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FOREWORD

This volume brings together five interrelated studies conducted
by UEC INC, for the Department of Pensions and Security for the State

of Alabama.

The "Day-Care Status and Need Study" provided a descriptive pro-
file of éxist:l.ng licensed day-care services and an analysis of the

. distribution of children in these day-care services.

The study of "Serviceg in Alabama Day-Care Centers' examined the
quality of center-based day-care in reéard to administration, program,

nutr:l.t:l.oﬁ, health services, and needed technical assistance.

"Services in Alabama Family Day-Care Homes" were studied to review

the quality of family day-care homes in regard to their program, -'_fiétri-

."

tion, and health components,
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The "Survey of Child Care Services Requested by Farents" examined
: L4
the need for different types of day-care by interviewing a representative
sample of parents with children under six according to residence, socio-

e
economic status, and race.
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The "Alabama Community Resources .Slt:udy" identified the providers
of health, nutritional, educational, and social services in all of the
counties of the state. Types of specific services in these four cate-

gories were identified for a potential day-care resources network.

These five studies provided the state with a status analysis of
all facets of day-care delivery and need. Prerequisite to large-scale
planning, this information can be used to improve existing services and

to plan the foundation for a state-wide comprehensive day-care system.

.

- UEC worked cooperatively with the DPS staff on each of these
studies, The UEC research team was headeq by Dr. Ronald Parker and
i'._ncluded Dr. Robert Sanders, Lynne Schwartz, Dr. Paul Jacobs, Virg:l.nia.
Sibbison and Martin 'Toml_)ari.‘ The DPS staff was headed by Louise Pittman

with éble assistance from Cobb DeShazo and Norma Manush,
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I, DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY

During the early months of 1972, the research staff of UEC studied
the status of current day-care in Alabama and the need for day-care.
This research was conducted to provide a baékground for writing a plan
for a state;wide day-care system. ‘it2 information thal follows.ptgsents

the findings of this étudy._

Existing statistical resources in Alabama and the 1970 federal
census data were used in preparing this report. For examyle, the annual
licensing data collected by the D:wirtomnt GZ Pensions and Zeécurities

were utilized in profiling current day-care supply in Alabama. In

-addition, empirical data was gathered throughout Alabama to project

the state-wide need for day-care. An overall."average need" has been
used in this study. However, it should be stressed that each county
and district should be considered individually in the implementation

of the state-wide system.

The Status and Needs Study is divided into two parts: (1) a des-
criptive profile of existing licensed day-care services, and (2) an
analysis of the distribution of children in these day-care services.

This study does not encompass Head-Start in most of the maps (see for




1. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

example Fig. 1) and the general tabular presentations for two reasons:
first, Head Start is rot tdtally under the auspices of the Department
of Pensions and Securities (approximately one-third of the prograﬁs
are Qupervised by the Board of Education) and, second, only about half
of the Head Sta:) programs provide full day~-care services. For the
sake of balance.and planning, however, a special section on ﬁead Start

coverage has been included (see page 29).

Where possible, the profile of day-care services is presented in
terms of sponsorship and type of service (center, family day-care home,
or ‘in-home) according to services provided to all children and AFDC
children. The unit of analysis is a county; however, these units can
easily be collapsed into larger planning areas such as Economic.Devel-

opment Districts.

The three-ﬁundred-ninety-two licensed day-care centers in the
State of Alabama which were reviewed (data were not available on two
centers) are presently serving 14,392 children. An additional 434 child-

ren are served in eight centers that are approved by the Department of

Pensions and Securities (DPS).

The next four sections deal only with the children served by the
licensed centers. Subsequent sections incorporate data on children
served by family day-care homes, in-home care, group day=care conttactd,
and Head Start Programs. Invaddition, one section reviews several im-

portant day-care projects that await approval in Washington.

12
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I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

A, Center Classification

Day-care centers are classified in the following.categories:

1. Each center is either under private, public, or voluntary

auspices.

2. Each center is: (a) In compliance with the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 and eligible for puxchase of care; (b) In p

compliance with the Civil Rights Act of 1964; or (c)
Rot in complisnce with the Cfvil Rights Act of 1964 nor

eligible for purchase of care.

. 3. Each center is licensed either for the care of children

three years or older, or for the care of children under

three years.

Tables 1, 2, and 3 show the centers categorized in these

three ways:

Iable 1
Average Number
of Places
_ Rumber of for Children
Kind _of Center . __CQn_;g;g per center
Private 209 33.8
Public : 82 55.6
Voluntary _ 101 : 3.4




I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

Iable 2 ' er
Average Number
of Places

Number of for Children
Kind of Centex —Centers —per Center

In Compliance and Eligible 144 38.3
In Compliance 99 44,9

Neither 36.2

Average Number
of Places
_ Number of for Children
Kind of Center Centers per Center

Children 3 and over 343 41.6

Chiidren under 3 ' 49 20.9

A few simple facts stand out. Regarding center sponsorship
(Table 1), most centers are private* (209 compared to a total of
183 under public and voluntary sponsorship). The average public

~ center holds more children (55.6) than the average private (33.8)

or voluntary (36.4). These facts, however, can be misleading.

What is true for the State as a_whole in terms of auspices is not
necessarily true for .a particular area. For example, while most
day-care centers in Jefferson County are pr'ivate (65 compared to
25 voluntary and 5 public), most centers in Montgomery County are
public (24 compared to 14 private and 2 voluntary).

b )

* Nai:iomlly about 60% of all day-care centers are private. The source
for this and other national figures cited in the present report is Day

Care Survey - 1971, a publication of the Westinghouse Learning Corpora-
tion and Westate Research, Incorporated.




I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

In addition to the 153 centers in Table 2 that are in compli~-

ance and eligible for purchase of care, eight centers in Calhoun,

Coosa, Jefferson, Madison, and Tuscaloosa Counties have group con-
tracts with DPS, These are classified as three private, three pub-
lic, and two voluntary. These eight centers, however, are pot in-
cluded in the tables unless otherwise indicated because the appro-

priate data were not available.

Table 2 presents some very important information in regard to
state-wide planning. The most efficient state-wide system should

utilize all of the existing day-care resources; however, as men-

tioned, only 153 centers out of 392 (39%) meet both criteria of
compliance and eligibility. Additionally, 99 centers (25%) are '

in compliance with the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and are ineligible

for the Department of Pensions and Securities to purchase care from
them. In most cases, these centers meet the minimum standards for
licensing but do not provide the quality or scope of services to be
purchased by the Department of Pensions and Securities. The present A
state plan details the procedures to upgrade these 99 centers through
a Technical Assistance Program so care can be purchased from additonal

vendors.

Only 147 of the centers are licensed to serve children under three
years of age (Table 3). This fact deserves careful comsideration in

c planning to meet the day-care needs of parents with very young children.

m This lack of infant day‘-éare facilities is a problem which must be

=¥
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

solved by providing more family day-care homes or increasing the

number of infant slots available from centers.

B, Distribution of Centers

In order to examine the distribution of day-care centers across
the State, two.maps have been prepared (the distribution of children
in services will be nresented later). Figure 1 illustrates the
Alabama Counties which have no licensed day-care centers. One dra-
matic fact stands out in this map: 21 counties have no licenaed
day-care centers! Figure 2 presents the distribution of Head Start
Centers across the counties. Only fifteen counties out of the sixty-
seven have Head Start pro;rams! In sum, vast areas of the State
are not being served by licensed or unlicensed day-care/ﬂead Start

centers,

C. Enxoliment and Hours of Centers

Tables 4, 5 and 6 present some additional descriptive ddata on

the 392 centers in terms of enrollment and operating hours.

Iable &4
Avarage Number
of Hours
Kind of Center Average Eprolilment —Open Per Day
Private 30.2 10.5
Public 54.5 8.0
Voluntary 32,1 9.7

Yo syttt
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Figure 2 COUNTIES WITH HEAD START PROGRAMS
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

Tagble 5
Average Number
of Hours
Kind of Cepter Aver Enrollme . _Open Per Day
In Compliance and Eligible 35.5 ’ 9.6
In Compliance 42.8 9.0
Neither 32.6 10.5
Igble 6
Average Number
of Hours
Kind of Center Average Fprollment —Open Per Dgy
Children 3 and over 39.1 9.6
Children under 3 15.3 10.5

We had already noted that the average public center cgn hold many
more children than the average private or voluntary center. The en-
rollmené figures of Table 4 confirm that the average public center
does hold many more children. Table 4 shows that the average public
ceﬁter is open fewer hours per day. In fact, 92% of all public centers
are open fewer than ten hours a day, in contrast with only 20% of all

private centers.

Table 5 shows that those centers In Compliance but not eligible

have higher enrollments and are open fewer hours.

i ‘.
| N
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1., DAY-CARE_STATUS _AND NREDS STUDY (Continued)

Table 6 shows that the centers for children under 3 are

substantially smaller fu enrollment than th: centers for children

3 and over.

D, Cost Data,

The current license application asks for an estimated budget
for the coming year. Since only 42 centers responded to this
question and there were no standardized guidelines for responding,

these data wére not concidered valid.

Perhaps the best wey Lo deterndine cost of day care centers in
Alabama is to examine the budgets of the ejght centers that have ¥
group contracts with DPS, Table 7 presents the average cost per
child for these centers. |

Tabie 7 1

~ Contract Cost Number of Children Cost Per Child
Jacksonville $48,182 45 $1,070.71 :
Day Care L
County Comprehensive 44,291 40 1,107.27 ﬁ
Day Care :
!
Day Care Servi-~es 268,122 : 216 1,241.30 o
Children's Services  g5921 - s 1,318.42 §
¥
: &
Huntsville 603,440 400 1,508.60 3
Board of Education §
|
Coosa=Elmore 580,066 280 2,071.66
CAC . 4
University of Alabema 45 000 15 ~ 3,000.00
Dennmom:ration 136,000 _ 30 4,533.33
are P
&y 20 Total: Aferage Cost Per Child 81,664 .52
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

The current license applications also ask for information on
fees charged. Anong private "and voluntary centers that provided

this tnformat'ion, in 54 out of 66 cases the fee for a five-day

. week is within the $10 to $15 range. In only one case did the

weekly fee exceed $20, a private center whose facilities included
a speech therapist charged $55 a week (or $32.50 a week for half-

'days)i

The median weekly fee for private centers was $13.60 ($707.20
annually), and for voluntary centers, $12.50 ($650.00 annually),
The corresponding hational figures are $16.01 weekly ($832.52 annually)
for private and $12.23 weekly ($635.96 annually) for non-private

centers,

Five public centers that responded to the item reported that

they charged no fee.

The cost of day care is one of the most important topics in
designing a quality day care system,. According to fee structures,
the median fee is below the level of minimally acceptable day care.

Tte DPS pays only $600 per year vhere day care services are purchased

" on an individual child basis. On a group contract basis the

average cost per child spent by DPS is $1,664.52. In the judgment
of the O0ffice of Child Development, the nation is failing to
provide adequate funding for day care. The Office of Child

Development estimates that group day care for 3 to 5 year olds




DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

should cost $1,245 a child for "minimally" acceptable day-care,

$1,862 at an "acceptable" level, and $2,320 at a "desirable" level.

"Minimum" programs for children under three would cost $1,423,

"acceptable" programs $2,032, and "desirable" programs $2,372,

E, Staff Classification

<

Four basic categories of staff were used to analyze the data

supplied by license applicants:

1.

2.

3.

4.

Teachers -~ including directors, head teachers,

coordinating teachers, and assistant teachers.

Aides -- including helpers, assistants, and

teacher assistants
Cooks

Maintenance workers -- including maids.

X
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

Staff in the first two categories are of primary importance
because th>ey work directly with children. It was inferred that
those labels grouped together in the category "teachers" were in-
tended by the license applicants to refer to staff members with more
responsibility and experience than those we grouped as "aides." The
inclusion of "director" among teachers may be questioned in that in
some cases the director may deal mainly with the other Qtaff members
and with parents, rather than with children, but the flavor of the

applications usually suggested that this was not so.

F. Hours Worked by Staff

The centers varied greated in their relative use of part-time
and fuil-time teachers and aides. To compare centers more meaning-
fully, we have used total mmbet; of teacher hours per day, and of
aide hours per day, disregarding whether these hours accumulated on
a part-time or full-time bésis. The total number of teacher hours
per day was quite similar for each kind of center: Private, 28.0;
Public, 30.0; and Voluntary, 19.3. A related fact is that the
percentages of centers having one or more aides are 9%4% for public

centers, but only 402 for private and 58% for voluntary centers.

G. Staff Education

Another indicator of quality might be the educational level of
the staff. While there is perhaps disagreement as to the amount of

school training needed to be a satisfactory day-care worker, there
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DAY CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

is a general presumption that .more education is better than less,
Ip fact, the Minimum Standards for Day-Care Centers for “hildren
under Three, prescribed by the State Board of Pensions and Secur-
ities, state that:

"A, All directors must be high-school graduates,

"B. The director of a center serving more than fifteen child-
ren must also have had experience caring for children under
three years of age, or some college training related to.
child development.

"C. Child care staff working with children over 1 year of age

must have completed the 10th grade."

Table 8 indicates that for both teachers and aides the public
centers show the greatest percentage of staff with some college

background and the private centers show the least.

Iable 8
VPercent: of Percent of
Teachers with Aides with
Some College Some College
Kind of Center —Backgroupd* ~Background
Private 43 14
Public 68 . 25
Yoluntary 22 22
- Average - 54 17

*Natjonally, 65% of teachers and 23% of aides have had some college
experience.
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

-15-

H. Staffing Pattern

Table 9 indicates that a public center is likely to have one or
more cooks and maintenance workers, while nearly half of the private

centers do not.

Iable 9
Percent Having
Percent 1 or More
Having 1 or Maintenance

Kind of Center _Moge Cooks —Workers
Private 53 18
Public 93 76
Voluntary 71 32

Regarding additional staff outside of these categories, only
nine private and three voluntary centers mentioned having volunteer ’ C
workers.* Theif ages, provided in nine of the nineteen cases, ranged
from 17 to 56. Information on educational level, provided in twelve
of the nineteen cases, showed that eight of the volunteers had at

least some college background.

The following other additional staff were mentioned: Bookkeeper
(2), night worker, office assistant, office worker, substitute teacher
(2), speech therapist, family child guidance worker (2), all in private

centers; health aide (2), community health aide, office workers (2),

- i

* The Westinghouse study also found that nationally, contrary to ex-
pectationt, volunteers make up only sbout 4% of day-care staff.

4 .




I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Cont inued)

secretary, assistant social worker (2), substitute teacher (5), social

service aide (2), case aide, all in public centers; assistant secretary,
music teacher (2), substitute teacher (3), secretary-bookkeeper 3),

all in voluntary centers.

The category "substitute teacher" is of particular interest. If
4:::9 function of day-care centers of freeing mothers for steady employ-
ment is to be fulfilled, then the mothers must be able to depend upon

a back-up staff at the centers to which they entrust their children.

The mention of substitute teacher by only four different centers may

mean that most centers do not have such a back-up staff, or merely

‘that they do not consider those that they have "on call" to be regular

\
stgff members. ’

I. Distribution of Children in Child Care Services
1.  Licensed Care Excluding Group Contracts and-Head Start

We have already seen in Figure 1 that licenaed day-care cen-
ters are not equally distributed around the State. In fact,
22 counties, with a combined population'4,800 AFDC children
under aix years of age have no day-care centers and eleven °
,.of these twenty-two countiea have no family day-care homes.
.(If group contracts are 1nc1uded one county is subtracted

from the number of counties with no center day-care.

" a. A11 Childrgg

Preeentedivisually;*the~map'ent;tled'"Preaent Child Care
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY

4,

(Continued)

TABLE 13 (Continued)

County

Lowndes
Macon
Madison
Mobile
Monroe
Montgomery
Morgan
Pike
Sumter

Tallapoosa

Tuscaloosa

TOTAL

Summary Qf Children in Care

The following table summarizes the number of children

Number of Children

215
41
248 .
764
80
1,060
180
60
100
365
_10
7,384

receiving various types of care.

TABLE 14
Licensed and Approved Care
(not including licensed Head
Start Programs)
Group Contracts

Head Start -

TOTAL

17,188

1,076

7,384

25,648

[P

Sevarmd®
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

J. Present Arrangement Versus Potential Demand

In order to assess the adequacy of the existing day-care services
for all children in Alabama, and most important for the high-need
children, it is necessary to comparé the reiationships between the
current supply of child care services to the demand for these ser-

vices throughout the State.

As part of the overall study of Alabama day-care needs hundreds
of parents with children under six were interviewed to determine their
need for day care. To provide early projections, the first 280 inter-

views completed in the northern half of the State were used to estimate

the need in this section of this volume.

Sixty percent of the mothers interviewed in the sample 280 responded

"yes" to the queétion, "Wwould you use day-care services if they became

available?." For planning purposes, it was assumed that 60% of all

parents and 60% of AFDC parents wanted some form of day-care 1if it

were available.,

It should be noted that final data from the parents' survey shows 2
that 80% of the families with children under six indicate a need for
chiild care services they are not now receiving. Since the sample was

L )
selected randomly, the AFDC parent had an equal chance of being ’r‘é;re-

sented in the sfudy.
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

Arrangements - All Children" clearly depicts the distrib-
ution of childre in day-éare centers and family day-care
homes throughout the State, .Each circle of the map rep-
resents data from a separate county. It should be empha-
sized that the data presented on this map involves the

actual gm‘_glxm; of children not number of centers in

a specific.county.

We can observe that both the size of the circle and the
size of the pie sections¥ary with the number of children
being served in the two types of child care. For exampie,
the map illustrates that in the case of Jéfferson County
there are app_r:oximately 3,800 children served by child
care = 3,000 in centers and 800 in family day-care homes.
Yet, ShelbyAand Bibb counties which border on Jefferson
have no licensed child-carev services whatsoever. County-
by-county enrollmen;:s for day-care centers and family day-

care homes are presentgd in Table 10,

.'.l'o. determine the number of children receiving care in
centers, a county-;by-county tally was made of childrt_m
enrolled in licensed centers as reported by the Januafy,
1972 monthly reports to the Depa;:tment_of Pensions and
Securities, It should be noted that#theu figures do not

include fhe. 434 children being served by the eight approved

centers. The number of children receiving care in family
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~ current breakdown of day-care services as depicted in the two

county. This number was derived by the listing of "AFDC Children

" Classified by Age" provided by the Department of Pensions and

hand; van’d of AFDC children on the other. Thus, the difference be-

DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY

Two maps entitled "Present Arrangement versus Potential Demand
== All Children," and "Pres_g.nt Arrangement versus Potential De-
mand -- AFDC Children" illustrate the relationship between supply
and demand. For each county that has day-care services, there

are three concentric circles. The inner circle represents the

"Present Child Care Arrangements" maps discussed above. On the
"A1l Children" map, the outer circle represents the total number
of children 0-6 years of age in the specifi;: county. (Data on

the number of children came from the Advance Report of the 1970

Census of Population and Housing, U, S, Government Printing :

Office, pages 8-14.) :

On the "...AFDC Children" map, the outer circle represents the

total number.of AFDC qhildren 0-6 years of age in a specific

Securities in January, 1972.

In both maps, the middle circle represents the projected estimate
of de_u_:and ”for day-care services, or more specifically, 60% of the

children under six in the total population of all children on one

tween the size of the inner and middle circles clearly presents the
discrepancy between present coverage and demand for day-care on a
county basis. That is, the larger the middle circle, the greater

the need for day-care in.the county; the smaller the inner circle, -

the less day-care currently available.

e, T
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DAY-CARF STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

day-care homes as of December, 1971, is based on figures
provided by the Department of Pensions and Securities'
Bureaﬁ of Research and Statistics, January 24, 1972,
(See Table 10.) More specifically, the numbers were
drawn from the colﬁmn marked "continued to next month,"

It should be noted that there are also provisions through-

out the State for in-home care; however, at the time of N
this writing, there was no readily available information
pertaining to either the nature of the in-home care or

the number of families and children in the total popula-

tion receiving this kind of care.
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I, DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

s g

When the 1,076 children-receiving_ day=-care in group contracts

are added to the total supply of 17,188, the supply is increased
by 6.4%. -

When the 7,384 children receiving child care in Head Start pro-
grams are added to the children in family day=-care homes, li'censed,

approved, and group contract care (N=18,264), the supply is increased
by 40.4%.

The map entitled "Present Arrangements versus Potential Demand --

All Children" presents the discrepancy between the supply from all

sources including the pending projects.

The map entitled "Present Arrangements versus Potential Demand --

AFDC Children" presents the discrepancy between supply and demand :

for all AFDC children in day-care centers, family day-care, .and

in-home care.
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I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)
| " TABLE 10
L‘ DAY CARE ENROLLMENT FPIGURES - ALL CHILDREN ?
: ' NUMBER OF CHILDREN
NUMBER OF NUMBER OF CHILDREN NUMBER OF FAMILY ENROLLED IN FAMILY

COUNTY CENTERS ENROLLED IN CENTERS DAY CARE HOMES DAY CARE HOMES
Autauga . 1 113 8 20
Baldwin 5 255 3 26
Barbour 2 9 5 4
Bibb 2 0 0 0
Blount 2 56 0 0
Bullock 1 40 1 1
Butler 3 55 2 4
Calhoun 5 199 43 348
Chambers 7 388 8 25
Cherokee 0 0 0 0
Chilton .0 0 0 0
cﬁpctaw 0 0 0 0
Clarke 0 0 2 3
Clay 1 38 5 15
Cleburne 0 0 0 0
Coffee 3 54 1 0 5
Colbert 3 29 1 1 i
Conecuh 1 28 0 0 3
Coosa 0 O . 3 19
Covington 2 76‘ 2 1
Crenshaw 0 0 3 0

" Cullman 7 190 0
Dale 5 103 1 3
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I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

NUMBER OF CHILDREN

Ve
L X

wall)

NUMBER OF NUMBER OF CHILDREN NUMBER OF FAMILY ENROLLED IN FAMILY

COUNTY CENTERS ENROLLED IN CENTERS DAY CARE HOMES DAY CARE HOMES

Dallas 4 158 6 1

Del(alb’ 1 0 0 0

Elmore 2 0 5 13

Escambia 4 131 2 8

Etowah 5 129 4 9

Fayette 1 57 | 0 0

Franklin 0 4 0 5 9

Geneva o 0 2 2

Green 0 0 0 0

Hale 0 0 0 0

Henry 0 C 0 0

Houston 9 343 4 17

Jackson 2 119 12 10

Jefferson 94 3049 229 818

Lamar 0 0 0 0 !
Lauderdale 4 221 29 12
Lawrence 1 34 0 0 :
Lee 18 555 7 16
'Li.mestone 0 0 7 8 '
Lowndes 0 0 5 13 z
Macon 3 67 21 44

Madison 20 1081 104 249

Marengo 4 n 3 15

Mar:‘l.on‘ 0 0 0 0
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I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)
NUMBER OF CHILDREN

NUMBER OF  NUMBER OF CHILDREN NUMBER 9F FAMILY ENROLLED IN FAMILY
COUNTY CENTERS ENROLLED IN CENTERS DAY CARE HOMES DAY CARE HOMES

Marshall 3 116 4 12

Mobile 2452

Monroe 1 75 12 28

Montgomery 40 1590 15 47
Morgan 8 166 9 28
Perry 0 0 0 , 0
Pickeﬁe ' 3
Pike 4

Randolph .,
Russell
St,. Clair
Shelby
Sumter
Talladega
Tallapoosa
Tuscaloosa

Walker 2 36 : 32

Washington 0 ' 0 > 0

Wilcox

Winston

TOTAL
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CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

AFDC Children

The map entitled "Present Child Care Arrangements -

AFDC Children" provides a 67 county analysis of

enrollment data specific to the high-need children

in the State. As in the case of the map dealing

with all Alabama children, each circle on this map

represents data from a particular county. The circles

are partitioned to illustrate the number of -AFDC

children receiving each of three types of day -care:

(1) Day~-care centers, (2) Family day-care homes,

and (3) In-home service. These figures are based

on Table 6, page 15 in m, State of Alabama,

Department of Pensions and Securities, Montgomery,

Alabama, November, 1971,

Both the size of the circle and the size of the pie

sections vary with the number of children being

" served by the three types of day care in the county.

There are 25 couhties in which there are no AFDC

children being ‘served by licensed non-group contract

- o .
day care or Head Start; and, additidnally, only in the

four largeai: urban areas is ‘in-home care provided for

these high-need_ families, County-by-county enrollment

- figures of AFDC children in three types of day care --

centers, family day care homes, and in-home -- can be

found in Table 11. -

W
<
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I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

Table 11

DAY CARE ENROLLMENT FIGURES - AFDC CHILDREN

COUNTY

-Autauga

Baldwin
Barbour
Bibb
Blount
Bullock
Butler
Calhoun
Chambers
Cherokee
Chilton
Choctaw
‘Clarke
Clay
Cleburne
Coffee

Colbert

‘Conecuh
Cocsa

‘Covington

‘Crenshaw

‘Cullman

DAY CARE

0

0
0
0

37
13
15

45

CENTERS

FAMILY DAY

CARE_HOMES

0
0
10

o

= O o ©

o

IN-HOME
CARE

© O O o o o o

194

O O o o o © O o o o O o o .0
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I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS -STUDY (Continued)

COUNTY

Dale
Dallas

DeKalb

.Elmore

Escambia
Etowah
Fayette
Franklin
Geneva
Greene
Hale
Henry
Houston
Jackson
Jeffe;son

Lamar

Lauderdale

Lawrence
Lee

Limestone

Lowndes

Macon
Madison

Marengo

Marion

DAY CARE

CENTERS

46
37
0
0
39
33

o o O Ww ©o O

53

736

24
37
26

FAMILY DAY

CARE HOMES

3
1

N

Hdf O O © O N W O Vv O

467

73

30
100

IN-HOME

CARE

© ©o ©o © © © © © © © © o ©

284

© © © © © © o©

81
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I. DAY-CARE

COUNTY
Marshall
Mobile
Monroe
Montgomery
Morgan
Perry
Pickens
Pike
Randolph
Russell
Saint Clair

Shelby

‘Sumter

Talladega
Tallapoosa
Tuscaloosa
Walker
Washingtoﬁ
Wilcox

Winston

TOTAL

DAY CARE

CENTERS _

6
207

61

65
54
41

200
32
223

OSOO

IF
I
N
O
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37

STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued) .

FAMILY DAY
CARE HOMES

4
217

19

o (=] W o o (=]

40

(=] o (=] (=] (=] o

‘\7’ ' Ty

IN~HOME

51
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

e A A AL A SN T 1L SN

K. Supply Versus Demand in Largest Counties

In considering how well the State proviaes day-care for those
who need it, an examination must be made of the discrepancy between
the supply and demand in the largest counties. It is assumed that
the larger counties are most capable of.meéting needs because of

better fundihg bases and larger manpower pools.

Table 17 presen;ed on the following page presents the.percentages
of children whose needs for day-care are being met in the four largest
urban counties, These perceﬁtages illustrate that even in the areas
most capable of providing daf-care services, the discrepancy between

supply and demand is huge. Such discrepancies dramatically indicate

the critical necessity for more day-care services across the State.




!, DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

2,

Licensed Care in Group Contracts
Thc DPS has eight group contracts for day-care in five
counties serving i,076 children. The distribution of
children in tpese counties is presented in the fqllowing
table:
Table 12

County : Numb f Child
Calhoun 95
Coosa 280
Jefferson ' 216

- Madison 440
Iuscaloosa ’ —45

TOTAL .ég;g

o e T

%
3
4




AABLE 17

DISCREPANCY BETWEEN PRESENT ARRANGEMENTS AND POTENTIAL DEMAND
.

60% of the

Population
County (Demand)
Jefferson 44,814

ALL CHILDREN
Number of
Children Percent of
Type of Currently Served Children
Service (Supply) Served
Centers 3049 6.8
. Group Contract 216 5
Family Homes 818 1.8
Head Start 1185 2,6
" Total Service 5268 11.7

Centers 2452

9.5

Mobile 25,702 Family Homes 346 1.3
Head Start _ 744 2.8

Total Service 3542 13.7

Centers 1081 6.7

Madison 16,106 Group Contract 440 2,7
| Family Homes ' 249 1.5
" Head Start 248 1.5

Total Service 2018 12,5

Centers 1590 12.3

Montgomery 12,957 Family Homes 47 4
| Head Start ' 1060 8.1
Total Service 2697 20.8




I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

| 3. Head Start Programb

Since Head Start is under the auspices of a public agency,

its centers do not have to be licensed by DPS, In the

case of Alabama, Head Start meets a cfuc:l.al need for full

year preschool education and/or day care for 7,384 poor
children in 25 counties. Of these 7,384 children, 4,731 are
in Head Start programs licensed by DPS and 2,663 are receiving

care in centers supervised by the Board of Education. The

distribution of children in these services is presented in the
following table:

TABLE 13

! : : County Number of Children
“ Baldwin - 140
| Barbour ' 70
Calhoun 260
Chambers 330
Colbert 302
Cullman . ' 510
Escambia SR 96
Etowah | 120
Greene . N 1100
Houston _ 30 ;
Jefferson | - 1,185 . ‘ i
Laude;l.;gg}.e\. Sy 106
Lawrence | ‘ 100 .
Lee | 4
_ e - ° e
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

L, P 8 Pending A

Any status analysis of a system must include current planning.

In the case of DPS, it has shown leadership in stimulating additional

.day-cgre proposals which will serve 435 children and promoting a

variety of Appalachian Projects which have been submitted to Washing-
ton. The nine Appalachian proposals pending approval are designed
to serve 6,167 children. The following tables present the details
of the DPS current planning; Table 19 for pending contracts and

Table 20 for pending approved contracts.
Table 19

DAY-CARE PROPOSALS - PENDING CONTRACTS

MACON:
Tuskegee Model Cities:
| 241 )
80 ) Children
80 )
Total: 401 s
MOBILE:
Plateau Day Care, Inco;porated:
| 34 ) Children
Total: 34

GRAND TOTAL: 435

o ran ity s = Y




DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)
- ,

Table 20

APPALACHIA PROJECTS PENDING APPROVAL

Sesssenian TRUJLLIS MENDING APPROVAL

Name and Counties
ARCOG:

=3

Madison
Marshall
Jackson
Limestone

DeKalb

UAT:

Tuscaloosa

UAB:

(=]

Jefferson

REGION IV:

Etowah
Cherokee
Calhoun
Cleburne
TaL;ydégq;~q
Clay

Randolph

Number of Childr

295
295
295

295

295

1300

252

300
30

130
20

335
45

45

Total:

Total:

Total:

L AL Gy i I AL N L < A AL R gt S e T 2




I. DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

Name and Counties
Chambers 150

Tallapoosa 150

DAY CARE SERVICES, INC,:

397

BIRMINGHAM REGIONAL PROPOSAL:
Chilton _ 125
Shelby 150
St. Clair 208
Walker " 350
Bloqnt: - 200
NARCOG:
Morgan 100
Lawrence 100
Cullman 100

MUSCLE SHOALS COUNCIL OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS :

Lauderdgle: 105

Number of Children

Total: 1205
‘Total: 397
Total: 1033

Total: 300

Total: 105
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DAY-CARE STATUS AND NEEDS STUDY (Continued)

Name and Counties Number of Children

BIBB COUNTY:

100

Total: 100
GRAND TOTAL: 6167

Y

L AR Rk Fua e oW a2 7

SRR VRN

PRI
5




- 47 -

II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS

A. Introduction

The Alabama Day-Care Center Study was designed to examine the
quility of center-based day-care in regard to the components of ad-

minis‘tration,l program, nutrition, health, and needed technical as-

gistance.

' lThe Alabama Departneht of Pensions and Securities (DPS) pro-
vided a 1ist of centers ‘arrangedlin alphabetical order by counties.
The 1ist designated the centers as being of three types: privately
operated; publicly opérated; and operated by volunt,;\ary groups, With- |
in each of these types, two subdivisions were noted: those eligible
for pugéhaag of care by the Department and those not eligible for |
_purchase of care. The total number of centers in each of the six
categories vas Ldet‘:_em;i_.ne.d and t:hli.‘a total divided by sixteen., Six-
teen centers of e_ach ‘t‘xple were needed to _co_mply with the desired
sample iize so this number determined the interval for sampling.

Tﬁis procedure .provi..ded an interval of every fourth center among

the eligible privateiy operated, the non-eligible publicly operated,

and the eligible voluntary centers. Every ninth center was selected

et o
8
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- nth case was selected. The final sample was composed of ninety-six

case of nutrition and health, state experts were consulted on the

» -
SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued) -

from the non-eligible privately operated cenfere, every second cen-
ter from the non-eligible voluntary centers and the éxclusion of
every third center from the eligible public centers. In this latter

case there were only twenty-five centers so all but nine were included

in the sample.

The above described selection procedure produced the equivalelnt
of six separate samples drawn from six exclusive populations. When
selecting an interval sample such as this, one must select the first
unit randomiy within the sample interval and this was accomplishedl
by selecting a random number from a table which i.ncluded)all the
numbers from oré to n, where n is the maximum number of the sample

interval. In each of the six populations, the randomly selected

case within the first interval was determined and thereafter every

centers; however, two centers had to be dropped because too many of

the items were left blank on their inventories.

The Alabama Day Care Center Inventory was developed’ jointly by

UEC and DPS. The items selected were designed to assess the quality }
of the major coﬁpoﬁéﬁts of c‘enter?baséd day care =-- administration,

program, nu't‘rition, ‘health, and needed technical assistance. In the

adeguacy of the items,




II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

The sample was selected by Dr. Donald McGlamory, Chairman of

the Sociology Departwent, University of Alabama at Birmingham.

With the exception of Section V, Part B, the DPS day-carg con-
sultants gathered the data under the supervision of Miss Cobb DeShazo.
The consultants were selected based on their knowledge of a particu-
lar center. Personal visits, telephone _conversations,' and the con-

sultant's knowledge of a center were used in collecting the data.

The data were analyzed by Dr, Constantine Stefanu of the Uni-

versity of Alabama in Birmingham Medical School.

The study was written by a UEC team composed of Dr. Ronald Parker,

Miss Lynne Schwartz, Mrs. Virginia Sibbison, and Mr. Martin Tombari.

The DPS'staff, particularly_nj.sg L, Pittman, Miss C, DeShazo,

and Mrs, M, Jourdan, aided in the design of the study and provided

SIS I

valuable constructive criticism throughout the project.
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SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

B, Description of the Facilities

Data gathered in response to inquiries concerning the numbers
of days in operation and numbers of children served by the agencies
surveyed_in our sample indicate that the majority of the centers
(over 95%) operate on a five-day basis, serving the needs of 3909
youngsters, The majority ;f these children (3522 of the 3909) are
enrolled full-time; of these full-time children; approximately 400
are under the age of three years, as afe approximately 150 of the
children being cared for on a part-time basis, Theo.e findings
suggest that at least 13% of the children Bei.ng cared for in day
care centers constitute an "infant" group rather thar'n a "prelchool".
group. "It is obvious that the needs and requirements of children
of this age will be somewhat different from thos_e of the more tradi- .
tionally identified "_pre-sch&olero," particularly in the areas of
individual care by adults, and health and nutrition needs, Further
assessment of centers serving infant populations should be under-
i:aken to determine how well these differences are understood and

how adequately they are being met in the Day Care Centers,

60
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SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

1. Administration

Each of the centers provided base data about the types of
current information which they keep on each of their children.
As might be expected, the standard demographic variables of
sex, residence, some medical h_ist:or}", and family background
were reported by a large majority of the centers; Additionally,
547 report having written records of individual behavior (although
the type and. extensiveness of these repoft:s is not specified by

any of the centers); another 467 mention the existence of .ch.ild

development data in their files., Few possess dental records

(38%) and even fewer indicate that they keep records of past

o~

referrals (29%). -

Tliis information suggests that the centers continue to collect

" and maintain the type of data usually gathered by social services

égencles. That is,' they concentrate oﬁ the more pragmatic,

accessible information (which is certainljr necessary‘ but hardly

's'\'xf.fi'ci'ent), and tend to negiect: other types of potentially

.v useful data Qbout t:h'é‘cﬁild. The co'mplet'énle“ of the information

contained in the records varied from center to center; in some

cases apparently complete data exists for good.understanding of

..the child -énd.hi._s_.,;ne,eds, while in others even the basic areas

: . of health -are not complete,




II, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

Respondents reported that the duties and role responsibilities
of the center directors are specified in written form in only
2/3 of the centers, This fuilure to keep written records is

considered serious when the key person's duties remain am-

~

tiguous in 337 of the cases,

Further support for concern over the lack of objective,
written guidelines is-gathered from the data of the roles and .
responsibilities for the staff members themselves, In only
63 ;:asgs did the respondents state that they have such defined

policies for their staff members, leaving 33% of the center

staffs with no transcribed policies,

Thosé respondents who had written policies were asked to
identify the topics emphasized in their center policies. (It
must be noted that the following informa!:ion was gathered from
both. those centers reporting director policies and those re- :
porting staff policies; in some cases, the centers reported
both,) By far, the most frequently mentioned topic was :

"Purpose and Objectives of the Program" (54 responded).

The next most often indicated topic of the policies was

"Admissions Policies" (21), and third, "Health Policies"
(19).

The tofsica most frequently mentioned tended to center around
the more pragmatic, objective aspects of running a day care
_ & -~
center. This is particularly true in the cases of admissions '

. and health concerns where tﬁi&si&blhhed, standardiged

e
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SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued) _ :
3
e

norms are directly easily available, Table 1 presents the

topics mentioned (and their frequencies) in the center
policy statements, It is interesting to note the topics

rarely or not at all covered in the policy statements.

Table 1

“TOPICS INCLUDED IN CENTER POLICY STATEMENTS *

Policy Statement Topics ~ Frequency of Occurrence
Purpose and objectives of the program 54
 Admissions policies l 21
‘Health policies ' 19
Training 8
Child evaluation 6
Nutrition . 5
Program evaluation 4
Accident reporting 3
i!ecord keeping procgdures 3
Comminity relations 2
Staff evaluation | 1
Referrals ) '0

S,

~ *Based on 94 centers reporting,
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I1. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

All of the topics mentioned in Table 1 are of critical im-

portance to quality day care; yet none other than the first

three is given more than passing notice in the centers' policies,

4 Combined with the centers in which there are no written policies,

a picture emerges in which few written guidelines exist for

the development and continuity of good child care,

The centers' lack of explicit policies to cover the many

areas of day care is of concern since it seems to reflect the
generally informal approach found in other areas of the sur-
vey. This lack of structural guidelines presents great diffi-
culties in establishing objective criteria, initiating evalua-
tive procedures, and developing replicative strategies, Tke
centers need the policy resource manuals _bei_.ng developed by

- : DPS and a technical assistance program to insure that these

resources are used wisely,

2, Arrangement of the Learning Enviroument

y
The physical facilities of the indoor areas provided by ;
the centers are varied both in quantity and in quality., A . §
few items seemed to be "standards" ‘in almost every center, in- }
v cluding blocks, books, and other materials .which are located
.around the room, Sixty-five percent of the cases reported
sections of the center set aside for language skills; however,
5 often these meant that posters or a blackboard existed within ;

‘the room, Creative dramatics was popular in most of the centers




SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

and was facilitated by an assortment of hats, shoes, clothes,

etc. in specified areas. Fewer centers have desigriated areas

for social studies than for any other learning romponents.

In each of the areas meptioned above, a wide variety of
equipment of varying quality was made availatle to the children,
For example, tvfo centers might both reply in the affirmative
that they had a "library corner"; however, according to the
consultant, in one case there might be only & feu‘books-, while
in another center the "library corner" would be <umpwsed of
new, colorful, and carefully displayed books. Unfortunateiv,
these types of differences are not reflected by the frequency
counts used to describe the centers. Detailed descriptions of

the resource materials reported by the centers can be seen in

Table 2, o ’
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e — A LA _L_X I I\

' Table 2 '
REPORTED USE OF VARIOUS RESOURCE MATERIAL *
i Type of Resource Frequency
’ : Printed material (books, magazine, HEW & DPS ‘
o guides, written curricula, etc.) 58
_ Educational Toys and Gawes (puzzles, blocks,
: bingo, cars, dominoes, dolls, etc.) 42
Audio-Visual (tape recorders, phonngraphs, i
; projectors, etc.) 31 :
¢ _Special Ed:caticn Packages (Frostig, Montessori,
! Scott Foresman, etc.) 22 ;
N ' - !
- Printed educativnal reading matertals (lotto, :
IR | _ word charts, etc.) 18 :
Didn't specify ("o have typical day care _ ' !
cquipment.) i6 1
E 4 No response 15 _ *
i
Art Media (clay, crayons, paints, easels, etc.) "~ 15
Home econcmics (pots, storss, fabrics, clothes) 13 ;
Workshops ~-- training sessions 10
: ' Teacher Home Made matérials 5 '
Physical Development (la&ders, ropes, balils, etc,) 4 f
. . : : !
_ Science equipment /magnets, electrical; plants, '
1 S ete,) 3 i
: . i
Math equipment (cuisenaire rods, etz.} 3 )
' i

* Based on 94 uenters reporting.

+

3

The centers have cutdoor play areas either adjacent i
(£ik) or within snort walking distance of the center (17%).
- 86 | =
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I1. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

As would be expected, they also report that the play areas

consist of grass, with or without other types of surfaces.

The most frequently mentioned outdoor equipment was swings,
F closely followed by "ball playing and rumning.” (See Table 3)

Fewer of the centers report the availability of shaded areas

! - (717%) or water and sand areas (67%). .

Table 3

TYPES OF OUTDOOR PLAY EQUIPMENT *
Percent of Total Sample

Swings and moving equipment 88%

Ball playing and running . 85%
Rest, quiet area 76%
Slides and large muscle 747
Shaded area 1%
. ' " Water and sand 67%

*Based on 94 centers reporting.

In examining the role television plays in the day care
centers, the study revealed that almost 6>0‘7.'of the centers
have television sets. Twenty-nine cases of Sesame Street

watching are reported (22 for less than 2 hours a week; 7 for

»

9
YT
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more than 2 hours a week), while 26 hours of non-Sesame Street
watching was reported (20 for less than 2 hours a week; 6 with
more than 2 hours a ﬁeek). As can be seen, 52% of those who

do watch T,V. view Sesame Street, a program designed to promote

[N

the intellectual growth of children. What the other centers
were watching is unknown. The data indicaée that most centers
do not see the television aé a "babysitting service" but rather
rely on thé viewing of less than two hours a week plus the
plgy;ng of phphographs.' Fifty percent of the centers report

listening to records more than 2 hours a week. Tape recorders

are found in 21% of the. centers and are used in the progrﬁm.

‘Table 4 describes these findings,

Audio-Visual Materials
':.‘\

Table 4
AUDIO-VISUAL MATERIAL PRESENT IN CENTERS *

Percent of Total Sample

’Phbnograph . 727,
Television ' 58% -
que_Recprdeﬁuu_ - . 21%

*Based qn_94vcentera reporting, - .-

(XY
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II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA.DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

C. Personnel Profile

Information was gathered on the following three areas of personnel:

salaries, educational background, and training.

1.

Salaries

Table 5 presents the percentages of staff members in the

various weekly salary ranges as reported by the centers.

Table 5 .
~ _PERCENTAGES OF EMPLOYEES RECEIVING VARIOUS WEEKLY SALARY RANGES *

Director Hegd Teacher Teacher Teacher's Aide. Housekeeper CO-Ok
Less than Less than Less than Less than. _Leéa than Less than
$75 (247%) $30 (4%) $20 (0) $15 (0) $15 (5%) $15 (0)
$75-$100 | $30-$35 $20-$30 $15-§20 $15-$20 $15-$20
(21%) (8%) (7%) . (27%) (0) (5%)
$100-$125 $35-$55 $30-$40 $20-$30 $20-$30 $20-$30

(11%) (12%). | 'v(1§7.'.)_" (}1%) ‘ (12%) (5%)
§125-8150 | $55-875 | $40-850 |  $30-435 © $30-$35 $30-$35
“(27%): - (40%) (18z) | (26%) - (40%) (30%)
lover $200 *| ‘over $75° over $50 ‘over $35 over §35 over §$35
sm) | (6% (62%) (62n) | (4om) (62%)

% Baﬁed on 94 cent:eirs repirt:lng.

worked by each individual and hence, it is impossible to assess

the weekly wage on a per hour b'ai'is‘.v ’ Tl‘ié salarj ranges appear

Unfortunately, data do not exist on the numbers of hours

to. fall:within the expected patterns, with the directors and

.

. 69
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e L L Rl LA VT

head teachers making the most money, followed by the teachers,

the books, the teacher's aides, and the housekeepers.

The modal income per week indicated for each of the occupations

is presented in Table 6.

%

Table 6

FREQUENCY OF STAFF MEMBERS AT VARIOUS MODAL INCOME LEVELS *

Occupation Frequency of Occurrence
Director - $125-$150 21
' Head Teacher - §55-475 . . 30
Teacher - over $50 49
Teacher's Aide - over $35 ' 36
Housekeeper - over $35 ' 21
Cook - over $35 o 41

*Based on 94 centers reporting.

0

In the cases of tﬁe teacher, teacher's aide, housekeeper, and
cook, the modal salary range is at the highest category included in

-.the survey instrument:. This limitation in the( instrument did not

permit a more preciae ‘determination of the distribution of salaries

paid to these personnel. ' -

’ 2, Educatiohal Background
: i
In regard to the educational background of the staff, fewer

than half (44) of the centers report at least one person

EL:

e ey 1 g e e A e M e VAR AP T o] e S et e A et S 7 Al T o = T e e e -

P

ER o T S Lt S



- 61 -

i II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

on their ataif who has a college degree, Furthermore,
only 14 of these 44 have college graduates who were trained
in early childhood education, Based on the resulta of this

. information, the backgrounds of the staff members appear to be
seriously deficient in the fundamental prerequisite skills of

the job of teaching young children.
3. Training and Staff Development

It is clear to all that the quality of a program is
intimately'linked to the quality of its staff, Assessment of the
t’raining backgrodnds , of the centers' personnel both within pre-
service and in-service frameworks, provides some rather interesting
information. Almost 50% of the programs report that their staff
members have had no pre-service training, while another 33%

report no in-service training. Lack of training may qnot'reduc:e

a staff member 8 capacity for warmth toward young children'

A 'however, it leaves a deficit in the adult's underatanding of
child development principles and their application in the context

of a daj care setting,

In these 63 centers which had indicated the existence of an

_in-aervice training program, we aaked questions related to who

does the training and what are the training objectivea.




11, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

a. Training reégons ibility

Table 7 indicates that the, director is

actively involved either alone or with others in 35 of the
- 63 centers reporting in-servicé trait;ing programg, The

. | director and staff appear to be involved in training their
own members in a majority of centers. Infrequent use is |

made of consultant professionals skilled in this area.

- Table 7 )

N INDIVIDUALS INVOLVED IN IN-SERVICE TRAINING *
Individuals Frequency of Occurrence - ;

Director and outside inst:itutions or agencies ' . 13 w
Director only | | | 12 | 3
Director and staff | 9
Staff conducts its own fé:; new tﬁeni:ce'rs ‘ i 8 ;
- Outside or Agencies (Qniwfsities;' DPS, etc.) 7 g
Attend confe‘rences/wd.rkshope 5 :
Program coordipator . ‘ | 3 ?
Non-codable | | -3 . :%
Staff :and outside consultants . 2 *: ,

- ¥
‘Director and outside conferences or workshops

_* Based on 94 centers reporting.

b, Objectives of training

.We found that the majority of the respondents (34)

| '72 4 . did not (or could not) identify the objectives o/f their .

. ' . o«
|9
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SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

staff training'programs;. rather, they gave vague responses
such as "t:-b. prepare the staff well" without elaborat;ing

on either the mef:h&ds of preparation or the goals, problems,
situationﬁ, etc, for which they were being prepared. "To
track génerél child development principles' was another
popular 'category, but here aﬁain the principles taught

appear vague, Table 8 shows the frequencies by all

the cate gdries .

Table 8

Ob-iect;lves

OBJECTIVES OF THE STAFF TRAINING PROGRAMS *

Freauency of Occurrence

To prepare the staff well 3.
To.teach general child development principles 21 .
To provide program and planning skills 18

To teach general sk:llls'-of' working with children ) 15

To understand parents, children and their home life . 4
No objectives - . o E ’ 3
Uncodable B s Lt : : 1

. * Based on 94 centers reporting.

K
J

A training program's objectives should clearly state
. what the _t.:_r;i,née»sl_ must do to demonstrate their _achig ition
of the requisite ékj.l__,lq for competent functioning in a day

care center, Objectives written in these terms allow one

S
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II, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

to select appropriate techniques to help attain them and
" evaluate the degree of 8uccess of these techniques. The
more specific and méaSurable f:he objectives, the more
easily they can be taught in small units and assessed,

On the other hand, objectives stated in vague, ambiguous
language provide little direction for training personnel
and are difficult, if not impossible, to evaluate. A list
of a program's objecti;’eg provides a good indicatsian of a

program's probability of success.
C. Adeguacz of‘training ob'jectives

Viewed in this perspective, the objectives of the day
care centers sampled in the inventory are hardly satisfactory.
None is stated in behavioral terms and all are general and
vague. What principles of child development will be taught?
How can oné, tell that the staff is prepared well? What

specifically are the program and planning skills? What |

1s a general skill of working with children? What will the

stéff be dﬁiﬁg to show that they ﬁnderstand the child's
parents and their home environment? Based on' the above
objectives, it would be difficult to know whether the train-

ing program has succeeded or failed, °

d. In service training

VY
iy

Based on the neéds of the trainees and the number and
[Rien]
Ay
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SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

level of skills which must be learned, a program should

offer a continuou.s process of inservice training. The training
should take place at regular intervals for specified periods'
of time. Twenty-four of the 94 centers .reported' that they

had a continuous in-service program but failed to specify

the exact schedule or hours of training. (See Table 9)

Many vaguely reported that training goes on when needed,

while others stated that training occurs all the time. Those
which specified times were i:qpfecise and haphazard in their
detailing. For example, some centers train for ong. hour or
more a week,- others two to six hours, and still others stated
the approximate number of days allocated for training. While
the wording of the question undoubtedly added to this.
inadequacy of detail, the general impression given is 6ne

of an irregular in-service program, .without: definite hours,

times, or intervals between sessions,

o s s et b B TR e it

Table 9

DURATION OF IN-SERVICE TRAINING * ° |

i e g aat

Training Pgriod Frequency of Occurrence
Continuous process 24

Uncodable ‘ ' _ . | 14

10 to 15 days | ’ 11

1to5 days - B e

1 hour a.week or less . _ , 3

"1 to 5 hours a week: | 3
15 to30 days 2 L

* Based on 94 centers reporting : Sy 75
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An adequate in-service program will utilize a full range
of materials and techniques to :I.nshre that the staff has
the needed skills. Included in this would be video-tapes,
audio-visual equipment; actual child-adult sessions, role-

playing, and various printed materials, Table 10 presents

frequencies of use of training materials as repofted by 63 centers,

Table 10 )
MATERIALS USED IN IN-SERVICE TRAINING *

Materials ‘ Frequency of Occurrence

Printed (Training manuals,handbooks, textbeoks, etc.) 18

" Printed and audio-visual (films, tapes, etc.) 12
Doesn't specify (e.g., Regular Program Materials) 9
No materials used | 6
Printed, cc’mfe;'ences, andv workshops - 4 ;
Aud:l.o-v:l.sual,- lectures, and outside observation 4
Classroom material, printed and workshopé/confe_rences 4
Conferences | | 2
Print:ed and outside observation 1
Printed, aud:l.o-visuai, and video-tapes . ) 1 . '
Printed, audio-visual, and role-play:l.ng';, 1
Printed, outq:l.de '6baerver, and audio-visual 1

*Baged on 63 centers reporting training schedules and haurs ' : ' |

- i

i eﬂ. Adequacy of in-service training

Table 10.presents a discouraging pict:ure_ of

A
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SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

the. programs which reported in-service grainin’g. Twenty
(almost 1/3 of the 63 total) indicate that they train
their workers with only printed materials or conferences.
Only one center used video tape equipment; only one center
utilizes role-playing; and none of the centers report.

actual micro-teaching sessions as a mechanism of teachi‘.ng.

The majority of the cen't:ers report use of more than
‘one method of training, unfortunately we do :iot: have more
detailed information on exactly how their methods are used.
.It: wouid appear thaﬁ fhel éentetis ‘rely on the moré traditional
t:eac.hing‘ techniques of printed materials, lectures, and
conferences, and they do not frequently utilize the newer
techniques (role-playing, micro-teaching sessions, etc,)
or the newer'equipnient (audio-visual resources, etc,) of the

educational field, !

D. Program Profile

Thg respondents were asked the very general question, "Do you
have a written program?" and 'Do ybu' have written ob jectives for
the program?", It is obvious that a_w:"itten program with clearly
written objecti§es allows all the day care participants to know
where their program is headed and how it intends _t:o‘ get there. -

It ia, in th:l.s sense, a gu:l.de, an essential map whose absence can

cause a program to ai.mlessly float from one orientation to another

oy
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II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

at the vhim of the strongest individuals in the group, Forty-
five of the centers had a written program, and reported incidents

of written general program objectives,

1. Program Objectives

Table 11 is based on responses from all 94 centers, in-

é’luding those who did not have written program ob jectives.

We asked, "Who determines the program's objectives?"

Table 11

INDIVIDUALS WHO DETERMINE PROGRAM'S OBJECTIVES *
Determinator of Objectives Frequency of Occurrence
D_i.regt:or : ' , 22
Director and Staff 14
Director and Board
Director and Parents
Director, Board and Staff

Director, Board, and Parents

Director, Parents, Board, and Staff -
Staff

Outside Agency or Community Board
Outside Individuals

Parent Involvement

* Based on 95 centers reporting.

AN I

8
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I1I, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY~CARE CENTERS (Continued)

To adequately meet a community's needs, a program's
objectives should evolvé from a cooperative effort of all
prégram participants including direct:orh, teaching staff, parents
and community representatives., If the objectives come from
one group (e.g., director) a ﬁechanism should éxist: for the
other critical groups to review the program objectives. In
reéponse to the question, "Who determines program objectives?"
(written or otherwise) there is only one instance where all
four groups are involved. In 22 centers, the director alone
sets the goals, Only 16 centers involve non-staff personnel
and six have some parental participation. Thir'ty-one centers
did not respond to this question which may indicate no
ob jectives of any kind, The salient point of these results

is the narrow range from which objectives are drawn.

2, Program Planni_

Table 12 illustrates the responses to the question,

"By vwhom is’ the program planned?"




.
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Table 12 ;
! INDLVIDUALS WHO PLAN CENTERS' PROGRAM *

’ Program Planners Frequency of Occurrence o
Director and Steff | 29 S

Director only ' 24

Staff only 1

Parent Involvement 11

Staff and Parents B | _ 8

Outside agency or Community Board 5 ’

Parents and Roard . 3 }e\

Director, Staff, Parents S | | 3 :’;

No Response - - ‘ 11 #

¥ Based on 94 centers reporting.

Ideally, one would expect a representative group to do this,
Actually 64 of the 83 responding centers report no outside-
staff involvement. Oflthese,‘ the d,j.regtur alone pians the program
in 24 centers. Parents participate in orily 11 of the 83
instances, éomunity support is obviously a critical factor -
if a day care program is to thrive.- The exclusiveness of

planning and objective setting highlighted by this study

e T T A e b g et K T n T b N
- B S VR I LAk, 3 WU LR TRUTHE S SUNCEIRIPS PACTY A YCL WIS VWt
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highiights a pot:entiél problem in community relations between these

SR .

centers and the consumers,

Further probing on this critical area of program planning

;esnngd in the following information,

on - Ly R e
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II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

(1) In 24 cases, program planning is conducted on a weekly

basis, while in 18 cases the frequency was daily and in

another 18 cases it was monthly. Seven of the centers
i ' | only program plan once a year, or evea, "occasionally."

i : . A substantial percentage of the centers (almost 20%) did

not respond to this question,

i ' (2) When they do plan, 54 .centers report that they spend one

to five h_ours doing it, Ten indicate five to ten hours;

only four report 10 to 15 hours.' Again, approximately

20% of the centers did not respond to this question,

It ahqul& be noted that both of the preceding questions were
plagued with ambiguity. For example, respondents did not
unifofmly interpret "planning”., Some felt that they were being asked
about the initial planning which took i)lace before their program
bega:'x.k For others., "planning"‘ méant the daily lesson pléns vwhich
are t_raditional to the fiel;i of eduéatioti; '._lhe rgsults of the
question about time per week given to program planning also
produced some erroneocus responses. Seven of the centers responded
time per month or year (rather than the requeste_d ", ..per week"),

while others were vague about -their answers.

These difficulties are probably reflecttve*'of"itwo factors.

First, the questions were not presented clearly e:iough. And

- RN . . . . ‘.".4\ . A
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S:ERVILES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS = (Continued)

second, the centers apparently do not have program planning
frequéntly enough for it to be perceived as an important

regular ingredient of their programs.
E. .Eamml_lnm:mmgn;

Experience over the past years has indicated the Important role
which parents can play,qand should_play, in a_qu#lity day care pro=-
gram. Consequently, we were interested in what types of interactions

| the centers'niight'have.with't.;he‘parents of their enrollled children.
Séventy éent.:ers indicated that tlIe_y regularly encourage parents to
be"involved in the program. In most:" of these 70 instances (approx-
imately '2'/3’). the parents gre involved at the center itself, usually
in t:he,.' role of aid.es'; the others contribute through' the home, .poésibly

pro_vid_ing_ Baked goods, occasional voluntary services, comnmittee work,

etc.

1.  Freg uengz”of Parent-Staff Conferences - ‘

o v
v

The frequency of parent-staff mdividual and group conferences

HRTHEN

is pre;ented in Table 13

* Aoty Tabl’e'\ 13.-

- FREQUENCY - OF .. INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP- CONFERENCES*
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SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

understood completely.

'2. ‘I"réﬂe«nc.xb of i’éreht;Staff Diséussion Togics

- ‘which different numbers of- topics were discussed is given:

:in: Table: 14, R L R came L

-73 -

According to these data, a full 40% of centers do not have
individual conferences with their parents over a full year of
time., Only 42 (less than 50%) have such meetings on a monthly

or weekly basis. The number of times indicated for groﬁp'

confefenées is even lower than that for individual conférences.

It is ;obvious that the family circumstances and characteristics
of a child's life play an 1nf1uential'iiole in his everyday
development. It is noteworthy that so few of the centers utilize -
the parent .resw’rc‘e for understanding the child more fully.
Without input from the parents, the center can oniy know
a few facets of the chi_ld; without cooperation between the

parents and the center, the chiid's _development cannot be -

Each respondent was .asked what topics were discusded most

frequently -:-afr parent-staff éon_f_erénces .. The ftequencieé -with

>
1
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Tab 1e 14

NUMBER OF TOPICS DISCUSSES AT PARENT-STAFF CONFERENCES *

Number of Discussion Topics
Mentioned by Center

* Based on 94 centers reporting.

6

5
4
3
2

1

0

©

Frequ mczh
3

1
20
27
26

7

11

Most staff-parent conferencee were reported to be in t:he

_, \

category of "t:he educational progress of t:he ‘child" (60) Since

‘very little in the way. of ‘an educational component (or the

‘readineeséfor-schoo.f'faciliretion) has been demonstrated in other

ie'referted to so frequently here,

sections of- the center evaluations, it ‘18 interesting that it

In fact, the second most

frequent category, "the child'a social behav'l.or" (47), is

probably what :I.s meant by t:he first,

That is, the behaviors

and needs wh:l.ch t:he centere generally call educat:ion (e.g8., the

social sk:l.lls.

acquieit:l.on of "behavior eki.ll’" such as aharing) ‘are in fact

_L:I.ttle appeara t:o be really happening in. the

s
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II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

the parent-staff discussion topics and their frequencies.

’ ''TOPICS DISCUSSED AT PARENT-STAFF CONFERENCES * . | {
Parent-Staff Discussion Topic Frequency of Occurrence |
Educational progress of the child 60 .
The child's social behavior » 47 » |
Administrative matters ' 31 o
Health | o 28
Curriculum, explanation of center activities 21
Eating . 19
Personal probléms at home ) 9
¥ Pérent-éentér 1nv§1vement _ 7
" What the parent might do at home 7
Social services 4
m Community probiema 3
Teacher-child relationsbip 3 N/
. cﬁ:ud': -'at.ljust:ment to separation from parents 2
Comp1_;1nts from children o 2
* Based on 94 centers r‘eport;ing, |
- .3."111“:1:-@;11:1 R’esmm | o S
Forty-six of the 94 centers said they provi.ded ‘parents . ¢ 0 '.

'  "', with materials and resources 1n order to extend the program
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Table 16

] FREQUENCY OF CENTERS PROVIDING VARIOUS PARENT - CHILD RESOURCES * -
F T Type of Resource Frequency of Occurrence '
{ r Child development information 13 i
Nutrition | a 12
Children's worksheets, activity materials . 8 ’
Health - . . ' - 7 ;
Report on child's progress 5 )
Newsletter ‘ 5 ;5
Lend toys .- 5 ;?
Child's social behavior report‘ 4 %
My Weekly "Reader section for parents 4 ;g
Refer:als to community agéncies_ 3 %
RainBow Series booklets 3 §
. Safety | 2 ;
p - Family counselling 2 ;
| | Lend books 2 i
'Booi; 1list . —‘ 2 ;
Head Start materials 2
" Information.about adult: §d§¢atioh programs - 1
.Vis:ual. percgption‘e:.cercises » "
: :Pol-icies and procedures |

e {-sl(l;i_t’;dvefgaft_fei{,al’érertualﬂ.' Motor Screening Test. -

“oi o Suggesteditoy st ok i

N

Provided by ERIC.
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& -

F. Community Involvement

Only 53 of our 94 centers report that they have a "planned
program to inform parents, community leaders, and organizations about
the center..." These 53 c'enters were asked to describe the purpose -
of their community involvement program. The majority (48), logically
enough, stated "to inform about the program." The responses did not
provide infomati.on about what types of resources were utilized; that
is, whether Eheir programs consist of printed materials, media
announcements; .lecture series, word of mouth, etc. Twenty-gne centers \.
‘o(inc]'.'uding some of t:he;J 48 prev}.ously mentioned) direct their program
orientations toward 'aecuring the cooperation of organizations for the
use of fhe:l,r staff and services. It is obvious that this is an
essential component of comwnity relations work, but it should be
only one part- of a more comprehenéive community involvement program,
Other ;‘ purpcées ‘freqii.evntly mentioned were to recruit volunteers (20)
anci to recctuit children (16). Few (6) of the centers utilize their

programs to- solicit funds or commodit:l.es.

Fifty percent of the centers make some attempt to inform the

community ,hbout the:l.r cente'r"s program.»._..F_ewer than 20%_ indicate.

v-'?-comnmn:l.ty information ef\fm:ts for any other reasons (e.s., recruitment
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o "
commimity, existing in a network of service agencies all attempting
E t6 deal with the needs of its members, then we can.’see how critical
) it is that the lines of communication between the centers and their
immediate surroundings stay as open as possible.
The centers state that they also send publicity materials,
| but at best this meter:lal“ is distributed to the newspapers from
| only 49 of ﬁhe centers and to the redio and television in only 34
of the centers (thoee who send to one type of comnunications media
- frequently send to the other).
_ ;
The purposes of these public relatioms activities are presented - s‘
~ : i
| in Table 17, . | | ’
Table 17 |
PURPORSES OF COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT PROGRAMS * i :
Purpose Frequency of Occurrence :
Inform about the program -~ - S48 4
; : Secure 'the'coOpeiatien of organizations _ ‘3
BEER for the use of their staff and services 21 |
. Recruit volunteers : | - 20
Recruit children® = - . 16
‘Solicit -:fu'nd"s:'iif ‘cotimodities T 6

. ! ‘ ’
R ) Based=-‘-onsr'53_~ centers:which‘have  a community. involvement program,

Ly iy b --‘-.4, S
A VOTTEAY TR Q H FE S ’.A\- R RN D

R

The commnity involvement ath relations program are headed
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11, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

the sponsoring agent filled this task. In only six centers did
the staff participate and in sevén, the board members, _.Infomation '
pertaining to directorships of community involvement programs is

presented in Table 18.

Table 18

INDIVIDUALS WHO DIRECT COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM * '

Head of Community involvement Program Frequency of Occurrence
Director ' 35 |
Sponsoring | agency , , 18
Board members A : ‘ 7
Staff 6
Parents 3
Volunteers - : o 0

* Based on 53 centers which have a Community Involvement
Program, . : '

~




II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

G. Language Develgment

All of the information about language development was ob-
tained from vthe following open-ended question: "We are con-
cerned with how different programs meet the needs of indivi-
dual children. Please give me a specific example of how your ‘

cente'r.; meets the individual needs of a particular child in

the area of language development,"

| Thé uiajority of respondents interpreted this as a request

for information on how they hendle a particular child judged

to have a specific problem in language development. The other

respondents ifdterpreted it as a request ,,_foi' information on how

S R N SRR
B o g B ’

they attempt to enhance the language dévelopment: of all the
/ children in” the center. The numbers of respondents in each

of Fhese tw,o' categori_es; and various subéategories, are shown

in the following Figure. ' : | , . ;




II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

FIGURE I

L o LANGUAGE DEVELOPMENT *

,Speaks few words 21

Unclear speech. 14
‘ : Withdrawn 10
Problems of Particular Children 6% =
‘Poor grammar 9
‘Stutterer 6
‘Slow learner 9

/Telling stories by children

s /'_,Reading stories to children

.Enhancement for all Children 24.. . ....Increasing ability and
opportunity to communicate

: \\ -

\Improving_ pronunciation

- ' : ‘Facilitating proper grammar

Ay

* !ias‘e'd on 94. Qenf:efs reporting.
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II, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)
.\

1, Problm of particular children

As can be seen in the preceding Figure, several varia-

tions of individual children's problems appeared. The
following breakdown illustrates the categories and types

of problem situations and the methods used to deal with

the child,

a. Speaks few wordg -

In this group were cases where children_ seldom

talked at all, or did not talk to make their needs

‘known. For example:

"To encourage the child to vocalize for gomething
he wants or needs. If he wants water we encourage him
to label this as water."

'"One child (four years old) could only say 'oh,'
'hi,’ and 'bye.' Tried to work with him in learning
speech. Has come out a lot -- says many more wordg
though not making complete sentences. Worked to get
an appointment with gpeech therapist and have made one,
Center is paying for this,” - . :

e o e st + e da 4 e b ek @ o

" Usi;ally ‘i:he 'resrpondent_: assumed that the child did
ndt‘knov’v"many wofds;‘ in some cases the respondent felt

" the child knew enough words but lacked the motivation

to use them to communicate. It should be noted that

only four of the 21 cases inthis éa't.::egdryn,ﬁer'é from
centers for children under three..

 There were two basic ways this problem was handled, -

“fhe fiif_p't:_ .'st_‘tv'e"sfiysfe"cil_‘Ebﬁe-.t_dé_t}h_ile',"éénv:éf'sat.iog;'us.it'i'glxgodgliingV o
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speak clearly or did not ”speak plain . A modelling

as the learning mechanism., Using this technique, the
child was required to repeat what the adult model did.
The centers reported examples such as the following:

"We have one child who is able to speak only a
few words, He has been brought out by one of the
teachers dsking him to repeat sentences."

"When child first came he could not speak hardly
any. Every day teacher has worked with him. The ‘
teacher would show him an object, say thke name of
the object and get him to say the name of the object,
Now he knows the name of most toys and can say them
well, He talks all the time now."

A second approach, sometimes combined with modelling,

used one type of behavior modification as the learning

mechanism, The following verbatim quotes illustrate
this approach.

"One child who refused to talk, but pointed to
the items he wanted, was worked with to be sure he
knew and heard the words. Later he was not recognized
when he pointed. He first started talking to children,
then staff.” '

"Four year old Bobby would not talk. His way of
communication was by shaking his head and pointing.
The teacher ‘had’ him repeat after her the words 'yes'
and 'no' instead of shaking his head. When he pointed

“-he was encouraged ‘to-ask for whatever he wanted in a

short sentence. After working with him for weeks in
this manner he 'no longer points or shakes his head.”.

b Unclear speech "

| . ._ Fourteen centers mentioned children who did not

approach ’could be_ distinguished in five cases, such .




II. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued) |

as, ''Child couldn't talk plain -- kids would laugh at
him. The teacher would take the child off alone and
work with him., She would say the word first, and
then urge the child to repeat the word after her,

He began to be able to pronounce some words then,"

A behavior modification approach was also used:

Example: "Label each object: by calling its name. L

A child mumbled. We didn't respond until the child :
asked for the object by name." ¢

Phonics games, the Peabody Kit, and a tape recorder

et

were fo;'md effective in combatting unclear speech

PR

at one center each., At four centers cases were turned

o2 e Tat

over  to a speech therapist.
Ce Withdrawn

‘These were cases in which a child did not interact
with ot:her children. : The -respondent:s emphagized their
' .opinione t:het the chi.ld was’ not t:alking or playing with

ot:her chi.ldren due to shynese, rather than t:o a lack

B M e T S Drapee b Bl Ak s NI 4 S AL 0 R a3

of word-knowledge.
These cases were t:reat:ed by provid!.ng lots of in- *

RE

dividual attention frcm adulte, and supplying materials

. ‘) B o ;',,

sl ;

i.tl"xat: were conducive to more social kinds of pla}'- The .
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{ YAt first Amelia was quiet and withdrawn. I

i ' observed immediately that this was a lack of self-
confidence. I discovered one thing, that she took
pride in her appearance. I asked her the colors of
her clothing and built on this. She began gaining
confideace and would interact with other children,
Amelia discovered that she could help other children
learn their colors. The Peabody Language Development
Kit was uged in the big group. Amelia knew the answers,
but talked softly. She chose a game and came to a
teacher quietly for her to talk with about the game. -
She enjoyed books and games but wanted an adult to
share her experiences. Now she is one of the leaders
of the group and talks so you can hear her ‘and feels
free to talk. She’ brlngs objects from home and helps
other children."

A

At leest_ one center believed that it was important
to promote "appropriate" sex roles when getting a with-
drawn child to play with other children, They utilized

two other children in the group (carefully selected

as being the same sex as the withdrawn child) to en-
courage participation in activities'that were specifi-

cally "girl things". Unfortunately, in the center 8’

i
- o apas ke b Bk by s aeete o0

'opinion, while she has a ‘year ‘later begun to do crea-

“tive woik and plays well with the group, "he still

"prefers boys to girls ‘to play’ with"
TN B L \;-':- A‘Y .'l"/.f

dw ?

'l‘h‘ls problem was dealt with by correcting him"

as 1n the case of one ch:l.ld described as coming from
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crayon.' We repeat correct statement immediately.
. The children even help. Some laugh at his expressions,

It doesn't help; Eric joins in laughing, also repeats

correct statement made by the teacher or children."

e. Stutterer

’ : ' : In the majority of these cases (5) just having the 7 3
k gy child slow down was helpful. The centers who mention ‘
; - this as a technique also stress the role of the teacher

as an understanding, patient adult. They report

"letting him know the teacherhad'p]'.enty of time-to

listen".

£, Slow learner

This group of cases had in common the respondent's
belief that the child is slow or "below normal” in

language development. In some of these cases the

reéponglent was somewhat vague about just what the prob-
lem was., Some of the methdds utilized for treating
these vague problems are vague themselves and present
questionable data on their effects as "treatment".
An examplé is the following case:

'One way is through stories. Read a story which
has. something related to the child's language difficulty,

.The teacher then tried to relate the child's difficulty
‘to the story." '

B T P PO R
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In one case the di‘fficult:y seemed well pinpointed.
Example: 'A child was unresponsive and didn't talk.
A hearing test was given. It was found he couldn't

hear. Special help in learming to speak clearly is
given by the teacher."

: In one case the center director felt it would

be best to slow down the learning of a child due to

the uuiquénes,s of his home situation. This child and
his parents had recenf:ly moved 't:o the comnuni_t:'y.
Neither could read and the parents were anxious for
the center to teagh their son to do so. The director
discouraged teaching him to read Be_fore he was ready.
Instead, she exposed him to "center activities =-- '
story reading, pictui:e book discussions, activities
| B on basic readiﬁg.symbols which has resulted in his

" interest, enjoyment, and curiosity for further reading."
2, E r_all

Among the centers (24) that attempt to enhance the language
development of all the childfen in the center, some could
be gfouped together for having an objective in common
(e.é., learning proper grammar) and some ior having an

activity in common (e.g., reading stories to children).

a. Telling stories by children
This activity is sometimes cited with a specific

purpose.

|
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< "Our children are not vocal. We try to increase
their vocabularies by having them make up stories,
" participate in conversation periods, -and describe or
tell aP'out activities at our center, no matter how
mllo '

Sometimes, without an explicit purpose.

"The child is asked to tell a story in a particular
sequence -- or to tell any story at all."

And sometimes with a restriction,

"Speaking -- we allow the children to express them-
selves -- to get up and tell whatever they have to say --
as long as it is 'fit' to tell."

b. Reading stories to children

None of these four centers elaborated on their
rationale for reading stories to promote language de-

velopment.,

c. Increasing ability and opportunity to communicate

These cases used a variety of approaches in the
dailjr programs as tools for encouraging language de-

velopment, “

Example: 'Most of our children lack the ability
to communicate. We encourage this through conversation
periods (show and tell), watching special programs on
T.V., encouraging table conversation, describing foods,
telling about the menu." '

Exemple: 'We use show and tell periods to develop
vocabulary since this is the area where the most need
is. We also use curiosity boxes and encourage conver-
sation at mealtime. Generally our children are just
backward and won't talk."
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d. Improving pronunciation

Practice is emphasized in this problem are.a, using
structured educational aides. One ceﬁter reported the
following: '"As a group these children ﬁave difficulty
i ' pronouncing words and expressing their ideas and thoughts.
Flash cards, matét;ing cards and pictures are used. After

much practice and emphasis on this program by the

teachers the children improve. Their diction, use of

words, increased vocabulary greatly improves."

e. Facilitating proper grammar . ' .

Modelling and individual attention are emphasized
in these cases. For example, '"We try to speak correctly

to the.children and correct them when they make mis-

takes,"

It can be reasonably assumed that most (if not all)

of the centers practice this behavior, but only five

of them bothered to relate it as a specific language
development tool. Since it is all the language en-
couragement mentioned for these centers, it appears

that they have no real defined or consistent technique.

3. Sumﬁg on_language development

Theoretically, a staff member 1deﬁtifies a specific need

.
o daremin eI e A WA
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in the lan'guagé development of a particular child, and
adopts a successful approach. to meet that need. The actual

situation may deviate from this ideal in two specific ways:

1) A language development problem of an individual
child may not be identified,

2) The need to i&entify is not one that actually.

belongs in, nor can be resolved in the area of language
development,

Given these reservations, the following conclusions -can

be reached: Only 69 of the 94 respondents dealt with the

need of a particular child. Twelve of these 69 dealt with

needs that it would be hard to describe as "language develop-

ment", The 12 that did not quaiify were chiefly in the

subcategories of "withdrawn child" and "slow learner'.

In 52 of the 57 cases that did seem to be language
development needs of particular childrén, some degree of
success was repqrted 1;1 meeting these needs. In some cases,
this success was undoubtedly the result of the approach taken,

as in the already cited example of the nontalking child for

whom an auditory test revealed a hearing deficiency.

If we give the benefit of the doubt to all 52 "successful"

cases (by their own estimate), then 45% of the centers are
not able to cite a specific example of meeting the needs of

a particular child in the area of language development,

The successful centers frequently made use of an approach

160
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that an educational psychologilst would call behavior }modifi-
cation, or another approach called modelling or a c;:mbq.nation
of the two. Usually the respondet_its themselves did not latel
the approaches as such‘,‘ and did not appear to use these
approaches and their various facets to the fullest extent
possible. Training of staff personn;.l in the application of

these techni.qhes‘ would be desirable. Additionally, provid-

ing the centers wishing to meet individual needs in language

'developnent with phonics kits and games, records and tape

recorders, which were cited as useful at the successful

centers would be worthwhile.

A number of potentially harmful practices were noted
in the responses of both ."successful" and "unsuccessful"
centers, as in the case where a child's favorite Blanket
was taken awasi from him to get ﬁim to talk. Ratt:er than
concentration upon a manifestation of behavior (such as
holding his blanket) which is not directly related to the
desired response (talking), it would be better to develop
strategies for encouraging speech which are based on posi-
tive reinforcements at}d successive approximation behavior

modification techniques than on one which is negative in

nature and unnecessarily distressing to the child.

Another example of a potentially harmful practice was

the case in which. the center wanted a withdrawn female child

--161
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to play with "girl things", aend with other girls rather

sthan with boys. These goals are being increasingly challenged
today. In any event, the restriction of the child to things
"appropriate" for a given sex or to playmates of a given

sex is likely to be unproductive.

In the cases of the children 1&ent1fiéd as stutterers,
it must be noted that this is a fairly common transitory
occurrence in yoﬁné children which will often spontaneously
disappear if not treated. In fact, some authorities believe
~ that calling the chilfi's attention to his stuttering may

prolong and fixate the behavior. ' )

}_l, SOciai Development

All of the information about social development was obtained

from the following question: ' "Please give me a specific example
of how your center meets the individual needs of a particulac

child in the area of social development."

The same pattern of responses egerged from this question as in
the language development question; that is, some respondents gave
information on how they handle the s.ocial development problem of
a particular .child, while others dealt with how they ai:t:empt to
enhance the soci.al de\}elbpunent of ail children in t:hel center, Figure .
2 ghows the number of respondents in these two major categories

as well as in various subcategories. ‘(Eleven centers did not re=-

spond to the question,)

] 1‘:’2 ; , R
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Figure 2

SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT *

encourage, give attention
other children as helpers

. .games, toys, activities
quiet child 4o

"involve parents
\behavior modification
ignore

control grouping of child

{ involve in gpecific game
. get along with others 1 \ r activity

' teacher-child 1-to-1
interaction

\ - ' hysical competency
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II, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

1. Problems of Particular Children

The two largest categories of response centered around the
‘problems involving the quiet childl, and problems with a child

getting along with other children.

a. The quiet child | | | f

The most frequently mentioned techniﬁue for déaling
with the withdrawn child was to give individual attention
and encouragement. In some instances the centers gave us
quite specific information on how they go about this and

-~

in other cases they did not.

' AIn general, the centers utilize traditional techniques
for this situation, such ;s the following: additional
interest shown to the child, others are encouraged to re-
spond to him, and teachers verbally relate to him more
" frequently, Withdrawal bet.navior may be of a transitory’
type often associated with adjustment té a new center or of
4 more permanent type which is perhaps symptomatic of psycholo-
gical distubance, Unfortunately, these data do not sepa-

rate between these two types of withdrawal behavior.

Several examples were given in which other children were

used to help draw out a quiet one. Again, these examples

ot d e v et

illustrate situations which are probably more effective on a

normal socializing process than on any real social develop-

st 8

ment problems. Nevertheless, the responses do indicate at-

tempts to facilitate these processes,

r
5
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A particularly interesting response was the following:

"For shy children, usually the other children help
them more than the staff. After a few days, they will
take the shy children into the group. The other children
usually will help with this more than the staff.,"

This comment demonsﬁrates that the children who "are

identified by these centers as "withdrawn" are not

really having the problems which we normally would

attribute to the psychological term 'withdrawn'.

Other techniques utilized to encourage participation

include the following:

(1) Games, toys, activities

In these cases the i'eSpandents attempt to en-
gage the withdrawn child in some game or activity
or use of a toy that will attract other children
to join in the play, 'such as encouraging the

playing of "house".

(2) Involvement of parents

One case was reported in which the parent was
brought to the center; in two instances a staff
member went to the home. Both of these cases

 seemed to reflect a genuine concern for the ad-

justment of the child rather than the convenience ’
of the center. The following example was given

by the center which indicated that the parents
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SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

stay until the child is comfortable.

'"When a child enters our center and is some-
what shy, his or her parents are required to
stay with the child uncil they are adjusted. A
particular example == child from India had tu
have father or mother in the center fox threr or
four weeks with her- When a ch’ld needs special
attention, one of the teachcrs is assigned par-
ticularly to him," —_

(3) Behavior modification

These respondents made use of reinforcement
contingencies to involve t:he.child.

Example: '"Robert, age five, entered the center
two years ago. For the first year he was an echo-
lade, non-social child. He repeated the speech
and behavior of other children, showing no origi-
nality. After consulting with a clinical psycholo-
gist, we began an intensive behavior modification
program on Robert. We used his echo-lade be-
havior as a reward, i.e., he could be allowed to
mimic others only after he had successfully _
communicated either physically or verbally an ori-
ginal idea. His first declaration a year after
was 'more port 'n beans'. At the present date he
is still semi-echo-lade, but speaks rapidly when
called upon for his own answers, and will share
at 'show and tell' and make his own decisions
as to which table games and activities he wants
to play. Although he will always be a slow
learner, we feel Robert is well on his ‘way to
social adjustment."”

b. Getting along with others

Responses in this category indicated the general
objective of facilitating smooth, harmonious social
function of the children through consideration of others,

sharing of toys, politeness, taking turns at activities, etc,

T
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iI. SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

Other methods were suggested és ways of tiaching
the child how to get along with others. As in the

. case of encouraging the shy child, the playing of games

and activities are seen as effective mechanisms,

Sometimes the teaqher intervenes on a one-to-one basis
: _ and helps the child with whatever dysfunctional behavior

she feels he is dispiaying.

c. Promoting skills and good habits

In these centers an attemp: is made to develop &

rather specific skill or habit, which is thought to

enhance the child's social acceptability. . This showa
| the clear interrelationship between cognitive and

social development.
(1) Health habits

The centers which regarded health habits as a
critical example of how tﬁeir center has met the
social development needs of a child tend to focus
on the cleanliness aspects of health. That is,
they felt that the child was being discriminated

against because of his physical appearance.

They initiated measures to reduce the impact of

this physical condition as in the following case.
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II, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

Example: Michael used to come to school dirty
and the kids did not want to play with him. The
children were told to love one another and before
Christmas time the teacher submitted his name to
the ADC Agency for clothing and they gave her money
and she took him shopping. The teacher talked to
the mother about the children noticing he was not
clean and urged her to clean him up.

d. Curbing physical aggressions

& Six of the centers reported incidents which included

responses to either physical or verbal aggression.
The pattern of résponse in most cases is to rely on
~ verbal explanatiqn ’ p;raise, reproach, and withdrawal
of the childre;n from the group to control the phys!cal
- acting out of the child. When these techniques fail,
some of the centers will resort to physical punishment.

Consultation with parents appears to be regarded as another

"last" resort for dealing with the child,
2. Ephancement for All Children )

We were able to identify certain general.types of re-
'sponaes to this category (refer to preceding Figure 2) such ¢
as the sharing of toys and the developmenf: of physical com-

petencies. However, in most cases what we found were the

standard comments about sharing, kindness, and other "common

courtesies of everyday life". The questiomnaire did not

) s A endide A TE W e 1

probe deeply enough to cbtain details or definitions of

these vetir broad and ambiguous terms. #
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3, Summary On Social Development

It appears that all 70 of the cases categorized as
"problems of a particular child" could be put under the
broad rubric of social development, and all 70 methods
described might be considered successful, This success rate
was expected as the respondents were asked to give an iustance
where the center does meet the individual needs of a child
in" social development, not merely tries to meet these needs
The respondents quite reasonably selected a successful instance
to relate. Nevertheless, it is worth pointing out that in
35 of the 9 centers, or 37%, no such instance for an in-

dividual child was cited. _

Again, as in the case of language development, some of
the "successes" are undoubtedly not related causally to the

approaches taken.

I, Socialization

1. Rules For Children

Each respondent was asked about the most important rules
governing the children's behavior in the center., The freguency
with which variocus number of rules were cited is shown in

Table 19. It is encouraging to note that the centers are

not over burdened with rules for the children. The modal

number of rules per center is only three. :

. 169 SENEINE <13 00
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II, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

Table 19

NUMBER OF RULES GOVERNING CHILDREN'S BEHAVIOR *

Number of Rules Cited Frequency
6 2
5 7
4 16
23
2 22
1 25

* Based on 94 centers reporting.

M

Most of the centers stated rules governing the children's
behavior, as was requested. Interestingly, however, 11 of

the centers provided information about rules governing the

staff's behavior instead.

Rules governing the children's behavior were groupd into
the following three main categories: a) Those regarding

the child's development; b) Those regarding the child's safety;

¢) Those regarding administrative routine.

further subdivided as shown in Figure 3.

The three most comonly cited rules for children's be-

These were

A e e g orr b s et .
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Safety

\

Administrative
Routine

LEIGURE 3

_ /osltiva 67
Moral and character
. : ﬁ:velopment
Child's Development 9

5\

\Hygiene

Care of self
89

‘Care of others

General 13

35/

\ Specific to time

‘and place

*Based on 94 centers reporting.
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havior centered around the areaﬁ of taking turns and sharing (32);

not fighting, hitting, or hurting (28); and getting along

p together whiie respecting the rights of othe.rs (22), These
are indeed rules of basic importance for children's behavior

within a centur.

However, in many cases, it appears as 1f the centers do

not have a formalized set of rules regarding what is accept-
able child behavior; hence the responses indicated merely

what came immediately to the respondent's mind when questiomed,
Some of the rules seemed quite hard to comprehend and/or
enforce, for example "freeéom", “dor\n"t impose your emotions

on others", "be yourself", "safety" (not further specified),

and ';chcv love toward one another".

Some rules are unnecessarily rigid when applied to all
children. For example, "All must take their nap" (at center
for children 3 to 6) or "Go to bathroom only with adult"

(also at a center for children 3 to 6). :

2, Rules for staff

Rules regarding the staff's behavior also luve been
gmped into three categories: 1) those dealing with treating
the child as su individual; 2) those dealing with the teacher .
r as a behavior model; and 3) those dealing with how the tescher
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should treat misbehavior. The specific rules and their

frequencies of occurrence are shown below. Where no fre-

quency is cited, the rule occurred only once.

Treating the child as an individual

Teacher should accept child as irndividual (occurs 3 times)
Try to acknowledge child's individuality

Treat all children alike -= no favorites

Freedom within bounds

Each teacher responsible for children's freedom,

boundaries, and limitations
Behaving as & model

Build a positive self-image in each child (occurs 3 times)
Set limits (e.g., we use our inside voice) (occurs 3 times)
Be cohsistent (occurs 3 times)

Be firm, with love (occurs 3 times)

Teacher sets example for behavior in speech, mammers, and
association with other; |

Always follow through, consistent with demands and
instructions

w: phcgd on understending vhycertd.nbehavior is
mm“ )

Teach to share

Develop a good self-image

Keep them busy

MR %
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{

c¢. Treating child misbehavidr

Verbal or physical abuse never used

, L Isolate child who misbehaves from group

; No cruelty allowed

f Anticipate to ward off trouble

If child misbehaves, 1. will be sent to bathroom to sit

on potty for short while

2. cannot go outside to play when

others do

We don't say "don't do that" but rather "do this"

Regarding rules for staff behavior, those dealing with
treating the child as an individual seem rather vague to carry
out, and gometimes contradictory, for example "ery to acknow-

ledge child's individuality"” and "treat all children alike". D
We have already seen in the sections on language development

and social development that some of the centers frequently
hm.trouble with the concept of acknowledging a child's in-
dividuality.

The rules dealing with how teacher should treat misbehavior
includes the admonition to send a misbehaving child to "bath-

B YT T

room to sit om potty for short while.” It is not clear exactly
muwm,htﬂmmlmlymumt
tﬁemoftbedm,m.yctudmun

Q attitudes toward the toilet.

A i




- 105 -

II, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued) _

3. Use of rewards

Respondents were asked how rewards such as social approval,

material rewards and privileges are employed in the center.

a. TIype of reward
First they were asked which type of reward was used.

The numbers citing each type of combination of types are
shown in Table 20.

Table 20

VARIOUS REWARD COMBINATIONS ADMINISTERED IN THE CENTERS *

Type of Reward Frequency of Occurrence
Social approval &4

Material rewards . 3
Privilege , , 10
Social approval and privilege

Social approval and material rewards

Material r'evlrds and privilegé

Social npprovﬁl, material rewards and privilege

* Based on 94 centex;a reporting.

One respondent cited "notes to parents" as the type
of reward used. The responses "smile, hug, pat, verbal
praise” were entered under social spproval. Among the

privileges cited were "can carry out play material, lead
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lines, pass snack tray" and "gets to lead a specific
group activity". The specific material rewards cited

were gold stars and happy faces.

b. Frequency of rewards

They were then asked how often these rewards were
given. There were three different kinds of numerical
answers: some responded in terms of number of times
per day, others in terms of number of times per day per
child, and others merely in terms of "number of times",
Since the question was ambiguous, it did not yield

ugeful data.

c. Examples of rewarded behaviors

They were ne;t': asked to give an example of the kind
of behavior for wﬁich a child would get rewarded. Re-
spongses were divided first into the two broad categories

of "behaving well” and "performing well" and then fur-

ther subdivided. The numbers in each gategéry are shown
in Figure 4,
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FIGURE 4 .

REWARDED BEHAVIORS *

toward other children

\-. )

Lo

’Behaves well 37 <

/ : " ~general rules, instructions

motor skills

q T

\\. physical development
display of independence
household routines, chores
A ‘reaches some goal

‘trles new ac tivity

[y

.‘No regponse 24

* Based. on 94 centers reporting..
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Here are brief descriptions or examples of what went

into each of the subcategories present in the accompanying

Figure .

Behaves well

Toward other children. Helps younger child, shares well, does scmething special
Oor other child

General rules, instructions. Minds well, obeys staff, follow directions quickly,
is quiet, has good manners
Performs well
Eating., Child finishes all his food without arging
Brughing teeth. Child brushes teeth without urging

Cognitive. Able to set up calendar, does good work, answers question well, tells
story well

Motor skills. Learned to work with hands, learned to tie shoes

Physical development. Uses training potty for first time
Display of independence. Specific act mot cited

Household routines and chores. Picks up toys after done, removeg plate after
lunch, gets ready for nap without coaxing. Note that these are specific acts
that are part of the center's routine, in contrast with the more general be-
havior categorized under Behaves well: General rules, instructions

Reaches some goal. Specific act not cited '

Iries new activity. "Gloria spends most of her time talking. When she, on
her own, selects some game, I smile at her." Tries new food

d. Effectiveness of rewards
Finally, they were asked about the effectivehess
of the reward system used. Ninety-one said it worked .
ns three did not reply.

Vos ot
v
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e. Comments on use of rewards

Perhaps the best kind of reward to administer is that
of social approval. It does not require any special
supplies, as do material rewards. It is immediately

repeatable, while a "privilege' such as being allowed

to set the table can only be realistically used once
per meal. But most important of all, social approval
can be administered by a word, smile, or pat, immediately

after the behavior it is intended to reward. Immediacy

of reward is one of the most important factors deter-
mining effectiveness of reward. It is therefore good
to see that 44 centers use social approval as the sole
type of reward, and another 35 centers use it in con-
junction with other types. But that leaves 15 of the
94 centers that do not mention social approval as a
reward, or probably more accurately, do not cite it

_ as a type of reward they use. It is easier to believe
that these 15 centers do not make an explicit attempt
to use social approval as a reward for behavior they
want to encourage, than to believe they do not use

it at all., This suggests the need for training staff

in explicit use of social approval as a reward.

The fact that only 71 of the 94 centers gave re-

| sponses when ;sked to give examples of the kinds of

. 119
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behavior for which a child would get rewarded indicates
that there is congiderable room for training centers in

’ the ugse of reward for socialization purposes.

‘ 4, Use of punishment

4. Iype of punighment

Respondents were asked how punishment was used in

the center. First they were asked what type (physical,

verbal, withdrawal) was used; these results are presented

in Table 21.

Table 21
VARIOUS PUNISHMENT COMBINATIONS ADMINISTERED IN THE CENTERS*

T of Punishment Frequency of Occurrence
FEysIcaI only

Verbal only ~ | 14

Withdrawal only 31

Physical and verbal 2

Physical and withdrawal 1

Verbal and withdrawal 32

"Take away privilege" 3 :
"Ity to punish the act, not the child" 1
Physicai, verbal and withdrawal 11 ‘é

~

b. Examples of punished behaviors

The respondents were then agked to give an example

.

120

_a




FIGURE 5

PUNISHED BEHAVIORS *

. to self 2
_Physical danger 33( to other children 33
~
.,
~
"~ to property 3

of other children 11

~—— Social disruption 30 /\

\ ) “-~0f rules, authority 19

“No r=asponse 27

* Based on 94 centers reporting.
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of the kind of behavior that would be punished at the
center. The two major 'categories were for behavior
that presents a physical danger and behavior that is

socially disruptive. The number of cases falling into

t:hesé categories and various subcategories are shown

in the accompanying Figure 5.

Here are brief descriptions or examﬁles of behavio_r falling into the various ' ‘

subcategories. . A

Physical danger to self. Goes outside without supervision, plays with electrical
outlet

Physical danger to other children. Fights over toys, pushes, hits, pinches, bites,

spits, pulls hair, throws sand

Physical danger to property. Destructive to eqdipment, misuses toy ;

Social disruption of other children. Didn't share, toy snatcher, disturbing others
during quiet time, takes food from others

Social disruption of rules, authority. Loud, disruptive, not following directions,
using bad larnguage

c. Effectiveness of Eut;ishment 3 '_ ) : 3

Finally,: the respondents were asked about the effectiveness
of the punishment used. Eighty-one respondents said it

worked. The others gave qualified or negative answers, as

g - follows: "fair" 1; "usually" 2; "sometimes" 4; "not entirely" 1;
Q : ' '

g A . o ’h“ "
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"a little" 1; "not sure" 1; "doubtful"'lg "not much" 1;

"i{f child is not stubborn, it may work" 1; "no" 1.

d. Comments on the use of punishment

Since physical punishment for young children, especially
when carried out by adults other thar the child's parents,
is controveréial as to effectiveness, morality, and long
term effects, it is worthwhiie quoting the details pro-
vided on physical punishment by t;.ight centers. The
other six.centers which admit to using physical punish-
ment do not provide any details.

Example: '"Parents aware children may be gently spanked."

Example: '"Have on very few occasions paddled a child's

hand when child endangers self or others."

Example: "If a child bites we.spank their legs and say

no, no, We explain to the child why he is being spanked.
Exampie: “ "Paddlg rarely qsed."

lﬁxaﬁplé: .I."Spank. infrequently with 12" ruler."”

ﬁ#amfle; "Sdmétﬁnes alie will i)ull. cover off another child;

then name put on blackboard and must stand againsé wall

_for half an hour."

Example: "Lf you don't quit cryihg I'll put you in a

" dark ‘closet:"

Example: - "Biting another child. When all else failed,

child was forced to bite into a cake of soap."
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J. Health Development

It is felt that the last three examples of physical
punishment cited, and probably the others as well,

are unduly harsh,

It is interesting to note that the last center '
("forced to bite into a cake of soap") is the same center
whose most important rule governing children's behavior

~ (see earlier section) is "Child permitted to be himself".

The kind of behavior cited most frequently as an
~ example of what would be punished is behavior that in-
volved physical danger to other children (33 cénters).

About as many-centers (27) gave unresponsive answers to

this question,

The generallimpreasion gathered in this section
:‘is that perhaps 5 to 10% of the centers are using un-
duly harsh physicalf punishmeﬁt:, punishment is not re-
ported to be as effective as is reward in behavior
mb,nagement; and 287 of the centers cannot say exactly

what behaviors thgy punish,

 Leee

.

Because the provision of health care is a critical component of
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quslity developmental day care, the study examined the health care -
being provided to the children in these particﬁlar day care centers.
We were specifically interested in the following four areas:

1) available health care personnel; 2) diagnostic data; 3) im-

munization data; and 4) community health resources.

1. Available health care personnel

The data on available health care staff is described in

A Table 22,
Table 22
AVAILABILITY OF HEALTH SERVICE STAFF

Regular Consulting Referral - Total Resources

Part Time Basis Basis Available (94
Nurse 417 1% 18% 65%
Physician 21% 14% 32% 667%
Mental Health 5% 3% 57% 63%

Resource

Dentist - 147 6% 36% 55%

* Based 'on_94 centers reporting.

Needs being met through the services of regular paid time
health care staff would probably produce the most consistent,
most thorough aid. Those being met through a referral agent
tend t;:» be 'd{ote sporadic and ﬁore specific to individual

* "origis". The individual most frequently mentioned in the

125 I
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0 DAr-CARE CENTERS

"regular part time" category was the nurse (41%), followed

by the physician (21%), the dentist (14%) , and the mental

health resource (4Z) . 1t is difficult to assign priorities

to any of these areas as they sre all basically important
to the health care of the child. At least 20% of our centersg

report that f:hey do not have access to regular part time

care,

4
&

,  The least frequent].y mentioned health care personnel
were those assigned to the "consultsnt" category. At most,
only (357%) of the centers report h'aving access to this type
of staff personnel even though this could provide an
economical means to insure‘quality health personnel. The
majority of the cent:efs indicate knowledge of personnel

who are available as referrals (133 guch individuals were
'named). Unfortﬁ'i;ately, in most cases this means that the
centers have some information about the source they might
approach should they have serious problems (the "crisis
orientation") but relatively few of them have health care

staff support on any consistent basis.

The figures at the right hand side of the previous table

illustrate the lack of health staff availability., Over

one-third of all centers do not know of available nurging

care; over omne-third do not know of possible physician care HE

over one-third do not report access to or even information

ot e e o e e A
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on dental care; and over 40% do not know of appropriate
staff for dealing with the concerns of mental health. These
data provide reason for concern regarding an adequate health

component in Alabama day care centers.

2, Diagnostic data

Information obtained on immunizations suggests that only
a small percentage of the children have been checked for their

basic developmental status. Table 23 presents these findings.

Table 23

- CHILDREN WHO RECEIVED DIAGNOSTIC TESTS *

Type of Test Number in Sample Percent of Total (3909)
Tuberculin test 2166 ‘ 557.- 1
Urine test 1922 _ 49
Word test : 1304 33% _ *
Vision test . 1100 287
Hearing test | 946 | 242
Speech test ) | 606 15% ' -

Bed péisoning N 68 2%

< Based on 94 centers reporting.

The only diagnoses which occur very freqently are the

tuberculin and the urine, but even these are mentioned for
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.

only approximatély 50% of the children enrolled in thesge
centers., Blood tests have. been given to 33% of the children.
The data conceminé diagnosis in the areas of vision, hearing,
and speech are particularly disturbing since we know that
-c}.early diagnosis and treatment is critical to minimizing
physical problems and enhancing the development of the child.
Over 707 are without vision testing; 84% are without speech

testing; and 76% are without hearing testing.

3. Immunization data

Immunization against diseases is taken for granted in
America. The general public tend§ to assume that all children
are somehow automatically given the nec;ssary shots to pro-
tect them from the old horrors of polio, diphtheria, and the

carrying of measles (with its destructive results upon intra-

uterine fetuses). The results pregsented in Table 24 suggest that

at least for the sample children, many are left unprotected,

Diphtheria

( Based on 94 cente

Table 24
CHILDREN WHO RECEIVED IﬁMUNIZATIONS

Immunigations Number in Sanigle Percent of Total (3909)
: 2571 65%
2683 68%
“soga T - _ 532. ‘
-, 1939 . 49%
N 2493 . L ', . 63%
1372 35%

*Whooping cough (716); Mumps (218); Smallpox (235);
Chicken pox (30); Typhoid (s:f).f:
8 reporting
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In all of the cases repoi:t:ed above, at least 307 of the
children are unprotected from these diseases. In two areas,

measles and rubella, barely 50% of the children have been

immunized.

There are several possible explanations for these figures.

It may be that the figures are indeed correct and substan-
tially large numbers of the children are exposed to un-
necessary attack from these diseases. It may be that

the figures are incorrect; that more of the ‘children have
had the immunizations, but the centers do not know it. Or
it may be that the figures aré wrong for another reason;
perhaps the centers were careless in recording and then
reporting the medical histories; None of these possible
explanafions is acceptable. It is essential to quality
care that the children are'receiv:lng proper health atten-

tion and that accurate records are kept on each child's

health status.

4. Community health resources

Some interesting results appeared in response to the

question about available health agencies in the commmity. .

- Table 25 qumni:‘izes the availability -and frequency

of uge of these resources by the centers.

129 -
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Table 25
AVAILABILITY AND USE OF COMMUNITY HEALTH AGENCIES
, Available Used in Past Year
. : Mental Health Clinic 56 1
. 4 - Tuberculosis Associations - b4 1

‘ State Crippled Children's Assoc. b4 1 ;
Associations for the Blind or for 32 6
Prevention of Blindness : :
Fraternal Organizations 28 1 :

Clinics 22 . 3

County Health Departments 21 a 6

Family Service Associations 20 2 :

. Catholic, Protestant, Jewish 19 3 ‘
Welfare Associations !

Medicaid ' 18 3

School Health Programs 14 2 Y

Prepaid Medical Services 14 2

Armed Forces Medical Services 11’ 3

Local College or University 11 11 ‘

Mobil Preschool for Deaf 2° 2

Other* ' 6 6 g

*Others: Community Action Prog. (1); Church agencies (2);
Beltone Inc. (3) :

(Based on 94 centers reporting) | .
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The health agencies best known are those least used.
The Tuberculosis Association, Mental Health Clinics, and
State Crippled Childrens' Association are all mentioned
over forty times, while their use within the past year
is limited to once each. It may be .t:hat these centers
serve a clientele which has no use for these specialized

/s‘etvices while a local collegé may provide a breadth of
service to a center. Nomne of the knowm agencies is used
very much, The most frequently used is the Cou;n:y Health
Departments. Sin_ce these aéencies do exist to provide
assistance in the areas of health and child services, it
would seem worthwhile to establish where the breakdown
occurs between ‘thoae who needbhelp and those who provide
help. It is obvious from these data that very little is

‘going on in terms of exchange between these two groups.
K, Nutrit:ional Development

1. Fre-g:uér;tcx’ of :mea'].s""and: snacks
_ The largest number of the centers (44) report that they
provide one meal and two snacks each day. Another 23 provide
two meals and one snack; 15report: tvio ﬁe'a'i.’é and t:wo snacks.
' Since these centers are almost all full-day caré, it is
. . . very!important that the quality of food meets the basic

nutr.itional needs of the child, . .=

Y s - . ) . -

LRI a. vt et
. “:»""",: . . | - r
. o w0




SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Cont inued)

2, Nutritional gl.anning

Thirty-one relied on the director or supervigor of the
center to determine the nutritional aspect of the meals
and snacks. An additional 25 centers report the services
of a mitrition consultant; the others report various indivi-
duals ranging from "cook" (5) to teacher (1). In some
cases, more than one of these categories of individuals
was reported as being responsible for the selection of food,
It may be that in some cases the director and the nutrition

congultant share inenu‘decisiona, and in some cases the

director and the nutrition consultant are the same individual,

In 41 cent:era, menua are usually planned at least one
week in advance, in 42 ot:her cages they are planned even
more than one week in advance. - Thia long-range planning
reflects t:he need to grocery shop on a once a week basis and
compliance with the state licensing standards .t:hat: meals: be
planned in advance. 'i‘hia_ need for planning should provide

the center with the Oppcctunicy to aerve balanced meals each

© week,

3; Quality of meals and snacks .

: Little information 'was given. in this inventory about the
t:ypes of anacks served° ‘thus, no attempt will be made to assess

their nutritional value, ..

i ) Lo
4 2 : . oy 8
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In regard to meals, the centers report th;t they serve
the "ideal" food combinations (meat, wilk, vegetables, fruit,
and bread) at the noon meal, Eighty-five percent indicate
this pattern; an additional 10% checked "meat, fruit, vegetables,

and bread”. Unfortunately, the current data do not indicate

vhat kind of meat is being served, whether the vegetables
are leafy, green, or yellow, if the fruit is citrus fruit,

and other important considerations for nutritional assessment.

The following data adds to the nutrition profile of

the centers:

: YES
a. "Do you daily serve fruit 79%
citrus fruit 31%
vegetables 96%
meat 719%

b, '"Do you twice a week serve dark,
leafy, green vegetables T 91%

c. '"How miny times per week are meat
substitutes served

A Once......49
- ) miceo‘.oooos
- ' Three o000 .0
Four. L N N .1
Specific data are available on the quality of break-
fasts., Forty-three of the centers report that they serve

breakfast to their children. Information on the number of

centers qer_v:l_.t_gg: various foods is presented in' Table 26.

TS
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Food
Milk
Cereal
Bread
Fruit
Meat
Eggs

Juice

Table 26

FOODS SERVED FCR LAEAKFAST *
Number of Centers

In Which Served ‘Percent of Total (43)

43 100%
39 907%
37 86%
35 . } 81%
34 79%
30 69%
8 . - 18%

* Based on 43 centers which serve breakfast,

%

These figures would suggest that the child being fed
breakfast in thé day éarg centers is receiving good, nutritional
fobd. Again, as in the case of the noon meal, we do not have
specific data on the type of meat, céreai, ér juice being given;
nevertheless,n;he foods.mentioned here are proBably adequate
for géod'éare;”pfovided they are suppliad in reasonable
qu;ntity and in combination with one another,

In addition to ‘preparing a nutritious meal, it should

'be served in the most appealing mantier possible. Whether or

not the’ teachers sit with the ‘children during a meal can

provide an indirect measure 6f the serving conditions, The

' cenfers report that in most instances the teachers sit with

134
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the children during meals. In only a few reported cases (5)
were the children left to themselves while eating, Other
individuals who help out are aides (7), staff in other

capacities (4), and volunteers (2).

4., Costs And Financial Aid

Estimated costs of food care per child ranged from less -

-than 25¢ a day (2 centers) to $1.00 a day (6 centers).

The majority reported their expenses to be in the .75 (32)

or .50 (47) categories, while four of the centers indicate
that they spend approximately .25 a day per child. The sources
of financial aid which vere reported for the centers' food

: services are listed in Table 27,

Table 27

SOURCES OF FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR FOOD SERVICES *

Source of Support ' Number of Centers .Served
Parent fees. T 28
HEW o o 9
Head Start : . - 2
\U'SDA-"Sch.ool ‘_I~‘ood‘Ser'vl:l.¢e- Program ,. 2
commodittes 2
,4 Sws e
| Model Cities | 1

*Based on 49 centers which respond ed to-‘&xﬁ item, 135

yo
AN o
R T




- 126 -

II, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)
253y he SN ALADAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS _

5. Staff Training In Nutrition

Finally, we were interested in the number of centers
who have had a member of their staff attend in-service
nutrition classes, Thirty-seven of the centers reported
that none of their personnel had attended such sessions
within the last two years. A large number (24) of them
indicated "one or two times"; this probably means that
they attend on a once a year basis. Eight reported three

to four times, while 20 responded that they have sent some-

one five or more times within the past year.

" In most cases it 13 either the director (17) or the
. - cook (15) who attend These 1n-aerv1ee traini.ng programs

are usually given by a nutritionist, but other sources

were also 1listed; local college or university (9) , state

government agencies (6), public achools (3), and outside

consultants (2)
L. Family Development

Many day' care centers -- particularly those serving low-
income children -- offer the participating chiidren and their
families a variety of edueetieﬁal services. If possible and appro-
priate, the centers should offer a comprehensive program of

services. The following table describes the extent of social

; : ' services offered by the centers, outside agencies, and/or DPS.
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A

As illustrated in Table 28 many centers are not aware of
the social services existing in their locale. In many cases,
these services which are offered by outside agencies are those
which are not offered by the cént:ers. A large number of program
consultants (11) supported this conclusion by pointing ‘out: that
there were county services that they knew existed but these were
unknown to the director. Transportation, health education for
chiidren, parent education, and nutritional counseling are the
most widely offered services though less than half the centers
proﬂde them. In additioﬁ, the centers are particularly weak in
counseli_ng services, home ‘managem'ent: and consumer education, housing
and recreational services. Since many of these services are not
provided by the surrounding locales, the families are not receiving
benefits- which can improve the day care programs' influence on
their children. The following table shows a preponderance of
services in Jefferson, Mobile, and Madison counties but insufficient
coverage in the other count:ieé in our sample. In some counties,
many of these services are offered by one agency. For example,
in Lawrence county, family planning, family counseling, health
education for children and nutrit:.ional counseling are all offe_r:ed
by the Health Care .P'roject:. In Sumter county, vocational counseling
familf counselj.ng, home management and consumer éducation, and
housing are 'given .by thie County Extensive Service. Of all the '

137 | »
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services by outside agencies, transportation, adoption, legal and

protective services are provided for the least.

These data indicate that DPS should determine if centers
supplying day care slots for AFDC children are tied into a social
service network. If these children and families are not receiving

this help, the linkages should be established as soon as possible.

)




*3ur3ixodax sx33udd Hg uO vwnﬁn ®

[
-4 (3ST] @98) S99FAI9S [[e SopFaold LoudSe swes SIFIUNOD JWOS U] %
-
' *S90TAI9S [BTO0s 289yl Sujiayjo soyouade £unod JO IIqUNU SIJBITPUT IXBYD Y] o |
§30FA3DS.
r4 € 1 1 0>ﬂUOUUA.v.~.-..ﬂ.. ]
1 Y T [1 t —SSTAIRS
1 Z S8OTAI9S :
uotadopy-
1]¢ 1 T ]1 111 1 € 1 1 9 |1 1 1 . UOIILIIOIY
1 1 1 Tt |11t [¥Y |1 S , 1 Sugsnol
1 T (|1 1 T |1 T (1 Y, 4 3 Y ¢ [ 111 1 1@suno)
_ 1EROTITIINN
T |11 1 SRR IR s ||t 1] | 1| USIPTTYD 103
. *PA-YITeH
1]|¢ 3 1 2 e lept|s 4 S 1 1 ‘Pd Iduwnsuo) -
x 98eusy SWOH
T 1 Y S | T [Tl | ¢ T UoTIEONPA
Y . -auaxed
7 . Suyyasuno)
1|l 1 1 1|1 ]| s leflt | 1] s A1wed
’ 1]¢ 1 1 1|1 |1 9 T |1 1 [4 o 1 3uyresuno)
: JBUOFIBI0)
1 T 1 1 € Y 1 1 [4 € 1 1 Sutuueid
. : A11weg
€ uoyjejzzodsuex]
F 2 9 9 v lx " z = = 2 - = o m om 9 o o a Oguuwdﬂudwl.
= EfEEEE F 5§ :EEE §F: mggiE ERFE
1~ “. M —_ = . x 09 G ) - o 5 % Hn £ ® = m B m
5 & rEE 8¢ Ef e FEpg Sy gif E £ g 3
] Q Q W. mn o - 3 o w w -4 W ® R
o -] ] w - o [ o [ ®
@ -] [] [~ 3
. o o 'M [
! ¥ SIDIA¥AS IVIDOS HNILSIXA : _
8Z 219eL _
JOR
kl

PAFuiToxt Provided by ERIC

E




~ SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued) | L.

-

M, Dgy-Care Center Eyaluation
1. Frequency of Evaluation

Throughout the entire inventory various inquiries were made

into the centers' attitudes toward, and utilization of, evaluation

procedures. When explicitly asked how often they evaluated their

brogram, t:he”respondenta gave the results presented in Table 29, x

Table 29 _ oo

' FREQUENCY OF PROGRAM EVALUATION * :
Number of Times Evaluated ' Frequency of Occurrence
’ i

Weekly 3 !

Monthly 33

Every 3 months ‘ 21
' Every 6 months 14 . f
Yearly : 12
Never . | 11 ‘1

* Based on 94 centers reporting.

2. Cost of Bvaluation

Although only 11 centers reported no evaluation at all, 61 others

K s
(y-\"."

N e

30

reported no m'c::'ngy ‘budgeted for this pprposé; the remaining 22 centers




II, SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

who did report at least some funds for evaluation indicated a funding
range of less than $50 (1) to more than $200 (9). The majority (11),

however, fell within the $50 to $100 category, while one reported
the $100 to $200.

Evaluation is often an expensive procedure if done correctly,
but it is critical to.the continued growth and development of any
da; care center, The extremely sparce funds set aside for evaluation
and its low priority rating throughout the other sections of the '

questionnaire reflect negatively on this facet of center operations.

3., Methods of Evaluation

M are evaluated on a weekly basis by the Board of Education
and a college accreditation committee; four on a yearly basis by a
paid consultant; two every three months by staff, community, consul-

tant and outside agency; and one on a weekly basis by staff and members

as well as a paid consultant, Out of 94 centers, it appears that only nine

attempt a professional evaluation of their program., The quality

of this evaluation is unknown,

Although only 22 of the centers reported budgeted funds for

evaluations, all of them were asked for further information on their

informal evaluation procedures, Responses were obtained to the
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following question, ''How do you evaluate the effects of your
program on the children's development?" Most (72) indicated that

they rely heavily, or even solely, on teacher evaluations.

Standardized tests alone or in conjunction with ‘ceacher.

judgment are utilized in only 14 centers., While the use of teacher

opinions is easiest and least costly to utilize in determining

the impact of the program upon the individual child, it is fraught

- with varibus problems, such as tecacher bias and subjectivity.

4, Uses of Evaluation - :

The purpose of evaluation is to channel the results back into

the program so that improvements can be made. For this to be done

effectively all those involved with the program should be given

evaluation feedback, The following question was incorporated at

this point: '"How are the results of the evaluation of the program

used?" The centers indicated that the evaluation data are used

for a wide variety of purposes. 1In almost all cases the centers

indicated that they used the results for some kind of "internal

improvement". How this was done remains unknown., Only 34 centers

reported results to parents or community groups. This is a

serious drawback since the community must be better informed

about the progress’ of its program,

oty . ok A a4 B Bns e e N tae
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N. Need for Technical Assistance

Day care centers may be provided tecﬁnical assistance because the
center directors perceive a need or because the licensing agency
perceives a need. An attempt was made to identify both types of needs
in this study. In the case where the center p_erceivea the need, questions
were designed' to elicit perceived needs for consultation and resources
in the areas of _a&miniatratim, program, health, and nutrition. In

* order to aid the Depértment of Pensions and Sgcurities in identifying
'un_met needs for technical assistance, consultants from UEC conducted

site visits to representative centers around the state.

l. Center's Perceived Needs

The respondents were asked to rank order their perceived needs

for Aconault_:ation in the area of administration.

a. Administration

The - frequencies with which each area was checked are listed.

in Table 30.
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.-% :

Table 30

PERCEIVED ADMINISTRATION NEEDS *
Perceived Needs

Program evaluation 17

Staff development and training 19
Staff evaluation 4
Community relations . 7
Use of community resources ' 1
Staffing ,ﬁatterns and funct:ioné 4
Developing a policy manual 6
Personnel problems 3
Record keeping procedures 3
T'inancial maﬁagement '3
Funding 6
Social services ' 2
Intake procedures 1
'Board relationships | 0
, : Int;er-hgency _'relat'ionships ' 2
: Other . | -0

* Based on 94 centers reporting.

15
7
7

11

o O »

12
7
12

S o o

. Frequency of Occurrence
3 1st Znd 3rd —Total

44

33
23
21
18
17
16
15
13
13
13
12

It is somevhat interesting to see the enthusiasm for evaluation

which this question reveals, since other aspects of the study

ERICR 148 wby
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have indicated quite the dppos;ite. As can be seen, the over-
i , riding concerns of the centers with regard to administrative
consultation are both evaluation and staff development and |
training. Others frequently ﬁlentioned are financial management,

community relations, and personnel problems,

These cata suggest that the centers are perhaps not as
unaware of the need for evaluation and staff training as one

might assume from other data gathered in the survey. It may be that

! the day care centers are kept so busy dealing with ‘the more

immediate demands of day care that they simply do not have the ~
time, energy or resources t:o' initiate and maintain an evaluative

program. In other words, the list of priorities under which

the centers operate may be filled by pragmatic, required elements

which are perceived to be on a first priority basis. However,
the presentation of a list such as this from whi._ch the individual

must choose, enables the respondent to select what he really

wants by way of administrative technical assistance.
b. Program

In order to examine the perceived need for technical

assistance in the program area, the respondents were asked to
indicate their rank order preference for programw consultation and

program resources., .

IRIC | T
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(1) - Program Consultation

Table 31 presents the perceived needs for program consultation:

%

Table 31

(Continued)

PERCEIVED NEEDS FOR PROGRAM CONSULTATION *

Perceived Needs

Understanding child development and early
learning principles

Planning and i.mpleménting program
Developing proéram activities

Using materials effectively

.Pa_rent involvement

Handling behavior problems
Individualizing the program
Preparing brogram objectives

Audio visual re'sournes |

Evalua;inn of progréin, staff or children
Strategies for more‘adequate funding
Arranging activity rooms

Selecting materials

Child r:cord keé;ing

Selecti.ng equipnlént
* Based on 94 centers reporting,

Frequency of Occurrence

Total

lst 2nd  3rd
29 11 7
8 23 13
24 6 7
2 10 1
.3 8 12
6 10 5
10 2 8
4 10 3

3 4 4

0 5 6

3 3 3

1 4 4

1 3 3

1 1 4

0 11

47
44
37
23
23
21
20
17
11
11
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The centers perceive their primary needs to lie in the
areas of basic early, childhood education knowledge, (40
cases) program strategieé, (30 and 31 cases) and behavior
management (16 cases). The areas of parental involvement
(11)', the preparation of program objectives (14), and
individualizing the programs (12) were also stressed by
the respondents, The _low priority given here to evaluations
of either staff, program, or children may be misleading
because the respondents answerea the administrative per-
ceived needs first: and reported a significant need for

technical assistance in program evaluation.

(2) Program Resources

In addition to the question about program consultation,

. a

the respondents were asked to identify the program resources :
which they would like to receive. They indicated their 1st, ‘ g

2nd, and 3rd choices as seen in Table 32,

Table 32

LR N Ty et e

DESIRED 'I;YPES' OF FREE PROGRAM RESOURCES *
Free Program Resources ‘ . Order of Importance
Ist 2nd 3rd Total =

Program materials 39 20 22 81

Indoor equipment 14 26 15 55
A{Parent:-t‘:hi_.ld materials 16 18 . 21 55

Outdoor equipment 15 15 13 43

Evaluation resources 7 13 23 43

* Based on _94 centers repor't:ir_ggf,:. y

ChLon
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The above rank Ings supgest hat The centerg ha e
strongly-felt necds for program matertale, ‘fhe necds for
types ol equipment (indoor and nutdnur)vnnd parent-chifd
materinls seem to be equally shared., Evaluatlion regpnngseg

are again (ifficult to interpret becanse the fquest {fon was

anawered by the respondents earltler tn a slightly cdifferent

form. _ 1
c. Nutrition

Approximateiy 33/ of the centers Indicatecd that technical
assistance in the area of nutrition was percelved an a high
priority need. This is an important datum in light of the
fact that the centers appear to be doing a satisfactory job

of mcal planning, preparation, and serving.

d. Health

The respondents were asked to indicate their rank order {

priority for technical assistance in the health area. Table

. . A : }
33 summarizes these data. ‘
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Table 33
PERCEIVED NEED FOR HEALTH ASSISTANCE *

Frequency of Occurrence
1st %Ty_:iﬂ__lrmn otal

Perceived Need

- Staff training 11 6 17 7 41
Child health education 10 10 10 7 37
Parent health education 0 9w 73
First Aid | 8 11 10 A 33
Accident oreyention 3 12 6 8 29
Dental care 10 4 | 8 4 26
Referral resources 5 7 5 9 26
Health evaluations : 1 3 10 4 18

.Follow-up and re-evaluation 4 4 2 7 17
saniitation 2 1 b 12
Personal hygiene : 0 2 4 6 12 |
Record keeping 2 6 0 -2 10
Others 31 1 0 5

* Based on 94 centers reporting.

e e o e e At o b Pt A

It ia interesting to note that both chi1d health education
and parent health education are frequently noted Severa1 of
the frequently requested are very practical in nature, such as f

record keeping, accident prevention, aanitation, firat aid, and

‘ peraonal hygiene. J
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2. Consultants' Perceived Needs

A cautionary note should be added in introducing this sub-
§ section: since oniy about a dozen centers were visgited the
possibility of biased observations must be remembered. On the
positive side, the consultants represented different areas of
expertigse in operating a day care system and their "clinical

observations may shed some light on what technical assistance

should be provided to the centers. ' ’Q

The centers selected for visitation/porposefully reflected
a range of quality -- from the best to the worst. This dig-
cussion att:em;;fs to syn}:hesize the salient impressions from '
the 11 consultant's observations. The comments apply to the

typical case rather than either extreme.

a. Aduinistration

(1) Economics i

Lack of money is the root of most of the probiems

- PrUSON

in 311 of t:he day care centers visited, A center, which
| charges a t:uitiorn of $15/week ($750 per year) collects
a max:l.mum of $3 750 for five children. Clearly the

st:aff member employed t:o care for five 1nfant:s has to

be paid less than that amount, and could never' look , i

150 G
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A

forward tb receiving more, As a result, young staff
members of centers see little' opportunity %or advance-
ment, and will probably not regard this as a lifetime
career, Even in the better centers that were spending
slightly more than $2 ,000 per year per child, the center
director felt there was not enough mo.ney to provide all
the services needed by the children and their parents,

especially in the areas of nutrition, health, and social

services,
(2) pPolicies and Procedures

None of the centers had efféctive, written policies
on operations. The lack of written, well-thought-out
policies affects operations in a number of wa’yﬁ. First,
the training of new employees is iengthy_and costly.
Employees must depend on 1nconsistent,.. piecemeal infor-

~ mation from other staff members. Second, the director
is seldom f_:gé from routine ‘supervision, .wl:ereas written
policy would relieve the director of this task and allow
her more time for program development. Since policy does

‘ ‘exist in the tﬁ'{ndé’ of ‘the directors, the benefits of

- written policy could be "g‘a’i‘tie'd‘ by a two step approach,
Firet; fake the diréctdr avare that written policy will

help. Secaid, méke the task simple by prox;iding a Center:

Cnmarm s

to write down what is now taking place, ..Pre~designed

. o . . R ARt .
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forms, topical outlines, sample policies and guidelines

presented through a technical assistance training program,

would have an excellent chance of shccess.

(3) Record Keeping

Most of the centers had some kinds of records for
the children, But there is no consistency in record-
keeping across the centers, and no way for evaluators

to generulize about children from one center to another.

One center kept excellent records on child develop-
ment, charting the children's progress on a variety of

skills and socialization areas and reporting to parents

on that basis,

At one center, the director said that she had been
sent forms by the state to chart the development of the
children, But she had reéived no guidance on filling out
the forns and nobody had ever asked for them. She also

keeps medical forms for her children.

There is a strong need for a cohsistent s meaningful,

and easy record keeping system in &ontgqmery for all day

~care centers, 8o that th.l.dren can be observed, their

.progress charted, and their needs met, .

' (4) * Traitiing and Staff Development

152
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staff training programs were lacking in the vast majority
of all day care centers visited. One center did have
written advice to staff members in the Teacher Talk
section of their weekly program. Another center director
had a good 1ist of Points to Remember for teachers as
part of her program material. She also described some
attempts at staff training and role playing. At most
centers, staff meetings are held, generally to discuss

problems or the next day's work.

The absence of intensive staff training represents
one of the greatesi: inadequacies of the centers., With
the dedication showm by all staff observed, no doubt they
would open new approaches to them, A great deal could be'
gained by instituting staff training programs to introduce

staff members to the latest child development studies,

theories, and techniques.
(5) Parental Involvement

Most centers maintain some contact with parents and
meet with parents f1':om time to time to discuss children's
progreu-and problems, " One center sent home a progress
report to parents of 4-to-6-year-olds every six weeks
and of 2 1/2-:0-3-year-81ds, every three months. But,
except in a few cases, ncne appeared to actually involve
_parents.in the day-by.-,-d'ay program of t‘né center,

One large centef hds a parent club that meets regularly,
, LR T
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One of the parent clubs had made curtains for the center,
Both worked to improve the centers and help the teachers,

But, again, there was no direct involvement in the program,

It would be desirable at all centers to actually
involve parents in the activif:ies of the children, through
meetingy, take-home materials, and weekly reports,
Without such invoi.vement, and commitment on the part of

parents, no program can be considered of maximum benefit

to the children,

(6) Community Involvement

Community involvement was examined along two lines:
first, in terms of an organized community relations program

and, second, in terms of a network of social services in

the community,

In general, an organized community relations program

does not exist at the centers visited. It would be helpful

to provide the centers with the technical assistance necessary

to formalize better community invelvement and relations,

- Since many of the centers visited primarily served
middle income children, the social services offered are
minimal. Occasional referrals are made to community in-
stitutions. It is important for DPS to study whether or

not an adequate social Services network exists in those

centers serving AFDC children.

g
e

T be sl he e i e et

[




11,

- 145 -

SERVICES TN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

b.

Program

(1) Staff-child ratio

All of the centers visited were in compliance with
the licensing requirement regarding staff-child ratio
(below the federal requirements). As mentioned earlier,
however, these positions were occupied in many cases

by untrained personnel.
(2) Enviromments

Both the indoor and outdoor environments appeared

gsafe and free of hazards,

(3) Materials

The typical center had serious deficiencies both
iny the quantity, variety, and selectivity of materials
for .4specif1c developmental levels. . Books for children

were woefully lacking in fnosf centers.

All the centers had housekeeping corners. Other
»Isp;egializ,ed areas -- gngth, reading, y‘builid_ing,. etc, were
~lacking. In many centers most materials were out of
reach gf the children ’nd, ,ch;{]v.dren_haq to ask for them.
At four centers, children had access to: the materials

_but the materials were not organized for easy, maximum,

and orderly use. :

. 155 WOk
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(4) child care

In all the centers, staff seemed sincerely in-
terested in, dedicated to, and affectionate with the

children. However, in all except three, the children

sgemed highly regimented and forced to conform to
the teachers' concept of "well-mannered" children.
For example-,fthe children sat at tables much of the
time and were not given the freedom to determine
activities according to their -own interests, Lit:t:l;e
opportunity was given to the children to develop

initiative and independence from constant adult guidance.

(5) Educational program

At every center the question was asked: "In
what areas would you most like state help for your
center?" The answer invariably was "programs for the
children," Thg lack bf an orgat;ized, goal-directed
'program' for children at all age levels was probably
the greatest deficiency of ai'l centers visited, Even

the most elaborate written program materials were

‘inadequate. This program centers around structured
. group hctivitieé,' with little bpboti:ﬁhity‘ for creativity
‘attd individual expression. As in the otheér centers,

~ the'childrén spend much of their time sitting as a

OO
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SERVICES IN ALABAMA DAY-CARE CENTERS (Continued)

group at tables, drawing letters or patterns the

teachers have designed, or listlessly listening to
records and mechanically making required hand motions to
accompany the recerds. At the lower age levels there
are no short or long-range objectives to be accompiished
through a planned program, At the five-year-old level
the objectives are strictly school-oriented, and children

are given formal "lessons" in letters and numbers.

Such formal lessons for five-year-olds seems to

be the pattern at all the centers except for a few.

One center had a more ldng-range plan of learning
for its five-year-olds than did the other centers. The -
director of that center had bought a sequenced elementary
program from a text bodk publishing company consisting

of a series of booka and related cards, Again, children

were grouped in a classroom-like arrangement with no in-

dividually-paced or independent learning.

At all the centers, emphasis on program was at the

four andtiveﬁear-dlj/ level. The director of one center

. did express a desire and need for program materials at

the three-year-old level. But at that center and most of

'the otheres, the attitude aeemed to be that there was

: 11tt1e to be taught to children under three end that the

RN

"t most that could be exnected of them vas tollet-tr ning,
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along and share with each other.

There is a dire need at all the centers for planned
programs that would encourage stimulation, growth, and

development at all age levels.
C. Nutrition

All consultants reported positively about the nutritional
programs, Parenthetically, none of the consultants were
nutritioniste, It may be of value to have a nutritionist

do a longitudianal study of a sample of the meals and snacks

in day care centers,
d., Health

The general fwmpression about the quality of health
care was that the centers are meeting the minimum state
standards, Three consuu,ants felt that five centers

were not doing an adequate job of assessing health status

of the children and provid:l.ng preventative medical care,

One consultant wrote "The center carries on a good

health program, meeting all of the requirements set forth

: by the DPS :l.n their standards. A full-time nuree serves
the four centers 1ncluding this one. Periodic check-ups
on the children '8 health and a good record is kept of their

health progress. Problems are. referred to community

agencies :l.ncluding the County Health Department and the

e \&J
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Mental Hyé:l.ene Clinic. Children with psychological and
other problems are tested by a full-time Psychometrist
and referred for appropriate treatment. Staff is provided
with check 1ists to help them detect health problems as
thay might arise. There is an occasional visit by a
dentist, It is clear that a serious effort is being made

to establish a good health program_and that the staff is

avare of the importance of this activity."




III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES
\

A

Introduction

" The Alabama Family Day-Care Home Study was designed to examine

the quality of family day care homes in regard to their program,

nutrition, and health components.

The Alabama Department of Pensions and Securities (DPS)

provided a 1listing of licensed day care homes in every county of
the state. The counties that had no day care homes were ex-
cluded from the population to be sampled. In the list provided,
the counties were arranged alphabetically but the names of the
operators of the homes appeared randomly, This listing was taken .
as the tﬁtal population and a ten percent sample was selected

from the listing as it was compiled by DPS., The first case was
chosen by tllting a random number betweén one and ten, which was
eight, and thereafter every tenth home was included in the elmple.'
This procedure resulted in a sample of 77 randomly selected day

care homes from the 780 approved homes. In three cases the
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inventories were not completed by the social worker and in one
case t:h-e mother selected had no children in care, resulting in

a final sample of 73 family day care homes.

In the 73 homes selected, 487 children were receiving care,

Table 1 presents the number of children at each age level,

Table 1

CHILDREN RECEIVING FAMILY HOME CARE ACCORDING TO AGE*

1 year olds ' 108

2 year olds - 126

3 year olds : 85

4 year olds 65
5 year olds | | 47
"6 year olds ' 21
over 6 years . L , 35
Total: 487

* Based on reports from 73 day care homes

o | - The Alabama Family Day Care_ﬁome Inventory was developed

161 Gy
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L]
joint:;y by UEC and consultants from DPS, The items selected were

designed to measure the quality of three components of care---

program, nucrition, and health, In the case of nutrition and
health, state experts were consulted on the adeqracy of the items,
A copy of the final inventory and instructions for administration B

appear in the Appendix,

o

The sample was selected bv iw, Donald McGlamory, Chairman of the ‘

Soeivlo,y Depértment, University of Alabama at Birmingham, !

The counq-r supervisois of thel day care uniia were txained in the
purpcaes and administration of the inventory, These supervisors,
in turn, 't':ained' vocial workers on their staff to adwinister the
inventories. These social workers were selected to gathe r the
dat_a fo:} this study because of their intimate knowledge of the

family day cere homes they supervise,

The data were analyzed by Miss Lynne Schwartz of UEC, The st dvy
was written by a UEC team composed of Dr. Ronald Parker, Miss |

Lynn Schwartz, Mrs, Virginia Sibb.son, and Mr. Martin Tombari, ' ;

The DPS staff, particularly Miss Iouise Pittman, Mrs, Norma

Manush.and Mrs, Margaret. Jourdan; aided in the design of the study ﬁ

and provided valuable constructive criticism throughout the project.,
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B, Program Planning

In order to discern whether the homes afford programs of enrichment
that enhance the children educationally and developmentally, the
respondents were asked, "Do you have a planned program of educational

or developmental activities for the children that requires advance

thought and preparation?" Of the 73 replies, 14 ﬁere affirmative and

59 were negative, For -those who responded affirmatively, it wane
assumed that the mothers were stating both that they had a planned
program and that this program was educational and/or developmental in
nature, However, it appears that .the mothers were placing more

emphasis on the concept of ''planned" rather than the substantive

considerations involved in a developmental program. This becomes
evident through an analysis of the examples of planned programs

presented by the respondents in a subsequent question,

Looking first at the examples of those responding to having a
planned program, only four indicated that any type of educational

instruction is afforded the children. In one case, si.nging, rhyming,

Ll
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(Continued)

alphabetizing, counting, and working with clolora and shapes were -
mentioned. In another home, the children participated in learning '
ABC's and numbers, and the listening to and discussion of stories.

A third mother mentioned songs and counting; The only eiample given

by the fourth mother was '"We say the ABC's before the morring snack,"

" Of the 14 affirmative responses, only three. mentioned instr:uctional
materials from which the child could derive an educational creative,
or developmental experience. These materials included storybooks,

blocks water, fingerpaints, and materials for coloring.

h s A e kit s aD AL Y kA e e A e L

of ‘the remaining seven examples, the following two dealt with
‘'social development: : (1) "Play in groups outside in order to teach
children how to play with each other and get along."; (2) "The four

younger children spend most of their time playing and I try to help

A W Y R e e e it g e

them learn more ‘about how to get":fal’ong with one another." It should

ke S

be noted: ‘that these two re,spon'se's':mere the only ones out of the total
of 73 that mentioned a concerted effort in the area of social
development, S T

R LTINSV B - TR : ) 3
Three mothers cited as examples of a planned program that they

provided. toys for:the children, One respondent described putting

""the baby:on a" pad-to:crawl" as: & planned activity.’ Finally,

.-fichildren wete" taken:on“field trips: ~"Throughout the year they - '
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attend plays.at the school such as 'Rip Van .Winkle' by the New

York Traveling Playhouse, and will go visit National sites such

as Natural Bridge."

-1, Daily Schedule

It appears that there was some confusion as to what was

meant by the term "plamned." This is indicated clearly in the o
case of one mother who stated '"yes' ;he had a planned program
but gave for her example, "mo particular plah." Therefore, in

order to ascertain whether there was other evidence of educa-

tional and.developmental activities; regardless of being "planned"

~ or not, an analysis was made of responses to the question, |
"Descriﬁg ht;w the day 1is typiéally spent. For example, what do ,
the children really do when they arrive? What happens in the
rest of the moming and in the afternoon?" Appendix A shows ;
frequency count of the activities mentioned by each respondent !
wvhile describing the typical day in her home. At the left end
of the continuum are the more custodial activities such as

| eating, caretaking (including toileg; handwashing, hair combing)
| and naps. On_thevother hand, the right-hand columns record the
mention of activities that would enhance _deve".ppmental
quabiligies and potentialities of the cﬁildren in the" home,

These ac_tivit;ies were recorded as "ingtruction" or as the

employment of "instructional materials." ' Of course, it camnot




-t

III, SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES (Continued)

be stated conclusively that if these developmental concerns

are not mentioned as a part of the daily scheduling they do not

exist. However, it seems that if these concérns were in integrai

part of the operation of the home, thesc activities would be
highlighted. If we lodk again at the 14 affirmativé responses

we can see an alteration of the profile. .First, of the three

homes that stated that they have instructional materials available,

only one mentioned the time alloted for use of these m?t'erials
by the children. It may well be that these materials are used

during time set aside ?or “"free play,' Ilowev_er; it seems-

significant that in only one of the 14 cases that alluded to
a planned program of educatiomal and developmental activities,

specific mention was made of instructional materials in the \

daily schedule. Only two of the four homes that had stated

they provided instructional sessions to the children included

these activities in t_:i\eir daily schedule,

On the other hand , some of the 59 who responded negatively

to having a blahhéd program gave evideﬁce to educational and

ﬂév,elbbuiéﬁtél activities in their séhédule'. One case is exemplary

" in the fact that the scheduling indicates two work periods of

rlhiymes, songs, number fun','work's'hee‘ts, coloring, painting and

‘stories., Three other homes mentioned time ‘alloted for numbers,

exercising, learning skills stch as shoe tying; alphabet,
rhynu. There ﬁere also___t__:hree other homes that listed story

time and subsequent dii'c‘u'sésitdn. A total of 8ix out of 59 homes

X, Pl a ey e
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included the time the children made use of instructional or

creative materials. The following materials were employed
either singly or in some combination in the homes: puzzles,
blocks, books, colored paper and scrap material for art projects,

crayons and coloring books, and play dough.

If we round out the totals of homes mentioning instruction
or instructional materials, the evidence is rather limited.
Only nine of the 73 employ instructional materials, and two of
t;xese apparently did notv find these materials significant enough
to mention as part of the‘ daily scheduling., Furthermore, only

" 12 of the 73 homes provided any form of developmental activities
and again two homes did not‘ include this as an integral part of

the proceedinés in the home.

2. Soci.al Workers' Comments

In order- to cover a11‘.«poséib111t1es that would directly or
indirectly indicate the role of educational and developmental
activities in the homeﬁ, ‘the comments of the consultants were
coded and analyzed. Since the consultants were not asked to
comment specifically on the status of educational or developmental

prograiming,'their' comments were. apontaheous. For the 14

-

. affirmative respondents, there were eight consultant comments,
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Three of these were related to the planning and the

-organizing of educational activities and/or materials, In
’ ; only one case did the consultant spontaneously support the
mother's claim of a program of educational and developmental

activities in stating that the mother '"'showed an exceptional

talent for identifying children's emotional and educational

needs and helping them to satisfy these needs." However, in

the other two cases, the social workers 1ndicate& that

both mothers needed additional help in understahding genei'al
child &evelopment ‘and more specifically in learning to organize !
and plan activities to help promote children's developing

language, social, and motor skills,

There were 40 social workers' comments for the 46 homes that did
not have a planned program or any type of instrucltion and/or

instructional materials in their daily schedule. Fifty percent

-.'_'of their comments specifically pertained to the need for

systematic planning of educational and developmental programs.

.. o Two facts should be seen.here as highly significart ones:
: ; (1) that 50% of the consultants responded to a need for the ‘
planning of educational and developmental activities; and ii
(2) that in only one case did. they indicate that there in fact %

vwere these activities, planned or not, despite a lack of, evidence %
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to the contrary. In this one case, the social workers-also in-.

dicated that there are two work periods and stated the home is

the best in the county.

With the exception of the aforementioned two mothers who
allot time each day for "classroom" were avidly praised by
the social worker, there is no evidence of consistent
attempts to prepare in advance a program of educationally and
-developmentaily sound activities, Further, if we hold constant
the issue of deliberate and consistent planning, we must aléo

conclude that tﬁgre 'is little emphasis on educational and

developmental aétiv:l.ties planned or otherwise.

3., Daily Activities

The most critical question to be raised, therefore, is what
are the most prominéht activities occurring in family day care
homes in Alabama today? The consultants' comments and observations
provide insight 1nt:§ thisv matter, For example, im one home, the
children were said to ''receive surprisingly good care at;d seem
happy, in spite of the lack of play equipment and systematic
planning."v In éuot:her, the 'I'mother;affords good physical care
~even though the children do not benefit from planned educational
activity they‘appear to be happy, active, and well-behaved." One

home "leaves much to be desired in terms of planned program yet
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it serves as an instance of security..." This picture of care,
which is at best a conscientious attempt to provide in a loving,
warm manner for the physical and more immediate needs of the
child, is supported in Appendix A. One should recall that the

left hand columné deal with these physical needs., In general,

; it can be stated that the schedules fit a framework with a
fovadation that centers on the meals » 8snacks, and nap time

of the children,

It should be noted that the over-emphasis of custodial activities

dra's'tical,ly illuminates the fact that little mention was made »
of activities developmental in character. The most obvious
- example of this can bé seen in the column entitled "caretaking."
Thirty-nine percent of the h@s specifically mentioned the times
duriné the day when the children go ‘to the toilet, wash their
hands, comb their hair, etc. Furthermqre; when tl;e children ' ‘

were not eating or napping, they were either playing or watching

T.V.

‘As stated earlier, although it is possible that the children
were afforded the Oppqrtuﬁity to use instructional materials
during play t::lme,: this ‘use was not directly specified, In fact,

‘whereas play was mentioned on the ‘av'et‘;ag‘e of three times a day
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per home, in only one case was it referred to as '"directed"
indoor play and outdoor '"directed' games, i_t: should be noted
that in the s;:heduling, most of the mothers specified the
occurrence of both indoor and outdoor play. The former includes
exercising to music and the making of various art "projects",

~ Besides the information regarding play that was prves~ent:ed in
the scheduling, there were also several close-ended questions
dealing with this matter, Seventy-one out of 73 mothers reported
that t:hey-t:ake the children outdoors to ﬁlay. In General, it
was reported that a conscious effort is made to afford outdoor
play when the 4weather pei'mitted. The amount of outdoor play was
further broken down into days per week and hours per day as

illustrated in Table 2.

Table 2

BREAKDOWN OF OUTDOOR PLAY ACCORDING TO DAYS
PER WEEK AND HOURS PER DAY*

Number of Homes Days per Week Number of Homes Hours per Day
%
0 1 8
1 - . S 12

13- o ) : 22

T | . 27

66 .
!

*Based on 72 homes reporting,
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\ The mothers were also questioned as to whether they take
] children on trips to town. These trips occur in only 357 of

) } the homes,

Appendix A reveals that television, along with play, was

a highly prevalent activity mentioned in the daily scheduling,
In a little under 60% of the homes., T.V. watching was reported
at least one time during the day. Further, in nine of these
homes, T,V. waﬁching occurred up to three times a day. Some
r;eapbndents may have included T.V. watching as part of‘free
.play, and thus the occurrence of T.V. as a part of daily

scheduling may be more frequent,

The prevalence of T.V, g:imé and the quality of the T.V.
that is watched is examined in several of the close-ended
questions, Of the 70 mothers who reportedly have T.V.'s in !

their home, almost 70% stated that the children do not watch

RGN

-‘Sesame Streét:, a program desi'gned' to enhance the cognitive

development qf children. Of the remaining' 30%, two-thirds of

the homes allow.the children to watch more than two hours a week
of this series, while in the remaiuing one-third of the homes

the children watch less than two hours a week. Additioﬁhlly,

i Aok~ S A s

the children- in 90% of the homes with T.V.'s reportedly watch

non-Sesame Street T.V. More specifically, 70% of these childran
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watch non-Sesame Street television more than two hours a week.

It should be noted that of the remaining 107% who reported that
the children did not watch non-Sesame Street television, there
is no way of determining whether the children in these homes did

not watch any T.V., or whei:her t':hey, only watched Sesame Street

television.

~ In only 5% of the cases was lis;ening or exercising to music
mentioned as a part of the daily schedule., Further, evidence

supports the fact that whereas almost 997 of the homes have

radios, oniy 50% use the radio for the children. On the other
hand, of the 54 homes which have a phonograph, '65% make

use of the instrument for the children. In 50% of these

cases the phonograph is employed more than two hours a week,

while in the remaining half it is used less than two hours

REPIPREI-E SRV

per week. Lastly, it is reported that only 20 homes have

tape recorders, and further, that only four make use of this

< 6 Dt e S SH

during the day.

4, Summary

e e iy A

In summary, there is virtually no advanced thought and
preparation of a child development program in the typical
family day care home, Further, in only a few cases did there

appear to be any planning, educational.or otherwise.

173 SR
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In only 21% of the homes were attempts made to provide
educational instruction and/or materials for the children. This
’ " is a very liberal estimate since this percentage includes the
large number of activities or materials that have been evidenced

in this section to only slightly approach being educational or

y ‘ developmental in nature.

The most critical concerns in these homes appear to be
essentially based on the physical needs and care of the children.
Further, with the exception of_eating, napping, and caretaking,

the majority of the time is spent in non-directed free-play

and non Sesame Street television.

C. Language Development

Given this picture of family day care home functioning, the

role of the individual child and how his specific needs are met
within this s'ystem uﬁst be examined. The respondents were asked the
following question: "We are concerned with how different family day
care mothers meet the needs of individual children. Please give me .
a gpecific example of how your home meets the needs of a particular
child in the area of.language development." The ways in which needs
of 1ndiv:l.ciual children are identified and met were analyzed within
the'framework‘ of two i.mpo'rtant concerns. First, by focusing the

. mother's attention on language development, the responses would

- provide insight into what techniques are being used to help the

| 174 SN




SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES (Continued)

(4

child developﬁ:entally. Second, the responses could be analyzed

to determine the- degree to which the mothers were utilizing sound

" principles to promote language development,

S

Interestingly, only 39 of the responses dealt with the individual
child, Instead, 31 discussed various aspects of languagc development

as it applied to the group of children in their care. Whereas a few

 of the mothers clearly stated that they had no "real" language

problems on an individual basis and t:h‘en proceeded to discuss their
methods of enhancing language in general, the majority seemed to

miss the point of the question entirely. Of the remaining threc cases,
one mother stated she had no problems; another said the child in her
care was six months old and thus "too small" t:o‘ need any help with

N

language, and the last offered no example,

1., Language Development Needs :

First, we observe in Table 3 the nature and frequencies of

the identified individual needs in language development,
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Table 3

PERCEIVED INDIVIDUAL LANGUAGE DEVELOPMENT NEEDS

Type of Language Davelopment Need Frequency of Occurrence
Problems with pronunciation : 8

Beginning talkers 7

Non-talkers (normal children who should 6
already be talking)

Mumblers and poirters 4
Unclear speech 4
Slow lgarners 2 : i
Stuttgrers 2

Increasing vocabulary : 2

Incorrect grammar 1

No problems . : 3

2, Responses to Needs

If we observe the methods by which the homes deal with

- language development probléms (mispronunciation, non-talkers,

[

 slow learners, unclear speakers, stutterers, using incorrect
grammar) it appears the solutions are immediate to the occurrence

of the problem and no£ founded on an organized appraoch to

language development, . For. example, in all seven cases of

mispronunciation and four of the unclear speech, the mothers
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merely correct the mispronounced word and have the child repeat
it correctly after her. In none of these cases is there an |
indication of follow-up or special help as an on-going process,
The ways in which the mothers approach the problem of a non-
talking child are interesting, In two cases there was an
indication that the mothers "spend extra time" or "pay special

attention" to these children; however, unfortunately, there was

-no description of the nature of the time spent. One method

used for two of these children was to use a system of rewards

. to encourage speech, - That is, if the child could correctly
ask for something he was allowed to have it. This method of

‘encouraging speech t:hrohgh rewards was also highly prevalent in
cases of the mumbling and pointing. 'Again, it is noted that
whereas the mothers may be increasing a desired behavior through
a series of reinforcemet)ts, they are .merely dealing with the

| | symétom of the problem without any'evidence of how a particular

problem relates to the broader area of language development,

- The other identified needs were those of 1ndividua1 children
N g learning to speak in the normal developmental course. | Itbis
evident t;hat mothers .do take time with these children and encourage
speech through the processes of labeling and repetit::lon and that

of reading with an emphasis on new words in relation to the pictures

- : ' ‘involved. However, again we find that these wgu-int:ended

A7 e
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efforts are not indicative of a comprehensive program of

language development. This is most blatant in the cases of
each ‘of the two well-intended mothers who reported that the
child in their care did not have any language difficulties,

and thus, they merely had to “talk" to them to enhance language

development,

As ststed; a large nt_unber'of mothers did not gear their
responses to the-needs of the individual child. Fortunately,
this turned out to be of value when attempting to isolate
exis_ting'.practice educational or developmental in nature. That

is, it is in these examples in which the mothers spontaneously

reported their practices to enhance language development that

one should find evidence of a comprehensive approach to language

e T R L 0 e e At N M PPV g U e T g ol ST ) § Tt e N i s

development if it exists at all, 'l‘able 4 shows the general

areas in which these efforts are concentrated

able 4

GENERAL APPROACHES 10 LANGUAGE DEVELOPMENT*
~Txge of Focus o ' Frequency of Occurrence

' Increasing ability and opportunity K 16
tolcommunicate : e e

“"-::._-,v"l‘eaching good manners.. (p1ease, thank
' “:-'you, no. bad- language) '

:‘__F acilitating : the 1earning of .language
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3. Quality of Responses

Within these categories, an evaluation can be made of the
quality of the methods employed to enhance these various aspects
of language development. With the exception of a small minority
of the cases, one again finds very inadequate practioes due to
the absence of a comprehensive knowledge. oﬂfwlanguage development,
For example, this is evident'when the mother acted upon the child
without encouraging or requiring participation. In one case,
the mother apecifically stated, "I mostly pick up the child and
play with her and talk to her.' Never put special emphasis on |

. talking back." Another said that just by using the "best
language" around the'children,_;__ahe was enhancing language
development. Another group of mothers seemed to-think that

g ,language development was synonomous with ‘good manners -- please
‘and’ thank you and -also with not uaing profanity. Finally, in two

‘ 'ca's'e'e _the‘mother" felt T.V. watching was the moat satisfactory

way to enhance language skills.

As stated there were a amall minority of examplea of specific

‘ _efforta being madeuin th_e area of language and_ comunicativ_e__s_kﬂ'l{:

EEE A O .;r

l ; iai obaerve' that some of theae flect an underatanding of
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These examples ranged from pointing out and labelling objects

(one case mentioned the emphasis on color and number relationships),

to the use of phonetic sets (1) and picture and language series (2).
Howev'er,- even in these cases, the scope of language development
is limited and the practices do not indicate a comprehensive

"approach, ' ' _ .

In summary, fragmen:s_ of good practice to individualize
and facilitate language development exist in some homes; however, o -

even ‘taken as a whole, there does not seem to be an understanding

.0f .the features of an individualized comprehensive language

~ development. program.’/ , ' .

i

D. Socieiizatioh - : _ o _ !

This. section will. analyze two critical{ hsoects of socialization:

(1) which behaviors ate controlled and encouraged by the gowierning

rules of the. home? .and (2) which eysteme, of reward .and punishment

I s A AL o i s AB S s U P

menage these behaviors? |

1, Rules. .. .

AN . P R Y .. o v
LA I R — R I e N I ! D A
y

Table 5 presents the three typea of rules used in the home8°

(1) those which facilitate a smooth running home, (2) those which

o

"'which encourage individual
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great importance in a quality day care home., An examination of
the degree of emphasis of each type of rule could provide some

insights about the homes,

, Table 5

-

RULES GOVERNING CHILDREN'S BEHAVIOR IN THE HOMES * '

Categories of Rules Frequency of Occurrence
CHILD'S DEVELOPMENT '

Moral and Character Development

Positive

(1) take turns, share
(2) must talk courteously
(3) apologize if child fights with another
.o - child
< (4) behave and do what told
» S ' (5) obey the "Golden Rule"
(6) must clean up aftér themselves
(7) practice self-control
_ (8) learn to be independent
: 9) honesty- :

[
NWO

RN N I XN N

Prohiiaitiona

(1)\.no profanity &
(2) boys and girls cannot go. into bathroom
at the same time . . . S
(3) don't: touch. or damage apecific property L 12
in’the home SR o \
(4) no bathroom by themaelvea - / . 1
'»(5) no teaaing N _ ' A S

-
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Table -5 (Continued)
CATEGORIES OF RULES ' . FREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE

SAFETY
Care of Self

(1) no playing in street or front yard 15
(2) can't go outside without supervision 4
(3) infants cannot carry bottles around 1
(4) no playing in bathroom 1
(5) don't touch dangerous things around the

house 21
(6) don't run around too much or play rough 7

Care of Others

(1) must hurt each other (bite, fight) 2
(2) boys must be gentle with girls and
younger children 1

ADMINISTRATIVE ROUTINE

General

(1) sit quietly while watching T.V. . S

(2) must only play in designated areas of
the home g

(3) cannot’ bring toys from home
(4) no candy unless ugother brings it

-

Specific 'to 'l‘ime and Place

(1) must say blessing before ‘meals
(2) must report injuries
(3) wait for others:before eating
(4) stay on cot during nap time
(5) mustn't eat all:over house'’

. (6) stay aeated until through eating

=W N=N

* Based on 73 homes reporting.

i

First, the majority of the rules fall into the first -

category.‘ Included are those,which:.'protect both the“

4__ e o ——t vk L ab e amweo et
.
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those which establ!sh routines such as during meal time and
nap time, Next in prevalence are those which deal with

peer group interaction such as taking turns, sharing, no

fighting, encouraging older children to help younger ones,

etc. For the third category, out of a total of 129 "important"

rules, one stated that children should learn to be "independent".

If we add those rules which stated children "should practice

self-control" and "should be honest", we see that there is

R A s Rt e e Y

almost no emphasis on individual development. Further, it is

important to nate that these rules were reported by the same

home.

“'.l'his imbalance reflects the traditional child rearing
philos'ophy.that as long as (1) -there are no accidents, (2) the
children are playing well together, and (3) the children are

quiet and well-behaved, the needs of the children, the mother

A S i SN 2 oAl i NI AL Ui b it S e o st sip S

(teacher) and system (day care home) will be met.

It is not to say that this philosophy or these concerns

- are invalid' rather that they are inadequate. What is necessary

is'a greater emphasis on the development of the child within the

' ‘framework of a well-run hane

‘..

It is alarming that only the

' Arules of one’ home involve concerns specific to the development .

needs of the children.: 'l‘hat is, these rules were the only rules
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 that it is emphasized while other critical areas are not even
were for using the potty. Likewise, in one instance children .
are rewarded for "washing hands we11" _ As stated only four

. A11 these facts support ear1ier evidence that growth across all

areas of»developme' t i' not a major concern in the homes.

SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES  (Continued)

2, Rewarded Behaviors

There is little emphasis on behaviors which are developmental

in nature and this is illustrated further by analyzing which

- behaviors are rewarded in the homes. It is observed in Figure I

which presents the behaviors for which rewards are administered
that there are ower two times as many instances of approval
being given for a child who “behaves well" than there are for a |
child who"performs we11" More specificaliy, when we look at
the latter category, it is evident that vith the exception of

four cases in the cognitive area, "performances" eliciting ap-
; - ; ,

. proval are not reflective of a well directed attempt to enhance‘

the child developnentally. For example, nine examples dealt
with children being rewarded merely for eating, or sitting quietly
at the table. We are not questioning that the mothers should

be -concerned‘lwith the fact that the children should eat; rather,

mentioned In the same view, we see that of the 13 rewarded

e e sy e meniesee et

performances in the motor or physical development area, ane i

-—

i
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Figure 1

REWARDED BEHAVIORS *
Example:

) older child helps younger child
: ) shares toys
toward other childrer 3) doesn't fight
=12 4) plays well
5) apologizes for biting

Example:
Behaves well for rules, routines, ) says blessing before meal
-58 administrative staff 2) uses polite speech
-26 ) picks up toys
\ ) minds well
. 5) follows directions quickly
) takes nap
7) cooperative

eing ''good"

'eating
=26 Example:
' uses potty
. uses cup
motor or physical - washes hands well

skills = -13 ties shoes
. holds bottle

: Example: . :
_ 1) color in the lines and
' memorizes poems '
: 2) makes play dough animals
: 3) -writes letters angd numbers on board
4) good school papers
—Performs well ognitive

Example:
1) "Shows signs of being
a leadership qualities"
‘'if obeys after being
‘punished, returns toy °
"man enough to apologize
for wrong deed" .
"if plays well with each
"other after being corrected for
. fussing and fighting"
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3. Punished Behaviors

The behaviors eliciting dieapproval' further emphasize the
ma jor concerns and philosophy of these homes, We reiterate
that whereas all of these concerns are critical to successful
functioning of quality day care, tl'_xey only represent a foundation.
Figure II which presents the behaviors for which punishment is_
administered indicates that the most.prevelent concern is that
children do not inflict harm to themselves, to ome enother, or
to the property of the mother. Considerebly less disapproval,
247, was d'ispéns_ed for problems in the social area. This is
consistent with the fact that only 15% of reported behaviors

2

which. are rewarded dealt with social interaction among children.

The concern lt:hatl: the oh:l.ldren play well together and do not hurt
each other is important but this focus overlooks the more im-
portant consideration of constructive social__excha_nge and. inter-
actions whlch are critical in social development. '.l'l'nis may be

due to t:he fact the inventory did not proyﬁ? such informat:ion

e e Aoy S A O Cihr o gyt TP R

as well as t:o the fact t:hat: concern for eocial development

”~~
stops short when children are not fighting and are playing well.

together,

b w

So far we have looked at: t:he behaviors wh:lch are sources
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Other

- No example~ 7 _
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Figure II

PUNISHED BEHAVIORS *

v,
)

To others

-

To property -1

Example:

plays in front yard

) outsgide without super-
visgion

runs in street

swings too high

Example:

) bite '
-27&2) hits
) plays roughly

4) throws rocks

Example:
) bothering things on
table or in home
2) breaks flowers
3) spills water"
4) uses equipment
improperly

Example:

1) doesn't share -9
) doesn't play well -6
) unkind to another child -3

\

 Example:

Example :

1) doesn't clean up toys - =1
) doesn't obey Y
3) plays too loudly - -1
4) isn't good -1
5) profanity . -2

1) not using potty - 2
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considered are the wa&s in which the mothers manage these
behaviors; Taking first the manner in which rewards are dispensed,
Table 6 presents the breakdown of responses to "wha; types of

rewvard is empldyed in your home?"

Table 6
REWARD COMBINATIONS ADMINISTERED IN THE HOME *
Type of Reward Cdﬁbir;atibﬁs Frequency of Occurreace in Homes
Social . - 3%
Material . = : 6
‘Privi'.lg.ge

Social, material. .

So;c:l.al.," privilege
" Material, privilege
Social, matef_ial, privilege

7 . 1N

No rewvards.

SOCIAL TOTAL.

 MATERIAL TOTAL
) !
. PRIVILEGE TOTAL

PR 84

' % Based on 73 homes 're‘po;:t.ing'.“_i
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It is noted that social rewards, either administered alone

or in .conjunction with another form of reward, compose 50% of

’ : the total responses, It appears that.v there was some confusion
‘ on the part of a ‘ainority of the respondents as to the meaning

of social rewardsl.' That is, the social categery was designed to

include verbal praise and physical demonstration. However,

instead of indicating the ‘category "social", well over half
separately mentioned the use of verbal praise, Further, a small

group spec:lf:l.cally indicated that they gave hugs and kisees.

The material rewards most frequently indicated _were special
. 5 treats such as cook:l.es, candy, and extra deserts, A few homes
- | ' ment:l.oned toys and. one: responded that "money" was employed as
‘a reward, In general, pr:l.vilege was either a epec:l.al-event such
as a ball game or a special responsibility around the house .guch

as suoe'rvis‘:lng play equipment or serving refreshments.

Unfortunately, it was impossible to :'on'a;l'y_ze all of the recorded

frequencies of the various types of rewards since the unit of
time was not always .reported. However, it is’ poeeible to make

certain generalizations from' ’t‘:he"d’alta. ‘It appeare that aoc:l.al

rewards. occtr "all day"" "every 'day" within the routine of the

. home._ -0n the other hand, pr:l.v:l.leges are given for going beyond

'_the "expected" and occur more on a weekly bas:ls -for indiv:l.dual
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cases, material is used as frequently as social rewards and
for the same reasons. However, in others it is a reward in

line with privilege for being "extra good".

5. Type ofqunishmem:

The last issue to be considered in this section is that of
the punishment practices eniployed by the mother. Table 7 presents

the frequencies for the three types df puniehmept -= verbal,

withdrawal, and phys ical'.

Table 7
PUNISHMENT COMBINATIONS ADMINISTERED IN THE HOMES * *
Type of Punishment cOmbtnations . Frequency of Nccurrence in Homes
Verbal ' o 5
Withdraval o R 1
Physical =~ T ¢
Verbal, wi;hdfawg}}nj,; e
Verbel, physieal 1
(1W1§h§r§w§1,sph¥sic§%:_h:, e 8
‘\Vérbal withdrawal, phyaical o 12

~WITHDRAWAL‘TOT!L*,:* 2 waﬁi*f‘**~~” -3

ol gt m s v s cean s
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It is significant that 467 of the homes use physical
punishment., However, certain qualifications should be made, -
First, only one home used physical punishment exclusively,

Second, in the majority of cases, the mothers specifically

emphasized that punishment was used as a last resort and only
‘after one or both of the other forms had been employed, For
example, "spankings are used only when their misdeed continues

and they won't listen to verbal commands,”

As with the.responsea to the frequencies of rewards, it
was impossible to accurately guantify ‘the 'frequencies of punish-
ment, However, it is noteuorthy that a large portion of mothers
employing physical puniahment specifically stated that“iyt is
used '"rarely", "seldom", "not often", "occasionally". Further-
more, many mothers qualified the type of ~physical punishment
'they'.e‘mployed In general it was indicated that it was "light"
ot toob-hard" "just on hand or seat" In only a few cases was

there mention of a "ruler", a "belt" "hickory" or a small paddle.

" The- last qualifications .on physical punishment appear to be: that
, _employment depends on the children's age, and aometimes on the
. .permission of the child's own mother. It is intereeting to note

that the only two examples of "whippings" were by two mothers on

their own children in the homes. They were careful to point out
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that other forms of punishment were used on the rest of the
- 1 ' . children. Further, in only a few cages did thé mothers specify
that a child had a particular behavior pattern which she was

eliminating through punishment.

As indicated in Table 7 withdrawal is the most frequently
used method of punishment. It should be noted that the questionnaire
did not distinguish between withdrawal of the disruptive child

from the group and the withdrawal of either privilege or material , / ’

object from the child,

Therefore, no specification of the differential withdrawal

techniques is possible,

E. Nutritional Development

. Information on the nutritional element of day care home service
was obtained from the following three types of sources: (1) closed-
ended questions, providing data on the frequencies with which meals
and snacks are served, the types of food and food patterns provided,
and the planning of menus; (2) open-ended questions s allowing the

respondent to describe a typical day's meals and snacks and to identify

.k the additional help needed in the area of nutrition; and (3) comments
\ -about the adequacy of the nutritional care which were spontaneously

recorded by the consultants.
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1. Frequency of Meals and Swnacks

As can be seeo in 'Iable 8, the large majofity of the children
receive t:wo. snacks with either one or two meals, Nutritional
needs suggest to us that the provision of two snacks in these
predominantly. full-day care .homes is not only appreciated by
the children but is also of beneficial value in their energy,

health, and growth, . i

Table 8

FREQUENCY OF HOMES SERVING VARIOUS MEAL AND SNACK COMBINATIONSs

Number of Meals: ] 1 __2 3 ‘
o o | '_ o | 1 0 %

- Number of 1 1 9 11 1 ’ 3
Smacks: 2 o | =a 23 3
31 0 0 1 1 :

* Based on 73 homes reporting.

2. Quality of Meals and Sunacks

Having determined that approximately two-thirds of the
children are receiving the desired two snacks a day, attention
was turned to t:ho qulit:y of snacks offered in the homes.

' Senral types of liquids and foods were mentioned and they
| can be cstegorizod as to theri degree of nutritional value as

. 1935*;;;‘? ¥

.seem in 'rsble 9.
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Table 9
BREAKDOWN OF SNACKS ACCORDING TO NUTRITIONAL VALUE *

High Nutritional Value Medium Nutritional Value Low Nutritional Value

Fruit - 18 . Cookiés - 40 Kool Aid - 3
Milk - 31 | Crackers - 13 | Soda - 3
Juice - 28 | . Jello - 3 Chips - 4
Peanut Butter - 6 Cereal - 1 ' Sherbert - 1
Meat - 3 Bread - 3 Candy - 3
Peanuts - 1 Cake & Pie - 2 Tea - 1

Ice Cream - 7
Raisins - 1

Cheese - 1

. % Based on 71 homes reporting snack periods.

It is interestfﬁé to note that in 5§ -(83%) of the 7> reported
snack periods, either milk or juice was served to ﬁine children,
Other liquids mentioned were kool-aid, soda, tea, and vater.
Unfortunately, the food snacks given the children fall into the
“high nutritional' category only 37 (33%) times, compared with
the "medium nutritional” and "low nutritional® categories,
numbering 77 occu.rrences. Snacks in the '"medium nutritional
category' constitute 62 océur;ences, vhile those in the low nu-
tritiﬁﬂ constitu.t:e 15 .occurt"ence‘s. » It: is ‘obvi'ous that the snacks
given f:he childre’n confozn more cléseiy to the concept of "treats"
such as caﬁd_y, -cookies.,m potafq él;ipé, crag:kérs , etc, than to the

established requirements of good nutritional care,

194

LR ARTIRD B et N




|

-185-

o
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Respondents indicate that 42 of the homes provide breakfast
 for the day care children, Most include milk (37), cereal (35),

bread (30), and meat (27)., Fewer than half mentioned fruit (20)

or eggs (19).

In examining the important noon meal, the presence of the
five basic food Atypes -= meat, milk, fruit, vegetables, and
bread -- were examined. Analysis of the daily seirvingv and snack
provided the following information: (1) twenty-two (30%) of the

homes provide all five of the basic nutrients over the course of

the day; and (2) Only seven (10%) of the homes provide all five of

the basic foods at the noon meal, fAt: best, these figures indicate

that only 29 (39%) of the participating 73 homes provide these
fundamental elements of good nutritional care. That leaves 607%
of the children being cared for with inadequate daily food care

from the homes.

Since it is obvious that t:hé daily noon meals being served are

not conforming to established nutritional norms, it may be helpful

to examine the frequency in Table 10 that different types of food

are served during the noon meal. Respondents were agked to describe

the noon meal which was served on the day of the interview.

195
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T Table 10
FOODS SERVED DURING THE NOON MEAL *
Types of Food N Frequency of Occurrence
) : Meat (meat substitutes) ' 58
| Milk 48
Vegetables ' 41
{ Bread - 30
Potatoes 21
Cookies, cake ' 19
Fruit 17
o Soup . 14
Crackers . 8
Téa 7
.Jello 6 !
| Ice cfemn 6
| Baby. food ' 5
Rice 4
Potato chips :
Juice ’ 3 l
Kool-Aid | 3
Pudding 3
Applesauce _ 1 i
Goke | o 1 !

* Based on reported noon meals in 71 day care homes,

A 1 1
-196 ’ . : 2
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While the frequency counts for milk (48) and meat (58) look

substantial, nevertheless, 337 of the children have no milk at

) | | noon and 20% have neither meat nor a meat substitute., Further,
in six homes neither meat nor milk were served in the noon meal

& ‘
on the day of the interview. The provision of vegetables (minus

potat:oes) reaches fewer than 607 while fruit reaches the fewest
(only approximately 23%). These figures must be moderated even

further by the fact that we do not have specific information on

the details of the responses. That is, while 58 respondents in-

dicate that they serve meat with the noon meal,a large number

f of them do not specify the type of meat served. Vegetables
reflect another analysis problem in that respondents frequently
did nét; specify whether they were discussing leafy, green, or
yellow vegetables. Fruit i)resented a similar problem in_ differ-

entiating the citrus fruits from others.

The combinations in which these foods were served tended to
fall along the following "pattern": (1) The most prevalent com-
bination was milk, meat, vegetables, and bread (17); (2) As
mentioned previously, the “ideal" combination occurred in only
seven cases; and, (3) No other combination of the wide variety

of foods mentioned occurred with a frequency of more than three

times, The very wide dispersion of food types and food combinations -

Do ' suggest that criteria other than nutritional adequacy are involved

bt e b At s T E o

in planning the needs.
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3. Nutritional Planning

Thesi!e findings are further supported by the responses to irn-
quirie_s about who plans the nutritional aspects of the meals and
how long in advance the menus are planned and written up, In
only three cases was a nutritional consultant involved in the
planning. It could be argue-d that many of these women (perhaps
ail) have families of their own ar{d are quite used to providing
meals for children'. Nevertheless, research has shown that the
general public is not well informed about nﬁtrition ‘and the,
‘national nutritional level 18‘ well below what it should be for
a country of our wealth and ed.u-t;'ati-.pn.. Tﬁe number of days
utilized for planning menus rang;d from zero (55 of the respondents)
to three of more days (14 of the respondents). Again, the larg_e
number who do not preplan on a written basis may be reflective
of the random food selection previously mentioned. It is possible
that the other end of the range (14) is more an adjustment to

the demands of grocery shopping than it is to extensive pre-

planning.

The data presented so far indicates that the basic food
requirements essential to the growth and health of all people,

particularly children, are not being met.

SOOIV B - VAR PN ARER T
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4, .Neefded Assistance

We do not have sufficient information to identify the causes

for this situation. While the variables of economics and edu-
I cation obviously play important roles in deter'uininé the food
. choices made by individuals, we cannot specify the degree to

whic_h each has contributed to this condition., An indirect

; measure of attitude and education was obtained within the res-

ponses to the following open-ended question: "The department
18 interested in helping you better in the areas of health and

nutrition (food selection and preparation). What additional

help do you need in health for yourself or the children?"

The large majority of our respondeﬁts indicated '"None'.
(57 of the 73 replying). Some of these comﬁents ranged from
the general opinion that they serve good and. nutritious meals
to some specifics that because they serve certain types of foods
such as vegetables and fruit (no mention of meat) they fulfill
a child's requirement., Others mentioned that they already
received enough suggestions from DPS newsletters and/or case-

workers. One mentioned that her meals were definitely more

nutritious than those meals served in the child's own home.

Many responses indicate that many of these women are unaware
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of their own needs in the area of nutrition, Their unawareness

X ' of their situation is further illustrated by the following

three findings:

(1) Consultants vigiting the homes included "comments"
o? their reporgs; these comments were spontaneously
rﬁéorded and rangéd over all areas céveréd in
éhe questionnaire. Of their comments, nine re-
fer to the area of food quality and service.
(Nine represents almost 207 of fhe total 48 comments,)

i
(2) With one exception which praised the nutrition
care ("...gives very nutritious meals..."), the
comments indicated the consultantﬁ' concerns with | ;

inadequate food quality.

(3) Of the eight consultant comments on the poor,

inadequate food, only two of the survey respondents
1ndicated:1n the above-mentioned open-ended

questions that they would appreciate help.

The remaining six most{ clearly and even emphati-

A B s w T

; cally stated that they had no need of help or

information,
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These data suggest further évidence of the general unaware-
ness of the inadequacy of the nutritional care being provided.
Even in the cases where the nutrition lacks are sufficiently
: "~ glaring to evoke spontaneous comments from the consultaants,

’ ‘ the majority of our respondents do not acknowledge their

| difficulties.

It is alarming in situations where nutritional needs are

being so inadequately met that only 16% are aware of a deficiency

or problem in this area. More specifically, 12 mothers requested
help in the shopping for and preparing of nutritious meals.
Included in this group were those mothers having difficulty
balancing meals for children of varying ages simultaneously, |
Two requests were fér more money for food as well as food stamps.
One woul'd.appreciate books on nutrition, and the last reeded

D " help with the children while cooking.

It can be seen that we had three basic types of respondents:

(1) those who had identified nutritional inadequacies (by the
consuitants) but did not acknowledge them, (2) those who may or
may not have poor nutritional services, but who neither were

identified as problematic by the consultants nor requested help

: i?(kl‘ '. ﬁfi'ii
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LX)

for themselves, (3) those who were not identified as being
problematic, but who requested inf;rmation and/or help,

’ { Again, it is important to note that there were only two cases
) ; vhere the respond:nt was idenrifigd as proﬁlematic and also

requested help and information.

E., Health Development

The probability is very high that the nutritional needs of a
typical child in an Alabama family day care home are not being adequately

met., The likelihood of illness becomes more prevalent in such

circumstances and thus it is critical to evaluate both the precautions

taken to guard against illness as well as those provisions available

and employed when illness occurs. Three areas of health care will be
reviewed: (1) diagnostic data, (2) immunization data, and (3) health 5

‘ i
| : p

resources,

1. Diagnostic Data

Table 11 provides clear evidence that the children
do not receive the basic health assessments which are usunally
considered to be standard for all youngsters.; It can be seen

that the highest frequency of diagnostic testing occurs in the

tuberculin case; however, even with this particular examination,

AR AL s L L ey wre e eve
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I1f, SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES (Continued)

75% of the children remain untested. Even the most routine

tests, namely blood and urine, héve only been conducted on less

than 15% of the children. Additionally, a little over 90% of

the chiidret} are left untested for vision and almost 927 have

not been tested for hearing or speech. Since developmental

progress 1is dependent on normal functioning in these areas, it

is particularly alarming that little effort is being made to

diagnose and treat potential problems in their early stagzes.

According to state medical experts, lead poisoning is currently

not a problem among the poor in Alabama, therefore, it is under-

stzndable why no children have received this diagnosis.

r
Table 11
CHILDREN RECEIVING DIAGNPSTIC :28TZ2 ‘
Number in Sample

Diagnostic Test Receiving Tests Percent of Total Sample (487)
" Tuberculin Test . 121 25%
Urine Test T 74 15%
Plood Test o 75 15
Vision Test 54 11%
Hearing Test 46 ' 9%
Speech Test 40 8%
Lead Poison Test 0 0

* Based on 73 homes reporting.

3




SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES (Continued)

2, Immunization Data

Information about immunizations against the usual childhood

diseases is presented in Table 12,

% .
Table 12

. CHILDREN RECEIVING Il‘iMUNIZA{IONS *
Number in Sample

Disease Receiving Immunization Percent of Total Sample(487)
Polio _ 175 37%

Diphtheria 180 - 38%
Measles 165 | | 347,
Rubella 134 287%
Tetanus 150 , 317%

* Based on 73 homes reporting,

A cautionary note is required in order to accurately

interpret the immunization data. These figures may underestimate
the number of immunizations received by the children due to the
method of record keeping in the homes, More specifically,

severé'l of the consultants pointed out the DPS-22 medical

form does not require the examining doctor to record the specific
immunizations given the child, Therefore, it is possible that
the child has beem inoculated but the mother is unaware,

Ignorance of the status of the children's immunizations by the

o
e
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III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES  (Continued)

e e e e e e L L Al

surrogate mother i8s considered an administrative error which

should be corrected immediately.

This lack of awareness of health status is also evident

in an open-ended question dealing with the surrogate mother's
x perceived needs in the area of health, Sixty-one of the 1

respondents indicated that they did not need any help with the

health aspects of care -- i.e., the absence of critical {mmuni-
; zation data is not sezn as a problem. Wher requests were made
for aid, only four respondents indicated a desire to take the
children to medical clinics if it could be arranged with the
permission and approval of the children's parents, The other
requests ranged from ways to encourage the children‘s mothers
to deliver the children clean and. appropriately dressed in the
morning (5), techniques for good food budgeting (1), and book-
lets on health (1). 1Is is e@ent that none of these are

reflective of a comprehensive program in the area of health care.

3. Health Resources

Table 13 summarizes the available health personnel known

to the family day care mothers.




I1I. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES (Gontinued)

Table 13

AVAILABILITY OF HEALTH SERVICES STAFF *

Percentage of Homes
With Available

Personnel Regular COnsuitant Referral Basis Personnel
Nurse 3 4 5 ] 17%
 Physician 2 10 15 37%
Mental Health 2 0 2 6%
* Resources ; )
Dentist 3 1 5 137
Parent 0 0 2 3%
Health ’ 0 ' 1 1 3%

*Based on 73 homes reporting;
IS ——————
It appears from the data that a very large number of homes

do not have access to any type of health service. There are
only ten homes with regular part-time aid; 16 hoﬁes with con-
sultant staff; and 30 with referral accessibility to health
staff. The figures in the far right column furtifer 11]ustrate
this lack of health staff availability and/or use of such.
services, For example, it is seen that over 807 of the homes

do not have access to nursing care and that over 60Z do not have

access to physicians' care.

It may be quite likely that the services are avafilable

A A & et a e s
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III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES . (Continued)

and that the failure to use the services rests with the children's
parents and not with the family home operator. For example,

several respondents indicate that they w.ere having difficulties

getting parents to take the children for medical examinations.

i However, even if the health needs of the child in the family

day care homes are the responsibility of the child's parents and

i not the day care mother's, it is nevertheless crucial that the
homes have the knowledge of each child's health and, when
needs are identified, the knowledge and resources to help the

parents meet the needs of their children.

The inadequate health component can be understood better 4by

- noting that the state licensing standards for family day care
homes require so little of the family day care homes as agents .
of a health delivery system. For example, besides a small pox
vaccination, the only other immunization mentioned is diptheria;
and this is only suggested not required by DPS. Even though
diptheria is suggested in the s“andards, approximately 62% of
the children have not been immunized against this 'diceue

(according to the family day care mothers).

These standards should be revised as soon as possible to
incresse and improve the health diagnosis, immmization re-
quirements, and the role : of the family day care mother in the
delivery of health services.

ERIC | .27 ..
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III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES {Continued)
\ .

This analysis of family day care homes indicates that the majority

of cases do not approach quality day care in terms of program, nutrition,

and health,

ﬁ

A, Training and Staff Development

Lack of sufficient training for the mothers seems to be the
major cause of this critical situation. Official policy of DPS
dictates that at least four yearly visits be made to these homes,
and that if necessary, these visits become more frequent., It is
confusing, therefore, that 39% of the cases claimed to recei‘ve
"no training" whatsoever, and further, an additional 27% do not
mention these visits as a part of training. On one hand, there is
indication that these visits are not being made at regular intervals.
At the time of the interview, 34% reported that five months or more
had elapsed since the last DPS 8Sccial worker's visit. On the other
hand, it appears that even when the visits are being made regularly,

- they do not have a "lasting" impact on helping the mothers run their
day care home, )

Observation of the 24 cases which mentioned visits by the "day
care worker” or the "social worker" gives a picture of what this
o &
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I1I. A FAMILY DAY-CARL HOMES  (Continued)
A

SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES

training usually involves. In the majority of cases, the consultante
were said to supply newsletters dealing with nutrition, discipline,
play, parents, art, and creative gctivittes. Several respondents
mentioned menus and suggestions for meal planning. A few respondents
did specifically indicate that the consultants offered ideas in
verbal discussions om sciences, "learning under six", songs, games,
and toys to make. It is also interesting that only 6% of the
respondents felt the booklet on state minimum standards was a part

of their "training".

In looking at the other types of training recorded it appears
that 22% of the respondents considered that experience with their
own children or as a "nannie” for someone else's children was
sufficient training for her role as day care home mother. A few
respondents mentioned workshops, including only one who indicated
a four hour course in food handling and praparation either as their
sole source of training or in conjunction with visits from the
DPS consultants. Of the remaining mothers, one had a college
degree in elementary education, four had worked either in day care
centers or Sunday school, and two indicated that their training

consisted of reading books and articles om children.

Further, ﬁ seems evident that the objectives of training are

neither well-defined or specific to critical areas of development.

. 299
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III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES :Continued)

Apparently, the mothers did not expect more from training nor were

(r

they provided with more than the generalities of "how to be a good
day care mother", "what children can and cannot do", "the right

ideas about child care", or "how to entertain and give good care".
In only three cases did the mothers specify that the objective of

training was to gain knowledge of nutrition or health.

What this lack of sufficient training seems to have created is

a situation where the vast majority of family day care mothers are

warm and responsive people who love children and are interested in
serving the community but who are incapable at this time of providing
quality day care at all levels, including meeting the physical needs
through adequate health and nutrition, It has been noted at many
points in this evaluation that a large majority of the mothers
themselves are not even aware that what they are doing 1s not
sufficiently meeting the developmental needs of the children in

their care, Specifically, the mothers seemed unaware of the fact that

their methods of health care and nutritional planning were unsatisfactory

B. Perceived Needs

The responses to "what are other problems that you have in
running your day care howmes?™ and "what kind of additional help do you
ne‘ed‘l"v.dubem&.lyzedinoﬁer ﬁ’mppottfurther:themethat
one of the most critical, yet alio the most easily i-ecufied problems,
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III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES (Continued)

is the mother's unawareness of her shortcomings., Seventy-two
! , percent reported that they had no problems, and 74% reported that
they needed and/or wanted no additional help. Of the problems

mentioned, most dealt with conflicts with the parents over a variety

of issues; such as not taking the children to the doctor, mot picking
{ them up on time, and sending the cixildren to the home dirty. It

is noteworthy that in one case, the mother was aware that the
children were not being fed well at home; and that in three others,
the children were not being disciplined at home. In the latter cases,
the mothers specifically stated that this was the reason her
disciplining was undermitied. Of the other problems, three dealt
specifically with the children, including a slow learner, a user of
profanity and a poor eater. A few respondents desired more children,
more play equipment, transportatiom to take the children on outings,
and more food stamps.

+ Of all requests for additional help, only three asked for
guidmee'i.u planning activities and daily schedule, including "games
vhich would be educational and helpful™ and "resources and materials
for educational activities". Only two others reflected developmental
concerns other than the physical, by requesting information on infant
care, Homnnerththnamtusmehumym

food, food stamps, outdoor play equipment and transportation., Only
'» mnCMﬂwmtﬂnyvenmto"mymdall

suggestions®, | .
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III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES (Continued)

Summary

The purpose of the Alabama Family Day Care Home Study was to examine
the quality of family day care homes in regard to their program, nutrition
and health components, A ten percent random sample of homes licensed by
The Department of Pensions and Security was selected for study., In the
73 homes selected, 487 children were receiving care. The Alabama Family
Day Care Inventory was developed jointly by UEC and consultants from
The Department of Pensions and Security and was designed to measure
the quality of three :ompoments of care ~-- program, nutrition, and
health,

It is relatively easy to summarize the results in this study because

a consistent picture has emerged of the family day care home:

A. Program

Two important conclusions were drawn in regard to the component
of family day care homes, First, there is virtually no advanced thought
and preparation of a child development program in the typical family
day care home, In fact, in only a few cases did there appear to
be any plamning, educational or otherwise., Second, there is little
emphasis on educational and developmental activities whether they
be planned or unplanned. IuoulyZIzoftheMVeteattapu

: v
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III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES /continued)

made to provide educational and/or materials for the children.
) Instead, the typical day centers aromnd the meals, snacks, and nap
. time of the children. Furthermore, when the children were not eating ‘
or napping, they were either involved in free-play an!l non Sesame

Street television.

2. Language Development

] The language development needs of the children are not assessed

in any systematic mammer. The needs that are identified are global

and are met by short-term strategies vhich have limited face validity
and no empirical validity. Thus, in general, there does not appear

to be an understanding in the homes of the features of an individualized
comprehensive language program based on sound psycholinguistic prin-
ciples.

3. Socialization

Two critical aspects of socialization are considered: a) which

behaviors are controlled and encouraged by the rules of the home?
and b) vhich systems of reward and punishment manage these behaviors?

The rules for operating the homes center arcund a) those which

‘ facilitate a smooth running howe, b) those which enhance group in-
teraction, and c) those which encourage individual development in

' the home. The rules or guidelines for operating the homes place a
disproportionate mﬁt of concern on administrative routines and

far less coucern on the prowotion of individual development.
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'mthers regarding the in-dequaéy of the nutritional care,
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III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAX-CARE HOMES (Continued)
-

An examination of the use of rewards in the home shows a lack
of sophistication in using rewards to modify behavior and a poor

focus on which behavior to modify,

The use of punishment in the homes was principally focused on
behavior control and little evidence emerged that the caregivers

understood the underlying principles of behavior modification.

In general, the concern with socialization reflect the traditiomal
child rearing philosophy that as long as 1) there are no accidents,
2) the children are playing well together, and 3) the children are
quiet and well behaved; the needs of the children are being met,
All of these concerns are valid and critical; however, they are

inadequate for successful functioning of quality day care.

4. Rutritional Development

One of the most important findings of the study was to discover
an inadequate nutrition program, At best, only 39% of the homes
provide during each day the five fundamental elements of good nutriy-
tional care (meat, milk, fruit, vegetables, and bread), Further,

snacks given the children conform more closely to the concepts of

PRIV

"treats" such as candy and cookies than to the established require-

ments necessary for the growth and health of young children. The

e Taim Jere:

data also suggests a general unawareness on the part of the surrogate

_ 214




SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES (Continued)

5. Health Development

Health needs of the children are not being adequately diagnosed

and assessed nor are they receiving the necessary immunizations,
Further, the family day care home mothers make little use of community
health resources. The standards should be changed to improve the
health status of these children as soon as possible, Thus, it is
crucial that the homes have the knowledge of each child's health
status, and when needs @re identified, the knowledge and resources

to help the parents meet the health needs of their children.

1

6. Evaluation
LN

This analysis of family day homes indicates that the majority of
cases do not approach quality day care in terms of program, nutrition,
and health. Lack of sufficient training for the mothers seems t_:o be
the major cause of this critical situation, even though the vast ma-
jority of family day care mothers are warm and responsive people who
love chil&ren and are interested in serving the community. . These
mothers, however, are incapable at this time of providing quality

day care. This situation is compounded further in that the mothers

.themselves are not even aware that what they are doing is not sufficiently

meeting the developmental needs of the children in their care.

In conclusion, there is an immediate need for staff training and




III. SERVICES IN ALABAMA FAMILY DAY-CARE HOMES (Continued)

!
!

for increased technical assistance to the family day care homes.
A sophisticated technical assistance program should be mounted im-

mediately to rectify these problems, and in doing 8o, raise the family

day care homes to thefr fullest poténti.al. . )
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i IV, CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS

Before a successful comprehensive day-care program can be

edge of the current status of existing day-care programs, paren-
/

i
I
]
’ f implemented, the planning agencies must have a thorough knowl-
|
j tal need and desire for additional day-care services, and avail-

I able community resources. The Department of Pensions and Security
employed UEC to plan and execute an evaluation program which would,
when coordinated with a similar program in the 35 Appalachian

i counties (hereafter referred to as north Alabama), supply the

information needed to plan and implement a comprehensive day-care

PPT I Ry L PR LA A

prograin. The Needs Study is one phase of the total evaluation

e,

program.

Since two major purposes of a comprehensive day-care program
will be to enable those mothers who wish and need to work to do
so and to provide enriched educational experiences for the state's

preschool children, it is imperative that the Department of Pensions

e s ML Y

and Security (DPS) have a thorough knowledge not only of the cur-
rent need for day-care services but also maternal employmeﬁt as
related to child-care problems. The report of the Needs Study

provides DPS with an analysis of these needs. J

This" study not only provides extensive information on the need

in the 32 non-Appalachian counties (hereafter referred to as

South Alabama) for day-care services; it also presents detailed

17
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CHILD CﬁiE'SERVICES REQUESTE. BY PARENTS .(Continued)

i‘énalyses of the extent to which child-care problems have inter-
fered with employment by mothers, the various types of da&-care
programs needed, the services which parénts need, the medical and
deﬁtal needs of the preschool children, and parental evalhations
of the importance of potential program features. Thus, this
study provides a basis for &evelopment of a day-care program
which will be deéigned to provide both the preschool children

and their parents with the services they both desire and need.

The objective of the sample procedures was to provide a ran-
dom but representative sample of the different counties stratified
by the racial c&mposition, totﬁl"population, and size of commun?-
ties. This objective was accomplished by obtaining information
on the total popﬁlation of each county, proportion of Black resi-
dents, and community size. The sample consisted of 1,000 homes
with preschool children six years of age and younger and Qas se-
lected on the basis of the above-defined criteria. (See Appendix
D for county populations, racial composition of each dounty,
county groupings, humhir_of families per county with children under

six, and a mpfg;gepgiled analysis of sample selection.)

~ The counties included in the study were allocated a quota of
\;ngpe sampLe ip.proportion‘tq-tyeir'topgl representation of fami-
lies wi;hkchild:qn:six.yqars of!age»gnd_jpungerf, Within each

53]!3 e : 5
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| . E IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

county the sample was further divided according to tne proporLivn
of families residing in the rural or urban areas and according
i to racial composifion. The sample distribution of counties,

cities, rural areas, and racial quotas is presented in Appendix D.

Highway maps prepared by the State Department of Highways were

used to draw area probability samples for each of the selected'

! ’ counties. Each county was divided into squares approximately six
miles in each direction, which conformed to the regular divisions

already assigned by the Highway Department. Each such section

o A oA e T s e e -

was assigned a number and one-or more areas were drawn for the

sample, depending vpon the number of interviews to be conducted :

in the rural areas of the county. 1ln every case, alternative

areas were drawn to cover the possibility that the area designated

PRSI

did not contain sufficient families with preschool children six ;
years of age and under. A table of random numbers was used to
facilitate the selection of the areas and to insure that there

was no bias in the sample. The sample distribution by family

UV U U PUPUPIPRUNT

incomes was not a controlled factor in this study because there |

was no feasible manner, within the time and budgetary limitationms,

to obtain a precise county-by-county representation of income

levels. The sample distribution by 1nc0me levels is presented

in Appendix D.
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

The assessment of parental needs for day care was by admin-
istration of a modified version of the Parental Inventory devel-
oped for the University of Alabama at Birmingham (UAB) planning

grant. The modified version will be hereafter referred to as

the Alabama Parent Inventory. The Alabama Parent Inventory was

administered to 1,000 randomly-selected parents with preschool
children six years of age and younger. Representatives from
UEC, DPS, and UAB cooperated in the modification of items and in

the determination of items which were selected for inclusion in

the Alabama Parent Inventory.

The inventory consisted of a cover sheet and 24 questions,
many of which contained sevéral parts. Information obtained on
the coversheet included family names, residential location, edu-
cat.::l.onal background of family, ;ges of family members and occupa-
tions of fam:l.].y members. The questions were constructed to de-

termine (1) the extent to which child-care problems interfere

with employment, (2) the extent of parental need for day care,

(3) the extent of differential needs for day care in relation to
ages of children, (4) desired daily time periods of day care,
(5) the desired components and functions of a day-care program,

(6) day-care needs in relation to the socioeconomic status of

family. (See Apperndix A for Alabama Parent Inventory.)
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

In order to assess the-reliability of data collected l;y
the fiel& research team, Robert Sandgrs re-administered 114
randomly chosen parent inventories.i This represented 11.4%
of the total sample population. The length of time between
the initial interviews and re-interviews ranged from three days
to two weeks. Sixty-seven of the re-interviews were obtained
by telephone and 47 were obtained by visits to the interviewees'
homes. Re-intérviews by visitation were conducted for inven-

tories which did not ‘have telephones listed.

There was 96.5% agreement between initial interview and re-
interview responses when comparisions were based on inventory
questions, excluding family background information. Comparison
of family background information responses (cover sheet) between
the intial interview and re-interviews-resulted in 98.7% agree-

ment.

The high percentage agreements between initial interviews and
re-intefviews are? indicative of the excellent quality and reli-
.ability of the data. In this regard, the data provide a sound
basis for evaluating the need for day care and reflect the pro-
fessional competency of the field research team, the expertise
a'cqufr?ed by the interviewersi&riné the tr#ining- session, and

the quality of the Alabama Parent Inventory.
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

The sample was selected by Dr. Donald McGlamory, Chairman

of the Sociology Department, University of Alabama at Birmingham.

The research team who condﬁcted the ‘survey consisted of 26
researchers who were chosen on the basis of educational back-
ground, experience, ability to relate to both middle- and low-
income parents, recommendations, and evaluations of the UEC ;taff.
Training sessions for the researchers were held in Montgomery
and Mobile and were cénducted by Dr. Ronald Parker, Lynne
Schwartz, and Robert Sanders of UEC, and Dr. Don McGlamory, of
UAB. The field research team received on-the-job supervision
on a minimum basis of once weekly through telephone and personai

contacts with Robert Sanders, who worked full-time in the super-

visory role.

The data were analyzed by Dr. Constantine Stefanu of the

University of Alabama in Birmingham Medical School.

The study was written by Dr. Ronald Parker and Mr. Robert

Sanders of the UEC staff.

The DPS staff, particularly Miss Louis Pittman and Mrs.

Margaret Jordan, provided valuable comstructive criticism through-

out the project.
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

The Day-Care Needs Study has a data base of 1,000 parent inter-~
views, selected in such a manner as to be representative of the
parents in south Alabama who have preschool children. Whenever

possible, the results of the study are presented in tables within

the text and discussed in terms of percentages.

A. Child-Care Problems and Maternal Employment According to

Family Incomes

1. Employed Mothers and Child-Care Problems

One of the purposes for providing c_h:lld—care services
would be to emable those mothers who need and wish to work
to do so. Therefqre, an analysis of the employment needs
and child-care problems in relation to family income becomes
a significant aspect of the Needs Study. Some important - :

information concerning employment of mothers and child-care P

problems as related to family income is presgnted in Table 1.

'Figure 1 illustrates the percentages of employed mothers

who hdvé experienced child-care problems, according to family

income. l'evels.
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PERCENTAGE OF EMPLOYED MOTHERS
o 8

Less than $2000 $4000.  $6000  $8000  $10,000
'$2000 -3900 -5900 -7900 -9900 & above
ANNUAL  FAMILY INCOMES

Fig. 1 Working mothers who rerorted that child-care problems interfered
with employment




IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

During the past year 44.1% of the mothers in the sample
‘have been employed. Of  those who have been employed during
the past year, 54.6% have experienced no child-care problems. .
Of the working mothers, nearly one-half (45.4%) stated that

child-care problems had: interfered with their employment

during the past year.

An analysis of employment and child-care problems accord-
ing to family income provides valuable information on needs
for day-care services, especially on the needs of the low-i
income group. Of the working mothers who reported an annual
family income of less than $2,000, 63.2% reported that child-
care problems interfered with their employment and 50% of
fhose.with»ah annual income of from $2,000-$4,000 reported
that child-care problems interfered with their employment.
These da;a-indicate that é majority of the idwer-income mothers
were in éhe position of having child-care problems interfere
with their current employmeht.‘ For families with annual in-
comes above $10,000, 41.2% of the working mothers had experi-
enced child%care problems. The limited funds and the lack of
public day-care centers for their children pose major problems

in child-care for the low-income working mothe;s;

e
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

Unemployed Mothers and Child-Care Problems

Since more than one-half of the sample mothers have not
been employed during the past year, it is important to know
the extent to which child-care problems and job availability

have interfered with the mothers' seeking employment (Table

Figure 2 illustrates the percentages of -employed mothers

who cannot seek jobs because ‘of child-care problems.

Child-care problems kept 23.4% of the non-working sample
mothers from being employed while 19.0% of those who sought
employment could not find suitable jobs. of the mothers_ who
have not‘been employed during the past year, 43.6% said they
would begin work lmediately lf ‘child-care services and jobs
were evailable' 327 would like to work when their children
are a little older, while 24, 42 of the mothers not employed
during the past year were either undecided about future em-

ployment or did -not w:l.sh to work at any ‘time in the foresee-
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PERCENT OF UNEMPLOYED MOTHERS

~Less than $2000 $40
s¥o00 3900 %2300 19800 %5300 Zakove

ANNUAL FAMILY INCOMES

Fig. 2 Unemployed mothers needing child care in order to seek employment




IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)
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An analysis of the reasons for the sample mothers not
being employed ‘ndicated that the lower the family income
the greater the percentage of mothers who have not been em-
»loyed because of child-care problems. Of those families
with annnal incomes below $2,000, child-care problems have
kept 48.8% of the non-working mothers from beirg employed.
Child-care problems have resulted in 35.4% of the mothers
from families with annual incomes of from $2,000-$4,000 not
being employed. However, only 16.2% of ‘the unemployed
mothers from high-income families ($10,000 or more) have not

been employed because of child~care problems.

Day-Care Services and Unemployed Mothers Who Desire

Employment

A queét‘ioﬁ of major importanée is what proportion of the
low-income ;nbthers would work if they were provided with child-
care services (Table 2). Figure 3 illustrates the ﬁércentages
of mothers who would seek employment immediately if child-

care services were provided.

3
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

0f the unemployed mothers from families with annual in-
comes of less than $2,0Q0, 78.0% stated that they would begin
work ﬁmmediately if child-care services were provided, while
73.87% of those mothers from families with incomes of from

$2,000 to $3,900 annually stated that they would begin work

immediately if child-care services were available. When all

mothers from families generally designated as low-income fami-
lies in this report (less than $4,000 annually) are considered
as one group, 75.5% oflthose who have not been employed would

begin work immediatelygif provided child-care. Only 28.5% of
the unemployed mothers rrom higneincome families ($10,000 or

more annually) ‘would begin work immediately if child-care

services were provided..

:‘:j B ]
: These results indicate that a. comprehensive day-care pro-
gram “would” enable three-fourths of the currently unemployed
low-income mothers, who cannot seek employment now because

of child-care problems, ‘to supplement their meager family in-

comes by acquiring jobs, provided that suitable jobs were

avai1ab1e.

The indications are (1) that child-care programs would re-
sult in many unemployed mothers seeking jobs, thus increasing
the ‘available work force and possibly raising the standard of

living in a substantial number of Alabama households,.(Z) that

CR32
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

as family income decreases, the percentage ot mothers who
would work if provided child-care services generallf in-
creases, thus indicating that those who would financially
benefit the most from child-care services are the low-income

families, those whose needs are the greatest.

t

B. Parental Needs for Day-Care Services

1. Needs of Total Sample

To adequately plan the scope of a comprehensive déy-care
program, the planning agencies must have a thofough knowledge
of the current need for day~care services and the exfent to
which these needs are presently being met by existing pro-
grams. The neéd for day care is first discussed according to
total sample, acéording‘to rurglnand urban Black and White
respondents and then in relation to ;ncoﬁe'ranges of respon-
dents.- thé term rural refers to open country, viilgges, and

towns with populations under 1,000. "

Table 3 ﬁrovides information én ;he percentages of ufban
and rural respondenss who iﬁdicated a need for day care in
relation to thé'age'catggories of their children. It is im-
portant to note that some réspoqdents‘replied for only one
age and some for both age cétegd;ieé (0-3 years and 3-6 years),
depending on the agés of their éhildren. Therefore, the total

responses to need for child-care services exceeded 1,000.
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

| _ A total of 79.8% of the respondents indicated a need

for day care, while 20.22 indicated no need for additional
services, the mothers either wanting their children to remain
at home or having already secured day-care services for them.
Of the total sample, 32.0Z and 47.8% requested half-day and
full-day services, respeétively. Since the sample propor-
tionally represents the relevant population characteristics
of éout:h Alabama, it can be used to project the population
needs. The southern counties have 85,198 f;milies with chil-~
~dren six years of age and under; the sample data indicate
that approximately 80% of these families (or 68,000 families)
in south Alabama have a need for day-care services which they
are not now receiving. Considering that an economical number
of children per day-care center is 80, the number of day-care
centers which are needed to meet the needs in south Alabama
makes it imperative that Alabama immediately begin a long-

o range implementation program.

2. Needs According to Ages of Children

Af need for day-care services for infants (0-3 years) was

indicated by 76.1% of the respondents, with 23.92 indicating

'
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IV, CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

3.

no need for services. A comparison of need in relation to

hours gservices were requested indicates that 30.3% of the

sample requested halfjday care for infants, while 45.8% de-

s:l.rec_l full-day care. The sample percentages of day-care re-

quests for preschool (3-6 years) children were rather similar
to those for infants, with 83% fequesting services and 17%
indicating no need for day care. Approximately 33% of the
sample requested half-day care for preschool children from

three to six years of age, while 49.5% requested full-day
care.

These data indicate that day—cafe services are desired
by a majority of mothers for both infants and preschool
children. The mothers' requests for th;ase two age groups
differ by only seven percentage points, with the request for
services’ fqr preschool children being greater. A majority
of mothers needing day care wish fuil-day care services;

this request ratio holds true for both infant and preschool

children.

Needs According to Urban—-Rural Populations and Racial Groups

As Table 3 indicates, rather similar proportions of rural

" and ‘irban respsidents requested day-care services. Similar

pércentagéS“df' urban and rural respondents requested full-day

236 ,t 1.0
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

care; the percentages of rural and urban respondents who re-

‘quested half-day care were also very similar. Of the total

city respondents, 79.4% requested day-care services, while
81.7% of the rural respondents desired day-care services.
Half-day care was requested by 32.1% of the urban respondents
and by 31.8% of the rural respondents. Full-day care was
requested by 46.5% of the urban respondents and 49.9% of the

rural respondents.

Table 4 presents data on the percentages of urban and

rural Black and White respondents who requested day care.

Perhaps the greatest difference in proportions of the
sample requests for day care was between the two racial
groups. Figure 4 illustrates the percentages of urban and

rural Blacks and Whites who need additional day-care services.

Approximately 92% of all Black respondents requested day-

care services, while 74.4% of the White respondents indicated

a need for day care. Within the urban areas, 91.8% of the

237

4,
;:“".t P’(ﬁ-f
(UM §




W LA e

o
)

-228-

s TN S AL R 1 R TS
B I L < T

*0.XTpuaddy 39§ °pasn aq 3snm suorje[nqe; Ted
~TasunN -saldejuaoaad TenpIATpur ay3 8ur8eaaae £q paynd
-mod aq jouued sadejusdiad Te303 ay3 ‘sjuspuodsai 93TYM

PUE JjOBT§ Teinl pue ueqin jo siaqunu Tenbaun jo 28NEddgyy
: : * (seT10893®0
a8e yjoq o3 papuodsai ays ‘sata089380 a8e yjoq
UT UlIpTIyY® pey juapuodsal ® JI) sased €IE‘T uwo vmm,mm«

9°6¢ 8°¢¢ £°LC 6°L N.$ '8 a1e) Leq oN oD
0°0% S°gy 6°LE L°S9 L'S9 8°S9 oae) Leg-Ting mmw
9 9E L°EE 8°vE %°92 1°LZ 0°9z @1e) Keg-3Tey ’
23TuM Teany weqaq T Teany ueqiq v
Te30Lxx Te30Lxx .
3ITYN EELIT
¥TAVD XVd ONILSANOTY
SINAANOASTY TVINY ANV NvEin
IIHM ANV JOVId 40 FOVINADYAJ
% A19VL
S
=

E

PAruiText provided by eric [N




100

(7]

-

=

z 75

[~

=

[~

Q.

(7]

al

€ g0

[T

(]

-

=

]

[

W 25
0

l BLACK RESPONDENTS
D WHITE RESPONDENTS

URBAN - RURAL

Fig. 4 Need for day-care services according to race and residence
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS '(Cbntinued)

4.

Blacks indicated that they desired day-care services, and
72.22 of the Whites indicated a need. In the rural areas,
92.82% of the Blacks ;nd 77.2% of the Whites indicated a need
for day-care services. Of the total White respondents, 34.42
requested half-day care and 40.0% requested full-daj care,

while 26.4% and 65.7% of the Blacks indicated a need for half-

'~ day and full-day services, respectively. The indication is

that the major differences in need occur between the two racial
groups in their need for full-day care, with 25.7% more Blacks

than Whites requesting full-day care.

Needs of Counties With Proportionally Large Urban

Populations

Since Mobile and Montgomery Counties have urban popula-

>~ ="

" ttens over 100,05b and are, therefore, not comparable to

other south Alabama counties, the needs for day-care services

wvere anhlyzed separately for these counties.

a. Mobile County

Table 5 indicates the percentages of the Mobile

County respohdents_who indicated a need for day care.
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IV-l CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

b

Of the total Mobile County respondents, 84.9% indi-
ﬁfted a need for day-care services, with 35.6% requésting
half-day care and 51.3% requesting full-day care. For
the responses relating to day-care need for infants, 79.92
requested day care, while 89.2% requested dav-care services

for preschool-age chidren. The major differences.in the

length of service per day in relation to age of children

\

was concerning full-day care with 46.12 of the respondents
indicating a need for full-day care for infant children
and 55.7% requesting full-day care for preschool -age chil-
dren. Thus, in Mobile County a majority of requests for
“gﬁditional services were for full-day services with more

' full-day reQﬁests being for preschool than for infant
children.

Within the city of Mobile 81.7% of the respondents

indicated a need for additional services; 92.8% of the

respondents from within-county urban areas, other than
Mobile, indicated a need for day cére. In the rural areas ;
86.8% indicated a need for day care. The major differences
in need as related to length of requested services per day y
| were for full-day services, with 45.1%2 of the Mobile re-

sponéénts requesting full-day care and approximately 60%




=233- . §

CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

of the rural and urban respondents, other than MoBile,

requesting full-day services. In Mobile County, as well
as for the south Alabama area as a whole, the demand for
day-care services is high. The percentages of requests

were somewhat lower in Mobile than for other areas in

the county.

Montgomery County

Table 6 indicates the percentages of the Montgomery

County respondents indicating a need for day care.

-

The need for day-care services in Montgomery COuﬁty,
although substantial, was not as great as in Mobile
COpnty. In Mbnfgomery County there was a 70.2% indication
of need for day-care services, with %8.12 requesting half-
day care‘and'42.12‘requesting full-day care. Sixty-five
percent of the 1nf§nt—care respoﬁses.indicated a need
for additional services; while 35% indicated no day-care
need. For the 3-6 yeérs fange, 75% of the respondents
indicated an existing'heed for services. For the 0-3 year-
olds 40% desired full-&ay care and 25% requestgd half-day
care, while for the 3-6 years range 44% requested full-

day care; 31% indicated.a need for half-day care.
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

A comparison between day-care needs for the city of
Montgomery and the rural areas revealed the demand for
setéices to be considerably greater in the rural areés
than in Montgomery. Sixty-five percent of the Montgomery
city respondents requeéted day care, while 88% of the
rural resvondents indicated a need for additional services.
0f the total Montgomery city respondents, 32% requested
.haldeay care and 33% fequested full-day care, while only
'17% of the rural respondents desired half-day care and
71% requested full-day care. Thus, the need for full-day.-
care is considerably greater for rural Montgomery Couﬁty
than for the city of Montgomery. Also, the need for day
care in Montgomery County, while substantial, is not of

the same magnitude as the need in Mobile County.

Needs According to Family Incomes

Since the income of parents who will parFicipate in
a state-wide program will dete;pine the extent to which
they will be able to pay for'se;viées, it is imperative
that the Department of Pensions and Security know the de-
mand for day care in relation to the family :?comes. Also,
_a thorough knowledge of socioeconomic status of potential
participating families will aid the planﬁing agencies in

'developing.a program most suitable to the needs of the

children and parents involved.
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Iv, CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)
Tables 7 and 8 indicate the percentages of respon-
; _ dents indicating a need for day care in relation to
2 | family incomes of respondents and ages of children in
these families, |
| Theléie relations are presented graphically in Figure 5.
TABLE 7 - TOTAL PERCENTAGES OF LOW, MIDDLE ,‘ AND HIGH INCOME
. RESPO-NDENTS REQUESTING DAY-CARE SERVICES*
| Income Migdie Income High Income
E_ Half-Day Care 27 56 37
s " Full-Day Care 62 46 39
' No Day Care ' 11 18 24

* Based on 1,218 cases.(Respondents who refused to give or
did not know incomes were not included. Respondents who
had children in both age categories responded to both categories)

a. Family Incomes of Total Sample

t

Of the total low-income respondents, 89% expressed

a need for day care. Approximately 827 of the middle-

income respondents 'eipressed a r.nee_d__ for day-care services,
while 76% of the high-income respondents requested-day-
care services., The indication of these data is that as
family income decreases, the need for day-care services
increases., The major difference in need is between the
high=" and low-income groups, with 13‘7; more of the low~
income parents tha&n high<income parents needing day-care
"setvices, '
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TV, TULD CARE SERVICED RQUESTED BY PARENTS (Cont::l.nued)

i _ ’ Half-day care services were requested by 27%, 362

‘ | and 37% of the total low-, middle-, a'nd"high-income re-
spondents, respectively. " There was more variation among
the income groups in relation to need for full-day care
than need for half-day care, with 62% of the Low-income

group, 46% of the middle-income group, and 392 of the

high-income group, requesting :.full-day care services., As
income decreases, the need for full-day care increases,
[ , : while the reverse.is true for half-day care needs and

.+ -income, . . . ..

b. Family Incomes and’.Alg'.es‘ of Children
..Comparisons of the incomb groups' needs for day care
in relation.to ages of childrem indicate that the requests
. for day-care gervices differ by income groups in both age

categories for children.  Eighty-six percent of the low- !

income group who had children under three years of age

SNENERORE S

indicated a need for day care, while 81% of the middle~-

income and 70% of the high-income respondents indicated

R I T

a need for day-care services for their children of similar ;
ages. ' For children betﬁeen"three and six years of age,

| 912, 832, and au of the low—, middle~, and high-income

"parents, respectively, indicated ‘a need for day-care

services. T'he one income group in which there was a con-

giderable difference in need for day-care services depending
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS .(Continued)

on the ages of the children was the high-income group,
with 11% more high~income parents expressing a need for
day care for their children from three to six years of

age than was expressed by them for children under three

years of age.

Thirty-one percent of the low-income respondents de-
sired half-day services for their children under three
‘yéars of age and 22% desired half-day care for their pre-
school children from three to six years of age. ' Thirty-
" four percent of the middle~income parents expressed a

need for half-day care services for children under three

while 37% expressed a need for half-day care for their
children from three to six years of age. Of the high-
income parents, 36% wanted half-day care for their chil-
dren under three years and 39% expressed a need for half-
day care for preschool ¢hildren from three to six years '

of age. i

Therefore, 11X more low-incm parents wish half-day
care for their children under three years of age tﬁan for
those over three years, while only 3% more middle- and
high~income p.ren"to wish half-day care for their children
over three than desire half-day care for their children ]

uynder three.




IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENIS (Continued)

Of the low-income parents with children under three
years of age, 55% want full-day care, while for their
children above three, 69% want full-day care, represen~
ting a 14% greater need for day care as the children of
low-income parents become older than three years of age.
Forty-seven percent of the middle-income pﬁren‘ts want
full-day care for their children under three years of age
and 46% want full-day care services for children over
three years. The high-income parents expressed a need

basis of 34% for full-day care services for their children

-

under three years, and 427 v'vant:ed full-day care services

for their children over tht';e years of age. This repre-

sents an 8% increase in need for full-day care by high-

income parents as their children become older than three

years of age. : B

The gfeatest differences in length of day-care programs

desired occurred within the ldw-income group with only 22%

e e« s SN o et T

wishing half-day care for their preschool children older
than three ’y'ears,v‘wh:lle 697 of t‘:he_’low—income parents

wanted full-day care for théir children older than three
years. This represents a demand basis of 47% more low-

income parents wishing full-day care for their older chil-

dren than wanted half-day care. This particular difference




| ¢ IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

in demand for full-day care versus ha}f—day care by

ages of children does not occur for either the middle-

or high-income group.

C. Requests for Center and Home Care: Planned and Unplanned

Activities

If a comprehensive day-care program is to meet the needs of
and be well received by the parents of preschool children through-

out the state, it must be planned according to their expressed

desires. Two considerations, which are highly important to the
successful execution of a day-care program, are the extent of the
parental deﬁands for care in centers and homes and the demands

for planngd and unplanned activities. By giving full considera-
tion to parental desires, the planning agencies can insure increased

aéceptance and participation by the families for whom the services

~are intended.

1. Requests of Total Sample

Table 9 indicates the relative demands for center care versus
home care and planned activities versus unplanned activities

in relation to family incomes and children's ages.

et e e i
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

Figure 6 illustrates the proportions of respondents

requesting care in centers in re.ation to ages of childfen

and family incomes.

Of the total respondents who desired day care, 86.2?
wanted care in a center, while 13.8% desired care in a day-
care home. For the children under three'years of age, 83.5%
of the respondents requested center care, while 88.5% of the
respondents requested care in a center for their children
between three and six years of age. Thus, most sample parents

wanted care in a center regardless of the ages of their

children.

. The relative demand for planned activities was even greater
than that for care in a center. Of the total.respondents who
wantéd day cére, 93.22 requested planned activities for their
children. For the children under three years of age, 88.8%
of fhé respondents requested planned activities, while 96.9%

of the respondents redﬁested planned activities for their chil-~

dren between the ages of three and six years.




i
%
!

[[[l Low IN(;OME
I:I MIDDLE INCOME

o0 g HIGH INCOME

75

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS

0-3 YEARS 3-6 YEARS

Fig. 6 Percent of parents preferring center care rather than
family day-care homes

255

N

e e e o i P, A Tt A 0N B




-246-

IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

The extent to which the demand for planned activities

in day-care centers differed from the demand in day-care

homes is important in planning a future prégram. Of the re-
i spondents who requested center care for their children, 94.8% -
requested planned activities, while 83.3% of those who re- |
quested day-care homes also requested planned activities.
For children under three years of age, 90.8% of those who
requested center care wanted planned activities also; for this
age group, 78.8% of the parenté Qho requested home care also
wanted planned activities. The sampig parents of preschool
children over three years of age also overwhelmingly reques-
ted planned activities, regardless of whether they wanted
center care or home care. In this upper age group, planned
activities were requested by 97.9% of the parents who wanted !

center care and by 88.9% of the parents who wanted home care

e ket

for their childrén. The conclusion which receives strong sup-

port from these data is that a highly significant majority

of parents wish the day-cﬁre programs to have planned activi-
ties, regardless of ages of children and regardless of whether
the children attend a day-care center or a day-care home. Of

course, planned activities were requested by more parents of

children éaer three years of age than by parents of children

under three years.
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTEﬁ BY PARENTS (Continued)

2.

Requests py Income Groups

A comparison of requests for center care and planr:ed

activitics according to family incomes also indicates that

a majority of all iﬁcome groups wish center care and planned
activities. Of the low-income respondents, 86.4% requested
day-care centers, compared with 84.7%Z and 39.32 of the middlé-
and high-income groups, respectively, req;;sting care in cen-
ters. Planned activities were requested by 94.32 of the lLow-
income respondents, 92.6% of the middle-income respondents,
and 93.2% of the high-income respondents. Income level had

very little effect upon the percentages of respondents who

wanted care in a center and planned activities for their

children.

Requests by Urban-Rural and Racial Groups

The requests for planned and unplanned activities accord-

ing to urban-rural respondents and White-Black respondents are

presented in Table 10.

L L L. YWUTRY PV
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

Ninety-three percent of the urban respondents requested
pianned activities, while 947 of the rural respondents indi-
c;ted a desire for plannéd activitie;. Similar proportions
of White and Black respondents requested planneé activities,
with 93% of the White respondents and 95% of the Black re-
spondents requesting planned activities. For their children
under three years of age, 85.9% of the urban Whiée respondents
and 92.12 of the urban Black respondents stated that planned
activitiés were preferred. The requests for this age group
were similar for the rural areas, with 90% of the rural
Whites and 92.7% of the rural Blacks requesting planned acti-
vities. Similar trends were indicated for children between
three and six years of age, with proportionally more parents

reqﬁesting planned activities.

These da;a indicate that planned activities are desired
by almost all urban Black and White parents and by almost
all rural Black and White parents. Since almost all respon-
dents requested planned activities, neither race of r?spondents
nor urban-rural locations ﬁéd any appreciable effect on the

request for planned activities.

D. Services for Handicapped Children

Day-care prjﬁians will not meet the specific needs of the pre-

school handicapped children unless provisions for these children
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

E.

are made in the p1anning stage of the program. As an aid in
planning a comprehensive prcgram, data were collected on the

number of handicapped children in our sample.

Of a total of 2,820 children 1in the sample popuiation, 97 or .

3.4% were‘described_aa being handicapped by the pareats and in

- need of special services. There were 1,669 preschool children
under six years of age in our sample. Sixty-six (3.95%) of the

- preschool children in the sample population were handicapped.
Sixty-seven percent of the handicapped children are receiving
some type of special service. ‘However, the extent to which ser-
vices are provided for those enrolled in special programs varies
considerahly,,from being in a epecial.educational‘program on a

. daily basis to monthly visits to the Crippled Children's Hospital
or periodic visits to other service centers. Thus, 33% of the
handicapped children are receiving no special services. It may
be important to determine how many othere need additional ser-

I

vices on a regular basis.

teoot N

. Requests . for Direct Services to Parents oo .

‘The child’'s parents.piaj a major.role in his social, intellec~-
tual, and personality develqpment.‘ It is the manner in which par-
ents interact with the child and reinforce his efforts and achieve-

R

.menta that wi11 determine, to a significant extent, the direction

SRy e ..v'-"-i';:', . T
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1IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS -(Continued) _

a:"nd rate of his development. Only if parents are knowledgeable
of and sensitive to the child's present developmental needs, will
they be able to ptev:lde him with the necessary stimulation, rein-
forcement, and directional guidance which are essential to his

developmental progress.

The day-care program is a method of providing assistance in

the child's development progress, not a replacement for the parents.

To maximize the beneficial effects of day care, parent education

must be an integral part of a comprehensive child.deveiopment ]

program.

P O

To be successful, any parent education ﬁltogi:am must be based
on, at leaet: to a major degree, the wishes of the patent:s. involved.

Important information concerning seﬁvices which the parents of

‘preschool children desire as an ietegtel part of the day-are

program is presented in Table 11,

As a first-choice selection, 38.3% of the respondents expressed |
a desire for aid in understanding child development, while for
22.82 of the respondents, child development education was a second~-

choice service desired. Parental discussion of child problems ' |

| 261 et




TABLE 11

PERCENTAGES OF REQUESTS FOR
VARIOUS DIRECT SERVICES

Service - : o 1st Choice* 2nd Choice**

Child Development Information 38.3 22.8
Parental Discussion of Child Problems 19.2 21.3
Reconmended Shots for Children - 13.0 12.4
Assistance in Planning Meals 12.1 22,2

Aid in Behavioral Management 9.2 4.4

Aid in Clothing Purchases 5.0 9.4

Birth Control Information } - 1.2 5.1
Other Services ) - ' 2.0 2.3
-*Based on 974 cases - Some respondents wished no services.

**Based on 961 cases - Some respondents ‘who made a first choice
had no second choice.
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

was seconq in demand as a parental serviee, with 19.2% of the

| h respondents listing it as a first choite and 21.3% listing it

as a ‘second choice. Aid in obtaining recommended shots and assis-
tance 115 planning nutritious meals were servj.ces relati_vely high

in demand, ranking third and fourth in first and second choice

selections of services, respectively. Thirteen percent and 12,17

of the respondents selected these services as first choices,

respectively.

Significantly ;nore lower-income parents indicated their first-
choice service reqeeat to be help 'in. planning ﬁutrit:iou_s meals -
than was indicated by middle- and high-income p'arent:‘s'l (Xz = 8,75;
p“ < .001). Aid 'in obtaining recommended shots was listed by more
hi‘gh-income parents than by eit:her low-income or middle-income

parents as their-first-jctioice service request (X2 = 62; p < .001).

Birth cont:rol and aid in clothing purchases were the two no-

ticeable areas 1n which there was very lit:tle demand for service

- or education, wit:h only 1.2% and 5.0% of the respondents selecting

.3

these services, respectively, as their_first: choices.

L.

~ 'Although only"about‘.'9z ‘of the. respdt-ldents ‘indicated that
special help with problem children (behavioral managenient) was
their f irst:-choice gservice request, significantly more low-income
responde_nt:s requested this service on a first-choice basis than

did middle- orhigh’-income parents (x2 =69; p < .001).

N
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IV, CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

From al’general perspective, the data indicate that not only

do parents feel a need for day-care programs but that they also

feel a strong desire for training in child development and for °

asgsistance and education in techniques for meeting the develop-

mental needs of their children.

The data suggest that a provi-

sion for guided parentai discussions of current problems experi-
enced in rear:fng their child;;en would be an asset to parental
educat:ion,’b’oth in terms of immediate assistance to éaren't:s and
parental acceptance of th_ese discussions. There is also a;nple

demand for the inclusion of meal-planning and children's shots

in the program, A sound basis for the development of educational

programs for parents in conjunction with preschool day care is

&
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provided by these data.

Parental Selections of'Potential Program Components -

In designing day-care programs, special consideration should

be given ‘to the componéhts of the program which are deemed impor-

tant by the parents. Table 12 1llustrates the parent's ratings
of the most 'importa'nt'a‘spect of day-care programs. It should be
. b) .

remembered that ‘respondents could make only two selections, first -

g ety e CE Bl e (s R AN 13 Hiras PN e g e AR Ry
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and second. choices.
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TABLE 12

PERCENTAGE OF RESPONDENTS' RATINGS
OF PROGRAM COMPONENTS

Component T lst Choice 2nd Choice* Average %

Staff Training & Competenée 66.8 144 40.6

Program Quality 11.2 42,2 26.7

Transportation for Children 9.9 9.6 9.8
‘T\ Quality of Food 8.0 17.3 . 12.6 5
| Quality of Physical Facilities 4.1 16.5 10.3 i

*Based on 988 cases. Some respondents refused to rate program
components.




IV, CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

A substantial number of parents selected physical Facilities,
food quality, and transportatioﬂ as their first or second choices
of importance. However, the most striking result is that an .
overvhelming majority of parents consider staff comﬁet'ence and
tra‘ining as the most important aspect ofE'&Ey care, with 6.6.'82
of ball respondents selecting this aspect of day-care programs as
being the most import:ant. Training and competence of staff was
selected as the most important aspect of a day-care program on a
ffrst-choice basis by significantly more high~income respondents
than by low-income respondents (X2 = 18.34; p < .001). Program
quality was viewed as the most important aspect of a program by
the second largest number of parents, wit:ﬁ 11.2% of the respon-
dents selecting it as théir first choice and 42.2% selecting it
as théir second choice. Significantly more high-income respon-
deﬁts selected program quality as the most important aspect of

a day-care ﬁrogram than did low-income parents (X2 = 3.90; p¢ -05).

- The quality of food served in the. day-care centers ranked fourth

in first-choice selections by parents, with 8.0% of the respondents
selecting it as first choice. Food qualit?was more important to
more ﬁarents than were physilc':al f'acilit:ies. In relation to income
and the importhnqe of food quality, significantly more low-income
than high-income respondents selecj:ed food as the most important

aspect of a day-care prégram (X2 o 20.0; p ¢ .001).

o
» -
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

<&

Approximately 10% of the sample respondents indicated that
transportation was the most important aspect of a day-care pro-
gram. Significantly more low-income respondents than high-income
respondents indicated transportation to be the most important as-
pect of a day-oare program on a first-choice basis (X2 = 42,5;

P € .001), this difference probably indicating a lack of private
transportation available to the low-income parents. No other re-

quests differed according to income groups.

The indication is that parents of preschool children want

_staff training and competence to be the foremost consideration in

the design of a day-care program with program quality receiving
major emphasis. However, this does not indicate that parents do
not place importance on the food, transportation, and physical

facilities, but s:l.mply that staff and program quality are consid-

-ered as more important aspects of a program. -

Patental Evaluations of Potential Program Features

-Child development programs may vary in regard to prominent

- features of the program, depending oiy the desires and needs of
- the participants. To determine which potential features of a pro-

‘gram are most desired by our sample parents, with the expectation

PR
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

thet their responses would be representative of the'population
of the southern counties, we included a feature-evaluation ques-
tion in the inventory. Table 13 illustrates the parent evalua-
tions of the importance of possible program features. The re-

spondents gave only one rating for each feature.

The two features which were rated as being very important by

'the greatest nuﬁter of parents are development of positive peer
" interpersonal relations and health care, Qith these features

being rated as very important by 94.2% and 93.3% of the parents,

respectively.

Reading instryction and parental involvement were also rated

as highly desirable features of a developmental program; 62.9% of

the respondents rated parent involvement as being very important,
while 25.5% rated it as desirable, resulting in a total of 88.4%

of the respondents who consider parent,invelveme;t as being either

"verﬁ;important or desirable. Reading instruction was viewed as
being very important by 62.3% of the respondeﬁts and as being de-

sirable by 23.6%, resulting in 85.9% of all respondents consider-

ing reading instruction as being either a very important or desir-

. able feature of,a child development program. .

A
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

There appears to be a general consensus among parents that
day-care centers should be located near the homes to be served,

: | as indicated by 44.2% of the respondents viewing closeness to

home as very important and 92.1% indicating closeness to home as

being either very important or desirable.

There was a noticeable lack of agreement among parents concern-

ing the importance of having male staff members as well as female,

with only 28.8% of the sample viewing the inclusion of male staff

members as a very important feature of the program. An almost

equivalent number viewed having male staff as unimportant (27.7%),
while 27.4% indicéted that male staff members were a desirable

feature. In summary, 56.22 of the respondent§ indicated that male
staff members were either a very important or desirable feature ;
of child developﬁient programs. . :

<=

o~ In an effort to assess the attitude of the parental population

Y g e eie il r eaee

Y toward racial integration as an integral feature of child develop-
| ment programs, the respondgnts were asked to evaluate the impor-

Q tance of racial integration. There was'_» no decisive consensus among

respondents concerning 'impéftane of integration in a day-care

program. Approximately 23.7% of all respondents answering this

question viewed integrafioh as a very important feature, while

A 0 VT A LA S S K

35.6% viewed it as being unimportant. Twenty-two percent were
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

undecided about integration and 18.3% thought it desirable.
There were some respondents, mainly Whites, who were opposed to
integration; however, this was a minority of the sample respon-

dents and since no opposition rating was included in the sample,

it does not provide any definite percentage of opposition respon-
dents. The general finding here is that a majority of respondents
did not express strong preference for or against racial integra-

tion as a feature of child development programs.

Requests for Direct Services to Children, Other than Physical Care

Table 14 indicates in summary form the percentages of respon-
dents who requested vﬁrious direct services, other thﬁﬁ physical
. care, for their children in day-care programs. The information
indicates the importance of the various services, as viewed by the
parents of preschool children. Respondents selected three services:

their first, second, and third choices.

Medical and educational services were requested by a majority
of parents, with 46.7% of the first-choice selections being made
for medical services and 37.7% of the first-choice selections for

educational services. Medical services were requested by significantly
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

., more lower-iccome resoondents than by high-income respondents
(X2 = 18.7; p < .001). However, educational services were re-
quested by significactly more high-income parents than by low-.
income parents (X2 = 25.65; P 4 .001). These differences may very
well be a result of the current lack of avsilable medical services
for the low-income children. The two services combined were first—
choice selections for 84.4% of the respondents. In addition,
22.3% and 22.9% of the second-choice selections were for medical
and educational services; respectively. These data indicate that

parents of preschool children believe educational and medical ser~

vices are extremely important as integral parts of day-care programs.

Food planning and preparation had cn'overall selection~rank ‘of
third place, with 5.8%, 17.9%, and 19.7% of the service requests
being made for food planning on first, sécond, and third-choice
bases, respectively. . In view of the fact that such a large majority

, of psrents~saw.medical and educational services as beinhg most im~
portant, these choice percentages for food preparation indicate
. that provision of food is an important factor to a substantial

- ~number of parents. .

" Dental services received 4.1% of the first-choice requests

and 21. 6% and 17 1z of the second- and third-choice selections,

I

'respectively. Many of the rarents do consider dental service as
being important in a day-care program' however, medical and educa-

tion, and food services rank'sbove it in the;degree of importance.

i
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES BQQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

Transportation and specidl assistance with problem children

received relatively few first- and second-choice requests; however, :

15.5% and 13.02 of the respondents selected these two services as
; : ' third-choice requests, respectively. In sumary, the demand for

medical and educational services received priority as requested :

services by parents, with the greatest demand for educational and

medical services being made by the high-

!

and low-income respon- f
' dents, respectively. However, the relative importance parents !

placed on all potential services warrant their being included in

S | day-care programs.
I. Current Medical and Dental Care
- -cc-ca_ and Dental Care

_ The.relative:importance that parents attach to dental care

(Table 14) is not reflected in the dental care that:their children

B e
JPRI

_have”receiveda;:Dentalﬂcare haelnever"been'provided for preachool

children of 69.5% of:the parenta in‘our- eample. Oniy 13.82 of the

. .@parents .make- dental appointments for their preschool children once

.every six months and 8 92 once- per year;, with-the remaining 7.8%

o ' ' r,;stating that - their children received dental care when the family -
| could cope with the expense or when a cavity became noticeable. o

The three income groups did not differ significantly in relation

A By ey . : e
A Sy '_ I ..n. .
Gt I 5, ERRE




IV, CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Cbntinued)

Eighty-two percent of the mothers in our sample indicated

that they had-heen under the care of a physician during the first

threc months of their last pregnancy, and 12.7% had first been

under the care of a physician between three and five months of

pregnancy, with the remaining 5.3% either having seen a physician

after six months of prepnancy or not having seen one at all. The

187 who were not attended.by a physician during the early months

of pregnancy may include some mothers who underwent hazardous

r

early pregnancy conditions. The high-income mo:\Ers had signifi-

cently more medical evaluations during their last pregnancy than

did the low-income mothers ("t" = 2.68; p <..01). These data in-

dicate a need for additional medical services during pregnancy,

»especially for the lower-income mothers who either were not fi-

o

nancially able to afford the expense of the needed care or did not

perceive the necessity of medical care during pregnancy.

A __J
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)
Je Sw of Survez Resultg

| ; The major reault of the survey can be summarized readily: an

overvhelming majorit_y of all parents with children under six indicated

a need for day care, regardless of residential locations, race, or

socioeconomic status.

‘A majority of mothers need additional child~care services (79.8%2),
with the request for full-day care being greater than half-day care
services, regardlesa of residential locationa, race, socioeconomic

status, or ages of children. The Black respondents requested day-care

services more than did the, White respondents (922 versus 75%); however,
most parents of both racial groups indicated a need for ‘additional day-
care aervices. The requests for day-care aervices increased as family
. incomea decreaaed, ranging from a high of 882 of the low-income mothers
to a low of 702 of the high-income mothera indicating a need for day-

‘care services. Alao, the low-income mothera requeated fu11-day care

Py 3

more than did the high-income mothers.

-

A Ao 27
———he e A et oo

The family Aincome distribution was not ‘a controlled factor in this
study because of budgetary and time limitations. Therefore, it is

possible that the lower-income groups had lees proportional represen-

" tation than the other income groupa. However, the lover the incomes. i ,

-‘

: of the aample reapondents were, the greater the need for day care.

The indicat.ion ia that an increase in the number of respondenta from
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CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

Day care can play a critical role in state eoonomiéa by allowing
| " ! mothers to continue working without interfering child-care problems

! , ' and by freeing mothers for employment when jobs are available.

) _Almost one-half (45.42) of the employed mothers in the beample re-

ported that child-care problems'linterfered with their employment .during
the past year. Child-'-eare 'problems are creating difficulties. in em-
ployment and family living for many working mothers, with the" problems
affecting more low-income parents than either. middle- or high-income

parents,

Almost one'-.fdu'rth of the total unemployed mothers in our sample
reported that child-care problems have resulted in their not seeking
-'elnplojinent,' and approximately one-half of the mothers in the lowest
" fhcome group have fot ‘soin.éht emi;loyﬁent because of child.-care.prob-
o lems. "These data m'd'fea'te that additional Child-care services wohld
I ';increase the available work force, w:lth the greatest :I.ncrease occur=
'r:I.ng in the low-income group. Of the unployed mothere, 43.6% indi-
| cated a. desire for 1mediate employment if child-care services were
_proyided. . Perhaps,_more ‘_impgrt,ant ;1s:the £ 1nd_ing that three-fourths

of ,the une‘mplb’y'édﬁothete dn. the--'lovest income group. stated. that they

iV would seek employment if ch:lld-care services were: available. v Although

-

there :ls po guarantee that all these unployed mothers could find suit-
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IV, CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

The survey provided some important msiéhta into the ideal features

of a statewide day-care system in terms. of type of facility, program,

parental involvement, and s‘taffing.

Of the mothers requesting day-care services, most (86.2%) desired

care in a center, as ‘opposed to care in a day-care home. This.demand

for center care varied by only five percentage points for infants and

preschool children, with more requests for center care being for pre-
school chi]jren.

Planned activities were requested by most mothers (93.2%), with

the requests for planned activitiee differing only by eight percentage

pointe for infants and preachool children. In relation to family in~

comee, income had very little effect on the demand for center care and

planned activities, with all income groupe requeating center care and

planned activitiea. Race alao had litt:le effect on requests for cen~

ter care and planned activitiea, with both Black and White respondents

AN

requesting center care and planned activities.

A comprehensive day-care program will provide needed services to

. parents as'an integral part of the program. The first choice of’ parents

-'_for aervice vas-aid in underatanding child: development° nost services

- were requeeted by a eufficient number of parenta ‘to warrant their in-

L clusion*in a- comprehensive program. *The one noticeable area in: which

theré waa 1ittle"demandf for aervices waa birth’ control information.

- e AT p S I
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IV. CHILD CARE SERVICES REQUESTED BY PARENTS (Continued)

Parents indicated that staff training and competence was the most
important aspect of a day-care program; program qdalit:y ranked as a

- close second choice as an important feature of a day-care program.

In conclusion, this report indicates that most mothers need addi-
tional day-care services, regardless of income, race, and rural-urban

locations. Alabama must now design and ‘implement a statewide day-

care system' to meet this need.

PSR-
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r«‘_ V. ALABAMA COMMUNITY RESOURCES

i Utilization of the existing community resources is mandatory if

a day-care program is to provide the services needed by the state's pre-

- school children. The purpose of the Community Resources Study was to

R L

identify on a county-by-county basis the providers of child development
services in the areas of health, education, nutrition, and social ser-

vicea. These data provide valuable information on which agancies, or-

ganizations, and professions in each county are presently providing °

child development services for the county preachool children,

The inventories which .were used to collect the resource data were

e vt e n A

developed by the University of Alabama at Birmingham (UAB) Planning

Grant staff in cooperation with professionals in the four service

-~~~ . areas.

UEC uaed the inventories by pemieeion of UAB, the Alabama

Developme.nt Office, and the Interdepartmental Coordinating Committee for
Early Childhood Development.

' The county directors of the Department of Pensions and Security

collected the data in the 32 non-Appalacliian counties. In the 35 Appala-

chian counties the data vas collected by DPS County Directors in

some counties and by community groupa in other counties. UEC was re-

sponsible for compiling the community resource data for southern

. , VPG SN L I U
s A4 5k P e PR At v 3 A AR b1

o _ Alabama and UAB aseumed a similar reeponaibility for northern Alabama.
T  UEC has included the resource data for all 67 Alabama counties in this _ 3 .
report. JEE . | " 1/
. UEC developed a coding eystem which presents the"data in a form

\
o jconducive to a comparative analyaie of available resources according to »




' quantifiable community resource data.
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services) is presented separately with a county-by-county listing of
providers for the particular service components. Preceding each service
is a legend which makes possible the immediate identification of pro-

viders. The survey instrument and definitions of all services are

. presented in an appendix.

Providers whiéh are unique to only one or two counties are not
included because the coding system, to be functionally useful, can have
only a limited number of symbols. However, the relatively few providers
which are not inciuded within the tables can be obtained from DPS, UEC,
or UAB, which have a detailed listing of all providers. |

The presént report of community resources represents only a_Begin-
ning of what shouid ultimately be a detailed-analysis and utilization of
all ;xistmg resources. These data are, hpwever, viewed as a very
important-beilnning of a most valuable quieavor. The next logical un-

dertaking is the development and utilization of a survey instrument

which would permit the systematic collection of more complete -and

-
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A. Social Services

AC

ACFP

ASC

BC

BR

CA

CAS

ccC

CDLD

CH

Css

DA
DEd

DPS.

ES
FA

FCS

Providers

Achievement Center

Legend

Providers

HOS

Ala. Council for Volun- JC

tary Family Planning

Ala. Sight Conservation JUV

Boys Club

Boys Ranch

Churches, Relig. Org,

Community Action

Ala.Children's Aid
Society

Chamber of Commerce

Cen.for Developmen-

MHC

tal Learning, Disorders

Children's Home

" Catholic Social

Service

'County Atty or DA

Dept. of Education

Dept:. of Pensions &
Security - -|

Emplqyment Agencies'
‘Extension Service

.Farmsrs Home Admin.

Family Counseling

~Service_

_ Family Planning Clinic

i ‘_-j'Noc located tn

M-HOS

" OF0
“RC

RS

SC
SES

IS.

Hospital

Job Corps

Juvenile Court and/or
Probate Judge

Dey Care Center, Kindergarten

Library

Legal Aid Society

Local Parks

Local Recieation'Center

Medical Doctor

Mental Health Center

~

State Mental Hospital

None Available or not listed
from DPS source

Office of Economic Opportunity
Red Cross

.Rehabilitation Serivce

Salvation Army
Scouts

State Employment Service

'Taxi Service

Urban Renewal

| Well Baby Clinie - |
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EDUCATIONAL SERVICES

Legend

Providers Providers |
AC Achievement Center MHC Mental Health Center
C Churches, Relig. Org. MI No code name given
CA Community Action MIC No code name given
CcC Civic Club MS Montossori School
ccSs Crippled Children's . NA None available or not 1listed
' Service’ o from DPS source
CDC Child Development Cen. OEO Office of Economic Opportunity
CH Children's Home PSY Psychologist(Private)
DEd Dept of Education RC Red Cross-
DEN Dengist(Private) RD Recreation Dept.
DPS Dept of Pensions & RS Rehabilitation Service -

Security

U College or University
ES Extension Service :
UA United Appeal
ESAD - No code given :
o UCP United Cerebral Palsy,Clinic

L Library

: 5 . * Not located in county
? Number not 1indicated
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Marengo DEd | DEd | DEd |[DEA | DEd |DEa |K5 Kb K1 KL ! NA
: : |
|
'
Marion NA K2 [NA | MA NA | NA NA [ NA NA | NA NA
. i E
L f :L ‘
: K? K2 | k2 |ke K? K? K? HD DEd | HS Bs !
HS BS | B |HS HS | S ES HS | DEd DEd
Marshall DEA | DEd | DEa |DEd | DE4 | DEd | DPS MHC =
) HD ]
:
———
K? k? | K2 |mic jK? | K2 [EKr |Ke K?  iMHC MHC |
HS DEd | RD | K? HS HS HD | DEd | MD? | U-1 K2 |
RD L s | us L L w2 | RC coc | P U-1
Mobile R | ¢ c DEd | RD HS RD MHC B |
c DEd MHC | DEd N
l{s .
ﬂ?c —
‘ K6 K6 | K6 | K6 K6 | k6 |us |Ké NA |HS | MA
Monroe HS HS HS HS HS HS HS . .
! t
J ]
i 1
Montgomery K49 Kbo | ka9 | k4o | K9 | ka9 | k6 | K49 | K9 | K49 | K49 -
CA HS | 8BS | HS HS | <HS KS | HS DEA | DEd | HS
ES HS AS DEd |
]
DEd DEd | DE4 | DEA | DE4 | DEd | K2 K? HS HD W |
HS BS | B8 | B HS HS ca | cA coc | ucp | UcCP
Morgan K? K? K? K? K? K? HD HD MHC ccs CcCS l
vece | uce| uce | ucp | uce | uce MHC | MHC
ccs ccs | ces | ccs ccs | cecs cDe cne |
cne eoc | coc | cbe | coc | cpc ;
Kl Kt | Kb | Kb Kt | K& MD4 | Kb MD4 | DPS | DPS |
DPS v-1] v-1 |v1 | u-r | u-1 | DEN3 | BS DEN3 | DEA | DEd !
Perry HS pps | pps | DpS | Dps | DPS | HED | C Ki | HD W |
] B | B HS HS ES DPS | ES ES
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HEALTH SERVICES
é Legend
Providers Providers
AC Achievement Center HOS Hospital
[ AHA Ala. Heart Assoc. HS Head Start
ABDC Assoc. for Brain K Day Care Centers & Kinder-
Damaged Children gartens
ASC Ala. Sight Conservation LC Lions Club
CA Community Action MD Medical Doctors(Private)
Cct Children's Center - MHC Mental Health Assoc., Centers
ccs Crippled Children's M-HOS State Mental Hospital
: Service
; MI No name given for code
. CcDC Child Development Cen.
MIC No name given for code
CDLD Cen. for Developmental
Learning, Disorders NA None available or not 1listed

from DPS source

CSS Catholic Social Services
OP Optometrists & Ophthalmologists
: DC Dental Clinic
i PSY Psychologists(Private)
i DEd Dept of Sducation ]
g RS Rehabilitation Service
| DEN Dentists(Frivate)
i SA Salvation Army
! DGC Diagnostic & Guidance
} Center SDB School for Deaf & Blind
DPS Dept of Peasions & TBA TB Association
Security
, U College or University _
ES Extension Service .
~ UA United Appeal '
ETS Educational Testing ‘ " :
Service UCP United Cerebral Palsy,Clinic 4
FGC Family Guidance Center WBC Well Baby Clinic %
FHS Ala. Foundation for & Not located in county
4 Hearing & Speech
' ? Number not given
HD Health Dept
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NUTRITIONAL SERVICES

«from DPS Source

Legend
Providers Providers
CA Community Action OEO Office of Economic Opportunity
CcDC Child Development Cen. RC Red Cross
CDLD Cen. for Developnental SA Salvation Army
Learning, Disorders
U College or University
DEd Dept of Education
WBC Well Baby Clinic
DPS Dept of Pensions & ’
Security YMCA Young Men's Christian
Association
ES Extension Service :
* Not located in county
FPC Family Planning Clinic
? Number not given
HA Housing Authority
HD Health Dept
HOS Hospital:
HS Head Start .
K Day Care Cenver or
Kindergarten
MC Medicaid
MD Medical Doctor(Private)
MHC Mental Health Center
MI No code given
ModC Model Cities
NA Not available c¢r Listed

A

.
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APPENDIX A ;

FREQUENCY OF INDIVIDUAL RULES REGARDING

CHILDREN'S BEHAVIOR

In the Alabama Day Care Center Study reported
in Section II, the centers responded with the
specific rules which children were expected
to observe. These rules are tabulated on the
following pages. The number after a rule in-
dicates the number of centers reporting that
specific rule.
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TICITIF

~ Go outside only with adult (16)

Moral and character development -- positive

Take turns, share (32)

Get along together, respect the rights of others (22)
Obey teacher (5)

Courtesy and good manners (4)
Low voice

Show love toward one another

Child responsible for his behavior
Freedom

Moral and character development -~ prohibitions

No profanity (5)

Don't steal (3)

Don't destroy materials (3)

Be a good listener (2) -

Respect property (2)

Don't whisper

Don't cry

Don't tattle

Don't impose your emotions on others ;
Be yourself ’

Hygiene

Keep face and hands clean (3)
Wash before lunch (2)

Must go to bathroom for body elimination

Safety == care of self

Don't run indoors (13)

Safety (not further specified) (11)
No child in kitchen (4) '
Don't climb higher than third limb of tree :
Don't ride tricycle indoors ' ‘
Don't climb tree with something in hand

Don't climb fence (3)

Don't play in water fountain

Don't play with sharp object

Safety -- avoiding harm to others

Don't fight, hit or hurt (28) .

Don't bite (7) ¢

Don't throw things .
Older children can't pick up or discipline younger ones :




Administrative routine -- general

Be quiet (8)
Help clean up (5)

. A | .
Administrative routine -- specific to time and place

Go to bathroom only with adult (3)
.Use correct table manners (2)
Don't eat before blessings (2)
Don't turn off TV

Care of animals

Don't roll tires from hill

Sit at table until all finished eating
One child at a time in bathroom
Observe quiet hour

Put’ chair under table after eating
Only three in the bathroom at once

" Don't cross one area to play with some other toy
Must nap '

All go out to play at the same time
No food or toys from home

No sitting on tables

Stay in line

Must go to bathroom at certain time,

3828

but also free to go at any time

PO S NS SR

vy

10 e bt e i S W 7y 2




APPENDIX B:

SAMPLE DAY CARE CENTERS

»
The day care centers selected
as the sample in the Alabama
Day Care Center Study are listed
on the following pages.
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PUBLIC DAY CARE CENTERS

(Asterisk indicates purchase by D.P.S.)

County

~Bullock

Chambers

Covington

Escambia

iefferson

Lee

Macon

Madison

334

Center

Locke Terrace Day Care Center
P, 0. Box 304
Locke Street
Union Springs, Alabama 36089

Lannett Annex Day' Care Center
Lannett, Alabama 36863

*Andalusia Public School
Whatley Street
Andalusia, Alabama 36420

Brewton Head Start Center
P, 0, Box 533 .
Brewton, Alabama 36426

JCCEO Parent Child Development (Center
410 South 13th Street
Birmingham, Alabama 35233

*St, Vincent's Community and Family Center
4320 Eighth Avenue, North
Birmingham, Alabama 35212

*Tuxedo Day Care Center for Children Under Three.
2101 Avenue Q
Ensley, Birmingham 35218

Mt, Vernon Baptist Church Day Care Center
Route 1, Box 80
Auburn, Alabama 36830

*Brown Street Day Care Center
217 Brown Street
Tuskegee, Alabama 36083

*Area Seven Head Start Day Care Center
4107 Meridian Street ’

_Huntsville, Alabama 35773
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Montgomery
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*Berkley Head Start Day Care Center
Route 1, Owens Cross Road
Huntsville, Alabama 35804

*Dallas Street Head Start Center
407 Dallas Street, Northwest
Huntsville, Alabama 35801

*Joe Bradley Comprehensive Child Care Center

3405 Triana Boulevard
Huntsville, Alabama 35805

*University Place Comprehensive Child Care Center

4503 University Drive
Huntsville, Alabama 35805

*West End Elementary Comprehensive Child Care Center

2200 Clinton Avenue
Huntsville, Alabama 35805

Albert T, Owens Center
758 North Cedar Street
Mobile, Alabama 36603

Grand Bay Day Care Center
Mt. Pisgah Baptist Church
P, 0. Box 118

Grand Bay, Alabama 36541

Mt. Ararat Head Start Day Care Center
P. 0., Box 522

Theodore, Alabama 36582

Zimmer Memorial Head Start Center
2567 St, Stephens Road
Mobile, Alabama 36617

Cleveland Avenue YMCA Day Care Center
1201 Cleveland Avenue

Montgomery, Alabama 36108

"First Baptist Church D-ay. Care Center

347 North Ripley Street
Montgomery, Alabama 36104 o
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Montgomery Madison Park Community Center

U. S. 231, North
Montgomery, Alabama 36108 °

Old Ship AME Zion Church Center
483 Holcombe Street

Montgomery, Alabama 36104

*Patterson Court Day'_Care Center
901 South Union Street
- Mowitgomery, Alabama 36104

*Riverside Head Start Day Care Center
1013 Bell Street

Montgomery, Alabama 36104

*Trenholm Court Head Start Center
423 North Union

Montgomery, Alabama 36104

*Tulane Court Day Care Center
550 Smythe Curve

Montgomery, Alabama 36104

Pickens *QOaklane Head Start Center °

Gordo, Alabama 35466

Pike Academy Street Day Care Center
Academy Street

Troy, Alabama 36081

 Sumter Geiger Day Care Center

Geiger, Alabama

Talladega *Drew Court Day Care Center

1 Crestline :
Sylacauga, Alabama 35150
;

Tallapoosa Laurel Head Start Day Care Center

Alexander City, Alabama 35010\_‘

346
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| { ' VOLUNTEER DAY CARE CENTERS

(Asterisk indicates purchase by D.P.S.)

County Center’
Calhoun *Seventeenth Street Baptist Church Kindergarten

% 1700 Cooper Avenue
| P, O, Box 1102
Anniston, Alabama 36201

Cullman Jack and Jill Day Care Center
' 1710 Highway 157
Cullman, Alabama 35055

Dale Daleville Baptist Christian Day Care for Children Under Three
P. O, Box 397
Daleville, Alabama 36322

Dallas . Henry James -Day Care Center
: 1711 Keyser Street
Selma, Alabama 36701

Vo Liowal - *Carver Village Day Nursery '
' E 1109 Jacksonville Court
. Gadsden, Alabama 35901 -

Houston *Martin Homes Children's House
. 1005 Pryor Street .
P. O, Box 1372
Dothan, Alabama 36301

Jefferson Forestdale Baptist School and Day Care Center
' . 1400 Brisbane Avenue
¢ 7 Birmingham, Alabama 35214

*Mt, Hebron Baptist Church Day Care Center .
2400 Second Avenue, South
Irondale, Alabama 35210

Northeast Branch YMCA Day Care Center
628 Red Lane Road .
P. O. Box 4082
Birmingham, Alabama 35207 ' \\

i A gt T T

*Northside Day Nursery : : 4
Q ., 2323 Seventh Avenue, North SR ' o §

[MC R Bi.rmi.nghem, Alabama 35203 o 33?




.Jefferson

Lawrence

Madison

Marshall

Mobile

A

-

*First Baptist Day Care Center )

~328-

*South Highland Day Care Center
2035 South Highla%d Avenue, South
Birmingham, Alabama 35205

*St, Joseph's Day Care Center for Childre» Under Three
504 Ninth Avenue, North

Birmingham, Alabama 35204

_*Women's Club Day Care Center
601 27th Street, South
Bessemer, Alabama 35020

Moulton Baptist Church Day Care Center
P. 0.Box 415, '

329 Moulton Street
tioulton, Alabama 35650

Auburn Inter-Agency Day Care Center for Children Under Three
127 Tichenor Avenue ' ‘ .

Auburn, Alabama 36830

*Huntsville Hospital Day Care Center
314% Lowell Drive '

Huntsville, Alabama 35801

*eighborhood Day Care Center
King Street )

Boaz, Alabama 35957

/?A;aptist Day Care Center for Children Under Three ;
98 Dauphin Island Parkway . i
Mobile, Alabama 36605 T ,

Dauphin Way Baptist Day Care 'Sen}ice for Children Under Three
1255 Dauphin Street

Mobile, Alabama 36604

Dauphin Way Methodist Day Care fof Children Under Three
1507 Dauphin Street )

Mobile, Alabama 36604 . .

A DL PICEPERRE P rrrr ey PR S A S B
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1200 Baltimore Street
Mobile, Alahama 36605

1N

| ¢¥{Fflendship Baptist Church Day Care for Children Under Three
) 338 t%&& P. Bap hurch Day Care for _

te 2, Box- 426-A
Grand Bay. Alabams



Satsuma Day Care Center

i Satsuma Christian School
: . P, O, Box 428

Satsuma, Alabama 36572

722 Cedar Street
Montgomery, Alabama 36104

Morgan ' *Sterrs Day Care Center #1 |

Decatur, Alabama 35601

Randolph *Roanoke Day Care Center
203 East MainStreet
Roanoke, Alabama 36274

1600 Fifth Avenue
Phoenix City, Alabama 36867

Talladega *Talladega Day Care Center
617 Coosa Street
Talladega, Alabama 35160

'P‘ 0. Box 1247
Jasper, Alabama 35501

‘Route 1, Box 72
Alberta, Alabama 36720

North Cherry Drive
Lanett, Alabama 36863

L 88y

Mobile *Mt. Zion Baptist Church Day Care Center
' 1012 Adams Street
Mobile, Alabama 36603

Montgomery Bethany Sevent:h Day Adventist Dav Care Center

1410 Sixth Street, Northwest

Russell ' Trinity Kindergarten and Nursery School

Walker Eastside Baptist Church Day Care and Kindergarten

Wilcox *Freedom Quilting Bee Day Care Center

Chambers . Essie Lee Floyd Dat.y‘ ¢are Center
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PRIVATE DAY CARE CEWTERS
=ornos ol WRD CGENTERS

(Asterisk indicates purchase by D.P.S.)

Countx

Butler

Coffee

Cullman

Escambia

. Vipuston

iackson

Jefferson

Center

*Wonderland Day Care Center
Route 3, Box 291
Greenville, Alabama 36037 _

Happy Time DaysCare Center
P. 0. Box 344

919 Reese Avenue

Elba, Alabama 36323

*Guntersville Highway Day Care Center
Route 9, Box 55

Cullman, Alabama 35055

*Baptist Hill Kiddie Kare
705 Auction Street
Brewton, Alabama 36426

Eve's Day Care Center
709 North Park Avenue
Dothan, Alabama 36301

*Tiny Tots Kinder;ga.rtven and Day Care Center
825 South Market Street.

Scottsboro, Alabama 35768

*Bo-Peep Day Care Center
536 and 538 Cobb Street
Homewood, Alabama 35209

Central Park Day Care Center
1836 47th Street, Wes*
Birmingham, Alabama 35208

*Druid Hill Da§ Cure Center
1568 Druid Hill Drive

Birmingham, Alabama 35234

English Village Day Nursery
2336 20th Avenue, South
Birmingham, Alabama 35223
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Jefferson -

Lauderdale

Macon

Madison

Marengo

Marshall

Mobile

g
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Green Valley Kindergarten and Nursery School
3217 Lorna Road
Birmingham, Alabama 35216

Lullaby Day Care Center
1108 Linwood Street
Birmingham, Alabama 35215

*New Pilgrim Day Care Center
903 South Sixth Avenue
Birmingham, Alabama 35223

Thompson's Day Nursery for Children Under Three
5201 Sixth Avenue, South

Birmingham, Alabama 35212

*Tittusville Day Care Center
1814 First Street, South
Birmingham, Alabama 35205

Toddle Towne Kindergarten and Day Care Center
2221 North Wood Avenue
Florence, Alabama 35630

*Kiddie Care Day Nursery
202 Welch Street
Tuskegee, Alabama 36083

Fellowship Day Care Center
3406 Meridian Strzet, North
Huntsville, Alabama 35811

Mary Flowers Day Care Center
205 Prowell Street
Linden, Alabama 36748

*Child Development Center
P. 0. Box 568
Arab, Alabama 35016 °

*Carver Court for Children Under Three
310 Dunbar Street
Mobile, Alabama 36618

Hazel's Kindergarten and Nui‘sery School
830 Summerville Street Ry
Mobile, Alabama 36617 =~ @ ¢S




Mobile

Montgomery

Morgan

Talladega

‘fuscaloosa

*Loop Day Care Center
2201 Government Street
Mobile, Alabama 36606

0'Connor Day Care Center
2511 Richard Avenue -
Mobile, Alabama 36610

*White's \so-Peep Day Care Center
1559 Duval Street

Mobile, Alabama 36605

Kiddie Academy
3425 Crescent Road
Montgomery, Alabama 36104

Compton's Kiddie Kaat:le Kindergarten and Day Care Centey
211 prospect Drive, Southedst '

Decatur, Alabama 35601

*LeCroy's Day Care Cent':er |
406 Seventh Avenue, S,W.
Decatur, Alabama 35601

Mary'a Child Care 'Setv:l.c.e )
407 East Park Street
Sylacauga, Alabama _35150

Cradle Roll Day Care Center for "('hildren Under 'I.'hree
1016 Sixth Avenue

Tuscalooaa, Alabama 35401

*East: Ci.rcle Day Care Center
P, O, Box 38

Northport, Alabama 35476

4

*Stillman Day Care’ Kindergarten

Stillman College Campus
Drawer 1430

Tueéalo_oaa, A;'gbmr 35401 ) L
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APPENDIX C:

FREQUENCY OF ACTIVITIES OCCURRING
" DURING A TYPICAL DAY IN
THE FAMILY DAY CARE HOME

The following table enumerates

the specific activities reported .
in each of the family day care
homes 1in the sample for the
Alsbama Family Day Care Home & tudy.
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APPENDIX D:

METHOD USED IN SURVEY OF CHILD CARE

' ' SERVICES_REQUESTED BY PARENTS

Sample Selection for South Alabama

The ‘bjective‘of the sample procedure was to provide a rand'om but
representative sample of the different counties stratified by the racial
composition, total population, a;ld size of communities. This objective
was accomplished by obtaining inform'at:lon on the total population of each
county, proportion of Black r_es:ld'ents, and community 3ize. With this in-
formation it was then possible for the counties to Se grouped into six
homogeneous categories with the exception of three, which had to be treated

separately because of total county population, urban-rural populations, or

racial compositions.

Table 1 illustrates this information together with the total number
of interviews which were conducted within each type county group. The in-
formation presented in each column is as follows: (1) the total population
in each county, (2) the perc.ent of the total population that is Black, (3)
the total number of families with children under six years of age by
county, (4) the number of White families with children six years of Qge
and under, (5) the number of Black families with children six years of aée
and under, and (6) the ‘percentage of Black families with children under
six years in each county. The county or. counties placed in parentheses
are the counties selected to represent the class of counties in which they
appeaf. The three counties appeatjing at the bottom of Table 1 are so
unique they éould ﬁot Se grqnped‘with any of the gthers for the following
reaQQnéé; (1) Macon County because of its size'l and racial composition, (2)

Montgomery and Mobile Counties because of their large conéentration of
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TABLE 1

16,097 =

3 350 FaTge

>

3 'v"’f" s

189 Interviews*

% of
Total White Black
Total Popu- Families Families Families

- Popu~  lation w/Children w/Children w/Children
County lation Black Under 6yrs Under 6 yrs Under 6 yrs
Bullock 11,824 67.4 619 231 388
Lowndes 12,897 76.9 727 164 563
(Perry) 15,388 58.7 820 338 480
Wilcox 16,303 68.4 - 918 381 537
Sumter 16,974 66.2 859 299 560
Sub-total 3,943 = ,04628 = 46 Interviews*
(Crenshaw) 13,188 28.6 714 502 211
Henry 13,254 40.3 771 465 306
(Conecuh) 15,645 44.6 862 482 380
Washington 16,241 29.9 1,204 884 315
Choctaw 16,589 44.1 1,084 663 421
Sub-total 4,635 = 0.545 = 55 Interviews*
Monroe 20,883 45.5 1,323 757 564
(Butler) 22,007 40.1 1,223 750 473
Barbour 22,543 46.1 1,260 758 500
Marengo 23,819 55.2 1,454 758 696
Clarke 26,724 43.8 1,825 1,088 735
Sub-total 7!085 = ,083159 = 83 Interviews*
(Geneva) 21,924 13.1 1,418 1,254 164
Autauga 24,460 28.2 1,788 1,377 411
Elmore 33,535 28.2 2,114 1,516 595
Covington 34,079 14.8 1,995 1,678 313
(Coffee) 34,872 17.1 2,494 2,131 361
Sub~total 9,809 = ,115132 = 115 Interviews*
(Pike) 25,038 34.5 1,359 905 453
Escambia 34,906 30.4 2,129 1,569 524
Russell 45,394 45.7 2,881 1,709 1,172
(Dallas) 55,296 52.2 3,646 . 1,978 1,665
Sub~total | 10,015 = .11755 = 117 Interviews*
Dale 52,938 12.2 4,35% = 3,884 434
.(Houston) 56,574 23.7 3,930 3,134 792
(Baldwin) 59,382 17.8 3,829 3,188 635
(Lee) 61,268 27,8 3,984 3,035 938
Sub~total
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TABLE 1 (Cont'd)

% of _ % Fami-~
Total White Black lies w/
Total Popu~ Families Families Families Children
Popu- lation w/Children w/Children w/Children Under 6
County lation Black Under 6yrs Under 6yrs Under 6 yrs Black
Macon 24,841 81.1 1,148 273 862 75.2
Sub-total 1,148 = ,013474 = 14 Interviews*
Montgomery 167,790 36.2 10,775 7,130 3,626 33.8
Sub-total 10,775 = .12647 = 126 Interviews* -  ~_
Mobile _317,308 32.3 21,691 | 15,285 6,351 29.5
Sub-total 21,691 = .254595 = 255 Interviews*
Total 85,198 . 1,000

*Formula for assignment of interviews:

~

The number of families in the

county group with children six years and under divided by the total

number of such families in southern Alabama, the resulting divident
multiplied by 1,000.

Within the counties designated as south Alabama, there were 85,198

families with children six years of age or under and these families composed

the sample population. The sample of 1,000 represents 1.174% of the total

population. The first group in Table 1 constituted the group of counties

with less than 20,000 population but high concentration of non-White fami-

lies (over 50%). Perry County was chosen to represent this group because
it contained cities representative of the two differgnt population centers

in this county group, these between 1,000 and 2,500 and those between 2,500

population and‘reiatively low concentrations of‘pon-White families, all

counties having less than 50% non-White. Two counties were chosen to repre-

seént this group because no single county has the two types of communit;es

and 10,000. The second grouping was compoéed of counties under 20,000 total

&
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found in this group of counties, those under 2,500 and communities gétween

2,500 and 10,000. Crenshaw County contains two cities under 2,500 and

Conecuh contains an urban community having a population above 2,500

The third grouping of counties in Table 1 was of counties with popu-

lations between 20, 000" and 30,000 with relatively high concentrations of

Black families (between '38% and SOZ). Butler and Clarke Counties were

chosen to represent thig group because both contain cities reovresentative

of the type of centers in this group, those under 2,500 and those between

2,500 and 10,000. The fourth grouping was of counties with relatively low

concentrations of non-White families (less than 302) and with total popu-

lations between 20,000 and 35,000. Geneva and Coffee Counties were selected

to represent this group because both counties contain. cities under 2,500

and cities with populations from 2,500 to 16,000. Coffee County also con-

tains a city with population above 15, 000. The fifth group had populations

between 25,000 and 60,000 with concentrations of Black families ranging

from 257 to 46%. Pike and Dallas Counties were selected to represent this

group since they have cities with populations from 2,500 to 10,000 and

from 10,000 to 50,000. The sixth grouping of counties represented those

with populations above 50,000 but low concentrations of non-White families

ranging from 112 to 24%. Lee County represented relatively high concentra-

tion of urban residents (two cities between 10 OOO'and'SO 000). Baldwin

County was selected because it has two cities with fewer than 2,500 people

and three cities with 2, SOO to 10,000 people, while Houston County has two

cities with less than 2, 500 and one over 10,000 population.
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Each of the six groups and the three independent counties were

allocated a quota of the sample in proportion to their total representa-

tion of families with children six years of age and younger. Within each

county the sample was further divided according to the proportion of fami-

lies residing in the rural or urban areas and according to racial composi-

tion. The sample distribution by counties, cities, rural areas, and ra-

cial quotas is presented in Table 2.

Insert Table 2 Here

Highway maps prepared by the State Department of Highways were used

to draw area probability samples for each of the selected counties. Each :

county was divided into squares approximately six miles in each directionm, é

which conformed to the regular divisions already assigned by the Highway !

Department. Each such section was assigned a number and one or more areas
were drawn for the sample, depending upon the number of interviews to be
conducted in the rural areas of the county; In every case, alternative

areas were drawn to cover the possibility that the area designated did not

A )

cqntain sufficient families with preschool children six years of age and

under. A table of random numbers was used to facilitate the selection of

v A ety

the areas and to insure that there was. no Bias in the sample. 1In order to
insure that every family in the rural area was included in the enumerationm,
each interviewer proceeded down the road that entered the designated rural

area until he reached the far si@e of the area; then he flipped a coin to

determine whether he would take the next road to the right or the left on
- o ‘ ) A

the return trip, heads directing him to go right and tails to go left.



TABLE 2

SAMPLE DISTRIBUTION FOR THE SELECTED
FIFTEEN SOUTH ALABAMA COUNTIES

Location Within Respondents
County . County Black .- White Total

Baldwin Bay Minette
Daphne
Fairhope
Foley
Robertsdale
Urban County Total
Rural County Total

’

H

Butler Georgiaraz
Geeenville .
Urban Ceunty Total
Rural County Total

-
~N o

Clarke Grove Hill
Jackson
Thomasville .
Uvhsn County Total
Jsural County Total

H

-
o =

N
w

-
N

=N
o

Coffee Elba
: ‘Enterprise
New Broc.kton
Urban County Total
Rural County Total
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w

NNoOWB N
F
[~ 1 {4

N
~J

Conecuh Evergreen: .'
Rural

N
N R

Crenshaw Brantley
Luverne
Urban County Totol
Rural County Total

= .
o NN

Selma
Rural

V- W1 Lol o [l =] [ - Q¥

=N

wiss

(PN N ) (- )

Geneva
Hartford -
Samson

. Slocomb. .- - -
Urban County Total
Rur:l County Total
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< i TABLE 2 (Cont'd)
1 Locatidn Within Respondents
] County County Black White Total
; ' Houston Ashford 0 2 2
i R Cottonwood 0 2 2
) ; Dothan 9 32 41
F Urban County Total 9 36 45
E Rural County Total 3 15 18
" Lee Auburn 4 19 23
‘ Opelika 6 15 21
Urban County Total 10 34 44
Rural County Total 6 14 20
Macon Tuskegee 6 1 7
Rural 4 3 7
Mobile Bayou LaBatre 0 2 2
Chickasaw 0 6 6
Citronelle 0 2 2
Mobile 49 95 144
Mt. Vernon 0 1 1
Prichard 15 20 35
Saraland 0 8 8
Satsuma 0 2 2
Urban County Total 64 136 200
Rural County Total 11 44 .55
Montgomery Montgomery 31 66 97
Rural 12 17 29
Perry Marion 5 8 13
Uniontown 4 3 7
Urban County Total 9 11 20
Rural County Total 16 10 26
Pike Brundidge 2 2 4
Troy 4 11 15
- Urban County Total 6 13 19
Rural Counpy Total 3 10 13
 Grand Total = 1,000
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When he reached the far side of the area, the interviewer again took the

next road to the left or the right in accordance with the first choice.

PR R RIS

Each time the interviewer traveled across the area, he interviewed on
every crosaroad to the road he had utilized on the preyious trip and this
’ : process was followed until he covered the entire area assigned,' or until '
‘ the required number of interviews were completed. If all possible inter- ~
views were exhausted on one side of the area without completing the assigned . '
number of interviews following the plan outlined above, the interviewer
returned to the original road and then todk the next road on the opposite
side from the ori_ginal.road and proceeded in the same manner until a11' roads
in the assigned area had been covered. If the assigned interviews weize\

not completed in the first area, the interviewer proceeded to the second \\\

RN

selected area and repeated the process used in the first area. In the
case vhere an insufficient number of families with the desired racial char-
acteristics appeared in the sample area, the. interviewer proceeded to the

nearest area where such people lived and interviewed therein following the

o SRR p A B T

same procedure as in the original aample area.

Interviewing in the urban areas proceeded in the ‘following manner.

Each city with a population under 100 000 was assigned a designated number

of interviews in proportion to the number of families with preschool chil-

, : dren residing within’ its boundaries; the__se urban interviewa were designated

A e o N BB L i A e e A

A by race, .as were those in the rural areas. For example, Headland 10 in-
%}g B ‘terviews, 8 White and 2 Black .Start - L - 3 = 2 =1 = 0. These instruc-
' tiona directed the interviewer to obtain 10 interviewa in the city limits

5 of Headland, Alabama, and indicated that eight should be White families,

3 © ;- while tvo ‘_aliould be’_'Blacjlt.f : The interviewer was to proceed to the center




-347-

of town (usually where the main street businesses begin), take the first
street to the left and drive to the third cross street and turn left to %
begin interviewing on that street. If there were only two streets cross-

ing the street taken from the center of town, he turned left on the second

street and began interviewing; if only one street crossed the étreet from
down town, he turned left on it and.bééa;‘interviewing. The intérQiewer -
continued down the street chosen until he reached the city limits; at this
point he turned back toward the center of the city and took the next para-
llel street. This process was continued until the city was covered or i

until the required number of interviews were completed. The order of streets

on which interviewing occurred in each town was determined by use of a 3

table of random numbers, and the right or left designation was determined

\
A e ted T

by flipping a coin for each city sample.

¢

In the case of Mobile and Montgomery, census tracts were employed as
the sample areas and they were selected by random number drawing and in-
terviewers were instructed to proceed through them in a similar fashion as

'described above for the smaller city areas.

T T e it e e Wi e b e Pa s

The sample dist;ibution by family incomes waé not a controlled factor
in this'study because thege was no feasible manner, within the time and
budgetafy limitatipﬁs; to ébtain a precise county?by-county rep:esentatioq
of 1nco$e levelsf"The sample distribution by income levels is presented

in Table 3{
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TABLE 3
DISTRIBUTION OF SAMPLE ;
., BY ANNUAL FAMILY INCOMES* %
; i
, Under $2,000 - 7.9%
$2,000 - 3,900 ‘ - 14,12
$4,000 - 5,900 | - 14.6% k .
$6,000 - 7,900 - 16.9% i
$8,000 - 9,900 - 16.1%
$10,000 + | - 23,2%%*
Refused to Give or Did Not
Know Income = 7.2% g
3
*Based on 1,000 cases _ _ i
**It should be noted that this income grouping includes four income 3
categories ($10,000 - 11,999, $12,000 - 13,999, $14,000 - 15,999, 4
' $16 000 and above). ?
; i
;3
Alabama Parent Inventory '
. |
The assessment of parental needs for day care was by administration §
of a modified version of the Pareﬁtal Inventory developed for the University _ ?
a2
of Alabama at Birmingham (UAB) planning grant. The modified version will f
¥
be hereafter referred to as the Alabama Parent Inventory. The Alabama 3

Parent Inventory was administered to 1,000 randomly-selected.parents.with
preschool children six years of age and younger. Representatives from UEC,
DPS, and UAB cooperated in the modification bf iteﬁe and in the derermiea-

tion of items which were selected for inclusion in the Alabama Parent Inven-

tory.
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The inventory consisted of a cover sheet and 24 questions, many
of which contained several parts. Information obtained on the cover
sheet included family names, residential location, educational .background
of family, ages of family members and occupations of family members. The
i questions were constructed tc determine (1) the extent to which child-care
{I problems interfere with employment, (2) the extent of parental.need for day
care, (3) the extent of differential needs for day care-in 'relation to ages
4 | of children, (4) desired daily time periods of day care, (5) the desired
components and functions of a day-care program, | (6) day-care needs in re-
lation to the socioeconomic status of family. (See Appendix A for Alabama

Parent Inventory.)

Selection of Field Research Team

Recruitment of -the field research team was conducted by Lynne Schwartz

and Bob Sanders of UEC.- Initially, the Sociology, Psychology and Early

Childhood Education Departments of the colleges and universities and public
school superintendents in the sampling areas submitted their reccmendations
of the most competent and qualified undergraduate and graduate students,
college profesSors wives, and public school teachers who were available

for employment. All applicants were interviewed during personal visits by

<
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the two UEC staff members to the comunities in which the applicants resided.

¢

There were approximately three applicants for each research position avail-

able.

- e

Final selection of the field research team was ‘made on the basis of

"~ .. the ‘following nultiple criteria: . educational background, experience, geo-

graphical locati'on,' time -available to devote to data collection, maturity,

Rt o 359 SR ey CH I
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ability to relate to both low- and middle-income groups, recommendations
of superintendents of education and college professors who were able to
maLe informed professional evaluations of the applicants, and the evalua-

tions of the above-named UEC staff.

Twenty-six of the applicants were selected; two were unable to par-

ticipate in the data collection and were subsequently replaced by two

alternates. Of these 26, 22 were females and four were males. Ten of
) . :
the interviewers were college students, 10 were teachers, and six were

wives of university professors. Twenty were White and six were Black., *

Training and Deployment of Field Research Team

Training sessions for the researchers were held in Montgomery and
Mobile on March 21 and 22, respectively.: Dr. Ronald Parker, Lynne Schwartz,
and Robert Sanders, of the UEc.st'aff, and Dr. Donald McGlamory, Chairman
of the Sociology Department, UAB, conducted the training sessions. See
- Appendix B for- training session manual.,

T

-Through presentations, discussions, and role playing, research team

members were thoroughly trained in methods and procedures of conducting
parent interviews, sampling techniques employed interpretation of sample
instructions, and the contents and specific instructions for the adminis-

tration of the Alabama wmventory. Each researcher was required to

ey it L e fonn e i Tl e b

administer a sample inventory in the city where the training session was

held. Each sample inventory was then evaluated in the presence of the re-

searcher who had administered 'it;' all necessary corrections were made, and
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the researcher left the training session after the training-session
leaders were satisfied that the researcher was competent to proceed in

the data collection.

B
Each researcher was provided with maps of areas in which he was to

interview parents, detailed instructions for selection of interviewees in
his area, and the number of Black and White interviewees required in his

assigned area.

Interviews were assigned on the basis of interviews needed in the
area in which the researcher .would collect data and the number of hours

per week the researcher could- devote to data collection.

Supervision of Field Research Team

. Ail compl_eted pareﬁt inventories were. checked for detaileds accuracy
by Robert Sanders before they were sent to Dr. .Gus Stefanu at UAB for coding
-and subsequgﬁt data analysis. All incompete or incorrectly completed in-
ventories were returned to the respective researcher for necgssary correc-

tions.

>

Each i:eseafél;er received on-the-jol; Supé'rvision on a minimum basis
of once weekly through. telephone consultations and personal contacts with
Robert Sanders, who was also available by phone whenever any researche;'
needed aﬂglitional instructions or when any problem in data collect";ioﬁ arose.
These consultat.i.on's on an as-needed basis wez.'er instrumental in the success-

-

ful completion of .tﬁe parent’ inventories, since many significant problems




were immediately solved by the phone consultations and, thétefote, did not
result in prolonged delays in the data collect:].on. ' This program of super-
vision was maintained to insure quality data collection and the minimum

time-requirement for completion of this phase of the project.

Data Reliability

In order to assess the reliability of data collected by the field fe-
search team, Robert Sanders te-administe;.'ed 114 parent inventories. This
represented 11.4% of the total sample fopulation. The length of time be-
tween the initial interviews and re~interviews ranged from three days to

two weeks. Sixty-seven of the re-interviews were obtained by telephone and

" 47 were obtained by visits to the interviewees' homes. Re-interviews by

visitation were conducted for inventories which did not have telephones
iisted. The te-;interview sample was randomly chosen with the following
restrictions: (1) the interviews avgilable at the time of visits to the
respective counties, (2) a comparable percentage of total county interviews.
across counties, (3) a comparable petcentagé of interviews assigned to each .
interviewer, and (4) the selection of some re-interviews by home visitation

in each of the 15 counties and for each interviewer, if possible.

- In the interest of maintaining good public relations between DPS and
the sample population, the respondents were asked only for the family '
bacl-cgtound information (cover sheef) and 15 of the 24 inventory’ questions,
since 1t was apparent-after the initial five re-interviews that the, re- *
spondents resented beingidetained ftom their daily routines during the time.- .

periods required to re-administer the entire Alabama Parent Inventory.
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The large sample of questions used for the re-interviewé undoubtedly
provided as dependable a measure of reliability as the administration of
the entire battery of questions. The questions included in the re-

interviews were questions 1-11, 14, 16, 17, and 24.

There was 96.5% agreement between initial interview and re-interview
responses when comparisons were based on inventory questions, excluding the
cover sheet, which contained family background information. ‘An item anal-

ysis of agreement between re-interviews and.:ln:lt::lal interviews revealed

that a minimum of 95% agreement was maintained for all questions with the

" exceptions of questions 5, 7¢, and 11. Initial and re-interview agfeeme_nts

were 89.1%, 92.7%, and 83.7%, respectively, for thesel questions. Question
5 concerned the number of hours the respondent was away from home per week.
This was a most difficult question.for the respondents to answer consis-

tently because in many cases their absences from home varied from week to

week in regard to length of time. The reason for the under-95% agreement

on question 7c was that the respondent would reply "doesn't matter" or

"don't know" on the original interview and after a period of time elapsed
for consideration of this question, she would give a definite response on
the re-interview, usually in favor of care in a center. Question #11 was

an open-ended question concerned with the desired hours for day care. Gen-

erally, the differences bet:weén initial and re-interview responses were a

!

matter of. one or two hours and did not reflect significant differences in

choices of morning, aftgernoon, and full day periods of day care. Compari-

son of fam:liy background :lnfc;rma;:lon responses (cover sheet) between the

363
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initial interview and re-interviews resulted in 98.7% agreement.

. ’

The remarkably high percentage agreements between initial inter-
views and re-interviews are indicative of the excellent quality and re-
liability of the data. 1In this regard, the data provide a sound basis
for eyaluat:ing the ﬁeed for day care and reflect the professional compe~-
tency of the field research team, the expertisé acquired by the int:ef-
vievers during the training session, and the quality of the Alaba.ma"

Parent Inventory.
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