e., ceiling, for day care center care. Each county departmint of social
services is responsible for establishing a rate with those day care centers fram
which it is purenasing or proposing to purchase day care. seances. The process).
by which 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 Ceiling may granted
only- with the prior approval of the State Department of Social Servicelrunen the
higher cost of care is attributable to the care of handicapped children, special
diets, or infant care.

-1With respect to family day care rates, t is the responsibility of county
departments of social services ,to negotiate and establish rates with their certi-
fied family day care homes. _In New York City, this responsibility again rests
with the Agency for Child Development.

Hari:DER 1RAMING

Day Care Centers

State day care licensing standards which apply to.both private centers and
thosein receipt of public funds.require that centers'develop orientation prdgrams
for new staff and ongoing in-service training programs. Outside of New York City,
State day care licensing staff assist centers in the development of such programs
by prayidig direct technical. assistance or by assisting the center to. access
community resources, e.g., courses offered by community colleges, material developed
by day care councils, etc. In New York City, the Agency for Chilc).Development
performs similar functions as described above. In addition, caregivers can parti-
cipate in relevant training piograms sponsored by the State Department of Social
Services with Title XX training funds and contracted.out,to various universities.
The shrinking Title XX funds available for this activity, however, has further
reduced the Department's ability to meet provider training needs.
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e gERVICE LEVELS, GROUP SIZE,, AND STAFFING RATIOS

IN PUBLICLY FUNDED DAY CARE IN NEW YORK CITY,

,
A review was undertaken of current key characteristics of public'y funded

di care in New York City. The purpose of this review was to determine if the
care provided, is in tompliance with major'day care standards contained in the

proposed HES Day Care Regulations: Group Size and Staff ?atio Standards.

'Fox all age groups except two year olds, diy care is below the proposed
HES standards for group qizes. For all age groups of three and older, day care
is above the proposed standards for staffoto child ratios. Since the proposed
standards allow surplus caregiver hours for children age's 2 and above to be
applied to other-groups in'that same age range) it is only for thOnder 2 age
groups that day care is below standard on tna .--;:oposU staff-to-child ratios.
For children under,2, there is a deficit of caregivers hours Or day per

group. As Table V shows, the ages of children in infant day care groups car
go up to,2 years, 9 months. However, la to :3 months is the usual cutoff age.

For children age 2 arid
hours pgr,Foup, or 2.25 per
contained in Table III.

up, there is ar _arage of .447 surplus caregiver
center. The details on staff -child ratios are"

ee sources of information were used to develop the following tables:

Agency for Child evelopment - Day Care arm of Ner,,-York City Human

gesources tration

- ACD computer system reports on capacity Utiliation, enrollment,
and attendance as of January 1981 (the ACD 1301 report):

1

- Data from the ACD Program and Field Operations,divisio s on the

standard age groupings, numbers of Oups, uniform group sizes,

and staffing patterns.

New York State Department of Social Services computer systems
reports on the licensing of day care centers and certification
of family day care providers.

The, core methodology used to obtain frar. these source documents to the
desired information was to take the standardized data on group sizes adjusted
for both over-enroliment and for attendance, and thereby arrive at citywide
averages for each age grouping of children.

1
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Family Dav Care Hanes

As indicated earlier, county departments.of social services have respon-
sibility for training their family day care providers. When available, pro-
viders may participate in Title XX State-sponsored skill training programs.
In Ni e York City, in addition to the training role oof the Agency for Child
Development and the training proV:.ded by approved child caring amcies which
administer family day care programs, several "cluster" family day .care providers
cap access the resources of participating day care centers.

Miscellaneous
fla

4 .

It should.be noted dhat'the answers that appear in the State Agency
Questionnaire (Part I) have been answered from a statewide peupective.
Same problems were encountered in answering questions which referenced "State
Agency" responsibilities es defin,b4 this term as it applies to this State,
which de.egates substantial responsibilities to county agencies, is critical
in understanding the full imp apt of responses. The analysis which comprises
Part III has concentrated. on Ilet4York City, where ever 70% of the Statewide
Title Xi day care dollars are Spent, and consequ ly igere Changes in Federal(
policy .nave had the most,immediate"fiscal impact.
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Service Levels and Attendonce

Publicly funded. day care was provided to 42,859 children in New York
during January 1981, as shown on Table I. On,this table we have shown the
service levels for 11 types of day care. Day-Care center care is broken down
into two major categories - centers whose full enrollment is publicly funded
children, and centers whose enrolEment,is up to one-half publicly 441ded
Children .(limited purchase of service -,LPOS). -Family Day care is also bOken----,
dorm' into two major categories -that which is provided by day` care agencies,
and that which is provided by voluntary child welfare agencies as apart of
their range of support services to children and families.

For each of these,four categories of day care, Table I,then shows, service
levels rc?r the major age groupings -' infants, pre-school and school -ale.
This yields 11 types of day care. For each type, Table I gives this information:

Column A. - the citywide average attendance rate by all enrolled
Children dui January 1981.

Column'S. - the number of children enrolled during the zcnth of
January 1981.

Column C. - the number of children showing as new admisstns during
the past year. s VP

.Columns. - the total number of- children served during the pdst year.

Noterthat the total served over the past year does not equal those'
currently served plus new admissions over the past year. (See
explanatory note (4) to Table I.

96
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/)TABLE I

1

Ney York City Publicly Funded Day Care - Number of Children Served and Average .,

AbSence'Rates .

Tv be of Dav Care

1. Center Pre-School

2. Center School Age

3. Center Infant

4. Family Pre-School

5. Family School Age

6. Family Infmlt

7 .ly Voluntary,
.re- School

8. Family Voluntary
School Age

9. Family Voluntary
Infant

A (1)

Average
Attendance
Rate 1/81 (2)

B

Number of
Children
Enrolled 1/S

C

New Admis-
sions Over

1 Past 12 Nos.(3)

D

Told].

Served
Past Year (4)

10. Center LPOS
Pre-School 41

11. Center LPOS
School Age

#1 Totals

4/ )

I
4111,

86.0% 26,088 18,449 44,566

87.0 9,042' 3,584 2,283

79.1 171' 35

93.8 1,162 823 1,921

94.6 1,521 566 2,114

(2) 2,324 1,648 3,844

91.0 464 362 766

94.2 570 170 700

(2) 929 663 1,531

84.6 t 480 335 (829

80.2 74 59 114

42,859 26,830 69,021,

(1) COltrun A s derived fLoa the ACDH130PL citywide totals of capacity,,utilizaaon
and enrollm nt as folloa:Sapacity days were multiplied by the percentage of
_capacity actually enrolled during the month. This product was then diVided into

the number of days of actual attendance by all enrolled chilafen.

(2) In. Family Day Care the data for infants is includ0 in the, dattr fa- pre-school.
We havelestImated numbers served ,based upon the gdierally 'accepted ru e-of-thumb
that 2/3 of pre-school FDS enrollment is under 3 years or age. However, it is
not appropriate to speculate or interpolate the attend4nce rate for inf ts.in FDC.
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(3) New admissions are totals of "New" from Capacity, Utilization and Enrollment
reports' 2/80 - 1/81 includive.

.
(4) Total scervedcdUring the year is total of 2/80 enrollmept plus new admissions

3/80 -/ 1/81 Anclusive.

Group Sizes

The size of cafe groups in publicly funded day care centers in New York City
.s standardized. In Table II the uniform group size for each age grouping of

-children is shown in Column C. In order to arrive at the average sizes of the
groups based on children actuallY.in att dance, it was necessary to adjust e
,uniform group sizes by both the over-enro Lnent factors and the attend4ce rates
for January 1981. How his was dare .is shown in the cdchnical addendum to Table II.
That process yielded attendance gfbup sizes shown in Column D.

The grow sizes based on attendance are then compared to the standards con -
cained in the ftoposed HHS Day Care Regulations (Column E). These comparisons
*result in Colt.. F showing all age grips to be below the proposed HHS standards.
except two year olds. However, the age range Served in two year oic groups is
from 18 months to 33 months, so the more stringent HHS standards for children under
age two would apply to an unknown number of Children in those groups..

Columns A and B on Table II are largely 'self-explanatory. For example,
for Children ages 3 76, there are 1,157 groups in 310 day, care centers.

4.

Ire
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The Honorable Richard S. Schweiket , April 8, 1981
Pige 2

°

(b) As stated previously, our state licensing_regulations
are comprehensive and cover mbst of the requirements
in HHSDCR. Pennsylvania's regulations adequately
protect the health and safety of 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

(, for Pennsylvania oublic'sector child day care,.

(c) By enforcing one set Of minimal.regulations for all day
care facilities, regardless of funding, we aet closer
to achieving our goal of maximum coordination of Title
XX and, the private sector. We do not beliee that there
should be different statdards for publicly, and privately
funded children. Pennstylvania's child day care phil- .

osop:ly is that equitable comprehensive standards; should
be established and:enforch ror all' children in care,
regardless of income level.

(ai Title XX is not a free service to the states. Each state
legislature must appropriate a 23 percent match with state
do4ars (or raise the dollars locally.; arvi this is no - %

longer a realistic goal). We expect over $16 million to
support child care from the Pennsylvania legislature in
fiscal year 1981-82.- The t- 'ayers and the legislatures
in individual states surely m -t be Allowed to decide whatyin

are willing to buy. We-be ievi that it is not fair
to force federal child re sta ands on a state and expect
the state to use taxpayer dollar support standards not
_acceptable to the constituents. tandards do have a
direct. impact on cost, Each stat; should be permitted to
develop its own standards baied on the child care commitment

-r and philosophy of that state:- ,

(e) We do not feel tat thastaff4ild ratios proposed in EHSDCli
are minimal;ratheelha-dre optimal! Especiallyiin th

0. ,ffq.aof infant care, trg".tost of enforcing the HHSDCR r os
-were unrealistic. Pennsylvania.conducted fa HHSDCR.infaW.

toddler care Impact study in late summes, 7980. We -ound that
to serve the same number of infants/toddlers using HHSDCR in

,

1981-827We would require: i

. (l) an additional $1,113,613 to continue service at our
'1980-81 level for infants/toddleis in day care centers,
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COMMQNWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE

April 8,1 1981

HELEN B 0.13ANNON TELERVIONE NUMBER
SECRETARY (717) 787- 2600/3600

The Honorable Richard S. Ethweiker
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 were 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 conducted a
!survey of agencies operating faMily day care homes with Title XX funds. The'
purpose of this survey was to obtain a 'comprehensive picture of the adminiEN
tracion of the Title XX family day care system in.Pennsylvania. The survey..
summary, which is attached, includes the following subject areas: method and
amount of parcrent, provision of, fringe 'benefiti, training, support services,
,.and supervision.

I am also attaching a copy of the Child Development Program Evaluation
Report 1978-1980. This report describes tfte history, progress, and current
status of Pennsylvania's licensing 0%stem relating to levels, of complianCe with
state day care regulations.

Since the status of the Hearth and Hummit Services Day Care Regulations
(HRSDCR) is still uncertain, state licensing regUlations wiLl be applicable
for our purchased Title XX child day care services 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. Pennsylvariia's licensing standards are comprehen-
sive and have been widely accepted in the field.

We have applied state day care licensing. regulations for the 1981-82
fiscal- year for the following reasons:

(a) Contract negotiations were bega-in February, 1981 iiht-----
the upcoming fiscal year. It wan therefore, necessary
to decide in January which staffichilkratios would bet
used for each type of service.

e N
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CURRENT TITLE XX DAY CARE PRACTICES IR NEP YORK STATE,

Introduction

In New York State, where programs of public assistance and services are
State supervised but locally administered, there arectwo ways by which day care
centers can became' licensed, and two ways by which family day care h.mes can be
certified.

Day Care Centers

. N,
The New York State Department of Social Services licenses all day care

centers outside of.New York City. In New York City the ,day care licensing
authcrity 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 qualifications.

Family Days Care Homes

14 It New Yadc State, there are two types Of f roily ate care hates., There
are those which are directly certified by the State (New Yolk State Department
of Social Services) and which can best be described as private prcpriety family
day. care homes, and those ;,:i.s.ich are certified by :aunty departments of social

services or approved chili caring agncies. It is these locally certified faMily
day care homes which arePeligible to receive public funds. ,As indicated, the
State Department of Social Services has delegated the authority to certify family
day care nomes'which are willing to accept publicly .funded children to cdtmty
departments of social services and ,approved child caring agencies. Also trans-
ferred tossuch agencies is the responsibility to train family day care providers,
monitor providers' ongoing canpliance with family day care certification require-
ments, and supervise placements which includes providing case mana-°cment to
children placed into family day care hares and to their families. The State.
Department of Social Services in its supervisory capacity retains the right and
responsibility to monitor locally certified family day care homes -.1c1 the activi-

ties of the certifying agencies.

Purchasing Title XX Day Care

It is important to be aware of disnctians between the method by which
(New York City purchases 4ay.care center care as opposed to the rest of the state.

In New Yprk City, the maturity of.day care.is purchased from fully Title XX funded
day cardcenters, i.e. the population served in fully funded centers is totally
oamprise0 of publicly

i.e.,

children placed by the Human Resources Administration's
Agency for Child Development (ACQ). ACD monitors compliance standards of fully
funded centers, provides technical assistance to these canters, and as the banding
agency, may impose additional requirements and standards to ensure compliance with
all applicable itle XX and Federal day care requirements.

101
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. TABLE II

New York City Publicly Funded Day Care - Group Sizes
for Child Develoomed Centers (1)

I

in Fully Funded Agency

Age of
Children
in Group

A- B * C

No. of No. of Uniform
Groups, Centers Group
in NYC in NYC Size(2)

D

Attendance
Group
Size (3)

*-\

E

HBS Group
Size

Sta-dard

Under 2-

2

3-6

6-10)

10-14)

13 \i 9

6 NA. 10

365

310 15-20

167 20-25

7,5

9.3

17.0'

20.9

6

12

16

14

18

F

Above or
Below
Compliance

BetOw

Above

Below

Below

BelOw

Data for Limited Purchase of Service Canted would involve speculative
derivationse therefore it has been omitted.

Working'data supplied by Agency for Child Development; refer to Table V.

Derived in Technical Addendum to this Table.

Technical Addendum to. Table II (Derivation of Attendance Grouo Sizes)

AverAaged
NYC Uniform

Age Group Group Size

Jan.1981 AxB Enroll-* Jan.198/i Attend
Enrol t ment(Group ance Rate
Perc tage(1) Size) Percentage (6)

CO (Attend-
ance Group
Size)

Under 2

2

3-6,

6-10

:10-14

9 (2)

10 (3)

18.4(4)

22.5'5)

' 22.5(5)

05.1%

07.6

107.6

106.6

106.6

9.5

10.8

19.8

23.0

23.0

7.1%

86.0%

86.0

87.0

87.0,

7.5

9.3

17.0

20.0

20.0

(1) From 1/81 ACD Capacity Utilization and'Enrollment Report
(2) Average of Unizorm Group Sizes for this age as provided by ACD (See Table V)
(3) See Table V

Weighted average derived from group numbers and sizes supplied by .ACD for
these age ranges (See Table V).
Average of uniform group sizes rang4 for these ages as supplied by ACD
(See Table V)

From Table I.

(4)

(5)

(6)
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STAFF TO /LD RATIOS

Th- examination of this standard in Table III starts with figures on the
standard 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-tWb, fewer children ale infthe day care centers. However, it was
not possible'to quantify this factor.Column B on Table III derives the number
of child care hours scheduled by multiplying the average hours in care by the
uniform group sizes, described earlier, for each age grouping of children.
Once again, we adjust this dana for both the overen-ollment factor anti attend-
ance rates. The computations are given in the left half of the technical .

addendum to Table III. This y ds, in'Table III - Column C, the nud:,er of
child care hours based on act 1 attendance. This is again a citywidc average.

For children under age tWo, it is a straighkforward procedure to _divide
the number of child hours of care per staff hour Icolumn D) into the column C
figure and come up with the average number of care -giver hours required per
group in column E. However, for children over age two, the procedure; is more
complex.

For children over two, column E shows the number of caregiver hih.t1.3 re-
quired for #11 the groups in New York City., and Column F shows the accal

_number of caregiver hours scheduled for all groups in NYC. The cor7)t-,tion of
these figures is shown in the right half of the technical addendum to Table III.
In that technical addendum we then totaled three caregiver hours, s..1zr:-ated, aci
found that citywide there was a surplus of 743 hours per day over 1.4e i-roposed
federal standard. This is an average surplus of .47 'hours (26 minur.P, per group,
or 2.25 hours per day care center.

The actual ratios shown in Table III - Column H are derived by ..lilding the
AO number of caregiver hours scheduled per group (Table V column D) into tl-e number

of child hods based,on attendance (Table III- column C.) The ratio !cr two year
-olds is almost one hour below compliance; the ratio for 3-6 year old. is right at
the compliance, level'. The degree to which staff levels for 6-14 ye..r k,lds exc.s.da
compliance is applied toward the shortfall for 2 year olds, resulti;, t. the

slight surplgs'of caregiver hours - 28 minutes per group.

4
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New York City Publicly Funded Day Care

Working Data Supplied by the Agency for Child Develorment for Tables II, III ar.

A B C. D

Age Grouping 'No. of Uniform, i

of Groups in -Group

Children NYC Centers Size, Staffing Staff Hours

8

Infants:
8 uks to
6 nos - (1)

8 2 staff
at

20

over 6 mos 13
,

10 all times
<-.

20

2 61
,

10 21/4

1
19

3 321 15
,

21/4 19

4- '334 20 21/4

#
19

.5 343 20 21/4 19

mixed 3-5 343 1 20 21/4 19

6-14 365 20 or 25 2 6

(1) Infant care can be provided up to 2 years 9 months of age; howiver,d/the
i. usual cut-off age is between 18 and 25 months.

12i
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SUBMITTED
4

TO- OMB - APPROVAL PENDING

Ccrttpleted

ASSESSMENT OF STATE CUURENT PRACTICES.IN TITLE FUNDED1.6AY CARE2
Region State Maryland

State Contact (prirrary'source of information):

Name and Title Joan Hildebrand, Policy, Assessment and Training Mana,r441
Department of Child Day Care 6ervices -

Agency Social Service Administration

Addresi 11 South Street

City, State Baltimore, ryl a nd

Telephone 301-383-43 8

I.
122 105

Zip, 21202
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INTRODUCTION

.i.

This form m4 be used to report the State assessment o
current Title XX day care practices. 1The Administration for
Children, Youth and'Families, 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.

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

. State organization of Title XX day care administiation;

. State demographics;
,

. State agency requirements, proceduAls, and practices;

. Day care center - provider practices; and

. 'Day Care home - provider practi.cow.

The questions' in the provider practiCes' sections reference questions
in the provider survey instruments since these instruments can be
used to obtain missing information.

f
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I. Organization and Administration :

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

't Department of Human Resources

B. Is the agency administration (Check one):

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

X' State supervised (State performs centralized planning, policymaking and
supervision but service delivery is administered on the county or local level)

C. Are there facilities receiving Title XX JUnds that are.excluded,filoM
State licensing requirements? (e.g. church operated facilities, day care homes
with only one child, etc.) Yes X No

If yesi how many centers:app. 2 homes:

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

tate control)



The Honqrable Richard S. Schweikdi April 8, 1981
Page 3

(2) an additional $365,244 to continue the same amount
of service for infants/toddlers in family day care
holies. The total impact of enforcing HHSDCR ratios
on Pennsylvania'sinfant/toddler system,wOuld re-
quite an additional $1,478,857 lust to maintain our
current level of service. This projected increase
cost combined with the ever-increasing demand for
infaht/Eoddler.care indicates how unrealistic en-
forcing HHSDCR infant/toddler ratios would be for
PennsylVania.

In summary, the imposition of the HHSDCR would greatly increase costs
ai'a time of dishing resources, without increased benefit to children.

Peansylvanidstate licensing standards are reasonable, comprehensive,
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 foi Title XX purchase of child day care services.

If I can proN;ide further assistance, please le de-kdow.

cc: Mr. Frank Wilson
Ms. Donna Jeffers

2 Ms. Martha Id''Iesy

filol

\Bob Dieck/Claire Walker
tegpi.nal Program. Managers:

circtgaie after signature.
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Sin erely,

0 $A
4(,/

Helen B. 01Bannon



I

V

4

DISTRICT OF COLUMiIk

ASSESSMENT OF CURRENT STATE PRACTICES

IN

TITLE XX FUNDED NI CARE

(FY-1981)

is!ubmitted by

COMMISSION Ott SOCIAL SERVICES

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES
122 C STREET, N. W.

WASHINGTON, 1. C.

1 0 9 1 2 6

7

A



Sr

STATE ASSESSMENT

OF
CURRENT PRACTICES IN TITLE XX FUNDED DAYS CARE

The attached is an assessment 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 Omnibus Reconcilia-
tion Act of 1980. The Act delayed the effective date of the Department of
Health & Human Services'(DHES) Title XX Day Care.riejulations until
;July 1, 1981, and furiter required the DIMS to submit a report of State.
'practices in Title XX funded Day Care programs by June 1, 1981.

The District's assessment was completed with the assistance of DHHS grant
funds provided for its execution. The actual conduct of the assessment was
performed by a Contractor1with technical assistance,utilizing an assessment
tool developed expressly for -this u e by DIMS. Technical assistance
for this effort was provided throughout the process by the Commissioner on
Social Services' Day Care Chief and Social Services Planning and Develop-
ment Team representative.

_METHODOLOGY

. A sampling frame was utilized which reflected the minimum numbers of provi-
der surveys needed in order, to project findings with reasonable confidence
and an anticipated high level of accuracy. The frame wes based upon the

10.size of the population of centers and homes in the Dist c 's Title XX Day
Care program. From a total of 104 centers and 35.ricens 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 excedded 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.

In preparation for the actual, survey,.procedures were established ad adhered
to as follows:

HOMES

1

: Letters 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

initially and follow-9$ was necessary to interview the provider'
first-hand.

1



CENTERS:,-

4

. Letters were distributed to birectors of selected centers at their
regularly scheduled Contractor Meeting.

. Cluster Orientation sessions were set up on four (4) different days

z,/' for which Directors signed up for (1) each.

Orientation included introduction of the Ccntractor,4briefing 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 for executibm of the

survey.

CONCLUSION

Upon completion of the survey proce s, sampling participants indicated that
anticipated frustrations were non - existent and v-1eued the overall-success

of the sessions as being attributable to t.egsr.:t11 work dtups which allowed
for individualized assistance to respondents in cpmpletingcthe surve,

The results of the assessment indicate that th2 District's practices within
the Title XX Day Care Program are exemplary. This conclusion is supported by

summary data which shows the program to exceed t.le requirements of the propo-

sed MRS regulations in many areas with only onil -1::pected exception in the

area of group size for infant care. This discrepancy was addressed early on

.1sta the fiscal year through a request by the Mayor to the Secretary of DHHS

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

Upon reViewing the assessment data it is sigmi%:ant toeiwte that unique to
our center sample is the inclusion of 13 before :nd aftschool programs
where Title XX reflects a small percentage of .-nroilment, and one center for

handicapped children reflecting a staff/child ratio of 1:1. This should be

kepkim mind for example in reviewing Table 5, which denotes staffing patterns/

houri, as it shows a significant percentage of s,:rplus hours which is a re-

flection of staffing for Title Kr only.

The summary data includes sections on State Organization of Title XX Day

--- Care Administration,,State Demographics, State Agency requirements and

practices; center provider practices; and day care home provider practices.

112
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k

S1ATE PRACTICES:

Numbers of Children

441

These figures represent only the sampling population and not the entire
' District funded poptetion.

1.

In the State Demographic Section, we noted that of a total 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
attending Title XX funded Day Care centers. 66.1% are 3 to 6 years old.

'In the center provider practices, over 84 of parents are iavolved in, the
general program policymakinractivities of the cemper and 557 of parents
participate in staff selection. As addressed earlier, for children under
2 yetrs, old 40% of the non-waiverable 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).

For group sizes you will note a difference between the District's and the
new rea lations' group sizes. The District's grotips are larger than the
federa , however the District's staffing is basically adequate.

feel the successful completion of this assessment and its results provi-
ed the District, vt-th a useful document for-future plAnning_in the Day Care
rogram.
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FINDINGS AND IMPLICATIONS FOR NEW YORK STATE

New York State Would be ingineral compliadce with the proviiii.ons of the proposed,

Federal regulations in the areas,of health, safety and progra requirements. Three

areas would require changes in practice, however, if the' regulations weref in force. .

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

' (1) Child/Saff ratios: for'groups of children under the ag3 of 2 years, the

Federal .,equirement would be for one staff person for every 3-children. In

New York City, our study showed an average of 3.7 chilc 2n of this age for

.each staff person. Outside New York City, licensin irds 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-experiencedicates that there is in-

creasing demand for day care programs for this ige gro4p which includes

infants and toddlers. There is concern that enriched staffing would result

in prohibitive costs and greatly impede the growth o- day care resources for

very young children.

For children over the age of 2, the proposed regulations peimit'uaveraging"

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

impact of the variations in child/staff ratios currently implace vis-a-vis

those proposed.

(2) Group Size: The maximum group sizes contained in the prdposed 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 in both cases

would be severe.

In New York City, our.study shows 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 efficient use of

existing space. This fact, coupled with the fact that smaller groupings

could require additional staff" to_serve the same number'of children, would

escalate the Lost of care.

. The rest of the State is subject to licensing regulations which were issued

in March of 1980 following a long period of development.Pub/ic hearings held

during this process clearly indicated that th'e public demanded a single

licensing standard for all'tenters whether or not they were in receipt of

public funds.

In developing this single standard, recognition was given to the Fedelial

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. Radically, smaller

groups would be staffed with fewer staff. For example: threeryear-olds in

groups of 18 would require 3 staff (b-1) but in smaller groups of 14 would

require only 2 staff (7-1).
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The proposed Federal regulations do not.compare exactINzip these group
ings. Imposition of these regulations would require somewhat different
gfoup sizes forcing the State to again be impleeenting two sets of stand
ards' in this area,. Again, there.s no evidence that children would benefit -

by the,Federal requirements over the more flexible standard developed by
New York State with input from the general public as well as experts in
the field.

(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 training funds.

This State is uniquely equipped to provide training in terms of available
curricula and qualified trainers.

It has been estimated that4it would cost in excess of $20 million to
assure that specialized, on going training be provided for all family day.
care providets and group caregivers on a statewide basis. There are no

' funds provided'Eor this requirement; in fact, Federal training funds hahr-
been reduced. New York State will continue to provide such training as is
possible in all services within the eesources available, but would be un
able to comply completely with the training requirements contained in these

-regulations. -

.1115 131
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Table III (6)-

New York City Publicly Funded Day Care Center Staffing Compilation in Fully Funded

Agency for Child Development Centers

A

'Number of

. Age of Average Scheduled

Children Hours Child
in Group in Care(1) Hours(2)

4.

Number of
Child Hours
Based Upon Ratio
Attendance(3) Guidelines

F

Actual Surplus

Caregiver Caregiver of .

Hours Hours Deficit
Required(3) Scheduled Hours

11

Actual
Ratios

Under 2 10

2

3-6

6-10

10-14

10

'3

90

100

184

67.5

67.5

74.8

92.5

170.3

62.6

62.6

3

4

9

16

20

24.9

1410.6

21,891.

714.0

571.2

20

1159(4)

21,983(4)

1095(4)

1095(4)

-4.9

,

3.7

4.9

9

11.6-

11.6

1/40

r-I
r-I

Total +2.25 per center

+ .47 per group

(1) Full-time care from 8:00 a.m. 6:0') 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

(3) Derived in technical addendum to this table.

(4) Prbduct of amber of Groups in NYC (Column E on technical adderidum) and Staff hours supplied

by Agmcy for Child Development (Column D on Table V). '
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Technical Addendum to Table III (Derivation of Child Hours
Based upon Attendance)

A

Number of
Age Scheduled
Group Child Hours

B

(Comvutation of Su of
Deficit - 2 years

Jai. 1981

Enrollment-'"

Percentage

C

Jan. 1981
Attendance

Rate
PerCentage

D

No. of Child
Hours

Attendance
(AxBxC)

E F.

No. of FIDCR
Groups Ratio

in NYC(l) Guidelines

Cafe-giver

Hours
Requ fired

(E XD

H
Caregiver
Hours

Scheduled

X E (2)

Under 2 90 105.1 79.

2 100 107.6 86.0

3-6 184 107.6 86.0

6-10 67.5 106.6 87:0

10-14 67.5 106.6 87.0

134 ti

74

92.5

170.3

62.6

62.6

Total

1

61

1,157

182.5

182.5

4

9

16.

20

1,410.6

21,893

714.0

571.2

1,159

21,893

1,095

1,095

1,583

25,332
-24,589

24,589

2.25

25,332

330/743

.47

743

(1) See Tablp V

(2) See Table III, Column F

1583/743
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FAMILY DAY CARE SERVICE LEVELS

There are an average of 3.8 children in care per certitied family day care
home in New York,City. This is shown in Table'IV on line 10 as the number in
"regulatl.family,pday care hories. The column. abeled Regular is inforMation on
the 55,fiMily day care programs operated by day care agencies. Thirty-five of

these are day care centers 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
yelfare'agencies that provide family day care as well, as a range of oftle'r.
support services for children and families. In the volun ary programs there is
an emphasis on providing day care as a part of a protective or preventive ser-
vice plan for families. There may be a matching - one provider serving only one
family. Thase,factors account for the lower average number IV children per
proyider.

The number of Children enrolled per provider is shown online 6 of Table IV.
Adjusting this for the attendance rates shown on lines 8 and 9 yields the final
figures on line 10.

. -

TABLE IV New York*City Publicly Funded Family DayCare - Providers, Enrollment,
. Attendance Levels

Caterry Type of Family Day_Care

0

TotalOP" Regular. Voluntaw .

1) NumbeLf Certified Providers 1239

2) Number of Children Enrolled 1/8// 5
3) under 3 years
4

5

3-6 years 1

6-14 years - 1521
.

,...

67 Average number of children 4.0
per provider (Line 2 divided
by Line 1)

7) Average Attendance Rate: 2

8) 8 weeks to 6 yrs 9.i.8

* 9) "f to 14 years 94.6

'10) Average number of children 3.8
in home based on.detendance
(Line 6 x Line 8 + Line 9)

'

826

. .

1963
929
464'

570

2.4

91.0
.. 94.2-

2.2

2065

6970.

3253

1626
2091

,

3.4

0.111

to
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WuRKING DATA

Table V can be usefully reviewedeby the yeader who desires a more detailed
understanding of the source data that was used in reaching the findings ongroup size and staff ratios. ,This table gives a more complete breakdown of the,
prevailing age.groupings in daicare, in NYC and the numbers of groups, groupsizes, and staffing levels in each.

This table is largely Self-explanatory except for columns C and4D regardingstaffing. 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 threefull-time staff: at 7i hours each, that would be 22,f staff hours per day per caregroup. We have used the lower figure 0%420 hours in Column D based on the assumptionthat 2 staff at all times is adhered to, and that the other 2i available staff hoursare used for other caregiving functions.

A%
.. For groups of children age two and over, a standard.staffing pattern isfollowed: Group-Head Teacher-711 hours; Assistant Teachef-Ahours, Teacher Aide-4 hours

For children age_6-14 two staff at 3 hours each-aretscheduled. The data on ser-vice patterns for these older, school-age children was not sufficient for our needs.We have, therefore, arbitrarily Ueed'it in two ways:&

- It order to. derive group size data for Table II we used the mid-point of 22/5children per group since groups were described to us as being. f from 20 to 25
kchildren each.

- Data provided"to us was aggregated for all-achool-age children age 6-116 in orderto derive the staff ratiodate 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 asgroups aged 10-14.



D. Responsbilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Center Administration

Function Responsibility Staff

'(agency or bureau) (full time equivalents)

.lacensing Department of Health and
Mental Hygiene

Certification/
Registration

Monitoring Department of Human Resources

Purchase of Service Department of Hunan Resources

Contracts

Training of
Caregivers

Department of Human Resources

N/A

9

1

This function is completed
by workers in other areas.

E. Responsibilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Home Administration

Function Rr'sponsibility

Licensing

(agency or bureau)

Department of Human Resources

Certification/
Registration 1-

Monitoring Department of Human Resources

Staff
(full time equivalents)

Frequency

once a year

once a year

once a year

_once a year

Frecjuency

once a year

once:a yeal

.4

Purchase of-Service' Departkent of Human Resources once a yeik -K,-.

138 Contracts . .... 116.

139
Training of Depar66nt of Human Resources This function is to provide tb

.. Caregivers - r
by family' day care workers once a year kers.1/4v

who the tra provider§
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II. Demographics (Rote -the source of information, i.e. State law or regulations, licensing report, purchaseo services contract, mohitoringNr4ports, provider survey, andhe date, if 'possible.)

Facilities
Source of Information

Total i Title XX Funded Centers 9Q & 26 State operated Center Contract List.

#For-profit Title XX Funded * This information not available in our
Centers

28
statistics.

roli.4.Mon-Profit Title XX Plaided'
Centers 65

#ftblid Title.XX Funded Centers

RWalverable Title XX Funded
Centers *

29 (included 26 state operated)

Total I Title XX FundeVumon 1976.

*Vaiverable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lower) HHS funded children.

Families

What are the State criteria used in determining if a fatally is eligible to receive day care services funded byTitle Xi/ -

, 44

40 Cod- :f land '-: =tions 67.02.09.69 Eli: bilit for Day Care Services

`Eligibility for fav Care Services (see attached) -

if JP attached

C.4
r.4

1.41



.00. Eligibility for. Day Care Services

A. Need.. A family is eligible for Day. Care Service for Children

if no adult member of the family is available to Care for the child and

no other child care plan ct.n be arranged and for one or more of the

follpwing situations:

(1)- The family situation involves abuse or neglect (Protective

Services for Children);

(2) The family situation involves the risk of institutionali-

zation of the child;

(3) An AFDC parent or caretaker relative of the child is, on

a full-time basis, employed, completing high school, college or vocational

training or during the first month of seeking-gMploment;

(4) An...AFDC parent- or caraker relative of thechild is, on a

part-time basis, employed, completing high school, college or vocational

training;

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

timebasis,,employed and within the income limits for eligibility for

day Scare services.



.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-f'amil'y and/or relative, such as protective service
participants and children at risk of institutionalization.

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

3. Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligibleless than
40% median income, completing high school.

4. Income Eligible, working full-time, in the following
order:

a. 40 - 49% median income

b. 50 -,59% median income

c. '60 - 69% median income

I

d. 70 - 80% -thedi,an income

5. Income Eligible 40 to,80% of median income, completing
high school. .

if

6.. Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligible less than
40% median income, full-time undergraduate college or
vocational training.

7. IncomeEligible, 40 to 80% of median income. full -time
undergraduate college. or vocation l training.

8. Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligibleless than
40* median income, part-time working parent. .

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

10. Income Eligible, 40 to 80% of median income part-time
t working.

11. Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligible less than
40% median income, part-time undergtaduate.college or
vocational training for parent.-

t 12. Income Eligible, 110 to 80% median income part-tme
undergraduate college or vocational training.
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Average hourly wages for caregivers in Title XX funded day Source of Information
care Centers:

Lead Teacher $4,43 Teacher Aide $3.23

Teacher $3,90

Questionaire

(Note: Day Care Center Arvey question 033.1 data can be used if this information is not available.)
I

Rates of Reimbursement for Title XX Centers and Homes

Are fates of reiMbursement ed oni (Check as many as are appropriate.)

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

Daily Rate of Reimbursement for: (Indicate range of reimbursement If appropriate)

14. AGE RANGE \ CENTERS

Under .2 Year Olds
°

HOMES FAMILY HOME SYSTEMS'

2 Year Olds Up to $8.40 a day $ 5.25 a day ,N /A

3 - 6 Year Olds

6 - 10 Year Olds

10 - 14 Year Olddil

Does the State reimburse on a scheduled enrollment or attendance basis or are both systems used within the State?
.(Please explain.)

p

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

more - the. worker is informed and investigates absences.

Supplemental Rates (handicapped, special education,'-training, etc. Please explain.)

Family day care homes $6,9g per day - Regulations for use being developed.

44 1 45
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6i( many children (XX and non-XX funded) 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?

What percentage of. children in Title XX funded
centers are 3 to 6 years old? 91%

What percentage of children in Title XX funded
centers are 6 to 10 years old? 4.2%-

What percentage 9f children i Title XX funded
centers are 10 to 14 years of

N/A

4 . 5%

0

.(Note: If the percentage of children in age categories

Source of Information

WESTI CNAI RE

is unknown, Day Care Center Sury tion 1B7 can be used.)

s,How many total Title XX funded children attend
centers and'homes?.

CENTERS

-4150
HOMES ,

;3093

Source cf In ormatiOn

Budget requests

Caregivers

CENI'ERS HOMES Source of Information
Total.# paid-aaregiver staff -in Title XX funded

centers and homes. 562 19P questionaire

Percentage, of credentialled caregivers* 35%

*credentialled means a caregiver having a nationally recognized credential such as:

. A.A. in nursing or education

. Bachelor or graduate degree in infant psychology, early childhood education, child development,
elementary education or home economics

. Montessori teaching credential .

. Child Development Associates certification (CD4)

. State4tarlyChildhood Education teaching certificate Y
(Note: Day Care, Center Survby question #C2rand Faintly Day Care Home question
is noi"Tilahle.) .

4*,

can be ased if information
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IIHS Funded Day Care Services. - State FY 1982 Budget Figures .."
. State Local

Source Tbtal.$ Federal $ Match $. Match $

Title XX

Title IV-A (AFDC)

Title IV-B

WIN

Developmental Disabilities

Skg ATTACHED

III. Summary of Current "title XX Funded Day Care Practices/ State Agency

The following questions are designed to provide a =unary 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.

A. Program of Activities

1. Does the State currently require Title XX day care providers'to have a developmentally aperapriate program
of activities? Yes, both centers and homes x Centers)sn4__Homes only No

.
.2. Is the State agency providing information and/or technical .assistadbe regarding a,program of developmentally

appropriate activities to Title XX day care providers? Yes, both centers and homes _x_. Centers only
Holmes only No

B. Training

0
1. Does the State currently require all newly hared day care center caregivers toxeceive an orientation?

Yes NO X

2. Does the State have a plan for providing or purchasing training for ca
homes? Yes, both centers and homes X Center only Homes only

vers of Title XX funded centers and

3. If the State has a training plan, dcesqt specifS, the nature and extent of the training required? Yes No

* 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?

s.

4. If the State not have a training plan, have any of the following planning activities been performed?
Needs atsessme t Yes No X (A small attempt at a needs assessment for center providerd was made.)
Identification bf priority target'groups Yes No
Inventory of training resources (financial and/or programmatic) Yes No X

cari you estimatellowmany Title XX caregivers received training in 1980?
Yes X No
If yes, how many? Title XX funded center caregivers 1,076

Title XX funddd home caregivers 1,659

C. Nutrition

Source of Information"

Purchase of Service Contracts

1. Does the State have nutrition requirements for Title XX funded centers and homes? Yes, both centers and homes X
Centers only Homes only No

If yes, Axe Title XX funded day care facilities required to provides * The regulation only states that the provider
CENTERS* HOMES* just see that an adequate lurid' and snacks

Breakfast are provided.
Snacks
Lunch

'2. What percentage of Title XX funded facilities currently praticipate in
the USDA Child Cap Food,-aProgram? Percent

4

e Centers
Homes * not available but a very small proportion

3. Is the,State currently making consultative services on ndtrition and food services available bo:
Yes No

Title XX funded centers
Title XX ,funded homes*

Source of Information

.151_
. .52



15.3

T),. Health and Safety 71

1. Does'the State currently require age appropriate immunizations for Title XX and non-Title XX funded children
in Title XX funded day care facilities? Yes, both centers and homes X Centers only 'Homes only No

II,
.

, Axe'any children $n day care .lities not required ia receive immunizations?, (please specify)
...,

0 If a parent provides a written tatement of religious objections (centers only).

2. Does the State currently require health assessments for Titie XX and non-Title"XX fundedlAchildren in Title XX
funded day care facilities? Yes, both centers and hcmesx___Centers,only Hams only No. t

IP Are any-children in day care facilities not required to receive health assessments? (please specify) .

If a parent provides a written statement of religious objections (centers only).

3. Are the health assessments required to be at the level recommended by the American Academy of Pediatrics or
USCG? (see page ;8A) Yes No X

4. Ayer daycare center and home providers required to provide information to parents, as needed, concernig,
`N\ child health services available in the community? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only

-\ Homes only No X

5. Are day care center providers required to assist parents 'in obtaining health' services? Yes No y

6. Are day care home providers required to refer parenta to appropriate health care agencies? Yes No x

7.' Does the State agency provide information to all Title XX funded day care facilities about the availability of
child health services in the community and about how the services may be obtained? Yes, both centers and homes
Centers only - Homes only ,n9 X

8. Does the State. agency ensure that HHS funded children receive the Federal, State, or locally funded services
for which they areieligible? Yes, both centers and hams Centers only Homes only No X

How is that accomplished?



I A GUIDE TO ROUTINE HEALTH SUPERVISION'
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E. Physical Environment

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

Fire
4k-,0

CENTERS HOMES
X . X

Sanitation X X -

Trarisportation . ,
___N___

Swiinning _JIL__
Equipment

--4- ...-X___

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

F. ial Services
)z,

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

2. Are Title XX funded day care centers required to assist parents in obtaining social services? Yes No X

3. Are Title XX funded day.care homes required*to refer parents to appropriate social service agencies?
Yes NoX

11-c
4. Does

-6

1State agency pro'ld information to all Title XX funded facilitie4 about the availability of
socialrviceg in the ceomunitiand how they may be obtained? Yes, both centers and hones Centers only
Homes only No X

How is this information provided?

156.

5. Does the State agency help to ensure that MIS funded children receive the Federal, STate, or locally
funded services for which they are eligible? Yes, both centers and hOmes Centers only Homes only
No ...2L

How is that accomp ished?

157



".

G. Parent Involvement

1. Are Title XX funded day care centers required to provide parents with" opportunities to ptrticipate ingeneral program policymaking? Yes NoX

2. Are Title XX funded day care centers 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
c. to observe the center and discuss their children's needs before enrollment? .Yes X No

3. Does'the State agency provide information and technics assistance to Title XX funded day care)providers
on wotking with parlits? ,Yes, both centers and homes Centers only Hanes only No A

How is that information provided?

4. Does the State agency offer pare9ts a choice of a day care facility Whenever administratively possible?Yes X No

H. Group Composition

.._---) 1. What are the State staff/child ratio requirements for each of the following age groups in Tie XX funded
centersi (please fill in ages as specified in -State requirements)
AGES REQUIRED RATIOS. ,

Infants ( - )not allowed #

Toddlerlf (2 yr- ) 1 "- 6 -.-.

Preschoolers ( 3 7 4 ) 1 - 10 (5 yr.) - 1 - li
School Age ( .8 - 14 ) 1 -13

Do these requirements differ from the'Sbate licensing requirements? yes No X

If yes,Olease specify that difference:

2. Is there any group of Title XX funded_ children in centers for whom there are no staff/cOd rajio
requirements? Yes X No

, .

,

,.1

153

If yes, please specify:. One program that is part of the university system and one program on a military
base are ndt under the Maryland State Health Department regulations.



3. Does the S be currently have requirements for group size for children'in Title XX funded centers? Yes No

-2If yes, fy those requirements below: (fill in appropriate ages)
AGES REQUIRED, GROUP SIZES
Infants ( - )VVA
TOddlers (2 yr-
Preschoolers (
School Age-(

) 12 .. 5 yr. - 26
3 - 6 ) 20
- ) 26

Do these requirements differ from the State' licensing requirements? Yes

If yes, please specify that difference:

No X

4. What are the caregiver/child ratios and group sizes for Title XX funded family day care homes?
(please state requirements)

1:4 if over 2 years

1:2 if Under 2 years

1-4

Do these requirements Iffer from the State licensing/registration requirement's? Yes No X__

If yes, please specify that difference:

5. May a Volunteer be counted as a caregiver in a-Title XX funded day care centers? Yes
P

Under what circumstances?

No _x_

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

Under what circumstanced? 161

D008 the State,determine comPliance with'staffing requirements on an actual attendance or scheduled enrollment
basis or are both systems used within the State? Please specify: Scheduled enrollment.



I. State Agency Advisory Council

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

ma/

2. Does the Council include:,
a, parents of Title XX funded children? Yes X No
b. operators of Title XX funded centers? Yes X No
c. operators of Title XX funded homes? 'Yds X No
d. representatives of appropriate agencies? Yes X.. No

Whom does the Council advise?
Office of Child Day Care, Social Services Administration

4. Who appoints the Council? zt L- la :% .

1 F2



.IV. Summary of Current Title XX FUndeDay Care ProVider Practices/ Centers ')

'The. following questions are designed to provide a sunnary of current Title XX funded day car
practices. Please indicate the source of information for_ap responses. If the source of info
survey, please include the sample size and thellatepf the survey. Noted in parenthesis
is the section.and number of the item in the day care center provider telephone survey
information if it is not already available to you.

A.

1. What percentage of Title XX funded day carters provide an orientation to all
newly hired caregivers? (C,1) 89%

pfov ider

provider
4fiestion

rde the needed'

Source of Information

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

3. Of those caregivers,tithotit a nationally redbgnized child development
credential, what Percentage have taken courses, seminars, or specialized in-service
training related to child care during the past-year? (C, 9) 59%

ition

1. t percentage of centers provide each of the following meals: (' 44:30)

a. breakfast 65%
b. nacks '100%
c. 90

C. Health and Safety

163

1. What percentage of centers requirel6hildren to'haVe a health assessment? (0,29)
100,

2. What percentage of centersHrequire children to haVe age appropriate ininunizationi?
(09) 100%.

3. What percentage of centers maintain health records for enrolled children? (DM
. 100%

4. What percentage of centers have written plans for responding to illnesses and

-f-emergencies? (D, 2) . 91%

5. What percentage of centers provide information to parents as needed .concernin4

child health services available in the community? (D,3) 94%

tc
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Source of Information
6. What' percentage of centers assist parents in'obVaining 19ealth services?

(D,4). 4aa

7. During the past year, what percentage of centers have received information
and assistance from the State Title XX Agency about the availability of

k child health services in the cc unity? (D,5) 29%

D. Social Services

1. What percentage of centers: (E,1),

a. provide information and referral for plrents to needed social services?
72%

b., provide assistance to parents in obtaining needed social services/
72% -

C. follow-up to see that parents received social services? 46%

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

E. Parent Involvement

1. What percentage of cehters-allow parents the opportunity to (F,1) * - We cannot answer this question since it was. *
, , not part of the questionaireNb mould guess

a. lav4unlknited access to observe their children? that a and b were high %bile 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)

this section please respond using the following group size guidelines:
Maximum Group Size/Scheduled Enrollment Maxlmn Group Size/Attendance

For the questions in
Age of Child
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

Motes Waiverable means a center with not more than, 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lower) HHS funded children.)

1. Whatrcentage of groups in non-waiverable centers are below (i.e. larger thani the cited guidelines?

yn
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2. What percentage
than) the cited

3. What percentage
than)-the cited

4. What percentage
the cited group

of groups in waiverable centers are below (i.e. larger

guidelines?. 1%

of non- waiverable centers have groups below (i.e. larger

group size guidelines? 36%

of waiverable centers have groups below (i.e. larger than)

size guidelines? 3% \.
.-

5. What is the State's average group size in non-waiverab for each

of the fopowing age categories:

Under 2 year olds
2 year olds
3 to 6 year olds
6 to 10 year olds
10 to 14 year olds

Scheduled roliment Attendance

Source of Information

Questionaire
4

Questioraire

* Centers are not allowed by State law
to take children and 2 years, of age

6. What is the State's average group size in waiverable centers for each of the

following age categories:
Scheduled Enrollment Attendance

Under 2 year olds
2 year olds 6
3 to 6 year olds 15.4
6 to 10 year olds --

10 to 14 year olds

G. Staffing (Tables 7a and/or 8a)

167

, - .

For the cixastions in this section please respond using the followilig staff/child ratio guidelines:

Age of Child Iv' Staffing Ratio/Scheduled Enrollment 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

10 to 14 years 1:20 1:18

(Note: Waiverable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lower) HUS fundd children.)

Questionaire

Questionaire

1. For children under 2 years old:

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

children per caregiver than the above listed guidelines)? N/A

Source of Information

168



Source of Information
b. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. ave

less children per caregiver than the cited guidelines) 7, N/A -

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

d. What percentage of waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more
Children per caregi/er than the cited guidelines)? N/A

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

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

. rbr children 2 years and older:

a. -What percentage of non - waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more
children per caregiver than the above listed guidelines)? 6% Questionaire

b. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less
children per caregiver than the cited guidelines)? 79%

c. What number of additional FTp.caregivers in non-waiverable centers would the
, State need to satisfy the cited guidelines? 7.6

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

e. What percentage of waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less
children per caregiver than the cited guidelines)? 11%

f. What number of additional FTE caregivers in waiverable centers would the State
need to satisfy the cited guidelines? 0

3. Whatis the State's average actual ratio in non-waiverable centers for the following
age categories:

Awe Scheduled Enrollment Attendance
Under 2, years --
2 years 3,9
3 to 6 years 6.3
6 to 10 years 6.9
10 to -14 years 170



4. What is the State's average actual ratio in waiverable centers for the following'
Source of Information

age categories:

Mgr Scheduledilirollmnt Attendance
Under 2 years.

Qpestionaire
2 year olds 3.1
3 to 6 year olds 7.1

dr6 to 10 year olds --
10 to 14 ydar olds -- ..0.--.

sr. summary of Current 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 providek
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 whiCh could provide the needed information
if it is not already available to you.

A. Train,
Source of Information

1., What perceptage of home caregivers have taken in the past year dill, courses,
-seminars oin-service training related to child care? (7) 2

ar
B. Nutrition

1. What percentge of homes provide each of the,following meals: (11)

a. breakfast 58%
b. snacks 93%
c. lunch

C. Health and Safety

171
1. What percentage of -homes require children to have: (8)

c. a hea assessment 97%
b. age ropriate immunizations 91q1

D. Parent Involvement

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



E. Group Composition Source of Information

1. What percentage of homes have: (13, 14)

a. 1 child 5%
b. children 4RX,
c. 4-5 children ng%
d. 6 children 1%
e. 7-12 children 1%

Questionaire

2. Of those homes serving more than 6 children, what percentage have more than
one caregiver? (12, 15) None

ti

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)

5. In those homes serving children who attend'iull day school, what is the average
number of such children served? 4,5

F. Status

1. What percentage of homes are: (16)

a. independent 90$
b. part of a family day care home system 10%

173
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_ INTRODUCTION

4 4

The effective date of the Health and Human Arvices Day Care
Regulations (HHSDCR) has been delayed by Congress until July 1, 1981,
under a provision of the Omnibus Recon&iliation Act of 1980. This
proViSion also mandates the Department of Health and Human Services to
"assist eaci State,in conducting, a systematic assessment of current
practices. in Title XX funded day care programs and provide '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 receiving
any Title XX funds -

This package has 4n developed as a technical assistance tool to
aid States in conducting that assessment. The package includes:

. form which can be used to repoFt Title XX day care information
on State Agency practices and orgarfization and center and home

415roVider piactices;
PI suggested sampling procedurds and ample sizes for condu ing

provider surveys; . )

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

. telephone survey questionaires with interviewer instructions for
liome and center surveys; and
C enter 'group size and staff/chil ratio compilation instructioag
with illustrated tables as well s table

,N0aICE-OF PENt/NG OMB APPROVAL; k

THESE INFORMATION COLLECTION INRTRUMENTS.HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED TO,THEr
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET (OMB) FOR APPROVAL, BUT HAVE NOT Ytt
RE EIVED /MB APPROVAL. IF THESE INSTRUMENTS ARE APPROVED BY OMB, THE

APPROVED VERSIONS MAY OR MAY NOT DIFFER FROM THESE VERSIONS.
SIN THESE INSTRUMENTS HAVE NOT YET*BEEN WPROVED BY OMB, THERE IS
NO QUIREMENT THAT'THEY BE USED TO,PROVTDE INFORMATION TO ACYF. STATES

Ak MAY SE THEM, HOWEVER, FOR THEIR.OWN PURPOSES. WHEN *AUROVAL IS
RECEIVED, ACYF WILL NOTIFY STATES AND SEND THEM THE NAL APPROVED
INSTRUMENTS.

0egiOna affice staff are available to-provide assistance imthe
4,condatt of t State assessment. If there are spe'cific techriidal
questions regarding any part of this packages please contact Allen Stith

-,or Ann Segal at (202)755-8774in-the Day Care Di ision, Administration
fof Childreh, Youth and Families, Department of alth and ,Human Services,

0

Washington, D. C.

k
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.SUBMITTED TO OMB - APPROVAL PENDING

I e
_44/1 oi

ASSESSMENT OF STATE CURRENT PRACTICES IN TITLE XX FUNDED :CARE

Date Completed

Region State

Stite Contact (primary source of information):

Q
Name and Title

Agency

Address

City, State Zip

Telephone

1 4 17

4

4

a
gi

9



INTRODUCTION

Thisform may be.0 o report the State assessment of
current Title XX day care practices., The Administration for
Children, Youth and FamjaiesDepartment of Health and Human
Services cs responsible for receiving all State reports and
preparing a .summary report to be submitted to Congress by June 1,
1981.

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

r

. State.organization of Title XX day care administration;

. State demographics;
t

Je*

. State agency requirements, procedures, and practices;

. Day care center - provider practices; and

. Day care home - provider practice's.

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

.used to obtain missing information.

.
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I. Organization and Administration

A. 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 (State performs plannihg, regulation,, and administration

of pu5cpase of day care services)

State supervised (Stateperforms centralized planning, policymaking and

supervision but service delivery is administered on the county or local level)

C. Are there facilities receiving Title XX funds that are excluded from

State licensing requirements? (e.g. church operated facilities, day care 1.4omes

with only one child, etc.) Yes No

If yes, how many centers:

For what reason are they excluded?

homes:

0

150
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D. Respensbilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Center Administration
rao

Function Responsibility Staff Frequency
(agency or bureau) (full time equivalegs)

Licensiug.

Certification/
Registration

Monitoring

44t

Purchase of Service
Contracts

Training of
Caregivers

E. Responsibi 'Iities for Title XX Funded Day Care Home:Administrati9n
r #

Function Responsibility Staff
(agency or"bureau) (full time equivalents)

`Licensing

Certification/
Registration

Monitoring

Purchase of Service
ACoaracts

Training of
Caregivers

Frequency



. 'Demographics (Note the source of information, i.e. State law or regulations, licensing report, purchase
ortervices contract, monitoring reports, provider survey, and the date, if-'possible.)

k Facilities

Total # Title -XX Funded Centers

#For-profit Title XX Funded
Centers

#Non-Profit Title.XX Funded
Cehters

(Public Title XX,Funded Centers

-Z,

#Naiverable Title XX Funded
Centers .*

# Title XX Funded Homes

*WAiverable means a center with not more thin 20 percent or 10 (whichever ii-lower) HHS funded children.

Source of Information

Whitt are the -State criteria.

Title XXT

e

.

/used in determining if a amily is eligible to receive day care services funded by
--...._ CO- . ---------'- , -4'

,

tir t 483
1.01%

- a
184
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Children

How many children (XX and non-XX funded) attend
Title XX funded centers?

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

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

What percentage 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 old?

Source of Information

(Note: If the percentage of children in age categories is unknown, Day Care Center Survey question #57 can be used.)
1...How many total Title XX funded children attend CENTERS HOMES , Source of Informationcenters and homes?

Caregivers

Total # paid caregiver staff in Title XX funded
centers and homes

Percentage of credentialled caregivers*

CENTERS 'HOMES Source of Information

*Credential led means e caregiver having a nationally
recognized credential such as:*

A.A. in nursing or education
. Bachelor or graduate degree in.infant

psychology, early childhood education, child development,elementary education or home economics
. Montessori teaching credential
. Child Deve106ment Associates certification.(CDA)
. State Early Childhood Education teaching

certifidate,.(4qte: Day Care Center Survey question #C3 and Family Day CareiHome quebtion #6 data can be used if inforuktionis not available.)

13(3



Average hourly wages. for caregivers in Title XX funded day Source of Information

care centers:

Lead Teacher Teacher Aide

Teacher

(Note: Day Care Center Survey question #B31 data can be used if this information is not available.)

' Rates of Reimbursement for Title XX Centers and Homes

Are rates of reimbursement besed,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 reimbursement if appropriate)

AGE RANGE CENTERS HOMES FAMILY HOME SYSTEMS

Under 2 Year Olds

2 Year Olds

3 - 6 Year Odds

6- 10 Year Olds
P

10 - 14 Year Olds

Does the State reldburse on a scheduled enrollment or attendanceirsis or are both systems used within the State?
(Please explain.)

5

_Supplemental Rates (handicapped, special education, training, etc. Please explain.)

187 183,



HHS Funded bay Care Services

Source Total $
*

, Title XX

Title IV-A (AFDC)

Title IV-B

WIN

Developmental Disabilities,

Federal $
State Local
Match $ Match $

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 wheferequested. The word facility
refers to day care centers and family day care hares.

A. Program of Activities

4
1. Does the State currently require Title XX day care prov ders to have a developmentally appropriate program

of activities? Yes, both centers and homes' Centers ly Acmes only No

2. Is the State agency providing information and/or technical assistance regarding a program of developmentally
appropriate activities to Title XX day care providers? Y , 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

1892.

3.

Does the State have.a plan for providing or purchasing training for caregivers of Title XX funded centers and
hares? Yes, both centers and hares Centers only Homes only No

If the State has a training plan, does it specify the nature and extent of the training required? Yes No

I
In

.130



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

4. If the State does not have a training plan, have any of the following planning activities,been.performed?

Needs assessment Yes No
Identification of priority target groups Yes No
Inventory of training resources (financial and/or programmatic) Yes No

5. Can you estimate how many Title XX caregivers received training in 1980?

Yes No
If yes, how many? Title XX funded center caregiVers

Title XX funded home caregivers

C. Nutrition ,

Source of Information

1. Does the State have nutrition requirements for Title XX funded centers and

Centers only Homes only No

If yet, are Title 4X funded day care facilities required to provide:
CENTERS HCt4E

Breakfast
Snacks

Lunch

centers ,and hares

2. What percentage df Title XX funded facilities currently praticipate in
the USDA Child Care Food Program? Percent Source of Information

Centers
Hanes

3. Is the State currently Raking consultative services on nutrition and food services available to:

Yes No
Title XX funded centers
Title XX funded homes

1 9



D. Health and Safety '

1. .Does the State currently require age appropriate immunizations
in. Title )( funded day dare facilities? Yes, both centers and

Are any Aildxen i, day care facilities not required to receive

0

s4

k

teTsitle-XX,and non-Title XX funded children
Centers only Hanes only No

inuiunizations? (plese Specify)

2. Does the Stag currently require health assessments for Title XX and non-Title XX funded children in Title XX
funded day care facilities? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only Homes only No

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

3. Arejthe health assessments required to be at the level recommended by the AmericanAcademy of pediatrics or
EPttfl? (see page :8A) 'Yes No

4. Are day care center and have providers required to provide information to parents, needed, concerning
child health services available in the caanunity? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only
Homes only No

5. Are day care center providers reqUired to assist parents in obtaining health services? Yes No

6, Are day care home providers required to refer parents to appropriate health care agencies? Yes WI'

7. Does the State agency provide informati6n to all Title XX funded day care facilities about the availability of
child health services. In the commudty and about how the services may be oktained?, Yes, bOth centers and homes
Centers only Hpmes only No

f '
8. Dots- the State agency ensure that 41H.S. funded cip..1dren receive the E'ederal, State, or locally funded services

for which they axe eligible? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only w Homes only No

Hdw is that aCcibmplished?'

i
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A GUIDE TO' ROUTINE HEALTH SUPVIVISION

t .
, .

,.. c. (TICK SHEET)
C

Reproduced with perMissiOn of The American Ac.aden4 of Pediatrics from Standards of Child wealth Care, third edition, 1977. P P 13, 14.

,\) e

RECOMMENOATICRA FOR PREVENTIVE HEALTH SCREENING

The 'Recommendations for Pzetentive.Heaith Care of chaoren and sojiari represents a guide for the care of weir ctwore,, ,prnpetentiorent;n9,
who have not manifested any important health proprlems, and who aro grproin and developing saustectorliy. doltoriTI403,i,t1 may ,f1ChCate t need fOi
additional visits ire outlined in he accompanying test.

O BE PERFORMED ?INDICATES NOT TO BE PERFORMED BEFORE 15 MONTHSSHADED AREA INDICATES ACTIVITY IS

AGE:
ACTIVITY-

2 - 4 2 - 3 4.5 6.7 8.10
Weeks Mo Months Mont Months

12 - 11:116 - 19 23 25 36 37131 5 6 1
8 - 9

Months Mont Mont Years , Years
11 - 12 13 15 16 21

Years Years

I

Oq

Vf1Z
2
W
Ir

2

INITIAL

INTERVAL

HEIGHT AND WEIGHT

cc
>- 2 SIGHT

""t

HEARING

DEVELOPMENTAL
APPRAISAL

HYSJCAL
EXAMINATION

IMMUNIZATION
ir

A - Measles DTP Diptherie
B Mumps ...Tetanus
.0 , Rubella Pertussis

P, prat Polio e
0 Diptheria, Tetanus

DISCUSSION AM COUNSEVLING

Safety, nutrition, elimination,
. behavior, family and school

relationships

DENTAL SCREENING
$ .

C.

INITIAL DEMIST'S EXAM

ro=rop es of Standard* of Child Hoalth Can lPalstroacki, write American Acaslem s,.I3 0. Box 1034, Evanston, io.

154.
1.9
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E. Physical Environment

1. Does the State haye requirements that day care facilities mustneet concerning:

Fi re /
Sanitation

w Transportation
Swimming
Equipment

GENRES HaMES.

A

.

For thcee'State requirements which you do not have, do you require each county oloCal jurisdiction to
set their ova Tequirements? (please specify)

A 4 .

F. So.o.ial Services 4

1

1)

1
. *..

1: ,Does the State require Title XX funded day care facilities to ide'infonnation to parents, as needed,
concerning social 'services available in the community'? Yes, 1 th centers and homes Centers only
Hopes.only No . 1

i

.

2. Are Title XX funded day care centers`reguiredto assist paients in obtaining social Services? Yes No
)--7-

3. ArellitleXX funded day care homesprequired to refer parents to appropriat esOcial service agencies?
Yes No .

.....___

4. Does the State agency, provide information to 411 Title XX,A5ed/facnities about the availability of
pocial services in the community and'howthey may be obtained? ,Yes, boith centers and homes Centers only
.Hames only No

.

_

How is this lnfotmation provided?
. .' , .

,

3. Does the State agency help to ensure that HITS funded children receive the Federal, STate, or locall

196 funded Services for which they areJaligible? Yes, both centers and hares Centers only only rNo
-

How is that accomplished?

-1
at



G. Parent Involvement,

1::`~ Are Title XX funded day care centers required to lotovide parents with opportunities to participate in
general progrmnpoliaymaking? Yes No

2. Asp Title XX funded ;day care centers required to allow parents:

a. unlimited access to observe their children? Yes No
b. to review upon request any monitoring reports or evaluations of-the center? Yes No
c. to observe the center and discuss their children's needs before enrollment? Yes 'NO

3. Does the State agency provide information and technical assistance to Title XX funded ay care. providers
on working with parents? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only Homes only No

\ How is that information Obvided?

'P.

. . , * ).

4. Does the State agency offer parents a choice of a day care facility whenever administratively possible?
. Yes No .,

Group COmposition

1. What are the State staff/child ratio requirements for each of the following age groups in Title XX funded
centers:

"
(please fill in {agars as specified in State requirements)

AGES A . REWIRED RATIOS
f Infants ( )-

Toddlers ( )

Preschoolers (

School Age ( )

Do theie requirements differ from the Sk.ate licerisin4 requireMeAts? Yes

If.yes, please specify that difference:

2. Is 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:

199
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3.' Does the State currently have requirements for group Side for children in Title XX -funded centers?. Yes No

va. If yes, specify those requirdmeuts below: (fill 'in appropriate ages)
,AGES REQUIRED GROUP SIZES
Infants,( a- ) .

oddlers ( - )

PreschooIersi )

School Age ( )

Do'these requirements differ f the State licensing requirements? Yes No

$ If yes, please specify that fference:

AAA

.

v,

4. What'are the caregiver /child ratios and group sizes for titleXXfunded-family day care homes?(please state requirements)-

Do these requirements differ Llcen the State licensing/registration requirements? 'Yes- No
:k ;

If yes, please specify'that'difference:

Art

, 5. May a volunteer beicounted as a=caregiver in a Title XX funded daycare centers? Yes No

6,

200

Under what circumstances?

May a staff member who.normally performs nori-caregiving duties (such as the director, cook, bus driver, etc.)be counted as a caregiveran a Title XX fupqed center? Yes No 20.1 .;

Under what circumstances?

7. Does the State determIne cqmpliance with qtaffing requirements On an actual attendance or scheduled enrollment
basis or are both systems used within the State? Pleasa specify:

t

e
. s.
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I. State Agency Advisory Council

1. Does the State have a Day Care AdvisorYtouncil? Yes

2. Does the Q cil include:, ,

a: parents of Title XX funded Children? Yes, No
b. operators of Title XX funded centers? Yes

c. operators of Title XX funned homes? Yes No
d. representatives of approprlate agencies? Yee'.

3. Whom does the Council advise?

44. Who appoihts the Council?

1

If

,

.0

0 CIO



IV. Summary of Current Tit14, XX Funded Day Care Provider Practices/ Centers

The following questions are designed to provide a summary of current Title XX funded day care center provider
practices. Please indicate the source of 'information for all responses. If the source of information is a provider
survey, please include the sample size and the date of the survey. Noted in parenthesis following each. question
is the section and minter of the item in the day care center provider telephone survey which could provide the needed
information it is not-already available to you._

° S.

Source of-Information
111,

1. What percentage of Title XX funded day care centers provide an'orientation to all
newly hired caregivers?,(C,1)

2. What is the average length of time of that orientation? (

.
, .

3. Of those caregivers without a nationally recognized child develo
credential, what Percentage-have.taken courses, seminars, or speciail.zedlin-service
training related to.child care during ithe paseyear? (C,4)

f I

s.

61. What percentage of .centers prolltde each of the-follaeing.meals: C13,3 )

a; breakfast
b. snag
c. lunch

C. Health and Safety -09

1. What percentve of centers require children to have a health Alissment? (Br29)

2. What percentage of centers require' children to have age appropriate immunizations ?,
413,29) -

3. Wh4t percentageof centers'neintain-health records for enrolled children? (D,1)

,,
\ '''''''' 's: .dt A ,

A. What percentage OT centers have writtemplans for responding to illnesses and .

emergencies? (D,2) -.

, 4. /'

5. What percentage of centers provide infoimation to parents as needed concerning - -
child health services available in the community?' (D,3)

4.

201
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Source ceInformation
t percentage of cents assist parents in obtaining health services?

(D,4)

During the past year, what percentage of centers have received information
and assistance from the State Title XX Agency about the availability of
child health services in the community? (D,5)

. Social Services

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

a. provide intonation and referral for parents to needed social services?

b. 'provide assistance to parents in obtaining needed social services?

c. .folloW-up to see that parents received social services?

2. During the past year, what percentage of centers have received information and
assistance from the State Title XX Agency regarding the availability of social
services? (E,2)

E. Parent Involvement - 4

1. What,percentage of centers allow parents the opportunity to (F 1)

a. have unlimited `access to observe their children?
b. regularly exchange information with Parents about their children and the

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 theoguestions in,this section please respond using the following group size guidelines:
Age of Child Maximum Group Size/Scheduled Enrollment Maximum Group.Size/Attendance
Birth to 2 years .

. 2 years
`3 to 6 years
6 to 10 years
10 to 14 years

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

1. What percentage of gioups in non-waiverable centers are below (i.e. larger than) the cited guidelines?

, 6

'12
18 ,

16
20

.

j

6

12

16

14

- 18 °'

t.1

I
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.2. What percentage of grouPS in waiverable centers are, below (i.e. larger
tpan) thud guidelines?

,3. What percentage, of non-waiyerable.centers have, groups below '(i.e. larger
than) cited group size guidelines? .

4

4. Vet percentage of waiverable centers have groups below (i.e. larger thalb
the cited group'size guidelines?

What is the State's:average group size in non-waiverable centers r each

Scheduled Enrollnerit/ Attendance
of the following age categories:

40.

,Under 2 year olds
2 year olds
3 to 6.year olds
6 to 10 year olds
10. to 14 year olds .

6. What is'the State's averate group
-following age categories:

12-Agt

Under 2 year olds
2 year olds

1.3 to 6 year olds
6to 10 year olds

size in waiverable centels for each of the

Scheduled Enrollment *Attendance

Source of Infor;ation'

'10 to.14

G. Staffing. Crakes 7a

year olds

and/or 8a).

this section please respond using the following staff/child ratio guidelines:
Staffing Ratio/Scheduled Enrollment Staffing Ratio/Attendance

For the questibns in
Age of Child
Birth to 2 year 143 , 1:3

2 years 1:4 1:4

3 to 6 years 1:9 118

6 to 10 years 1:16- 1:14

lq to 14 years. 1:20 1:18
208'.

. ,---

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

For childremunder 2yeoxs old:
t ...,

/ . Source of information
. _ .I..

L_ ___

a. What percentage'of non- waiverable centers,have deficit hOuri (i.e. have`more
children per caregiver than the above listed gUiddlines)?

r'



Source of Informationb. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have
less children per caregiver than the cited guidelines)?

. .
.

c. What number of additional FTE caregivers in non-waiverable centers would
the State need to satisfy the cited guidelines?

.
, -d. What percentage of waiverable centers have deficit hours (i'.'e. have more

children per.ciregiver than the cited guidelines)?
, /

.

e., What percentage of waiverable centers have surplds hours (f.e; halie lesschildren per caregiver than the'cited guidelines)?

f. What number of additional FTE caregivers in vaiverable centers would the!
State.need to saj4.sfy the cited guidelines?

2. Fcr children 2 years and older:

a; What percentage of non- waiverable centers have defici "hodrs'(i.e. have morechildren per caregiver than the above listed guidelines)?

What percentage of non-waiverable
centers have surplus hours (i.ea, have.lesschildren pincaregiver the cited guidelines)?

c. -What number of additional FTE caregivers in_non-waiverable centers would the
State treed to satisfy th; cited.guidelines?

d. What percentage of teiveAble centre have deficit0ours (i.e. have more
children Percaregiver than the cited guidelines)?4t.

se.e. What percentage of waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have lessN, 'children per caregiVer than the cited guidelines)?

. .f. What number of additional FTE caregivers in waiverable centers would the State
need to satisfy the. cited geelines?'

3. What is the State's average actual ratio in nOn-waiverable centers for the followingage categories:

-Age Scheduled Enrollment Attendance
Under 2 years

,.

. 2 years
,

3 to 6 years
..,)6 to 10 years.

1

..-r
10 toppers --,..._.

2 0
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4 4: What is the State's average'actuat ratio in waiVerable Centers for the folldwing

. age categories:

Left
,Scheduled Enrollment Attendance

Under 2 years
2 year o
3 to 6 year-olds
6c1)ilo 10 year olds

1 to 14 year olds

V. Summary Of Current Title XX Funded Day Care FroVider Practices/ Hates

)Source of Information

The follolanlquestions are designed to provide a summary of current Title XX funded day care,home provider

'practices. Please indicate the source of information for a1,1 responses. Noted in parenthesis f011oyling each

tion is the number of the item in the family day care provider survey whicfi could provide the ndbded information

if kt,is not already available to, ou.

A. Training /7
Source of Information

1. What percentage hoMe caregivdrs have taken in the palt 'year any courses,

seminars or iirsekvice training .related to child care?, (7)

B. Nutrition

1. What percentage of homes provide each of the following meals: (11)

a. 'breakfast

b. inacks
-

c. bunch

C. Health and Safety

1. What perfen

2 1 0 a. a health
b. age app

D. Parent Involvement

r

. /N

f)cmes'require children to haves

essment
ate irrTunigations

(8)

\

J

1. What percentage of homes regularly offer paretits opportunities to observe

their children and talk about their children's needs (10) P

.P



. Group Oamposition

1. What percentage of hones have: (13, le)

a. 1 child
ti b. 2-3 children

c. 4-5 children
d. 6 children
e. 7-12 children

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

P

3. What percentage of those homes servipg only children under'2.years old have
more than 3 childrIn attending at any one time? (12,13)

Source of Ihformation

4. What percentage of homes, provide after-school care for children who attend full
d day school?' (0

"
.

5. In those homes serving children who attend full day\khool, what is the average
number of such children served? .

. Status ,

1. What percentage of hones are: (16)

a. independent'
b. 'part of a fauily day care hone system

a

21 9
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Tables 1 and 2 identify the size of the survey sample recartrended for selection- -
r

Table 1 for centers and table 2 for homes. These tables reflect minimum numbers

needed in order to project findings to the State 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 accuracy (+.075'fO'r centers, +.10 for homes)

when making these projections.

The sample sizes reflect completed interviews with eligible centers and homes and

not the number of telephone palls 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 u5ed to prepare a States report,

States should initially identify a larger number of facilities 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 1; while for homes

select a number approximately twice the Table 2 indicated size.

Once the number to be called is identified, the nekt st isto randomly select

those respective facilities from d population list of Ti le XX centers .and a,

population list of Title homes. These procedures are outlined below:
AV

1. First,identify a number of calls to be made; e.g. in a State

whose Title XX pop ation of centers is 193, the minimum number of

completda.center interviews from Table 1 would be 94Cadding

30% (or 28) ito that figure, results in a total of 122 calls to be made.

2. 'Next, identify the selection ratio to be used,for chosing 122

centers from the center pop9lation list; Inthis example the

sel4ctibn ratio is approximately 12:19 Well 12 centers fr6m

each 19 on the list,would-be chosen).

3. Finally, choose the actual centers to be called. Any of several

acceptable methods could be used to assure randomncss in the

selection 14:ocess--one is to skip the first 7 centerand choose

the next 12, repeating the process for all 193 centers onzthe

list until 122 centers are chosen; another would.te to choose

every other center until 7 of 14 are chosen and then choose the

next 5, again repeating thig process until 122 centers are Chosen.

165
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Code Numbers, 4
.

A code number should be assigned to each chosen center and ham. Code numbers

are used for compilation purposes only. Interviewers need to have these code

numbers so therCould-be recorded on each questionnaire face sheet. Code

numbers consist of 5 digits. The first 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

ystdi, as facilities appear on the list i.e. 001, 002, 003, 004, and so

on. Use a sefarate consecutive numeering system for the center list and

hole list. .

41-

I

'0

214
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TABLE I

DAY CARE CENTER SAMPLING FRAME

Population
`(Total. No. of

Title XX Miters)

Sample'Size
(Minimum No. of

Completed Interviews)*

Sample Size
(Minimum No. of
Title XX Centers)

Sample Size
(Minimun. No. of

Completed Interviews)*

Under 50
50 - 54
55 -.59

60 - 64
65 - 69

70 - 74
7 - 79

80 - 84

c85 - 89'

90%
41

44

47

50

53

55

57

'59

250 -.259

260 -,269
270 - 279 1
280 - 289 .

290 - 299
300 - 324,

38 - 349
350 -.374
375 - 399

103

105

107

108
109

111

114

117 fp

120

90= 94' 61 400'- 449 123

95 - 99 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 'ant(over 150

140 - 149 80

150 - 159' 83

160 - 169 1 86

170 - 179 87'

180 - 189 89

190 - 199 94

200 - 209 96

210 :219 97

220.- 229 98

230 - 239
240 - 249

99
100

*Parts A B

\_
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k

TABLE 2

FAMILY DAY CARE HOME SAMPLING FRAME

Population
(Total No. of

Title XX Rome')

,Sample Size

(Migimun No. of
Complfted Interviews)

7
Under 50 80%
51 - 99 42
100 - 199 -59
200 - 299 -71

300 - 399' 75
400 -499 77
500 -1599 79
600 - 699 82
700 - 799 86
800 -899

O

900 - 999 89
1,000 - 1,499 91

1,500 - 1,999 92
2,000 - 2,999, 95
3,000 - 3,999 97
4,000 - 4,999 ' 99
5000 and above 100

2

168.



TABLE 3

STATE IDENTIFICATION CODE

CODE STATE

01 Connecticut,
02 Maine

'03 Massachusetts.
04 , New Hampshire
05/ Rhode Island
06. Verdant
07 New York
08 New Jersey
09 Delaware

10 Maryland
11 Pennsylvania
12 Virginia
13 West Virginia
14 District of Columbia
15 Alabama
16 Flori
17 Georgi
18 Kentucky
19 ' Mississippi
20 North Carolina
21 'South Caroliiia

22 Tennessee
2j= Illinois

24 Indiana'
25' Michigan

Minnesota
27 Ohio

liC
Wisconsin
Arkansas

30 Louisiana
31 New Mexico

'32 Oklahoma
33 Texas
34 7cwa
35 Kansas

- 36 Missouri
37 Nebraska
38 Colorado
39 North Cekota
40 South Dakota
41 Utah
42 Wyaning
43 Arizona

r 44 California
45 Hawaii
46 Nevada
47 Idah
48 ,Or

49 4.Washirigton

2917
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Dear

SAMPLE ADVANCED LETTER TO FAME DAY
CARE lipME BEFORE TELEPHONE SURVEY-

1

We have been asked, by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of current

practices/in Title XX funded day care programs. As you know, Congress 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 learn a great deal more about what is going on in

eadh:State. We feel this is a worthwhile effort ana are cooperating with them.

Inteiviewing family day*Cargthane providers like yourself, is one of the

best ways to obtain this information. We will be calling a random sample

of day care providers throughout the State in,the next.fewwee0Cs to learn

more about their family day care home operation.

Your participation in this survey would be completely voluntary and youi

refusal to participate or how yoU'answer any of the questions, would you

decide. to participate, will not ,Affect yOur eligibility for present or

future Title }IX funding.

I should add that all home-identifying information 'ollected by. this survey

will be treated as confidential. None of the 4nformation collected will in

any way be used to determine whether a home is complying with specific State

or Federal standards. Data will be compiled on tie totalled responses

of all homes surveyed in (State) and will not r eal thb identities of the

individual questionnaire responses of the surveyed homes.

We are looking forward to speaking with you.

14'
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INSIRUCTIT TO FAMILY DAY CARE HOME INTENIEWERS

I. Introduction to Survey

Each state has been asked by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of

its TitleiGC day care practices. As pai of this assessment, a sample of day

care centers and family day care homes are being interviewed by telephone in

the next few weeks to learwmore about their day care practices. This information,

along with state agency Information, will be compiled into a state report and

sent to the Department of Health and Human Serviies (DHHS) in Washington, D.C.

The DHHS will then prepare a summary report of all state reports and deliver

that summary to Congress by June 1, 1981.

The procedures contained in this package are instriactions for interviewers who

will be surveying family day care haMes using the Family Day Care Home Telephone

Survey. The home questionnaire contains questions covering eligibility, child

enrollment patterns, health and safety and nutrition practices..

II. General Administration Information

What information and documents will you need for conducting each interview?

- The name and telephone number of the family day care hare, the day care

hane'providers name, if available and each home's 5 digit ID number.

(Obtain these code numbers from the State Assessment Coordinator.)

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

What should I do if I'm requested to call back?

- There mitt be any number of situations arising which will require you

to call back .at same other time: e.g. the provider may not be at have

wheniyou call or may be involved in sane other activity.. Simply, schedule

a convenient call-back time and make a note of this on the "Call Record"

sheet which is located on the face of the questionnaire.

110.The bottom of the "call Record" sheet must also be completed to reflect

the final status of the interview.

21. 9..

171



4, How many attempts should I make to reach the provider?
AC

' - Do not make more than 3 attempts.

What is thJ first thing I sa' when I call?

- Read the introductory statement. It is particularly important in the

beginning, that you appear relaxed and confident. Rehearsing and becoming

familiar with this statement will be a definite adv.intage to the successful

conduct of the interview. Because of its length, familiarization with the

contents of the statement it even more. significant if the providerlhad not n

received read) the advanced letter describing the survey. Record

check marks (I) n the appropriate places on'the statement before

beginning the interview (or before terminating the interview, if.the

provider does not want to participate).

I Hag dol record responset?
A

There ire basically three, different types of response formats. Yes or

no responses; requests for a specific number(); an a choices of one of

several alternatives. The following are illustrations of each type:
,

(1) Do you ? I

.1..

YES 1

NO 2

If 2e response is -- record a "1" in the response box above,Ad the

response iano -- record a "2".

(2)', What is the number of children ?
/-

If the respondent says 3'children, recokd'asriYFYI. There must be an entry

in each box, with a zero 40)'recorded in the first box, if triit response

is one digit less than the nuMbetof response boxes available.

ti
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(3) Which one of the following is ?

3 days 1

4 days 2

5 days 3

6days 4

If,the response is 4 days 7- record a "2" in the response box above;

if'the response is 6 days -- record a "4", anal kso on.
7

-* What if the respondent does not know the answer to a question?

- Questions where this would occur have a special "don't know" code number.

Sim6i,record that number in the response box. If t1ere 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 forone box response; a 9/8 for two

'box responses;' and a 919/8 for three box responses.

Why do numbers appear Above, inside or next to these response bOxes?
,

- This questionnaire has been formatted for both machine' analysis and hand

analysis. These numbers are simply card column identifiers for the key

punch operator.

III. -Specific Questions

Questions #1-3 are designed to screen

participate in this-assesSment survey

know" to either questions #1, 2 or 3,

statement on the bqtom of the page.

record sheet

out facilities that are not eligible to

. If the provider answers "no" or "don't

terminate the interview by reading the

Next, record the appropriate Code on the

#3 Obtain the name A the appropriate Title XX agency fro= the State Assessment,

Coordinator, before the interview.

#44 We are only interested in school age children.
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'Name of State

Submitted to OMB - Approval Pending

STATE TITLE XX DAY' CARE AS§ErrnT

FAMILY DAY CARE HOME TELEPHONE SURVEY

t

-Name of Interviewer

Home ID #

CALL RECORD

CARD 1

1 -5

Start CD 1
ID #(1-5)

RESULT OF ATTEMPT

4.,

E
4.3
4.,<

#.)

4.3
m
c=,

-,-

No
Answer,

Provider
Away
From.

Home
.

f

Date & Time
of Requested
Call-Back

.

-

Provider
Requested
Call-Back

Date & Time
of Requested
Call-Back

Provider
Refused

Provider
Completed
Interview Fomments

1

.

.

.

a

3 .

t

.
,

.

4

FINAL STATUS <

Final Status:
6

Completed

Refused'.

Did not
Terminated/ pass screening

Never Contacted

Wrong Number'

Home No Longer Operating

LLI

L.L.1
5

6.4
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FAMILY DAY CARE HOME TELEPHONE SURVEY

Introduction

Hello, is this Ms. (Mr:) (Provider) ? My name

is with the State Title XX Program,

. Did you receive theletter inin / (City) ,

the mail- about the statewide Title XX. day care survey we are conductirig for

Congress? d

Yes (If Yes) would you be willing to participate in this interview?.

Yes

No

No NO, READ THE 'FOLLOWING)

4.

We've been asked by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of current practices

in Title XX funded dk4care.programs. As you'know, Congress has delayed the new

lititle XX Federal Day-Care Regulations until July 1, 1981. Before Congress decides

whetherthese 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 thil,is a worthwhile

effort and are coferating with theM.

Interviewirig day care providers, like yourself, is one of the best ways tonotItain

.

this information. We are calling a random sample of day care providers throughout

tip State to learn more about their operation.

Yourparticipation in this survey is completely voluntary and your refusal to

participate4r, how you answer any of the gestions, should you decide to participate,

will not affect your eligibility for present or future Title XX funding.
4 0
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/
I should add that all home-identifying information collected by this survey will

be treated as confidential. Non4 of the information collected will in any way be

used to determine whether a family day care hope is complying with specific

State, or federal standards. Data will be completed based on the totalled responses

of all homes surveyed in (State) and will not reveal the

identities or the individual questionnaire responses of the survexed center.

Would you be willing to participate in this telephone suovey?

Yes

No

I

176.
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1. Do you provide day care services at this location?
1

ti

Yes

No 2

2. Is your home registered, certified or licensed to serve less than 13 chil4ren?

Don't Know '8
c .

Do you currentiv.receive income from a "Title XX Agency"?-(INSERT NAME OF STATE.
TITLE XX AGENCY OR APPROPRIATE OTHER Lo p_ TITLE XX AGENCY)

) .

9

Yes 1

No 2

Don't Know 8

IF THE RESPONDENT ANSWERED "No" TO ANY'*ONE OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS SAY:
"I have no more ques,tions to ask you. I appreciate your help very much.

17 7
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How many children in full day school, do you usually care for in the afternoon?.

Children

5. How many children enrolled havertheir tuiti or'fees paid by the Title XX

Agency?
IL/a

1

Children

Don't Know198

6. Do you have one of ,the following child development credentials? (READ LIST

IF YES, SKIP TO QUESTION 8)
4

. A.A. in nursing or education
. . Bachelor or graduate degree in infant psychology, early childhood,

education, chilq development, elementary education or home economics

. . Montessori teaching credential
7

. . CDA Certification

. States Early Childhood Education teaching certificate

[it]

7. Have you taken in the past year any courses, seminars or in-service
training related to child-care?

el

22t
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No 2
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8. Do you, require children to have a:

Yes No

Health/Assessment? 1 2
It

Age-Appropriate Immunization? 1

'7

9. Da you maintain health records for enrolled children?

I

Yes 1

No 2

10. Do you regularly offer parents opportunities to observe their children and
,talk about their children's needs?

id

Yes 1

No 2

11. Which of,the following meals and snacks do you regularly provide children
at your home: (READ ONE AT A TIME)

Breakfast?

Morning Snack

Lunch?

? --'A--'Afternoon Snack?
fternoon

497

Yes No

1. 2

2

'1 2-

1 2

1-1

1.3
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A

la. What was the largest number of children, including your own, at ydur home

yesterday morning between 9 and 12 a:m. (or Friday morning_if Survey is

conducted on Monday)?

'114 las

Children

13. How many of these children, including your own, were: (READ bNE AT A TIME)

Under 2 years old?

2-6 years old and not '14'1

yet in full day school?

14. How many of these children, not including your own, were 6 years or older?

lob/

Children

15. Was there another caregiver in the home with you yesterday morning between

9:00 an0 12:00 noon?

3t.

16. :Is your home independent or part,of a family day care home system?

Independent?

System?

SAY: "This is the end of the interview and I appreciate your help ve

180 228
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SAMPLE ADVANCED LETTER TO CENTER BEFORE
TELEPHONE SURVEY ,

Dear (Director):

We have been asked by Congress to dondupt,a systematic assessment of current

practices in.Title XX funded day care programs. As you know, Congress 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 rearn a great deal more about whatis going on in . A

each State. We feel this is a worthwhile effort andl'are dOoperat y with them.

Intervitwing day care directors, like yourself, is orj of the ys to
obtain this information. We will be calling a r ddmsampl y care,
directors throughout the State in the next few weeks,to learn more about
their center's operation.

4 =

Your participation in this 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.

I 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 6 center is complying with
specific State or federahstandards. Data will be compiled based on the totalled
retptoses of all centers surveyed in (State) and.will not reveal the identities
or the individual questionnaire responses of the surveyed centers ,,o,

Should you participate in the survey'there will be some information heeded
which you might not have available at your fingertips. This information

ar
- #

relates to your daily child and staffing rosters.

4

181 229



-2-1

1. We will be asking one set of questions which address the number and

age distributions (under 2 yrs., 2 yrs., 3-6 yrs.,-6-10 yrs., 10-14 yrs.)

of children "sched6led" for each of your groups during a given mOrnings

planned group activity' period. (Numbers reflecting "attendance" patterns

rather than "schedules" will be requested if your Title XX reimbursement

rate is currentli, based on the number of children in "attendance" only.)

We 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 roan provided that each has its own clearly defied

space with its own principalit responsible caregiver."

2. We also will be asking a related set of questions for the center and not

the group:Lvel. These deal with;

o the total number (across groups) of children "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 'Q reimbursement ra based on the number of children

sin "attendance" only.)

Center level isfOrmation on numbers hours of children and direct care-
.

giver hours will be requested for each 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 categories would be difficult. However, since this

is only a survey we would like your rough estimates of this distribution.

All other questions are fairly routine and should require no advance preparation

on your.part. Thank you for your cooperation. Wk-look forward to speaking with

You.

2 3 0
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INSTRUC/TONS TO CENTER DAY CARE INTERVIEWERS

I.' Introduction to Survey '

Each stateY.201*w dbked by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of its
Title day care practices:- As part of this assessment, a sample of day car

centers and family day care homes are being interviewed by felVhone in the

next fewsweeksIbblearn more about their day care pra2tices. This information,
... .

along with state agency information, 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 ancladeliver

.1-that summary to 6ongress by June 1, 1981.
00

The procedures confi'ined in, this package are instructions for interviewers who

will be surveying day care centers using the Day Care Center Director Telephone

.PSurvey. The center questionnaire contains 6 parts:

Part A: is a sequence of 4 eligibility questions to identify those centers

eligible to participate in this survey.

Part B: is a series of questions primarily covering child and caregiver

characteristics and dffly staffing.patterns. ravk

Parts C, Er, & F: cover clusters of questions relating respectively,,cto

caregivers training'pradtices, health4 safety practicest_social

service practices and parent invol actices.

' Sane sites will only administer Parts A and S. bthera'kwill administer Combinations
veof the, other parts as well. You will need to know which parts of the

questionnaire yqur state has selecte&forthis survey. ONLY ASK-QUESTIONS

CONTAINED IN THOSE PARTS.,

II. General Administration Information j

o What information and documents will you need for conducting each interview?

The,name and telephone number of the day.care center,: the day.Oare

center directors nave; if available and each center's 5 digit ID number.

(Obtain these code numbers fran -the State Coordinator.)

v- 183
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o Who should be interviewed at the center? r
.

- The survey is to be conducted with the director of the center. However,

if you discover thatthe director is unavailable -for a week or more,

Ithe assistant director or head teacher (whichever is acting for the

director) would be an appropriate substitute.

o When should'the survey be conducted?
4

,

'''. Make telephone calls on weekdays between the hours of 9a,zt. dnd 4p.m.

. Children ana, staff generally arrive before 9a.m.' and.depart after 4p.m.

These-times would not be appropriate for conducting a survey

What should I do if L'mrequestedto call back? f ../

- There might be any number of situations arising which will require you

to call back at sane other tirlia: e.g. the director maDnot be. at the center

when you call or may be involvedin sane other activity. Simply,

schedule a convenient call -back tune and make a note of this on the-"Call

A :....Rdord" sheet which is located on' the face of the questionnaire. '

-, The bottom of the "Call Record" sheet must also be completed to reflect the

.final Status of the interview. A
r".+4

o How many attemptS shoulrI make to reach the director? "

- In*Most instances, one attempt will be sufficient. However, do not make

'fmore than 3 dttempts.
-

\

o 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.

o What is the first thing I say when I call? . .
0

.,

- Read the,introductory statement., It is particullily important in the

beginning, that you appear relaxed and confident. Reheading and becoming

,familiar with this statement will'be a definite advantage to the successful
.

.

conduct of the. interview. Because of its ength, familiarization with the

contents of-the'statement is.even more silificant ,if the director had

not received (or read) the advanced lett& describing the survey. Record

check marks ( 7 41-the appropriate places on the statement before

b'eginning the interview (or before terminating the interview, if the

, dfrector does not wait to participate).
.
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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 4 sPecific number(s); and a choice of,,one of

several alternatives. The following are illustrations of each type:

(1) Do you ...

If the response is yes

response is1mo -- record a

(2) What is the number Of,children ?

V

ax YES

NO

ecord a "1" in the responie box above, if the

4

If the respondent says 1 3 3 children, record as -- one digit

per box. If the respondent says 3 3 children, record as There

must be an' entry in each box, with a zero (0) recorded in the first box, it

the response is one digit less than the number of response- boxes' available.

(3) Which one of the following is ... ?

3 days

4 days

5 days 3

6 days

If the response is 4 days -- record 'a "2" in the resioonse box above;

if the response is 6 days -- record a "4", and so oh.

185
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o What if the respondent does not know the answer to a question?

Questions where this wquld occur have a special "don't know" code numbed.

Simply 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,
C..)

record the following in the response box -- an 8 for one box respgnse;

a 9/8 fo4 r two bofc responses; and a 079/ErforAhree box responses.

o .Why do numbers appear above, inside or next to these response boxes?
. -

I

- This questionnaire has been formatted for both machine analysis and hand

analysis. These numbers are simply card column identifiers for the key

punch operator.

III. Specific Questions

Part A: 'Eligibility

Questions #1-4 are designed to screen out facilities that are not eligible

to participate in'this assessment survey.

#1 If the respondent- says "no" - that day care services are provided

at some other focgtion, ask for the directors name, address and

telephone number of that other location. (Record this information

on the interviewer record sheet.)

#3-Obtain the name, of the appropriate Title XX Agency from the State AssesSment

# C9ordinata before the interview and record this on each'questionnaire.
6 .

Differe* agencies might be appropriate for different centers depen4pg
.

rdpQn their geographic location in the state.'

4:,71J'
:04P

A..._

If the Teqpondent rs ?no" or "don't know" to either #1, 2, 3 or 4, terminate

the ineE
P4_view

by reading the statement at the bOttom 9f the page. Next, record

, the appetiAe code` on record sheet.
i

Part B: Enrollment and Staffing
4

#8
4t.

If the_respondent' does not know the exact number of childrei whose

u'ition is-paid by the Title XX agency, ask for an approximate number.

If,the respondent says that there are different rates depending on

whether t4 agency pays the total cost of tuition dr only Icart of the

tuition, say; We are interested'in the former situaton, i.e. in those

cases where the total cost is paid.

#12 Scmetimesthe scheduled enrollment on a given day is less than the total

enrollment because not all children attend the center 5 days a week.÷,
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#13 ;he numbiF of children absent is calculated by subtracting_ the actual

'attendance number (questions12) from the scheduled attendance number

(question 11). C4culate the percent after the interview, by dividing the

attendance number by the scheduled number.

#14 - If the respondent does not know or does not understand the question, say:'

"Reimburseme4nt on the basis of 5210.dren scheduled for attendance means

that payment is made even for Children absent. Reimbursement on the basis

of.chilgren actually in attendance means reimbursement is not provided foi

children who are absent." This is very irrpoitant question. Be sure that the

respondent completely understands it before you record the response.

#15, After you read the definition of a "group", determine whether the

respondent understands the definition befoie asking question 15. It is

important that the respondent completely understands the 'definition before

the question is asked.

Centers generally carry out different activities with children at different

times of the day. For your reference, .the following is a schedule of

activities typical of most centers:

7:00 - 9:00 a.m. .Arrival time (free play, breakfast)

9:00 a.m. - 11:30 a.m. Planned group activities (learning

activities; storytime, singing)

11:30 a.m. 12:30 p.m. Lunch

12:30 p.m. 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.m.. Departure time (free play)

In this question we are only interested in the number of groupings during

ths% morning planned group activity period (usually 9 -J1:30 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.
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If the survey is conducted on, a Monday, "yesterday" would refer to vFridale.

. Use Friday instead of yesterday, if appropriate:

When asking this question identify (ly those age-categories revealed by

' question 7 to be relevant for this center. In other words, if the response

to question 7 revealed that only 2 year olds and 3-6 year olds are enrolled

in the center, only ask this qUestion for those two age categoriA. DO NOT

nAKE ANY ENTRIES IN THE BOXES FOR THE OTHER AGE CATEGORIES.
r

to staff in a center aie made up of different people who perfOn5'

different junctions. Most are care-givers (or teachers) who work directly

with Children 11.1 classrooms (these caregivers are usually paid for their

work but ,14.1 scni,centers, volunteers are also used). Other staff consist

of cooks, drivers, social workers,..achinistrators, clerks, etc.

#23 28 The same discussion on relevant age'categories for questions 16 and

17 also applies to these questigis.
,

#29 The time when tly Childsztualfy had this health assessrent or these

immunizations is not relevadt_for this fUestion. Centers, may have these
,

requirements prior to enrollment or soon after enrollm&lt.
a

sr

0
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..-

STATE TITLE.XX DAY CARE ASSESSMENT

DAY CARE CENTER DIRECTOR TELEPHONE SURVEY
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t
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2
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DAYCARE CENTER TELEPHONE SURVEY

Introduction
4

Hello, is this the Day Care Center?

My name is with the State Title XX Program,

in (City)

4

May I speak to Ms. (Mr.) (Director) please?

'Hello, Ms. (Mr.) , my name is

Nt
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 fdr Congress?

Yes (IF YES) would you be4illing to.participate ?

Yes (START THE INTERVIEW)

1)
No

No (IF NO, READ THE F6LLOWING)

We've been asked by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of current practices

in Title XX funded day care programs. As yo* know, Congress 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 tolearn a

great deal more about what is'going on in each State. We feel this is a worthwhile

effort and are cooperating with them.

Interviewing day care directors,, like yourself, is one of the best ways to obtain

this information. We are calling a random sample of day care directors throughout

the State to learn more about their center's operatioh.

Your participatia in this survey is completely volun r refusal to

participate or how.you answer any of the questions, should you de to terticipa:e.

will noyffrect your eligibility for present.or future Title XX funding.

190

4
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I should add that all center-identifying information collected by this survey

will by treated as confidential. None of the information collected will in any

way be used to determine whether a center is complying with specific State or

(4-
federal standards. Data will be completed based on the totalled responses of

all centers surveyed in (State) and will not reveal the identities

or the individual questionnaire responses of the surveyed centers.

' Would you be willing to participate in this telephone survey?

Yes

No

IF THE RESPONDENT IS Man TO PARTICIPATE IN THE-SURVEY, FIRST DETERMINE
ELIGIBILITY'BY ASKING QUESTIONS 1-4 ON PART A. IF ELIGIBLE SAY:

In the letter that was sent out we identified two*sets of information-we

would be asking which might require some advance preparation. Let me

now describe this information to you.'

One set of questions address the numhpr and age distribution.(dnder

2 Yrs, 2 yrs, 3-6 yrs, 6-10 yrs. 10-14 yrs) of children"schedUled"'

for each of your groups during a given mornings planned group activity

period. (NumberE-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.) 11e

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

clearly defined space with its-own principally responsible caregiver."
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Another is a related set'of questions for the center and not the group

level. These deal_with.(a) the total number (across groups) of

children "scheduled"; (b) the total number of child hours Icheduled";

and (c) 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 wild be asked if

your Title XX reimbursement' rate is based on the number of children in

"attendance" only.)

AFTER READING`THIS DESCRIPTION, ASK:

"Isythis information readily available to you now or would you prefer

that I call back."

Available Now START THE INTERVIEW,

.- Call back- RECORb ON THE COVER PAGE 4'

2.401
192 ti
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PART A: ELIGIBILITY

1.- Do you provide day care services at this location?

2. Does your center have the capacity for at least 13 children?
$f,

. (PROBE: Is your licensed capacity at least 13 children?)

8

7

Yes

No

.1

2

Yes 1

No 2

-3. Do you currently receive income from a Title XX Agency ?-- (INSERT-NAME OF STATE
TITLE XX AGENCY OR APPROPRIATE OTHER LOCAL TITLE XX AGENCY) .

"A. Do you provide day care services less than 14 hours a day?

, Yes y 1I
No 1 2

10

.,
IF THE RESPONDENT ANSWERED "No" TO ANY ONE OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS SAY:
"I have no more questions to ask you. I appreciate your helfi'very much.
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1

PART B: ENROLLMENT AND STAFFING

5. What is yodr centers current license capacity in numbers of children?

1

Don't Know 998

6. Approximately how many children are currently enrolled at your

Capacity'

center?

1

* of Children
Enrolled

7. How many of these enrolled children are currently: (READ ONE AT A TIME)

4*

Under 2 years old?

ay 4 .7

2 years old?

3 - 6 years old?

6 - 10 years old?

10 - 14 years old?

194

2211 2

I

En



-6-

8. Now many children enrolled at'your center have their tuition or fees paid
either totally or partially by the Title XX Agency? ,

6

27 1 1

Title XX paid

9. Of those children whose fees are paid totally by the Title XX Agency,
what is the daily amount paid per full-time'child?

. Don't Know 9998

DO NOT ASK

3o

Percent

vo

per-child daily'amount

10. Now many children enrolled at your center.have their "total" tuit on or fees
paid by their parents?

Dpn't'Know 998

4

:243 195

Parent fees
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11. Earlier you said that (SEE Q.6) children are currently enrolled at your
center. How many were scheduled to attend the center yesterday?

I -.

IDon't KnoW 998

12. How manychildren atu#11; attended the center yesterday?

Don't *now' 998 I

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?

# Scheduled.-

Yi/03/0/

I .1 .1

# Attende

IDon't Know

4

98'

Jo,

1

# Absent

14. Are you now reimbursed froru 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)

Scheduled for attendence?

Actually in'attendance7

iDon't Know I 8

% 4bsent

ye.
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The followin set of questions is about grpupings of "children" and staff schedulin
Which was di ssed'in the advanced letter. If you,have yesterday's child and sta finly
roster, it would be helpful to get it.to assist you.

. Before I ask you the next questions dealing specificallyewith groupings of children,
I would like to read the definition of a group that we are using for this survey. We
areddefining a group as: . , ,

"A cluster of children-assigned to one or.more caregivers. It ispossible
//

for more than one group to occ&py-lingle ream provided that each has its
' own ,cledr1 defined space with its own principally responsible caregiver.:' *

oit

0.

(PROBE: Wbuldrou like me to repeat.this definition?)

'15.- Using the definition I just read: how.many different groups of children did
you have in your center yesterday during the moreng planned group aqpivity
period?

e

197

!if

.

245
IL

44.

s,

4,4
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ASK ONLY Q.16 itND 17, IF THE ANSWER TO Q.14 WAS.."SCHEDULED FOR ATTENDANCE",
ASICONLY1A.18 ,ND 19, IF THE ANSWER TO 0:14 WAS "ACTUALLY IN ATTENDANCE".

6

"I would like you;:o continue to focus only, on yesterday morningS Planned group
activity period. Startinil with the group containing the youngest children:

'41ow_many children were'

scheduled for that group?
17. HOw many children scheduled for that group

were the following ages: (ASK ONLY FOR THOSE
AGES nVEALED BY QUESTIOpi7 TO BE RELEVANT FOR..
THIS CENTER.)

(REPEAT BOTH QUESTIONS4FOR EACH GROUP)

Number
of

Groups Children
11)

1

2

.t.0

N ,y.lt

3
0 1

4
A4 IN

5 ,

4 t'w 44

6

7

pt Vi)

A ,4ri

8
j) 57)

9
p4 ;J 7)

10 _1

Total

tart CD 2
up.(1-5)

a-

tart CD 3
up. (1-5)

I END CD 1 78/3-9/80 -001
1 END CD 2 78/79/80 -002 1

.af

Under

11111" r"1 11111111)aiwompitiminii.
1111111iIlliIllss)

illiffiliiiiiiiiii1111111111
111111111111111111111111§111111111

4111,1111,11111111111111111411
t 0

ct,

DO NOT ASK

17131/

a.

4ciullY4

4.

SKIP TO QUESTION 23

198 246

gshivper

I I
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4-'11 would like you to continue to focus only on yesterday mornings planned, group
activity period._ I-tailing with the, group containing the youngest children:

18. How many children were in
attendance for that group?

19. How many children i7N%4Aadance for that group
were the, following ages: (ASK ONLY FOR THOSE
AGES REVEALED BY QUESTION 7 TO BE RELEVANT FOR

THIS CENTER.)

Q.

(REPEAT BOTH QUESfIONS 'FOR EACH GROUP)

Number

of
Groups Children

1

ma 471

ifel

2
pi I)

3
v.) I)

4

5
.3 31

6
L441 gt

7
(s-v 1

8
a

9
jci A

10

Total

.23.34

tart CD'4

up.(1 -,5)

tart CD 5
up.(1-5)

Totals

END CD 3 78/79/80-003
END CD 4 78/79/80-004

C,

Under
2 rs'.

I

' rs.

1

rs.

4

-10 rs. 10-14 rs.
X41 I IS 5' r p.) 57

1.401 1.44 i) _, IA ot 4) 44 (f. ) #:,)
ii

AT ,73) 771 70 771 41 I

,

,

.
X 4

fA) J3 / n 19 - SI

'elY) ,a Si i 4 41 424 Il (371 33).

41 Pi .

I

1 5) VO

Y V
I

11 S3 S SS 4 7

:() I) ) 43) - 441 471 40 '47) (cal 471

.74 4741 I'l ri oci 771- 1,.(4)
t

I 113) 5-1 143 71 fit) 1d1 1,341

DO NOT ASK

1S .7.1. 17 14 A 3C 11 IA 33 37 3

247
199
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20. hat is the tot81 number of paid, staff in your center paid either by the center
or by an outside agency?

,

don't Know 19
4 ..

' ) %AL' ("Paid Staff
1

21: Of this number, how many primarily WIR/directly with children in groups?

I
Don't Know 198

Work with
children

A
22. How many volunteers do you have who'ork directly with children 10, or more -

hours per week?

Don't Know 98

Al^

200

22S

g Volunteers

71
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ASK ONLY 0.23,24 AND 25 IF ANSWER TO Q.14 WAS SCHEDULED FOR ATTENDANCE.
ASKONLY Q.26,27 AND 28 IF ANSWER TO Q.14.WAS ACTUALLY In ATTENDANCE.

a

"Would you now go through yesterday's scheduled child and staffing roster and give me the following information": ,'

23. The total number of childrn 24.

."scheduled for attendance"
yesterday who were: under 2
yrs. old (RECORD); 2 yrs.

old (RECORD); 3-6 yrs. old
(RECORD); 6-10 yrs. old
(RECORD); 10-14 yrs. old (RECORD)?

Now tell me the total number 25.

of child hours "scheduled"
yesterday.for children who
were: under 2 yrs. (RECORD)

2 yrs. (RECORD); 3-6 yrs. (WORE); .

6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 10-14 yrs'
(RECORD)?

1/4

(ASK ONLY FOR THEOSE AGES INDICATED BY QUESTION 7 TO
BE RELEVANT FOR THIS CENTER)

Age of Child
No. of Children
Scheduled

Under 2 yrs

st.) 441) KO

2 xrs

01 ,r9 '7)

3-6 yrs

$0 01

. 6-10*yrs

fio A

1 Q-14 .

3) J4 tel

['END CD 5

79/80 -05

No. of Child
Hours Scheduled

NO ,s01 /4-

40 IN f

4.11 km )

ICI J" it

44 14 0

Start CD 6
0up.(1-5)

2 yrs. and older

SKIP TO QUESTION 29

What were the total number of
both paid caregiver and volunteer
hours that were "scheduled"
yesterday to work directly with
children under 2 years of age
(RECORD).

Next, tell me the total number of
both paid caregiver and volunteer
hours that were "scheduled"
yesterday to work directly with
children 2 yrs. and older?
(RECORD IN LAST-ROW)
Finally, distribute the caregiver'
hours, as best you can, by the
fallowing age categories: 2 yrs.

(RECORD); 3-6 yrs. (RECORD); .

6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 10-14 yrs.
(RECORD)?

No. of Caregiver
Hours Scheduled

414 kr)

, a)

250



"Would you now go through yesterday's attendance child and staffing roster and give me the folTowing information":

BO% The total number of children
"in attendance" yesterday who
were: under 2.yrs. old
(RECORD); B yrs. old
(RECORD); 3 -63-6 yrs. old .

(RECORD); £-10 yrs. o14
(RECORD)? 10-14 yrs. old

(RECORD)?

27. Now te41-me tilikototal number

of child ."attendance" hours

yesterday for children who :

were: under 2 yrs. (RcCORD)

2 yrs. (RECORD); 3 -6 rs.

(REgpR0); 6-10 yrs. ( RECORD):
10-T4 yrs. (RECORD)?

(ASK ONLY FOR THOSE AGES INDICATED BY QUESTION 7 TO
'BE RELEVANT FOR,THIS CENTER

A e of Child
No. of Chil re
.I Attendance

Under 2 rs

2 rs illil
3-6 rs 1111E111

MINIM6-10 rs

10-14 rs MIMI
251

No. of Child

Atten.ance Hours

MINN
111111111111

Sail"
illillidirII.

28. What were. the total number of '

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 attendancp"

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.

(RECORD); 3-6 yrs. (RECORD);
6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 10-14 yrs.
(RECORD)?

12 yrs. and older

No. of Caregil
Attendance Hou

l

p) ye)

yi4

Y4 sr)
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29, Do you require children to have'had: (READ ONE AT A TIME)

.1

A Health Assessment?

Age-Appropriate
Immunizations?

, Yes No

1 2

'30. Which of the following meals and snacks are regularly provided to children
at your center? (READ ONE AT A TIME)

Yes

Breakfast? 1 2

Morning Snaek? 1 2

Lunch? 1 2

Afternoon Snack? 1 2

it
1.

31: 'What hourly rate db you pay, to each of your following classroom staff:
(READ ONE AT A TIME)

LeId teachers?,

Teachers? F 4(77 I .

Teachers-aides?

Start CD 7.

DUP:(1-5)

0,;

per hour

per hour,

1per hour

32. Is the legal status of your center profit, pubfic:non-profit or private non - profit?
(RECORD ONLY ONE RESPONSE)

1

Profit 1

Public Non-Profit- 2

Private Non-Pi.ofit 3

Don't Know 8

IF NOt9RE PARTS TO THIS SURVEY- WILL BE ADMINISTERED, SAY: "This fs the end of the
intervi64. I appreciate your help very mucn."

END CD 6 I

79/80 -06

2(2
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PART C: TRAINING

"The next group df questions I would like to ask you relat, to the training of your
caregivers."

1. Do You provide orientation.on specific center practices and procedures to all
newly hired caregivers who Wyk directly with children?

rS

Yes 1

No 2

2. How much time do you, on the average, spend orienting each of these caregivers?
(DO NOT READ LIST. RECORD CLOSEST RESPONSE)

1f,

)

Less than 1 hour

1:.3 hours

3-5 hours

5-10 hours

10-20 hours

20 or more hours

Don't Know

3

4

5

i 6

8

3. Approximately haw many of your paid and volunteer caregivers who work directly
with children have at least one of the following credentials? (READ LIST)

. . A.A. in nur ing or education
. . Bachelor or raduate degree in infant psychology, early childhood

education, child development,-elementary education or home economics
. Montessori teaching credential

. . Child Development Associate (CDA) certification-

. . States Early Childhood Education teaching certificate

Don't Know 98
DO NOT ASK' "rig

PtRCENT

. 204,

2154

Credentialled
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4. Of the caregivers who do not have one of the Above credentials, approximately
how many have in the past year taken courses, seminars; or specialized,
in-service training related to child care?

Don't KnOw 1.98 I

DO NOT ASK

1

.1.

PERCENT

t,

...4.,

205 255

Credentialled

4.

e

U
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`PART Df HEALTH AND SAFETY

"The next group of questions relate to health and safety practices at your center."

1. t(o you maintain health records for'enrolled children?

< 4Y es 1

No 2

2. Does your center have written plans for responding to illnesses'and emergencies?

24

Vest I

No 2

3. Does your center provide information to parents es-needed concerning child nealtn
services available in the commu-nity?-

4. Does your center assist parents in obtaining hea1tt services?

Yes1 1

No 1 2

Yes

No.

5. Has your center received information and assistance from the State Title XX
agency about the availability of child health services in the community during
the past year?

206

256

YeS



*we

-18-

\

PART E: .SOCIAL SERVICES.,

"The next group of,questionS relate to social services practices at your center."

1. Do you provide any of the following services: (READ DUE AT A TIME) ,

Yes

Infdrmation and Referral for Parents? - 1 2 30

Actively assisting parents irk obtaining
needed services?

Follow-up to see that parents received
social services?

1 2 31

- _1 2

'
2. Has your center received information and assistance from the State Title XX

Agency regarding the availability of social services during the past year?

3P 7

O

33
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPILING GROUP SUE.

AND STAFFING INFORMATION

I. Group Size (Center Survey Instrument: Questions 16-17 or 18-19)

Tables 1 and-2 should be used for compiling inforOation at the center level
Table 1 for'centers reimbursed on a "scheduled enrollment" basis (see Question

14) an Table 2 for centers reimbursed on an "attendance" basis. One table

(either Table 1 or 2) shodld 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 State -- Table 3 and 3a for centers reimbursed on a "scheduled

enrobiment" basis and Tables 4 and 4a for centers reimbursed on an "attendance"
basis.

4,
Table 1 - Center Group Size Compilation Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment)

1. Enter the centers ID number. Example: '15001 is recorded in the illustration.

The first 2 digits is the State code (Alabama) and the,last 3 digits is the

center code.

2. Columns A - F: Record all information fwm the completed questiphnaire

(Questions 16 and 17).

3. Column G: Record the guideline/maximum number of children appropriate for

each group. If all children scheduled fop a particular group comprise a

single age category_(evg. groups 2 and,3 in the illustration table), simply

A record the appropriatd7neximum group size numbers .using the following guidelines:

Maximum
group. size

Age of child (Scheduled
Enrollment)

Under 2 years

2 years

3 to 6 years

6 to 10 years

40
10 to 14 years

/

.(..
\

. _4.,

6

12

18

16

20

209 258
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If, however, a group is comprised of children which cover more than one age

10 ,category (e.g. groups 1 and 4), use the following mixed-age rule for recording

the appropriate maximum number to be recorded for that group:

"For mixed age groups, a day carecenter shall meet the group size

requirements for the age ,of the youngest child in the group, if

children in the youngest age category make up 26% or more of the

group. If children in the yqungest age categox<ake up less than

20% of the group,, the grogplSize requirement for the next highest

age category must be met."

In the illustration table, the recorded number in lumn G for group 1 was 12.

Since the youngest children in group 1 (2 year ol made up morethan 20%

that group, the guidelines for the 2 year old group were used as the determining
at.

age category. The recorded number in Co G foe group 4 was 16. Since the

*youngest children in group 4 (6-10.year ol made up more than 20% of that

(P group, 4-le guidelines for the 6-10 year old gro were used as therdetermining

age category.

NOTE: For-each group, mark an identifying asterisk (*) in the determining age

category box for later computation ease. Also, transfer into that box the

total number Achildren scheduled (from Column F) tnd place parenthesis around

that number as shown in the illustration. Check to see that only 1 box, for each

group has a number in parenthesis.

4. GolUmns-li and I: Place a check CA in Column H for each group where the

total number of children scheduled in Column F is the same or smaller than

the "guidelines/maximum" group size number in Column G. Place A cheCk

Column I for each group where the number',in Column F is larger than the

number in Celumn G.
141

5. Total Number of Groups At/Above Guidelines (Row XX): Simply add ghe checli

;marks in Column H. 4 4
6. Total Number of Groups Below Guidelines (Row XX): Simply add the check

marks in Column I.

.2 59

210
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41w Average Group Size (Row Z):' These numbers are obtained separately for each

age category appropriate to a center. To dalculateeverage group size

'numbers: (a) first, record the total number of determining age groups (row X),

for each age category (i.e. adjOrthe.num(bers-of:aiterisk boxes in each age

column); (b) next, record the total number, of children (raw Y) associated-

witli these determining age groups (i.e. add all the n rs in parenthesis

for elp age column); (c) finally, divide row:Y by row X to obtain the average

group si for each age category.

8. Wiverable/Non-waiverable Centers: Identify whether the center Is waiverable

or non- waiverable. _A waiverable center is one in which not more than 20% of

the children enrolled or 10 children (whichever is less) have Title XX
- d

funding (see Question 8).

Table 2 - 'Center Group SiziCompilation Sheet (Attendance)

Follow the same instructions described for Table 1 above (using information from

Questions 18 and 19), with one exception. For Column G record tile appropriate

maximum group size numbers. using the following guidelines:

Age of child
Maximum
group size
(Attendance)

Under 2 years .* 6

2 years 12

3 to 6 years 16

6 to 10 years 14

10 to 14 years 18

Table 3 - State Group Size Profile Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment)

Glinter simmary information (roWXX and row Z) from Table 1 should be recorded in

the appropriate coltimmi on Table 3 (see illustratioA\for center #15001). Use as

many Table 3 profile sheets as needed*to record all the "scheduled enrollment"

centers surveyed the state. Finally, record and compile information separately

for waiverable and non-waiverable centers.

e;,,,,d..

441.

Enter the stateS name.

Subtbtal.Number of Qioups (Pow Xp
a

For each Table profile sheet, add the

\\a'figures in Column A and CAumr,LErseparately.

?f0
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3. Subtotal NuMber.of Centers (Row Y): Only the subtotal number of centers

that are below the guidelines (Column Bshould be recorded. For each

Table 3 profile sheet, simply add the number of centers in Column 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 for each age category.

Table 3a - State Group Size Summary Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment)

For each column listed in this table, record the information from the appropriate

column in Table 3.

1. Column A (Total Groups. Below Guidelines): Add the row X subtotals from each

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 .ihe Column A and Column B

Subtotals. In the Table-3a lilustratiqp, 14 groups were below the guidelines,

while a total ol6a groups were surveyed in the state (14 below plus. 49 above):

14
E75. = 22%

2. Column B (Total Centers Below Guidelines): Add the row Y subtotals from each

Table 3 profile sheet for Column B and record. Next, divide that number by

the total number 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: S = "%a
3. Column C (Average Group Size): For each age category in Column C.', add the row

Z subtotals from each Taible 3 profile sheet to obtain the total group size

sums. Next, divide that number for each age category by the total, number of

centers that have groups of that age (i.e. centers that have entries for

those age groups), to obtain the average group size foreeach age category.

In the Table 3a illustration, the subtotal grourtize for 10-14 year olds

was 60, with only 3 centers having groups ofithat age category: 60 = 20
3

Table 4 - State Group Size Profile Sheet (Attendance)

ReCord informatkon from Table 2. Follow all instructions described for Table 3.

Table 4a V State Group Size Summary Sheet (Attendance)

Record information from Table 4. Fdllow all instructions described for T le 3a.,
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II. Staffing (Center Survey Instrument: Questions 23-25 or 26-28)

Tables 5 and 6 should be used for compiling information at the center level --
Table 5 for centers reimbursed on a "scheduled. enrollment" basis (see Questioin

14) and Ta14e 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.
S

Table 5 - Center Staffing Compilation Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment)

'1. Enter the center's ID number.

2. Columns A, B and E: 'Record all information from the completed questionaire

(Questions 23 - 25).

3. Column C: The guidelines/staff-child ratios are already recorded.

4. Column D: Calcu$hte the caregiver hours required by dividing the number of

child hours scheduled (Column B) by the guidelines/ratio number; for each age
category (Column C). Next, round-off fractional numbers using tine 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.

5.: Columns F and G: ROord separately for the under 2 year age category and the

Aac2 year and older age category. If the actual caregiver hours scheduled

(Column E) exceeds the caregiver hours required (Colum?D), 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 Column D and Column E are

the same, record a 0 4 both Columns F aneG. If there were no children under

2, record a (-) in both Columns F and G.

6. Column H: Calculate these actual ratios by dividing the'number of child

hours scheduled (Column B) by"the actualcar.egiver 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' information fror

Questions 26 - 28.

262
213
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Table 7 - State Staffing Profile Sheet kScheduled Enrollment)

Record center summary information from Table 5 in the appropriate columns

(Columns A, B, and C) on.Tableqg. (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 compile information separately for waiverable and non-waiverable

centers.

1. Enter the state's name.

2. Subtotal Number of Centers (Raw 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 (Column A) and the 2 year and older (Column

B). age categories, and record in row X. A.center is counted as having

surplus hairs, if there is a numerical entry in the surplus hours box and'a

zero (0) entry in the deficit hours box. The reverse is true for counting

a center as having deficit hours.

3. Subtotal Number of Caregiver Hours (ROW Y): For each Teble'7 profile sheet,

add the actual number of surplus caregiver hours and the acpiallIATWLpf

deficit caregiver hours, separately for each of the two age categOrieS,'and

1
record in row Y.

4. Subtotal Actual Ratio Sums (Raw Z): For each Table 7 profile ;let, add the

individual actual ratios for each age category in Column C and record in

row Z. A

Table 7a - State Staffing Summary Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment)

For each column in this table, record from the corresponding columns in Table 7.

1. Enter the state's name!

2. Total Number of Centers (Row X): Add the corresponding subtotals from each

Table 7 profile sheet for Columns A and B and record in row X. "Above Guidelines"

relates to centers with surplus hours; "BeIowGuidelines" relates to centers with

deficit hours; "At Guidelines" relates to the remaining centers having

neither surplus nor deficit hours -- zero (0) entries in both boxes.

3. Percent,of Centers (Row Y): Divide each of the row X figures by the,total

number of centers surveyed in the State that had numerical entries for that

age category.

214
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4. Total Number of Caregiver Hours (Row Z): Add the corresponding subtotals

from each Table 7 profile sheet for Columns A and B and tecoid in row Z --

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 Columns A and B by 8 caregiver hours, to

obtain the Full Time Equivalent (FTE) caregiver staff for the sampled, centers

in the state, that are above and/or below the guidelines.

6. Total State FTE Caregivers (Row YY)1 Divide each FTE figure in row XX by

the percentage of Title XX centers sampled in the state to obtain the total

FTE caregiver staff for that state. For example, if the state's sample size

was 35%, then the total state figure for Column A (Above Guidelines) is

10.0

35
= 28.6 FTE gtaff. This figure would represent the number of FTE

'

caregivEaSin the state that exceed the ratio guidelines for the under 2 year

old children.

7. Average Actual Ratios (Row ZZZ): Add the corresponding actual ratio sum

subtotals from each Table 7 profile sheet to obtain total actual ratio sums

and record in row ZZ . 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 ZZZ: e.g. 107.5 = 15.4 for the 6-10 year olds.
7

Table 8 - State Staffing Profile Sheet (Attendance)

Record information from Table 6. Foil& all Instructions described for Table 7.

Table 8a - State Staffing Summary Sheet (Attendance) -114

Record information from Table 8. Follow all instructions described for Table 7a.



CENTER ID# IKOCl/ TABLE 1 iN Tic) A,)

CENTER GROUP SIZE COMPILATION SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)

(D) (E) ( F
(2)

(H'

GROUPS
Age of Children

Total
Number of
Children
Scheduled

Guidelines/
Maximum

Group Size

/46
'At/Above

Guidelines'
(F4 n)

(I)

, Below

Cuidelines
(F? C)/Under 2 yrs 2 yrs 3-6 yrs 6 -lOyrs 10-14 yrs

4 64) i D.. / ) I.'
,

)t..

*
1 i) /6 J i v/l

3 .
.. *

1 in) / i I ,/' .

1+ W .1

Jo o I
1
Vil 4 ?- V. 1 (

'I .
4 ,,

,

(X) No. of
Determining
Age Groups. 0 )-- / 0

(XX) Total

No. of
Groups

-a.-

(Y) No. Children in
Determining Age
Groups / 3 9-- -)- 4

(Z) Average Group
Size

/
6 )7 ii-- Waiverable

Non-waiverable
(e'

(1) Obtained directly from Survey Questionaire (Questions 16-17)
(2) Compiled from Survey Responses

2s1OtierwiLzo.a.
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STATE GROUP SIZE PROFILE SHEET ( SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)
non-waiveraoie t.,ermers -

(A) (B) CO
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IDi .
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Groups
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Groups
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(A) B

J
TitlaX 3a 14.17A irt o

STATE GROUP SIZE SUMMARY SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)

Non - Waiverable Centers

Total Groups

Below Guidelines

Total
Below

Centers

Guidelinea
Percent

Actual Grou? Size
Under 2 yrs

D- Li'

2 yrs

117

3-6 yrs

17 b
.

6-10 yrs

0 1- -

10-14 yrs

60
No. Percent No. Total Group Size

Sumt

i If ;L:00 5* S CO0 Average Group
Size 8 1I7 17, S` 11, if- 10.0

(A) (B)

Total Groups Tota Centers
Below culdethms___Below
No. Percent No. Percent

Waiverable Centers
7

Total Group Size
Sums

(C)

. Actual Group Size
Under 2 yrs 2 yrs 3-6 yrs . 6-10 yrs 10-14:yrs

Average Croup
Size

2 270
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(A)

TABLE 5 (Z.I.A-Ltri/147')-4)

CENTER STAFFING C MPILATION SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)

(B) (C) (D)

B

(E) (F) (G)

Age of Child Number of
Chil ren
Sche led

Number of
Child
Hours

Scheduled

Guidelines/

Staff-Child
Ratios

Caregiver
Hours

Required
(Rounded-off)

Actual Caregiver
Ws Hours

Scheduled

Surplus
Caregiver
Hburs

Deficit '

Caregiver
Hours

---.

Actual
Ratios

Under 2 yrs - t 0 6 3 26
";;.3 00 7 2, 71

2 yrs
-a.. 1h 4 4 s 413

, \
M.

V \\.t it, ai 0

376 yrs 93 93 9 9
) 04 107 N ,

6-10 yrs
3 ..)- . 1 /;- 16 :7 4.0

10-14 yrs
20 --

. WI
2 yrs and

older 14 . ) i-i ..___
El I S- cy

-_--.""-:::7-1---.:'
-..---.<-.-----..:

--1-.._%.,,.*----=-,,,,:"-.:

271. J
Waiverable

Non-waiverable
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4
CENTER GROUP SIZE COMPILATION SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)

CA B ac (D

f%`
(2)

E) (F

14.

GROUPS

c

Age of Children
Total

Number of
Children
Scheduled

Guidelines/
Maximum

Group Size
-

(v)

At/Above

Guidelines

LEI C)

(i)
.

Below

Guidelines
(F> cj______

\
.

Und gr 2 yrs
6"
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2 yrs 3-6 yrs 6-10yrs 10-14 yrs
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-

---
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Determining
Age Groups

,

d

.

(XX) Total

No. of
Groups

(Y) No. Children in
Determining Age
Groups

Waiverable

,

(Z) Average Group
Size

(1) Obt4Ined directly from Survey Qdeltionaire (Questions 16-17)
(2) c4Miii-ed froth Survey Responses

2"i'{ }'

Non-waiverable
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-CENTER IDiti TABLE 2

CENTER GROUP SIZE COMPILATION SHEET (ATTENDANCE)

GROUPS

(A) (B) (C) (D)

Age of Children

Under 2 yrs 2 yrs0-- 3 -6 yrs 6 -10yrs

(E) (F) 1

Total
Number of
Children

10-14 yrs Attending_

(G)

Guidelines/
Maximum

Group Size

(2)

(H) 11) L.

(I)

At /Above Below

Guidelines Cuidelines
(Ft r) _Cr> (1)

1Cci
. .

.

Nc4,

Determinifig.

:AAF Group§'
9,:74Y) 'No: Chi ld vert

'A re termin.ing Jige

Groups
(2) 'beFAge Group

Size

Irrsp,Mtt
/.

.(1)* Obtailied "sitrettly from Survey' Questionaire (Questions 18-19)

(2) Compiled, from" Suevey.iteapopsea.
; 4

I.

(XX) Total
No. of
Groups

Waiverable

tviNon-waiverable



STATE NAME:

Center
ID

Non-Waiverable
(A) (B)

No. of, No. of
Groups
At/Above
Gdln.

Groups
Below

Gdln.

Centers

ti

STATE GROUP SIZE

(C)

TABLE 3
AC

PROFILE SHEET ( SCHEDULED ENROLMENT)

Under
2 yrs

Avers e Grou Size
2 yrs 3-6 yrs 6-10 10-14

yrs yrs

----(A) (B)

Center o. of rNo. of
____ Averaje Group Size

DO coups Groups Under 2 yrs -6 yrs) 5-10 10-14 yrs
t /Above Below 2 yrs 1 yrs

Gdln. Gdliu.

Waiverable Centers
(C)

IM11
'(X) Sub-
total of
Groups
(Y) Sub-

total of \
Centets
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(Z) Sub- N
,Size Susls\
Group
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.................,-..........

'`....__ ..............: -......... ,...
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-...,_.

--........Id...Ss...". 1,.... -........ ......., , , 'S...,... ..
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...s. ''.......... ,, , ....,...:...... ......"............. ,.....Z....,'''........... ...Z.1".'...:::" :.'"..1

(X) Sub-
total of
Groups

total
Sub-

otal of
Centers

total

(Z) 'Sub

Group
Size Sum \\a 2S2



STATE NAME:

(A) B

TABLE 3a

STATE GROUP SIZE SUMMARY SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)

.Non-Waiverable Centers 14!

Total Groups
Below cuidelines

'Total Centers
Below Guidelines

Actual
2 yrs

Grout
3-6 yrs

Size
6-10 yrs 10-14 yrsUnder 2 yrs

No. Percent No. Percent Total Group Size
Sums

_.

--,

\
Average Group

Size

(A)

Total Groups

Below Guidelines
No. Pacent

283

(B)

Waiverable Centers

Actua
(C)

1 Group Size
6-10 yrs r0-1'4 yrs

Average Group
Size

4

Aot
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Center
ID it

Non-Waiverable Centers
(A)

loo. of

Groups
At/Above

(B)

No. of
Groups Under
Below yrs
Gdln

fit 4

STATE GROUP SIZE PROFILE SHEET

IC) 4!
Average Group Size

yrs 3-6 yrs 6 -10 10-14

yrs ' yrs

a

(ATTENDANCE)

(A) (B)

Center No. of NO. of
Croups -Groups

At/Above Below
td1n. Gdln.

Under
2 yrs

m.

Waiverable Centers

(C)

Average Group Size
2 yrs ) -6 yrs1 5-10

yrs

10-14 yrs °

(X) Sub-
total of
Crou s
(Y) Sub-
total of
Centers
(7.) Sub-

total
Group

Size Sums

2 S5--

total of
'` Gtours

(Y)

tauboi1D

Centers
(7.) Sub-

total
Croup
Size Sum 5



%AMC:

(A) B

TAhLE 4a

STATE GROUP SIZE SUMMARY SHEET (ATTENDANCE)

None- Waiverable Centers

Total Groups
Below guidelines

Total Centers
Below Guidelines .

Actual Crou? Size
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

(A) (B)

Waiverable Centers

Total Groups Total Centers
Below Guidelines -Below Guidelines
No. Percentt, No.1 Percent Total Group Size

Suis -

/
(C)

Actual Group Size
Under 2 yrs 2 yrs 3-6 yrs 6-10 yrs 10-14 yrs

Average Group
Size

.
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TABLE 5

CENTER STAFFING COMPILATION SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT)

(B) (C) (D) (B) (F) ,

J k

(c) (H)

Age-Of Oil Number of
Children
Scheduled

Number of
Child-

Hours
Scheduled

Guidelines/
Staff-Child
Ratios

Caregiver
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Required

A,ctual Caregiver
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Scheduled

.1%,
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- Deficit
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Hour,

Actual
Ratios
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.
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41 ..,

\\ ,\
' N

\\ \
,.,.*

\'\\

\' \\
,...
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.
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CENTER STAFFING COMPILATION SHEET'(ATTENDANCE)

\ (A) (B) (c) (E) (F) (c)

Age of Child

q

Number of
Children

Attending

Number of
Child

Attendance
-Hours

Guidelines/
'Staff-Child

Ratios

Caregiver
'Hours

Required
(Rounded-off)

Actual Caregiver

Attendance
,Hours

Surplus.

Caregiver
Hours
-

Deficit
_Caregiver

Hours

l 0 -,
Actual
Ratios

.

Under 2 yrs

-

3 ""
*.
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A

turlintil. .

\V \\\\\\\. \

i.

t
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i

A
4

,
. ,
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\\N.\\\
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L.. . .
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STATE NM.

(A)

TABLE a

SPATE STAFFING SUMMARY SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLNEITI

Mon-Waiveralke Centers

.

Under 2yrs , ,,,,, 2yrs and older

Above
Gdln.Our.
plus Hrs.

Below Gan
(Deficit
Hours)

At
Guide-

lines

Above*

Gdln.Our.

plus Hrs.

Below Gdln.
(Deficit
Hours).

At

Guide-

linei
(X) 'Total No.

of Centers -

(Y) Percent

of Centers .

(Z) TOtal No.
Caregiver
Hours'

N

\\
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(XX)Tbtal
Sampled FTE
Caregivers .

'%

/

r(V)Tbtal
ttate FTE
Caregivers

.

.

. \\ \\
A

(X) Total No.

of Centers
(Y)Percent

of Cedters

(A)

Above lairow Gdln.

Gdin.6br (Deficit
plug firs Ilnurct)

(Z)Total No.
Caregiver
Hours
(XX)Total
Sampled FIE
Caregivers

(YY )Tot&
State FTE
Caregivers

At

Guide-
linpR

(C)

Actual Ratios
Under 2yrs 2yrs 3-6yrs 6-10yrs 10-14y s

(ZZ) Total
Actual Ratio
Sums

.

(ZZZ) Average
Actual Ratios

Waiverable Centers
(B)'

Above Below Gdln At

Gdln. (S ur. (Deficit Guide

Cpl us firs. Hours) lines

2.9,5

(C)

Actual Ratios
(ZZ)Total
gActualRatio

Under 2yrs 2yrs 3-6yrs 6-10yrs 10-14yrs

(ZZZ)Average
Actual Ratio

,
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STATE STAFFING PROFIUE SHEET (ATTENDANCE)

Non-Waiverable Centers
(B)

A
. Waiverable Centers

(B) (C).
.

0
U '.4

Under 2yrs 2yrs an'd

oldre
Actual. Ratios Under 2yrs Zyrs and

older
Actual Ratios,

,-

.

P
U

V/ >
-,-4

Pl 00 0)
G. CU P
1.1, 1 . 4 Z

t?) C`32

P
w

Li >
664 4
0 00 0). 4.1 CU le

lie le

-A) 3

P
U

' m >
j *ri
PI 00
P. Cl
le le

09

U)
le

P
o.)

.I..) >

.64 4
U 00 Cn

4.1 CU 14
44 S-1

(1).(")., g

o
P
>,

CV

14
CU

Ti

''
(1/

1.4 '

(.,.-

(:!
> .

,4)
I

(11

4-.0
.--.

1/4:,

m
1.4

..'

.--t
i

°
,

41
q Z.)

8 . .

P
U

Ca >
'*-4

-4 00 M
O. CU 1.4

3.1 le.o.40
, U7 (-) X

P
U

4-1 >
.,.{ ..1
C.) 00 0)ri (1) le

lie le Z,c00al L) X

4 ., r
U

Ca >ZA
6.-4 00 0)
cl IV le
le le Zoco0

c./1 0 =1

P
w

1...) >4 4
() 0$) 0)
-I 0) le
.4-4 1-40.)00
at (..) =

P
>,

N
le
Cl
I;)
0

1.4,
ca
P..

,,f)
1

c..,

-

it

14.l....c
,_,

I
.,.0

M
P
P.,.

-..t f"----
I0...,

.

.
.

it .....---.2.___

.

.

P.)
IV

I- A 1.11

II--6-.--
.

,

'44112,

NI
\,\\SS.SLI611111...

IIII
e

,,

.

,,_

-N,

.

(X) Sub-

total No.

of CenterE-,;

. ,

. -

_

N,
..,.

'',.:\,'`,

.
.

6--.---
(X) :Alb-

total No.

pF Cmterl
.

,

(V) SOb-
total No.

Caregiver
ifour

i ir

(1) Sub-
°Uhl No.
aregiver
lours--,_

.

\

(7.) Sub-

total
Actual
Ratio
Sums

\ (Z) Sub-

total

atio
ms N\\ \\*\\::'\

(.1ti ei a



(A)

STATE STAFFING SUMARY $11KET (ATTENDANCE)

(13)

Non -Waiverable Centers

,

Under 2yrs

Below Gdln.
(Deficit.

Hours)

At

Guide-.
lines

2yrs and older .

Above
qdln.$ur.

plus Hrs.

Above
Gdln.Out.

plus Hrs.

Below &Um.
(Deficit
Hours).

At

Guide-

lines
(X) bt.,1-1. No

Of Centers
(Y) Porrent

of Centers
.. .

-.

(Z) Total No.
Caregiver,
Hours

.

. .....,

(XXgrotal
SaMeled FTE
Ca4givers-

-

k
.

:*e

.

. \
(YY)TOtal

State FTE
Caregivert

ei

(ZZ) Total

Actual. Ratio

(d)

Actual Ratios
Under 2yrs 2yrs 3 -6yrs 6-10 s 10-14yrs

sItim

( ZZ) Average
Xqual Ratios

Waiverable Centers

..,

Above

Gdln.abr
ping. lira

POlow Gdln.
-(Deficit
linurct) -_

At

Guide-
1441Pq

'

...,

Above
Gdln.(Sur..(Defic#
plus Hrs.

---Below Gdln

Hours) -

At

Guid-
line.;

.,cam

(X)Tetal No.

of Centers
(Y)Hercdflt ,...

of.CenterS
(Z)Tatal No,*

Caregiver _ ---..\

Hours \

.

--......:

1

i

.

..

(XX)Totail

Sampled FTE
Caregivers P

.

(YY)TOtal

State FTE
Caregivers \

'29a

(C)

,_, ,Actual Ratios

(ZZ)Total

(Actual Ratio
Under 2yrs 2yrs 3-6yrs

(...-..--

6-101yrs 10-14yrs

(ZZZ)Average
Actual Ratio

'44

#1.

3.00


