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Executive summary

TItis rtptirt presents intormation tin the daratttr;..ti, ttTs, and revenue sourLes
the formal Child-care providers used by the four community-bawd ,Irgani:ations
that operated programs in the Nfinority Female Single Parent (NIFSM deinonstra-
tion. This tiemonstration, which was initiated by the Rocketeller Foundation in

qS2, prvided funding tt, selected et immunity-based ,irgant:at um. tt),iperaw
employment and training pnigrams tOr mmority single mothers, These ,Jellionstr.i .

t ion programs offered women an array if renwdial ecmcation; v, it:alit 'nal skill

training, comseling. chtld care, and other support wrvices ni help them attain
stable employment in obs that pay adequate wages. In order to assess the effective-
ness of this pt., vaininat ic concept :Ind to bring attention to the plight ot many
nunority single mothers; the Foundat ton funded a cinnprehensive evaluation ot tour
tit the demonstration pn "Jam., one component of which is the child Care analysis
presented in this rep r I hese four prograins were operated by the Atlanta Urban
Leagne in Atlanta, orgia, the C enter tor Fmplostnent Training in San Jose,
k :al nom Opportunities lndu.triali:at ion (*.enter of Rhode Island in Pn Widence,
and Wider Opismullities for W,itnen in Washington, D.C.

The descriptive intormat ion presented herein was collected from child-care in« It'd-
er in a teleph, me survey einducted in September 1qS7 The survey covered a
wlecwd group of I SI providers that represent those to which the tour c, inuntinitN -

based organi:ations referred participating mother., wh,, wanted to iibtain tonnal
child care. This gr,nip of providers. which includes both ',lay care covers and li-
censed tamily dm care providers, is likely to represent the network ot providers
known to typical et,mmunity-scrvice agencies that provide education and training
service.; thus, the sample has some applicability beyond the demonstration.

In addition to selecting providers in the networks used in the demonstratitin, we
t,,cused on those providers that served preschool children and were open a
cicru number ot hours each week to meet the child-care needs of single motlwrs
who wtirk. Specifically; we focused on pr,widers that:

Served children younger than (1 years of age

Were open of least five hmes a day

Were open at kast nine minnhs a year

Sertvd a group of thiLiren at leam half uj whom were ninthandwapped

Were minwsidential
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This iv., itip tit pr,t% repiesents th,tse that pr,,vide the t ye of care that is consis-
tent with the overall iod ot the NWSP sh:Illtlittstrat ton. That is, the providers would
be able to provide Cm iugh ehtld tare to enable single mit hers to pursue tlw tlui-
hID, ttaininc. and u,n1, ne.essan to Oteet a substantial impliivement in then ceo:

nne and siteial

Tht: key tiuJi nt t onr examination re tollow,:
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1 he mai, h, ,th 11,4 \ ea/ flhil s t),,1 1.01111% plot 1,11.1s I .11114.%1 ,unt ii
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I
A INN.% I c tire pri it :Jed h vntet% atd fatnily priierder, differed m u aNs that

tetleeted tii ,. mire informal nature it the tamtiv pr4 dem the tainiI Lr ,.ate
pi., riders Ill Ma L'.NhAti.',1 lower oterall child Li %raft rani had 1. IRLI t'ln-un
11),111%, ski 1 e.I Mote int,ints, aid Milte 11ke11 ti I hate isi,lauon %Pat.1: 4 'r

chiLiren, while the e,,nters it ere largo atid wete in, tre itketN. ti, .V0 firma! edlit-,1

pinenhil )1.7 din%



1 Introduction and overview

The need lot sale, 1.11.11,1e, .1114.1 is 4 'nt lt I 114: IlhINit ttik

t.14. 111..: single :not het, who seek io enic. and he.onie sti1:44:sild in till,'
iç ni.irket. t hi J4.h31 e about it t Inn and t hcf Litt itts 14

hdp 1111,11 1,4111111c% v thcii on+ flint %Milli, '11 11.1,
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)titi ,114:,1 I ruff IL i LID thc iI ii 4. bd.! 4.-11-1:, not onil huh! AN:
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...leis.... to rail. ipanis.) The siihst :al .1111.1.4_1re .Arendiiiirc. 111,1114,J

rtilor.illts 11.1%c tiliitvrt'd .111 illtvfvq 111 4 t 1414. : 1.111t:4. 01 t. 0%1 1%itteiii, 14.11114. ithl'Is

th.,11 rvit,itn to thy t4:4: a. h a. ililil 6, XL: rti ider. the e 141 50114. ii

omits ,35 And ihs,: LANAI( 14 4 Int h

k 11113 1'1' 15 11 h t10111 t's 4;014,1 limn flit' lee pad hs

I hi. ri,1140, %%Ink h 41114: 4.6 impont-it ot .111 ex Amnion , ihe Minonts Yeniale
rircin (MI rr) instlat present. lill,,1111.1114.11 on the.. 14t' Ills, .l.%1

1..site, In p.m I. Him . ft iht: 4.. tee,. .ind revenue tilt'
pit tt'hit'r% ttstd in lilt' it'll! t klt'Ll 4 qtr,tinr.il 31 11% 111,0 oitcivai

deltit illst Lit 14)11 t". I his des. ript it Inhi 11111.11:4M siirpleineni. the Lit get t

And net II t ts.1 011.1k ..-^ IA1 I ill 4iS vt.III tivctic, ol lin d4:1114 ill**1 1.1,

t it 41 No-v14. c%. TIIL' Illti 11111,3, ion presented herein 4,11 th. 4. 1111,1 and
ina"int I i3& £6t tee. s% ill lk ticti 111 the 111114.it I .111.315 help tnturrtal tht*

thu IN tit the \it 11,111,41'A JIM 1,1-4,341.1ms. in the I1)toi1/1 t

lii ql t )11 tilt' ,15 t'l tonirited st iii I tb4. estimated
pi,tential 01 the lilt diet. t hi; ilk:1)lo1 t-41M 14in 111 44,1,1 to

111eir ti tIlt 4-4,1 1,1111,11 tI. t, k 11 thy% takt 41 )4 II hict 4 mil lon
ettillt: The itstonnat ion on revenue source. will i+e used in the benetit-cost

e*.%.? MLitt' the, ft 4.41 cs1.1. 44 thy 1, rt,i.i1 did.] ...Kt. used hy the ingk. lilt idlers. This

t."%t 011.411(41 i% 114:4. t-0.;11-V IX*4-i1tPt* iIW thilti-CATC CNIVIldittirt!' rep irted hv the

it hers capttire on! v part of tilt- 1,..1 41f care. since prtniticr, receive a substantial
pri '14tsrtIs in t4 thvir so4.74. infict" 111:111 (cc.. Tilt,' Mit IM.Ittoti

rcrentte N4trev. tleae ,111.4) he* lischil test' budget tne, weittre-rettur.n prtnzrarls14 that

inesiude t. hilt! k itt' is rm-t 44 the% svcrall so-% ice pa.kage.
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1 I ilk' 1' 1 Vtlt, ,1101,111,.11
l»Li '1.11.4)

1 he NIFSI' eI....monstration was undert3ken by the Rocketeller F4 3..111dAT WIT T41 bring

nal tonal attention to the plight tkt the 1:rk,wing number ot inmorttv himiltes main-
tanked by IN )01- single tru,thers. A. part {14 i he denhknst rm 14 in, she h iundat ion funded

etnnmun ay-based *krt.:ant:am tilk)s) to operate etlitt iI ism and training
rroLtr,un, tot single nt,thers:

rile iLmid I Ain Leaglik f :I../ Adaillii,

The t.:ento l o' timpb ',mien! Twining R El I in San

& 41,,firtunines industrializan, in t. :enter ft )1i:1 of Rib de kliind in Prinidenec

Will ( Thp,qttouues r kk .01714n ( \X '( )k't mu \rash:noon 1 k

Those t nir pnlicers ent illed over 4,200 wonwn between the ing Lith In 4,1 serywe in

19s I and the end 4 if demonstration funding in 14.)SS.

1 he dem, inq nit km prooams }tiered .1 Imprehensive v we* &nit re.11 .11.

a.,sessmem, e4h14ItIon, %kill. tr.mmnmnm. c, mnselinv ;Ind 4hild-L.1W vrvico in an
ettort to help the participating ski nnen impri we their et., ink mime and sot 1.11

ions .md those of their children. The specific child-care siervices that were offered
int hided instrtiCtitin it. hely the wi mien bet ,,nw better c,Insumers 1111.1 tare. as

sistance 141 enaNe the winnen tm ftnd appropriate care. and subsidies to lwlp detras.
the koq 411 Chilki i Ill 1114. Cnirho,41,4 rLiked on NU care was divined net essor Iii

enable the single mothers participate hilly in the educatton and skills training
41t.te4 under the demonst rat Fiiitherin mit, lnk1,-.1re kimi s.elint! ssm epeeted

ti help nit ,t hers deveh tlw dec tit inmak mg skills and ci,ntident.t. ern WA) 141 I 11VIT

0111111*th' 4414..4, ess in the lakir market, The strontz emphasis pLked *in chilare

sers kes is reflected in tlw suktantml prt,p,irt iin k pproximately 1S pert ent *it the

Old/ 1.4 "41% 411 I he demi osi rat 1, ,n sers it es t hat wt. re .Iliok'.1t4:41 it ) kblid Mk%

kin 4d %..lidd .t mt t oq In the demonstration is based kin data ci,llet led
.1 sTTV sivkl.lirk-d sample The sei 4,1 pu eamined iii this report writ-

sent I114,V 14) whit h the retened part icIp.it lfl fljt ,thers wht, k% anted Ti ibTiin

cluld Spck;itik AIN. we wick ted I 51 pr,ividers tr,un the kis ut t. hild-care

ptoviders that were 14114,km to the & ea. km wn T , the t hild-care referral
deem tes that irked w tilt the %feminist rat I/ in ( \. This sample, whit h ink ItikleN

htiih J11' C,Ife centers and litensed family day tare provklers, i hkel III Tern:sent
the network of prk wider". generally kniivn to L'ilinintInity-64.TvIie .1iNnelt."4 and

organt:atiims that prt wide education .ind training wrvices; thus. if has some applIt
bihtv beyontl the tlemonst rat ton.

1 Ill' .14.111trtistI.411} 4? 1'149,1.1 4.114.1.111-41 t I I mmot 4,11121t- 1214 4110.. 111 *.111 .1144 41% Ilk.

''`.111111. Athi 'olio% t I Nu OW 1)/4.* Liss t dt.m. 41,trit 11 4). tin. t .11 '.rmi.3 .iticly
tin 4ht.r m t)tki.trui. t him;
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vulers reeenvd virtually till thor revenue. Jrt m Nirenzal fro
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2 The sample of child care providers

7

child-care isn,v iders included in this study Werv Chosen to represent the
twtwork of tOrmal provtders known to and used by tlw Clk \ in their efforts to
assist itiu/r ini.k in,,dwr, In particular, we were interested in describing the
characteristics and revenue structure of those provtders in tiw four demonstration
sites that (1) Were able to pri wide ent +ugh hours 4 4: arc to enable single m4,1114.1.

with 1 ,ung duldren to make .1 Substannal conumtnwnt to an educanim and train-
ing program and ultmiately to work, and (2) were tn the network 14 provItkrs to
whit h W4,inen who were enrolled in the .1i:111,mq-ration wtiuld Ise referred.

T,, Jeveh,r mur sample, we ft mitt +wed the path that a mother would t ike it she
wished to ',Ham formal child care thrimugh the MFSP demi mstration, To do so, we
scleCted provlders front referral lists maIntained by tlw t. :1;(.)s. or from list main-
tamed by community child-care licensing or referral agencies in those cast, where
the (7BO relied lin such otgani:at ions to Teter participating single tmmtlIers to Cbtld
i..are providers. (:hoosing to rely on these lists means that we have excluded from

sitIdy the triends and family members wbo cared tor the children tit participat-
ing mothers. Furtherm.ire, we have excluded part-day programs and those that
served only .i.choill-age children, since our ttoal W:is to ex:mne pi-, )viders wh,,
wt,iild be able ttl help tnt.k mithers with vtmung Inldren pursue a pr,,,gram leading
141 tldl-t mw emphwnwnt, (Again. details 41 the selection of pr,,viders ,irc presented
in Appendix A,)

)av tare t enters 1.1 the sample were eli,,sen from lists 4 L enters matnt ained
,A1. I, ( and WOW; at 4...FT. me county maintained a threctory of centers.
( :enters were th,,sen milk it they provided full-tune care to t hildren (,,tmger than
age ix. In Pr, widence and Washington, family pr, w tilers Were hmund thre,tiLlh

reterral lists maintained by OR and WOW; in Atlanta and San Jose, family
pre waders Were selected from lists maintained bv 1,k-A L hild-t reterLd agent les.
All tam& da( care providers Iit.ent Med Were Included in the sample universe as
long as they were licensed and provided child care tot pay to ehildten (ounger than
Aige (s.

Although providers were identified through the same channels used by program
participants, tiw cET and AUL family provider samples may not Iv comparable to
the OIC and WOW samples. The lists for Providence and Washington reflect the
eftOrts of Olt. : and WOW to identify those providt rs that would be most suitable
limr the MFSP participants in terms of their accessibility and tees. While we
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Table 2.1 The sample of providers (fall 1987)

Atlanta San Jose Providence Washington All Sites

Day Care Centers
Number of known day care centers' 257 177 44 281 759

Number of centers in sample 24 26 25 26 101

Family Day Care
Number of known family cfay care providersa 273 1,561 105 210 2,149

Number of providers in sample 13 12 13 12 50

it itI 'i1,M14 th 1r 114 t k +ld tti )l ik 44, ,1 i`N 11), t

recited the list. obt.uned 1,1 At1,1111,1 .ind San similar fashion, a tould be

1411 11,414$ rerl it. .11 t.1 hc No, rcvn inti ii8k'tt,ikt.i h 'RI, that %%ere mt

ntitelv tannhir with their neitzhhilrhold. ,md tlw di.u.icterist iC 4 their

t. ,Irt 111,11k415. Thu., ',nt.'s sue Jitters:me, obser. ed in oto tu,n retie. t 4,11T

,4415.4 114 '11 kmiLI thv rovtLil 11,1 dcycl,,rnivnt *Ind ',went% ett,,rts ot
.10, .1..15511 .1.5 .14 ni.11 4fittvivni4.-4. In the litid-c.ire markets 4,1 the sites

nt,ted, this stud% ev..-luded three I \ pe !der,. 411 tricnds

pr, 'Vide & had i. itt in t n ht tflL5 t i In 111C 114 gne 4 (IIC t hildren w ti 5'

t. 111414.41. Wh114' iht'*45' pit wider, are widely used l'5 U 111)0,4. 111511' .111:1111:51115111% .115'

1114 les 1,ermonent, and trequentl% unpaid. these teasons. It it nig

thtt. viders ditticult. as is obt.unini.; reliable snr15'1 d.11,1 41n 111111. X14+14'

11111,4113111, int un ,1%51,114 &ts 11.15c 1,c5'n rein:rant tti wk. tql 1115'44.' intonnal provid

ers hec.wise the children ot mothers enrolled in trAinuiv. calm, it i;enerallv be rot:I-red

%nth rt,it (.11 it !het the quAlitt 4,t t 4...1T5' pr4111415'd in stith

tinreQuhted .irranizeinent, eannot readilt l atert,uned. Thus, in,indattir% cdtla.11141.1

ind It-Junin:4 pro:Jams Aft M111144'11 141 it'15 in iit. h der. t in-415'141v 14 4nii.mt Are

tor the t hildten 4 rAtti.ipatint; in. )thei,.

151415 1410 t11.1I 441 411th krt. try- .1- Atter ....h. tt ere ,115115-54,11141541114)In thl

111415. .\:;.1111. I lit ,45' 11415 1414.1% 1114i1c ditt it, tilt to dent it% . tn, i ilt,iiiV tit thc,..;

pr.,Lraiii are 44tered i,.;eneral rug% t/Ithinr.it It 'II'S. 'SI 11;h \' ,v-

t iir si.h,s 4s. 1-11111wnnory, these prilgrains scrVt rim iirlv ilitull-.141t
thildrell htle t i. ie interested in..ire in isr, th,n served vtiunt4er t hildren.

reszdvnt IA providers and providers that pre,himinanth serve handicapped

t. hddren wen; excluded. I NIL.' tt I their 4 'n,Jui:utItu1,Il structure, the cost structures Lit

these prilviders tt ill differ qibstantially from those (11 general child-care providers.

SuL h huld 4. are providers would also he cpected to play imly vem sutill role in
hrtsadly defined education ritd trlinin44 roesAnis.
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3 Child care availability and characteristics

n assesstng the role t ft rm.iI chtld-care providers in the NI ESP dem, ,IItr,nion. we
et,nsidered the extent to which tlw providers could meet the child-care net.xls ot
smgle n ithers who had Vi ning children and wanted tit pursue tlw education, train-
ing, ,ind empktynwnt trporninines inered by the denumstration. These cluld-eare
needs include the availability of care for a sufficient number of hours each day nd
day, each week to en,ible the nit tthcr to deeote i substanti:d amount it their t mw

to education. fob search, and, ultunately, Jobs. Also ot concern is the availability ot
posit it ,ns .it tlw child-care pr, -viders specifically, whether mothers who entered
the MESP prograin would be able to obtain I. hild core without having to wait for .1
ihild.Care rt Islt ion to tlpen. Nlothers and progyam operators are also et ,ncerned
Attu the quality t ti Lhdd L'are. Inidti-dimension.d charactetistie that tetlet ts the
ize ot the prt vider. the r,tt itt of children to tatf. tlw types ot services provided. and
the nature ot those services.

Lisle ;. I rilset, the ot the prov t he age ranges t k hildren served. and
the extent to which providers it..cepted children who do not speak Enghsh or who
have spe,..ial needs. The difference in the number ot ehildren served by day Lan:
centers and Lundy atv L3re providers is illiniediat ely )hvloils. The centers served an

M children, while the fmmly dav care pntvider. served ,m average of
t tnlv S children.' This differenev is consistent with the smaller and more informal
nature t 4 the family day ialT providers.

The iiges of the children served ,dso diners between day care centers and family
cJte prt tviders. ln general, family d.n care pr, wider. were more likely to serve
Younger children; then, as children reached preschool age, eenter t:are appears to
kive been the more prevalent choke. For example, only i third of the centers were
caring tor infants. while over half 1 11 thf: fdmii day care prt wider. were caring tor
intim.. In eontrast, most centers c;ired tor schoolage children, while relatively few
family day care proViders wen: providing stkh care.

Some providers ot both types were caring for children who do nor ,Teak English
(particularly in San Jose mid Priividence, which contain large non-English-speaking
populations), although cenwrs were more likely to have served such children. Chil-
dren with special needs tended to be served primarily at centers, which probably
reflects the larger scale and more formal nature of the centers.

"rhe rre,etw ot ,t tett- large tentets tenth to sites% the tly,tribut ton t 'entet Mit ,linuntts. ihntvver. the
tnethan entoihnent hr thr t t'iUep t till :in thiff t4 inagninkft. greater than the average enn4intent tor
tam& care provider..
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Table 3.1 Service avallarility: the number and types of children served,
by type of provider (fall 1937)

12

Atlanta San Jose Prv Menge Washington All Sites

Member of Children
Served by Provider
Day Care Centers
Mean

Median

Family Day Care
Mean

Median

54

48

5

6

69

60

5

5

79

74

7

6

75

60

4

4

69

63

5

5

Percentage of Providers
Serving Children Ages:
Day Care Centers
Less than 1 year 67^',, 19''i 24" 12%

1 to under 3 92% 89% 32% .6% 77%

3 to under 5 100% 96% 96% 100% 98%

5 years and older 67% 73% 80% 54% 68%

Family Day Care
Less than 1 year 62% 42"6 54" 50% 52%

1 to under 3 92% 67% 92% 92% 86%

3 to under 5 54% 83% 85% 75% 74%

5 years and older 8% 25% 8% 0% 10%

Percentage of Providers
Who Accept:
Day Care Centers
Children who do not
speak English

54% 85% 88% 35% 85%

Children with
special needs

33% 46% 64% 62% 51%

Family Day Care
Children who do not
speak English

8% 42% 46% 8% 28%

Children with
special needs

8% 25% 0% 17% 12%

Sample Sizes
Day Care Centers 24 26 25 26 101

Family Day Care 13 12 13 12 50
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A 4;11'11_11 1.,m, i pi., t kiln:: LIIIM .i pat of iii vIttc.11 It in and ti Junin: pniuram
1111 I Lit thos.c otN4.13ted under the IFS!' demonq ration i whetlwr tits: Inotlicrs
;Ire 116,, ni.ilh le 11 t 1111;1111 IN Na it In., tt If I 11121f LbIldren. Table 3.2 pre..enr ,. mh,rnia-

,n which ,iitate%t that a httrtaite ot avadahle po.ut itin 'xit4.'d .it day L;ire tcnters.
Onls one ienter in Ilk' Sin jsiiV ,ainple, ;Ind n 'nitr s in Pn widen, e Of Washing-
ton, ?I:pit-4'J that NriCC WA+ iiVAdithIc tOr more children at the nme ot the inter-
let .(In.,Istvnt with tin% lai.k t eurrent nhire th,in tit the

ki.11 Lire L enter, in Off x hCNe i bree NIIC had Ititned Lhildren in the
last %car ,lue to Ill in..nttli lent I. ay.

Table 3.2 Service availability: capacity of providers to accept additional children,
by type of provider (fall 1987)

Atlanta San Jose Providence Washington All Sites

Percentage of Providers
Who Could Have Accepted
Additional Full-time Children
at the Time of the interview
Day Care Centers 38V.0 0% 10%

Family Day Care 39% 42% 62% 58% 50%

Percentage of Providers
Who Have Turned Children
Away in the Last Year
Due to Insufficient CapaOty
Day Care Centers 21% 81% 72% 69% 61%
Family Day Care 62% 33"i, 39% 50% 46%

Sample Sizes

Day Care Centers 24 26 25 26 101

Family Day Care 13 12 13 12 50

The..e tt114-. indieme a potential piol,lem tor trainini.; protzr.un, thl:tf t%;mmif fit reh

du t..irt: liii the thddien ot partikipatini.: ;mullet... Our data
hAt Wi tinCn iii An tri.., except Atlanta would tat e del.iv. Ill get tin4: their

children into .1 enter. I ler.hev ( 9tiN ) ha glued 'Hit th.it LII h kicLiv lnm redult,'

the p,LI I k It in fatt' In edik .31 it In .ifid I r.mm ntng priigram, an addithmal
Immer br rIlt Ifht2f 'VI+ In' they can enter the privam.

It ift lnILreT lnt n mite that the tt uat ton appear to hove been very different in
Atlanta. whre 38 percent (4. the day care centers ct mid have accepted wore
inidtcn. and ink 21 percent ot the center% had turned 4. hildren away.
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In ct,ntrast to the day Care centers, it appous that IN )sit ions were available at
licensed tinnily day care pnnaders. Overall, twit ot the family din' cam providers
reported that they. were able to accept an adilmonal child. and 10+N than halt of
thew pn wider, had turned &hiking) away diits to an insufficient carat:UN..

14

t :hild-care barriers to participation in education and training pri,grams can also arise
It the care is unavailable tor a suit icient number tit weeks per year or Nails pet day.

and it there is a lack iIt available posititms. Table 3. I indicates that, when positions
were available, the pnwiders in our sample would have been able to meet the child-
care needs of mothers in terms id both weeks and hours of operation. Both day care
1.enter, and tamily day care providers were t Ten for an average .4 49 weeks per Year,
which generall y. would be dequate tor mothers who have two weeks ot vacation and
holidays. Both types +.4 pri,viders were also ,,pen f.,r a sukt antral number of tunas
per ..lay an average of 1 111, Mrs per day cent ci and 12 hoots per day fi,r family
day. care providers.

Overall. (./ percent of the providers in tlw siimple were ot,en fru un at least 7 A NI it,
PNI. long enough to al it ,inirudate most working days. In addition. a snbstantial

number ot centers provided before- or atier-scluiolcare. Such care could have ken
unportant to mothers who had IN,th hildren and yininger children who
needed tull-dav care.

Finding cafe tor .1 sick child poses another bamer tor singlv mothers. As shown in
Table ver few of the sampled centers were willing to ccept sick children 114
percent aLrt,ss all centers). In Lont List, nearly half of the famil y. din iare providers
accepted sick children, 1,erhaps be,ause they were better able NI e thew Lhil-
dren, 4 /r bei".111.e they taced less restrict ivy he.iith regulatii,ns.

pri,vide further perspective on the pr+ wider characteristics otten assiksiated with
child care tor single working mothers, Table 1.4 describes some ot the

services available at our sample ot providers. The number ot provider. that offered
bilingual staff and is.,lation space tilt' sick children are consistent with the numbers
that ccepted these two types ot children: din care cetuers were more likely to have
hihingii.iI siatf (particularly those in San jose and Providence), and family day c.tre
prtwitiers were more likely to have isolation space. Stan' who were trained to assist
special-needs children were generally tound only at day care Centers, hut at only 25
percent tit those centers.

Pi% Altkitt v thy centyt. vv.** tIpen twin 7 AM tlt1 114, ..ind trivet of t hv cvntvr.. In Ow
Pit A hiellt I. !It A kit'd bvt, II Art ft11 Lary. unik.sf 51.11011er this dittewthi. III
t 11,1r.it reflect% troy i:nr..-sity dittovnkc. tit tilt' litik ot !Ili' LILA% In IIUr sampling Lit 4:ente1.
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Table 3.3 Service availability: the weeks and hours of operation,
by type of provider (fall 1987)

1 i

Atlanta San Jose Providence Washington All Sites

Mean Weeks Open per Year

Day Care Centers

Family Day Care

49

50

49

49

48

49

49

49

49

49

Percentage Open at
Least 50 weeks
Day Care Centers 71% 46% 44% 89% 62%

Family Day Care 42% 39". 25% 42".

Mean Hours per Day
in Operation
Day Care Centers 12 11 10 11 11

Family Day Care 14 11 12 12 12

Percentage Open at
Least from 7 AM to 8 PM

Day Care Centers 75% 73% 4% 89% 60%

Family Day Care 77% 42% 31% 83% 58%

Percentage with a
Before-School Program

Day Care Centers 42 54 8 42 37

Family Day Care na na na na n a

Percentage with an
After-School Program
Day Care Centers 79 54 32 42 52

Family Day Care na na na na na

Percentage That Can
Accommodate a Sick Child

Day Care Centers 13% 0% 28% 15% 14".

Day Care 31". 58% 62% 33% 46%,Family

Sample Sizes

Day Care Centers 24 26 25 26 101

Family Day Care 13 12 13 12 50

my H. .14,11110h 1111, I 1/ / !Ind\ ,\ Idct
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Table 3,4 Characteristics of care available, by type of provider (fall 1987)

Atlanta San -lose Providence Washington All Sites

Child-Staff Ratio
Day Care Centers 9.6 8.7 8.7 7.6 8.6

Family Day Care 3 2 3.8 4.7 3.1 3.7

Child Care Services
Percentage of Day Care
Centers that Offer:
Transportation 63% 0% 0°. 31" 23°'

Bilingual staff 13°0 550,, 840. 31" 44".

Isolation space for
sick children

13% 000 24% 15". 13%

Trained staff to
assist special
needs children

170., 27" 24"u 31" 25",

Meals 100% 89'-', 76",, 85" 87",

Formal education or
development activities

100'D 89" 55", 77" 790

Percentage of Family Day Care
Providers that Offer:
Transportation 8". 17". 8", 0% 8".
Bilingual staff 0". 8°. 8". 0". 4".,

Isolation space for
sick children

15" 58", 620, 33", 42° .

Trained staff to
assist special .
needs children

0". 8% 0% 0". 2".

Meals 100% 1000, 75", 100°,, 94%

Formal education or
development activities

46°. 33% 800 17°,. 26".

Semple Sizes
Day Care Centers 24 26 25 26 101

Family Day Care 13 12 13 12 50
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%Lod. mind,itt liti hildrcn tit 3,1,111,0 ,md littttu it itt.. iik, 111.11

114 it kh'Ik ithi tit's Ch>rmentil C.st T. I °N4 prilVkit'N urvtJ
1114'.11% I i thtlf ilthiTell rt.rt-tnr a it flit Si% 4.1111.1% And '44 rtit L111 I thc
Immk it 41,10, t ii dh.. )111C1 h,fild, %%hilt' Mt ( rcr, L1111,4 th dAv ut
1. CIO VI% ;It 15 hit'd If ',MIA t'slik .Int1ILI1 At, I lk ICU

of ft:It'd Js ci,pnwni.d

I lit' I II X Lino. ,i1111114:1

vis.'111ctit it 1.pmlltt t.11,1,1 try 1:41 llt )111C pros ItIt'rN, flit:111x to.tilirvIncnN .1

k hdd-tti ,t.itt Tutu i tit 5:1 tor intuit. And 0:1 I, it It..t 1111,1..t,
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liltu hilt! 14 i1.1if 1-11X 10,11int'int.m. tor lit t AFL'

ilitItl ,1.11,t it" 1 t..lit'Aftt' litlutTu r.tt onh
t, ir i1h. (.ntitt k.enk.r, ,1 ht.nt lun,irk, tht . t-htld, to ..t.itt rAtio It i ill 1111.114.'n in tht

Atitrit. if .1,i5 iry tcntyl, 1110 rU k4 itt,t t Fll
1 Nil t. .1;4%,. ; tibt. num Qiuinp %cf.\ t1 ht our

I'M lit Its It V !ht.' 4 1.4 t 1 1.1i it rik.,11, it t hildrvn undur ; sem-. uild.
1 LIS% evei The at\ k Mu 4, t.111cf, %thy', I 10 .111ki It I,. AI IILL'il,111t1

,1111,1 to st.itt 1.1!to,. sllb. Ii tiits Liltil trim! t 1,
hut-Lit:41u mil

nott1 in "Itiptt.r 2, tlit. .1:4; .4 ow ..,unplv ,ind thy riptist , 11III

,111.11 MAL. it \ill/it till fit tIT,ISS illIt'fi'llt"t's .tht hut s fv.,-..11C J111414.14 l' NiA

lt,, ii ipps..ir, ii ill ths: }mu kt4 is if lit Id ...lit' III AT linit tiittert'd Ill I lit'
I It lit!! thick, "Itv,.. 111,1110v%! It %eh At Wit; sit hink.' tIkli ink .111k1
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4 Fees and revenues

I laving seen that the yr, wider, in tut ct Add meet the 4. hild-eare needs t

single nuithers wh4i wanted itt pursue csiticat bin. flawing. ond mph wtnent Ai .

though the avallabilu ot spae at centers might have imposed some delays in
ibLiulmnt carel. it is essential that we assess the ciists 44 that Are. In pitri i ular, we

,Ite tnterested In the tees eliarged k the prtwitkrs. the extent to which dlsoiunts
irt ise tees are tittered, and the st +uric et funding ter the prt waders- Npe,: iii-

cilh. the extent hi whieh providers reIN en revenue trom stiurces other than
Nrental tees. This intonnatit in will he Used in the NIFSI' dont instrat ion evaluatit in
to assess the Atli ' and costs et tt 'final hild Lire.

it revenue st iur, es is part ii dirlv impert.mt tor the hchei
whiLh mU .1%hes. from several perspectives. whether the impaus generated

by the MESti demonstration :ire stittictently large tti iUstify the costs 4 )1 offering the
saykes. will be imp,. .nt in this benetu..est assement.
part kularlv trtim tlw perspe,-tives tit the lin& !thither, and the prtigrain hinders.
The impa, t analysis will est mime the child-t..are eNpendit inch of the single nu +Theis
b.ised oti mit Imam ion ellected in tell, iwup interviews. I Iewever. because , biLl-

.ire provider, ibtam revenue tri,in mimics other than parental tees, the
expendu /Ire% ot the nit ither, will Understate the i wend' et ists tit the child.c:ire
haVIi. eh. 'Thumb, ii ih ehhenii.11 t I tiihktt.ilkl the eNtent h tither tundets
Ntipported the child-4:AR. prtnaders...41 ;IS It 1 .1'01.'0. the 4 iverall cost Ins

t hanges in the use ehild

Vhe startme, ri tint tit flu an.ilysis is the basic child care fee 4. h.irged Indiv !dual

providers. F t Lhild , Are lob; truly .iyadable it) mothers in the Ntl:SP
demenst rot hilt, it must be :Ilford:J-4e. either dm itit.:11 low bast, let's 41 ihrouQh the
availabihty ot subsidies. Table 4.1 slit iws tlw baste weekly fees ot the pri Wider+ in

our ...mirk% Fees tor children ; and 4 years ot age averaged $7 per week tor tull-
I Mit' care, regardless of the type ot provider. AverAge tees were higher tOr younger
children. who require closer supervisitin and, thus, a liswer child to ht:itf ratitt.
Family day c.are providers charged slightly less than centers to care Ir these
younger children ($60 per week in fannh care t.erstis $(I5 per week in center care).
Tlw tverage tee for alter-school programs in day care centers war $54 per week.
which retkcts the shorter days of these .ograms and their generally higher child to
staff ratios.
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Table 4.1 Basic child care fees, by type of provider (fall 1987)

Atlanta San Jose Providence Washington Ali Sites

Basic Weekly Fee
for Full-Time Care
Day Care Centers
Children 3 to 5 $37 $71 S59 $58

Children under 3 $43 $73 $97 $68

After.school care $26 $50 $30 533

Family Day Care

Children 3 to 5 $49 $80 550 550

Children under 3 $52 $82 $54 $56

After school care na na nd Ilii

Percentage of Day Care
Centers Offering:

Discounts from the basic fee 75",. 81", Stl" 62''.

Discounts to at least 25",, of the children 17", 58'. 48, 42"..

Some free care O'',, 39" 0'',, 12- .

Percentage of Family Day Care
Providers Offering:

Discounts from the basic fee 77", 67`'t, 54", 33-

Discounts to at least 25",, of the children 69", 67" 46. 33".

Some free care na na na r,i
Sample Sizes

Day Care Cerners 24 26 25 26

Family Day Care 13 12 13 12

.1:. t4.4 I lit .114;14 .! rt.

557

$65

534

557

$60

(1.3

7ti

42

13

58c.

54-

T1,4

101

50

!CI.' ;n,i,k .1 . T1,1,14.1,11,14. , Jr) iti, i iii ih, i tii.iI I,

4. 11.111es1 Noy 1.14.1,. I ANC 4.. Iiitt th.tt eekk tee.. tit1424:.1 ttolil 114; h it t

cluss,t s ert.t..trt si tht I IcAsi t.ii t,i,iiiti Ise %it ut 1 pt.; \is t.e.-k hi
stsishttsen. Istleit- 4.1 eelise%yee !Lit thy 111.i14 'III' the pt4 hiet- 111 1,44i 414'te.1

,11,A. 4 'Wit 11s +111 theft .ithi 1ntn phi 1.1usl J1%., is. 2-, rot .111

ot hiLircti. In ,Iti%IUISSII. ,1 sst ih t, Ate: tt lilt l slit 13.'41 Ilk ..414. 11.4)

1..4re %. %%ere Llt.litl.dia 111: sty hkek Is 1,14 set,h' ice ,11+4. *14111 11) 111 )) ere t 111141)

.141% stns. yrs irttlyt-4, prishstbly ;Ittw set the ;mire it ttm.ti strut tint. set t

While int, irin.ti is in yr( wider... fees P. imps ell Alt lilt st..l1 it tile 4411,41111t .41

,IvAtlable t had eilre mt...k mother., wits, at* ellterM): the I. 1' ft IR )1)14 411i)At is 4)

1111 the it 11:11 LI)Nt tit thild-t. Atte %CIA 14.e% i% iWt.l'osars is it- priet:r.tm ri,mt tint: pitrrrsu

strut fur m smakqes tit thw tmristt.t tit 11w Nslt.1 don. inegrat III. I he 44`utit tj
.11 4111.1h1111 it Sqint% impht, skit tee's tit mit tcpc.,ent the ttil 1 lq

iIi rtrtlIt.g. 1. litidren wits ).4e rutent 113),' Ie.% than lull t sio tit" Re ttl,ttlrst.,1
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Table 4,2 Range of basic fees, by type of provider (fall 1987)

21

Day Care Centers
IAII sites)

Family Day Care
(All sites)

Basle Weekly Fee for Full-Time Care for
Children Ages 3 to 5
Mean $57 $57

Percent wantn t $10 of mean 31",, 35"0

Minitnum SO $14

25th percentile 537 $43

Mothart $60 $53

75th percenttle 573 $66

Maximum $120 $100

Basic Weekly Fee for Full-Time Care for
Children Under 3
Mean 565 560

Percent wittun sio of mean 26",, 56",

Mtnimum $1 $14

25th nercentdo $47 545

Medum 565 560

75th percentde $90 $70

Maximum 6150 $100

ti k th, r1 K !Ili .n, 4..3tc,1 1,1 1,% tin. t hki
III WICL 11.) k 1k* ptA !JO', .14.:Vilt !Vs 11111 .lij^ron th

.isst",1114.11i 11 dtc tin' N11 '"1' dem, ,n,n,it tt,n ii t 4,11'41

,h11 t. 'iiiN 11111,1 tA.111111-it. clIt'%

T OW 411111.1 rik1111.11fl ,11 tt pit it kit' tlitui in rmlkillm.
thv tuli .,,dy tiifnn of in Nil .I' in proL:r,Im %%oaf int itA.i

dclnAnd t, ii hild 11t .ind t ttt' r4 tr.un the hudocts
.44.11,14.- In +I TT s,i Ler 1th r0S1 i h 111

tu *At h i iln. i,ue ,t, 1,, .1.k the ;mt* iii w al% nil ,1,11

1,4 entie And 1,4k ,ipph k Ii tt ilth Li% int. thu A,ked
trt.n1h IItiUt l'ecati.e we telt that .mall provider . would he relmictant
pri t itit' 11111,1i t4in that lt nild dirck tly reveal the ...dark.. I their t iff III Addit it 'II.

tin iirtilt..1 !hi rei.tnitit-Jny het ween n.trent:d te.. And t rt i+e

Atitite,,,eci tut threL t h in. ume revenue alt:t under the ANNunlytt it In that tiltal
T x ntle are e,In.11. center. h:1,1 t mit,. .1 few rt'vt'lltw a4itirt

hut tn,nn c, t ittn eor Thub. the ft tot% tin ril:CtIttt rttInt'Vti TIW rt'rt mc ht mien
*tt 1ii i hiet, in }hit' -iirle%.
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t 1111,1 t t '11.1ho,

11

be Ited that I he .1tuript ion th.lt totli reverltle h 4t.11

onh n 3pprox1mat 'Fht: tact that many Lhilkkare prt> i1er t tit Alt 11111411e"

111314.1101 t man% provider. ni.nr he unable tt, 11vcr their Neverthele,,, the
it ,1,11 re% efllle ekt Immo. Pr, ,v ide ..t,u mi.; point tin- the .m.dv.i...md Appc3r ¶0 ie

, et kitind ,,n t h ii lured in tr. hild,,,:are pit wider..

Tile 111.1)iit h1P11.111011 >1 t )111- reve1lile e+71111,Ite% i.. th;ii they eXi.ithie I e ktiIN

.raL imiterial. dt mated tt, the vroviders. 131,k. 4. pr, ide, an overview .vt

donated rest,ur,..e, kit Lenter,. While all the centet, re.,:eived kitIMItlt /11% Alt

%%111W L11 11 it I% A tt.Vhilt.: I kit I h4:142 dtMat it/1. 1\ ere 1-4.4,11 \ Mit 111%ek1411:1111.11 1 41'

the izener.il .1n.th..1%. [or e \ample, while the Waft t'ilTet re f. e:Ved

tAtinteer Lik,t, the eAlue wa, uunt,r Whit I Vt.' it t ret wk.

eq //Mite t kit the V.flue A kt thi. volunteer LIN r would Li wi..t itule le, I hAlt

t11 L.141 res,:cipt. .41,11 re,. cwt. hould yr, , 41t; In Act. tsr.utc Itts t,

.1essint; it 4,11 re% smile and

hle 4.4 pie.eni the le\ tittle mit 1111.31 hill 1,11 the rtli kier" 111
Ii4lire on ret enue lurk t intiteate t hat day 4. ate 4. enter, ret ei ed %uktant

amount , it t heit tuntfing trom t ntree, it her i km parent al tees. Overall, k-ehtets

Table 4.3 Sources of revenue for sampled day care centers (fall 1987)

AUL CET DIC WOW Ail Sites

Percentage of Centers
Receiving Donated
Goods or Services
Classroom volunteers 38 35 64 69 52

Free labor 8 27 32 19 22

Donated space 1 7 19 4 31 18

Donated or surplus food 13 65 42 44 42

Free transportation 4 19 16 11 13

Free administrative services 8 8 16 27 15

At least 25% of supplies/
equipment free

17 8 4 12 10

Free maintenance services 8 4 8 19 8

Average Revenues
Estimated annual cash receipts $68,000 $252,000 $234,000 $263,000 6210,000

Value of average amount of
volunteer classroom labor
(per year)a

$1,700 $4,700 $6,800 $6.200 $4,900

Sample Sizes 24 26 25 26 101

,,14 lii ilL,3 .1 1144 ftr.,334..1 110410. olitint-er Lk. l`cf 11,t'Vk Ilia 111111/1A'r 1,1 11014., ,Irv111,t1 %1.14 Milt, 1)1C At MO II id} ,IiiisellM14,11

tOr vorko-, ($7 :0 hoin And I 111.411.111,e Liu...)
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Table 4.4 Revenue characteristics, by type of provider (fail 1987)

Atlanta San Jose Providence Washington AR Sites

Revenue Characteristics of
Day Cara Centers'
Percentage that ars:
Non-profit 38 65 81 36 50

For-profit 54 26 5 0 21

Government-sponsored 0 9 0 9 4

Church-sponsored 8 0 14 55 15

Percentage of total
revenue that comes fr one:
Parents 91, 48 52 33 58

Government 10 44 29 56 32

Other 1 9 19 11 10

Mean revenue per child-week $33 $67 $69 $86 $65

Revenue Characteristics of
Family Day Care Providers
Percentage of total
revenue that comes from:
Parents 100 91 SO 97 92

Government 0 9 20 3 8

Other na na na na no

Mean revenue per child-week $50 $91 $63 $62 $66

Sample Sizes
Day Care Centers 13 22 21 11 68

Family Day Care 13 12 13 12 50

`As Ow sl:y number 4i s, the if t! Tv% tfluit hit rinni i I W. III f %If l' In 1.1.'1010n. 411L tAl ft int' i
(%, rii Idivit. it ttollid hi,, lit tya.ed the nie in 14 ,*10i

jtiq ityl-r 40 percent i it their revenue Intim t:overnment And ot her t naves,

although the proporm N';Inted CinIskierably ;mcTtifv, tites, with cenicrs in the
Atlanta sample receiving 90 percent ot their revenue trom part...nts, and centers in
the Washington sample receiving only ;I third of their revenue tre,n parents. In

contrast, the family day care providers obtained virtually all ot their revenue from
parents, which reflects their more informal nature and the funding policies of kval
funding agencies. Thus, parental expenditures ftir center-based care will understate
the overall costs for that care, while parental expenditures for family day care
appear to reflect overall costs more accurately.

Apprtoamawly halt tit the centers in the Atlanta and Washingttm samples did not rtrovuk usable
re% enue int,,rmat 1.111. The tees t barged hy them: enters dtd tuft. dater un average In ten thy ices chatecd

hv thy cynto-s that did provide full wvenuy information in the survey. Thus, it appears that thy mtssing
data do not matenalh Acta' thy results, although thy sue-specific estimates should Ise given mut. less

Lrrdence than th erall estimate for all the sites.
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Appendix A
Background information about sample selection

The sample was selected from list t+btained frtim the h,ur 710, and trom child-
care referral ogen i. ies that served the tour dem, instrath Loinnmnittes. Because we
wefe interested in pros iders wh could provide sufficient eare t meet die needs of
'4ingle mothers who were working .md who hod young children, we further re-
stricted the sAmple ot child-eare $: enters to inelude only those Who'

%crt i CitiLhen whit.1 :Was t)L1

pen tit !cast Inc

14.1:1 t pcn icaq mu, int oulis

scTic,i .1 Of LA*: kilt 4 it h4 MI 1( O.: lit )1111i01,11C,IPPl.11

U 4.1.4.' lit 014",111111131

These myna alsti had the AVAnt.iix ot heilh; consistent w ith t hi ise used in the
emlier study <it hild-core priividers tonducted t .ind ( .114 trt'

We were less restrictive bout the hinik ,L1V Lure providers and included in the
solurie universe di providers whose Minh'. were On tile hst :111d 1ho provided child

tot pis it, hildren under 6.

I be spek ith. sample seleL't ion pukeahlre itsed in the tour sites dittercd
reticently, cr,iss,site v.inat ion in the n.iture and of lists ot hild-c.ire
providers. The spy,. Inc sample selection pri,cedurcs followed in e.ich site and ;Inv
problems that au isL! .11e tlI,s Lissed separately tor each it the ft rim sites. T.ibles A.
,md A .2 silintname tlw relevant sample ilk1 eligtbility. ;minium kin k d.lr i,ire
enters and Lundy day eat c providers. Tables A. .md A.4 provide information

Jhout survey ciimplet ion

Atlanta, Georgia (AUL)
AUL provided us with a list of 47 day care centers utilized by program participants.
From these a sample of 30 was selected randomly for the survey. only one of which
proved to be ineligible because the center was heing reorgani:ed and was not yet
reopened.

The sample ot family day care provider. was selected trom a list of licensed provid-
ers ,ibtained from the Pay 4,:are Licensnig, I )ivision iii the Oeorgia Department if
I luman Resources. The list, which was for Fulton Cettiht (the county which
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includes Athinto), containeJ the names, addresses, registratton numbers, and license
expirath,n dak's of providers, The matority ot providers on the list, however, were
holding expired licenses (unless the klates on the 114 were nt updated to reflect
license renewals). From the list. we selected IS provider, whose licenses had not
expired. Four kg. these prt,viders pr4 wed to have disconnected telepho.tes, and sl
ikhitt tonal caSes Were added to the sample as replacements. Three ot the providers
that were lnt:icted no h mot- provided child care. Thus, the final N:impie of tomilv
day care providers included I 5 pr,

San Jose, California (CET)
(IET in San 3, lse khd not m.untain .1 list of either day care k:enters or Willy providers
used I prtlgraln participams. The sample ot 12 111 CAR' centers was selected trom
the 19s5.so edition ot (:are 1)17-mon tit. SIMI Clara t. unrN published In the
t,.*kinununitv Cootklinated Development Council )t- Sant.) t Tan I. mint ,

This geno, wa the main referral .1",.;enkv used hv :Er when women w.inted
luli Late t)ther than care nom the \ Limes...1r] iehts.1 t lJ riled hv 4. :FT (see

lershev. I OSS). Dav care centers were selected in the three cI,mmtinn les where
,lemonstration participant, were enrolled during program year 4: San Jose. t uth, v.
and Watsonville. In selecting center, trom the list, we included only those that had
tull-tune programs, elLitged sliding scales ,lr fee, less than `.,;200 per month, and

A cepted duldren younger than age O. the centers selected, three were no longer
IstIsIlle%. .113d k O3e11 I WII I hrt'e alld 11,11t lIe mr. 1 klav.

I-mud% pri wider, were 1,1,tatile1.I trImi lvi si 'LITte." 1IW Whisman ( :enter

in Nit quilt am View maintains reterral stillee..tni pre wided us with the names ot
five prt)viders. three of which were selected ramie )mly felt the N.inipk. The (
Santa t lira Department ot Se.ijl S.rvices was contacted tor additional listings. It
W,I Y1 111111:4 It) eit'L the sample tor us. rand( )111IV elet:ting it) pre tiers trom its list
, It appn);nuately legistered providers. While willing to send us names and

Inc nnmher, preented hv state regulations fTc mi releasing addresses.
We selected I tY pyi Alder% in lull the list and int4irmed them of ,itir %del t Is M. ,Ind they'

eht the advance material tor us. Four ot the provider.. were not it kAtcd And twc,
were liquid IV ineht.:thle tone n,) longer rrovIkkJ dav care. and the other did nI)t
take c.ire j children \ ounger than auk' ).

Providence, Rhode Island (01C)
Ok staff provided us with a list of 27 day care centers used be program participants.
Eight of these day care centers pro wed to be indigtbk one center appeared twice in
the sample under two names, and the other seven did not provide care to children
.olunger than age 6 and were not open filt the required five hours a day. To adjust

for the reduced number of-eligible cases, we oincuctvd the Derailment cif:Children
and Their Families in Prtwidence and mittected that ten centers he selected ran-

Inly in Providence arid Pawitickett. This request was complied with immediately,
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tlw names, atildres.;e4., and telephone ntrobers of the sele -red center, Were
pntykled ,,tyer the telephttne.
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The stall at Oli : lso int ivided it list of 22 tteertsecl family day Lire pnlvider, who
Were 11.41.1 In dem, instrat Ion pan icipants. We drew it random sample ot 17 Fit,.
trom this list tor the survey. Two of these selected providers no longer cared
cluldren, and one provider could not he located. Thus, the final siimple int hided 14
t;iniik 4.1* care prt ,viders.

Washington, D.C. (WOW)

Statt at WOW pri wide,' /IN with it list ot I 9 din Late enters. This list imItided tour
umbrella orgitra:ations 1)epartment of Rvcrvotion. D.( :. Ca% Wide We ltare
('enter, I lead Start ( v.erittr., and Patent and Child ( :enters, 111c.) that did not
directly provi,k day care. The Depart nwnt of Consumer and Regulators' Att.iirs
(IX :R,A Service FA.dity RegilLittim .Administration ot the Otivernment tti the
Dht ti t it ( ilumbi,3 pt41vided us with i list 44 dill,' develi,pment centers dated
April I -)." 7 . Rand4 nI ek i. led enter. Welt' 1.en trom this hst to represent the
district in the same priipt,rtion its thtise on the WOW list. One center ittild not lie

,ind Me center Ma. Ito longer pn tviding child care.

Wt.n %tatt il.i rnIvIded itt ut I htmilv Liv care pri ivLkr. tht 1 it Aso c, in-
tained t nu wnhrella agencies (Family ( :had Serviecs ot Wa,hingt, in, 1)1'. ,

I )epart mem 4 it I hunan Setvkes. ,Mcxandria k 7ity I'lepartment ot Social Serviee,,
and ;. t '.0111). Depart went ot till Sen IL es). While .Alexandria and Prime
I. ;et Irge. & iunts retused to provide us with lists tit tam& proviikrs, IX :RA sent il
it'. Min 1)S7 lrst of licensed child development home,. 1. sing tiw prok edtIrc

used with centers, we supplemented the WOW lists. Three timid% provider, were
1;114,c:0,11de. tuit ir nil 1, tnger Lared ft tr children, :Ind 'me timidy pn +eider cared

children 4 tni
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Table A.1 Sample of day care centers

Initial Sample New Sample Ineligible Couldn't Locate Final Sample
MM11111.1.

Atlanta 30 0 1 1 28

San Jose 32 0 1 3 28

Providence 27 9 9 1 26

Washington, D.0 30 0 1 1 28

Totals 119 9 12 6 110

Table A.2 Sample of family providers

Initial Sample New Sample Ineligible Couldn't Locate Final Sample

Atlanta 18 4 3 4 15

San Jose 19 0 2 4 13

Providence 17 0 2 1 14

Washington, D.C. 20 4 5 3 16

Totals 74 8 12 12 58
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Table A.3 interview response for day care centers
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Eligible Semple Complete Refusal Partial Completion Rate

Atlanta 28 24 3 1 86%

Providence 26 25 1 0 93%

San Jose 28 26 2 0 93%

Washington, D.C. 28 26 1 1 93%

Totals 110 101 7 2 92%

Table A.4 Interview response for family providers

Eligible Sample Complete Refusal Partial Completion Rate

Atlanta 15 13 1 1 87%

Providence 14 13 1 0 93%

San Jose 13 12 1 0 92%

Washington, D.C. 16 12 2 2 75%

Totals 58 50 5 3 86%
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