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' INTRODUCTION .

» I'Yd

Tltle XX of the 8001a1 Secyrlty Act whlch became effec-
tive on.October 1, 1975, provides money to your state for a
broad range of .social services programs. Those programs may
include such services as child day care, homemaker seryices,
services to "the handicapped, protectlve serviceg,.legal - serv1ces,
senior citizens programs,.and information and referral % ~ Each .
state is allotted a share of $2.5 billion in federal funds, " AU
which can be used to pay 75 percent of the costs.of social ’ '
services included in tha ‘state's Comprehen81ve Annual Services™
Plan, To get the federal® moriey, the state must raise the other
25 percent, ;through state appropriations or through donations
from public or private agencies.

. The federal government does not tell your state how to
spend its Title XX money., It does prohibits use of Title XX

funds for. major medical or subsistence (ise. room and board), . .
costs, sets maximum limits on e11g1b111ty, and requires certain %
admlnlstratlve and record-keeplng procedures, But within these
broad guidelines, the state is free to define its own serV1cesé;y

to determine .who ~will receiye them, and to contract with servi
Tpnov1ders--1nclud1ng local communlﬁy groups.

Tltle XX is not a totally new program.. It rbplaces the g,
social services programs previously authorized under Titles ' -
IV-A and VI of theé Social Security Act. _ The ‘$2.5 -billion was..
ava}lable to states- under these sections- of the law and, in o
fact, a number of states were already spending their share of >
the natlonal celllng before Title XX hecame effective, =

b — .

What is new about Tltle XX is, the requirement that yohnhﬂ,' -
.state undertake an open public planhlng process; This gives;
‘you a chance to find out what the state is doing with your ° '
social services dollars and .to organize so that children and LUF
families get their fair share., If your state is already
spending all of fts Title XX -funds, this may mean working to

shift pr10r1t19§ within the plan., If you have unspent federal_ jﬂ:;wg
tunds,” you may have to .concentrate on finidifig the ‘-money to pay
the staté's 25 percent matching share. ‘ i |

The emphaS1s in Title XX is on communlty-based services,
Whether or-not your community’ groups, can get |these funds, and
whethier you can,serve children with the greatest need, W111 L.
-depend on what the plan says, The Children's Defenge ‘Fund has- -
' prepared thls Handbook to help. you influenece that plan. . )

1 < / N 4
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, .« PART I:“fHE PLANNING PRQCESS °

L

) . Before it can receive Title XX funds, your state must -.- i +
.'prepg}e a Comprehéns;ve Annual, Services Program Plan (CASP), .
This plan must contain specifiec informatTth about the types ' R
of services,the state will fund, eligilMlity, fee schedules, "¢ ‘
geographic areas‘'where services will be offered, sources of
. the state's matching funds, and the ddministration of the pro- ..
gram; ‘Federal law requires that this planning process be an .
, open one, and that the public have the opportunity to particy-
. .», pate in it, N,

: There are'se€era1'kez-stages in the‘pianﬁing précess .
where you should be involved. You should not wait until the. * .
" plan is published to try to «change it. That may be too late. o
o § e T ‘ . N . | . A ' .
A. THE PRE-PUBLICATION PHASE

s.

A4
B B LR T o e . - & .. . 4

. - No. later»than 90 days befbre .the stait’ of.a new program L
. yéar, your state -must publish a proposed-plan £&p~public . T
comment,: However, by that time, - he ‘most important decisions . 4
about the.social servite$ program already may have been made. ]
- - Tt may be.much .easié¥ T3¢ influefice the plan before'itsis
B publishéd than to try to change it during. the comment”period.
. . . - / . v . .
. 1. The Needs AsseSsment - In developing its plan, your
¢ state must consider the needs”of all rlesidents and ‘all geo~
: graphic areas of .the state, ‘This-assessment is to take place
before a proposed plan is published.. . <

N 4 to "\\..' .
e . The federal governmeni does not say. how the needs asseéss-
ment is to.be done., In many states, in the first year it was .
" an informai collection of information rather: than a careful . .
andlysis and documentation -of what services were needed, what |

‘ was available,- and where the gaps existed. For example, 'some,
states simply circutated questionnaires and asked intewested -
. citizens to check which services they thought were most impor-
tant in their community, In other places, public meetings
were held., Still another form of "assessment" ‘was to..ask -
: ~various state agencies to identify needs, Obviously, .the
y * results of such random assessniernts depend difectly upon-the .
- > ability of specific¢ interest groups to weight the process in *
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their favor, Thug, if chfld care tdvocates i1l out 4*'he'mc')“'sft' . "o
. questionnaires, or have the laigest attendarice at public : ¢

meetings, then the assessment w111 show child care to be a y
high priority need. L ' e . ) ..
Some states are beginning to develop more systematic ) ‘
methads for assessing needs. Particularly where this is the = ¥
case, the needs.assessmént will have. significant influence on,\ )
the proposed plan, Whatever the proéess, this is a critical .
stage for child advocates to make certain-that the state agency i
has strong documentation of the needs for children's services
and tliat those needs are given fuil attention in the develop-.
ment of the proposed plan. ‘ . *T . .
2. Ra1s1ng the Non-Federal Share - To get federal s
Title XX funds, your State must have one dollar for every .
three dollars it claims., If'this matchlng money is not avail-.
able, then it will not make much difference what services are )
included in the plan or how hlgh the e11g1b111ty levels are ©
. set, . .

~ N -
.

R

“"One source of matching money is state approprlatlons.
”The process and the timing.-for- approprlatlng state funds differ
from staté to state. Generally, ‘at the beginning of a new ™
" Session .of the state legislature, the Governor submits a . &
budget which includes: whateﬁgr money he/she wants appropriated- .
for social services. ResponSibility for acting on ‘tig budget
is. asslgned to one‘ or more committees in each house and ulti- .
mately, the. entire legislature-votes on the*level of state e,
fundlng for the program. s
= v -
Advocates must make certain that the budget which the
Governor submits <is adequate to mé&et. the needs for children's ..
. services and that :the budget which the legislature ultimately '
approvds includes-all of those funds., Many. legislatures will = -
complete action on the budget before the proposed social services
plan is publlshed. Yoy must, know when and, how the appropriations
process works in- your state. . v

1] A
‘,\

e - Not all matchlngafunds come rrom state approprlatlons.
‘States may use -- and some requ1re -= county and local fuhds, .
. Some ‘states acccpt private donated funds -~ from United Way - . ..
or. other commuﬂity ftnd-raising activities, At the same time '
+ .. Yyou are trying.to influence the state plan, ‘you should be attemp-
ting to raise logal or private, .matching funds, and should make,
.. certain-that the ‘state agency‘W111 accept sueh funds as part
. of the non-federal share, (ODV1ous1y, this 1s not necessary
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- . if you are -cerfain that the state appropriation is high
s " enough ‘to meet bH% entire matching requirement, ) b
. L h L M

~ Again, even if the state plan findlly included the
¢hildren's services you need in your community or allows the
expansion of those services,, if you do not have the matching ',
- noney ard cannot get it from the state, ‘the plan may not mean

i

- # very much, Further,, the state agency. may refuse to include
- .such services in the plan unless it is clear that ‘the matching
-, . money is available, o *
. LT B. PpBLICATION OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND. THE - o kR

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIQD. . U et

©

. . .. . Fa :.‘/.‘,
- * Your state's proposed plan must be published at least
90 days beforefthe new program year begins., Some states

. s‘tart their new program.year on July 1 —- which means their ‘
: . proposed plans must be’published by April 2. . In other states -
.~ the program year begins on October 1, so there the proposed T
\? plans must be published by July 2. - (Appendix A ‘shows. the
[N )

. beginning of -the program yeax. in each -state. However, - some
states have indicated they may change~their program year;
you showld check with your ‘state agency to 'make certain the

. ., date is still the same as it appears in this Handbook, )
. a K T .
s * You have a right to see.your state's plan, £ At a minimum, :
- federal- law requires that your state ‘do the following. . " . e

. > On April'Q or_ July 2 (depending on your staxe's'program'
. year), a display ad must appear in the newspaper of widest
-0 " circulation in your area, and in foreign' language newspapers

< if that is appropriate, This 'ad will tell you:
o - - ﬂhérs'and how tq comment on the pfqposed ﬁlan;
. -- the toilffree number to yall'Ior a fréé“&£¥££iea T
. . ' summary .ot the¢ plan, . o T ’
' - ., <= the address of a local public‘offiég (for example,

__the post office -6r the court house) where you
can get the summary, and

*

Z+' theé address of the local pdhlic ,ifice~where**“;‘
you can lgok-at—the—complete plan -and can pur-
“Chase it at a reasonable cost, ) :

.
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(If you miss ‘the ad, you can get all of th1s 1nformat10n by
contacting the State office listed in Appendix C,. 0T you may
.be able to get it at the local welfare,effice. Most public S
-libraries keep back 1ssues of neWSpapérs ~- ‘you can- also\ . P
" check there.’) : S ‘
You also have a right to submit to your state .agency )
- written comments. on the vian, for at least 45 days after it °
is published, All .0f the comments which thp state receives
o -must be made avallable for public inspection, o LA
) ) Although publlc‘hearlngs are “not required by federal
e ”“”"Iaw, in the first year many ‘states_did-hold such hearings in
? .order to receive citizen reactions to the plan.. You.should
insist on such’ hearlngs with wide advance ngtlce to the,
public, and should make,certaln that children's interests are | -
adeqdately represented whenever these hearlngs occur.

. . . Remember, both the quality and the quantity of the comments,

. . _submitted in writing and presented at public hearings, will- ) .
“have an impact on the final plan, They should be Speclflc, - "
and thcy should come from a variety of interésted persons —- ’

- consumers, providers, -and concerneéd citizens, Copies of yourx . ‘ Cr
comments and testimony -should be sent to other influential )
) -people- in your community and state;. for example, the governor,
*_ your state legislators, your Congressperson or 3enator, your
a local newspaper, the regional office of HEW, They. can help
’ _you get the changes you seek, . .

-
-

- . . " . . 3

v , .
C. AFTER THE FINAL.PLAN IS PUBLISHED

FOIIOW1ng the 45-day comment pefiod and before the
beginning"of the new program year, the state must publish .. .
its final plan, using the same procedures (display advertlse- ) g

. «ments', toll-free telephone nwubers,, K distribution through local
public offices)-as for the proposed plan. The State agency .
must explain any changes that were made, and must summarlze T,
the publlc comments it received,

- -

' Your job is not ouver ence the ilnal~plan—rs*puin§ﬁ€d—_"_—- )
. On. the contrary;—this—is perhaps the most critical time for
- aggressive advocacy on behalf of children.,

~

Fd

o . I. Monmtorlng the Plan - It 1s up to you to find out
’ how 'the plan is working -- whether the state is actually . °

N .
‘e v LI




" prp;iding~£he services deseribed in.the plan, and‘what kiﬁds%
S of; problems are develdping., This is essential to dssure thad
S families .in your drea'receive the services to which they are. e

entitled and that community institutions have an opportunity '
, to provide those services, It~is_aypo crucial that you know
. how the current plan, is working® in order ‘to “work for improve-

. - ments, either through amendments. 1.0 the existing ‘plan-or through
R changes in the plans for next year: - .

[} N ..

~2. Amending the Final P}ég=- The state may make changes
in “the plan even after it.is published in final form,- To do '

- . this, the state agency must publish a proposed amendment and ",
: ' *."follow the same public pFrocedure as it did.when it published _ *

. the proposed plan in the first place —- except ‘that the peériod Ya

for public commen’t is 30 days, The state must go through this ' . . -

tormal amending.process in order to make any substantial changes'- N

.o -= for example, to provide a new serviee, to change €ligibility, '
"to ereate a fee schedule, to.expand a service into a new geo- -~ .

graphic area, . - . .
‘ .
“Amendments can be made at any time during the program
$ year, If you did not get everything you wanted in the final
. plan] then you should work to amend the plan -- using the evi-

e " dence you cdn collect through monitoring to support your argu- ..
ments, In addition, you should watch for amendments proposed .
by*others, and be prépared to commént on ‘them.if they will Vet
affect children's services, .. . o '

I ’ . "o-..' N BRI




PART II: WHAT TO 'LOOK‘FO!% IN YOUR STATE'S.-
.SOCIAL.SERVIQES ROGRAM

. ‘This section of the Handbook is divided .according to’ the « _
maJor issues which will affect ‘thé delivery of services to--
children, _It suggests questions for you to ask about your .. .
own state's program; you will think of others, You gan get - -
‘sOme arfswers: by looklng at the plan, but to get a complete

picture of what 4s actually happenlng, you will need to talk.

- to the state agency, to prov1deTs, aﬁd to re01p1ents oI serv1ces.

) R \ » « . B '} ‘
- - . s
“

A. THE FUNDS '

] . L)

. N “ ‘ et
- . -

2

(See Appendix, A ‘for figures .on your state's allotment and its.
planned expenditures for the'first.program year,) "~

Is your state plann¢ng to use its full*allotment of
federal funds? If not, why not?

"
. . -
L4 ”n - LY

Did your stdte actuallx use all of the federal

money ‘it estimated it would use in this year's
. ’plan? = It not,,why not? Y

s - . : - .
Does yqur statc plan to spend any. mor#,inr s001al
services. in t'ie coming year?thewsame? less?

e ny

4. o Where is your state gett1ng 1ts matchrng mo ey—ncr? -7

(a) Prom state appropriﬁ’lons? Howumuch? "Did the
“*MJL—*ﬂ“Sta € agency get. as mich as it requested from

the state 1eg1s1ature?

- T -

(b) From county or 1oca1 funds? How much?

.

(c) From private contributlons? If so, Irom what
sources?

[4

*
- a ..
4

will there be any change in the sourcé of matching
in the coming year?




ST = A A
6. Is the state having difficulty raising its matching = |
_ "+ ' -share? If so, has it explored all possibidities¥ - 3.
. ' Is there any surplus in the statetreasury? Is the =~ '
- : . state. willing %e-use privatg donated funds? } ’
Y S L Cpe ) | ) L e
o = 7. Are Title XX fumds fairly distributed within the . ',
S -~ . State? Are areag with the greatest need. (e.g. -
e concentration 6f low-income families, lack, of
- I current services) getting the largest. share? . R
: . . - . ) . ‘ " . ) 7 " o ‘v" ): '. -
Lo . . . ! B¢ ELIGIBILITY . '~ - e
<? ) ' . ‘ . \ ) ¢ _ . " . "“' E*, . . ';\,
\ 1. HoW much moaey can a family have and still- get ; N
.o services? . What- does. the percentage of median income - | .
- . . mean in actual dollars? (See-Appendix- A for your o
e e e state!s median ineome. Eligibility can be get at ‘7, -
T ' . eny point up to 1¥5 percent of that Iigure.j © o
: 8 .'\\ h ~ ® : - ' ‘ . -t ' . - T ’ , .
JTUT.wem w02, Are there any eligibility requirements in-addition,
“ AR + to income? - T - '; ‘ .
O U . S
. . . Se Doﬂégggg,incdme‘(gﬁﬁ other) limitg exclude ‘any .. . e
v a . hi dreHAand families, who are presently receiving .
S =" services? . P . ' w o,
T ‘el : - ‘ .. __\ ) -7 . | 1
* T ) 4, Do these 1Tmits exclude ‘childreri and families who T
! v ¢ ’nged services? Tf so, how would you change them? ‘ .
» . ." "\.." : . . N ) . .
_ 5. How does eligibility for children's 'services (for
¢ example; child caxre).compare with eligibility -for .
X . . other services? Is it fair? o . . . s .
v . - ' ' ' .
: 6. Who détermip§§ eligihility? 1Is the process efficient?
. . .+ »» °  If not, how can it be improved? ~ . '
++ (a). Has-the state delegatedyeligibility determi-  ° .
) ot - ' nations to providers oRiservices? . )
? \ L
- . .°
. - .; v ) "1’0/
3. 4! o~ \




1.

.
L

s * .‘ S
mel ’ R N
&, How' much'wlll the*ﬁees ‘be? - Will the state be . . NN
eharglng families more: than they can- afford to pay? o \“\
. ' e \_ ~ ’ . : .2 ‘ ' ! . ‘i “«n ". ° A
5. Do the fees tuke into account family size? .
®. b ' . .ix- . : .

operate to shift.services' away from the poorest famllies

.
.
.
.
- F LN ] .
. .
/ W]

. 3.
(v) Are ‘the ‘ferms as s1mp1e as they can be? Is‘

. the state’ asklng for more ‘information than ~ o
the absolute minimum necessary to détermine - . :
. eligibidity? (Federal regulatioiis permrt the o
state to use a simple self—deglarat1on method, . A -
w1thout elaborate documentatlon or verlflcatlon '
of 1ncome.2 : S . - ,
¢ . B . ) ,“' e
Is the state providing -information and referral - .

services and protective services for children with-

‘out regard. to. income? Do~protect1ve serV1ces ;nclude o
.such things as ch11d care?

-

.. C. FEES - b )
- T : Fos
. y . b .

}
{
. « .4
Is there a/fee schedule for.,services? . for chlldren's .o
_ services sp001f1ca11y? . . - ; ’

L ‘1
/ 4 . - "
% : .

‘1\ I~ * - - ‘ : N "
How do fees for children's services compare w1th { v N
_fees for other serv;cesﬁ Are they fair?,

A

. - <.
. M « » .
<& . N - -

At what 1ncome level does the state start charging
fees? .Is that too low? too high?, '(The stat

L& must
charge a.fee if ;ncome exceeds. 80 percent of :ﬁe\\\ '

% e

median, ). -

.
» - - ~ -

. +
-~ “’ * Lo

Is'there a maxwmum total fee Ior a famlly recelving
Jore thanbone .service?

._.. - M -a..
' . )

Will the fee sChedule alscourage famllles from uslng * .

serv1ces? _ . . o' T

-
-

Is” there any danger_ that use of a' iee schedule mlght

L
-

Ior .whom the state must pay the entire bill?
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v, D. SERVICES ~ .~ L - .
\1% What servigces foi ch11dren and families are prqvided v
. for your communluy? . i o
4 & R ) a [ - / .
- ¢ ' - SN o~ R/ ¥ -
-2, - Are th@se the servicés which are most needed? |
. . . " .
’ . . L4 ‘ ¥ ) \ . .l.
. . . . . " - Y - .
+ 3. Are there any needed services which are m1SS1ng s

from ‘the plan? Are they available to families 1n "
« .other parts of the state? . R

) . e '
.-

¥ »

i
Does the plan desceribe the serv1ces well enough to
understand exactly what will be provided in your -

* . area? - Does it tell how many people will be served? -t

Who will be eligible? ‘Whether there will be fees

Zk.

charged? Who will provzde the services? CLm .
. * . ‘l . A -E .
5. Will the plan alloy equnslon of serv;cep 1n your \ .
. area or does it only include those services ‘which f T
- .are already there? . h . ]
. .. /f . ¢ ) *
AR, ‘ N L - :
6%, Does, the state provide any technlcal assistarice: '
* to cqmmunlty éroups who are trylng to provide erv1ces? ~
.- ¢ ' . '.I ' ?
. E; ADVISORY COMMITTEES =~ - ! o
Y .. ., . ' -' . . \‘ . \\ ’
1. Does your state have an advxsory commlttee on social, ' b
services? . . ) . .
2; Who is on the commlttee? How are they selected? How : "

<, “many are child advocates?¢ parents? .community repre-
¥ . .sentatives?

.
p ’

s 2 b} . < . , N b L . ' [ B
- L ) AN ' .- .
5., How "often does the, committee, meet?. Are its meetlngs
open to the publle? Are minutes of the meetings R
, available? s ° , e
) . ] s . \ ' .
. ’ ‘@ _‘ ° . )
'y A Rand .
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"2, -Is'child care available only .to let parents -woxk, :
or can it.be provided for othef purposes? (For -. .

» - . . s
o . . x, . v B s - -

F! CHILD DAY CARE SERVICES. ’
T 5

This section suggests additional questions.to ask about

child care spe01f10a11y. They could be modified “foxr other
children's services whicli, you might want to examine in more
detail. . (See Appendix B for details on child care taken

from the states' first year plans.) .

o
“
¥

e ———

_1l.. _Are there specidl. e11g1b1I1ty condltlons for child
care in addition to income limits? (For example,

_ ‘must both parents work? Can students qualify? 1Is
it limited to single-parent households?) ‘

! .

v o
. ®

example, for retdrded or handicapped- children, in )
© . circumstantes of family.stress, as a protective - ‘o
" sgrvice to prevent neglect or abuse, ) ‘

vw R
Co . . e

)mé How much is. be1ng Spent on chlldrcare in your state?
_How much, is being spent per child? {(You can get a = -
“very. rOugh idea of this by dividing-the total dollars
* being spent by.ithe number of ch11dren be1ng served.)

. Is this pér child expenditure adequate to assure

, quallty care?» . .

*

5

A
st

- .

< pe

. ‘ .
4, What is the level of relmbursement a ch11d care«pro-
vider recelves? (Th1s is usuwally a payment per child .
per- day.) Does it.vary.from place ‘to place within'

__. ~ the state? Is'it adequate to pay for good care?

Are prOV1de1s receLV1ng thelr payments irom the
state on time? - oo R ’

My

h wooxe . PR
- - 3 P . .

"
RS . . . b . !

9

~ family day care homes? ' y cen

> )
6. Are the child care facilisties llcensed? Are iederalA
child care standards being met? What is the rat10
of staff to chlldren? o -3, !

- P v -‘.4:-:-

‘5;‘ Where are serV1ces ‘being " proV1ded? In centers?* In . -

M3
A

ry . [ ] et e S, ==

......
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7. Are child care services meeting part1cu1ar family
_needs; for example, for 1nfant or schoo]-age care?
. for n1ght—t1me care?’ - :
.. . . ®

- -

é. Are the subsidized facilities distrlbuted w1th1n
your communlty and state so that they are ava11ab1e
‘where the need is? . ¢

a
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N ' PART IIT: STRATEGIES FOR %NFLUENCING YOUR ’ n
£ : STATE'S TITLE XX ROGRAM :

e A. GET YOUR PACTS toéEmER - - .

¢ - - . ) ' . N

-y’

€

-1, "Do Your Own Needs Assessment - Put together speclflc,
detailed eyidence about _the mneeds for children's. services.in
your community, geographic .area, and/or state,  Interview child
care operators to find out about waiting lists. Conduct-.a
survey of parents to find out what-kind- of.serviees- they need
T ~ and want, and what kinds of problems théy have in' finding those
) 'serv1ces‘(e g. none available, too _expensive, ngt eligible). -
.Do a survey of agencies providing services for children .to
.find out where they are, what they are offering, and what is -
missing. Evaluate the quality of care childrén are receiving..
. Analyze Census Bureau data, talk to manpower agencies, intér- -
< . Xiew employers, to determine ‘how many worklng mothers there
' are who need c¢hilad. care, serv1ces. : ; a

ce ! .2, Analyzecthe ‘Current T1t1e XX Plan - Identlfy the « .

2 strengths and weaknesses of> the current state plan, Decide: '
* which provisions you need’ to change,. and which ones you may

R , have to fight to retain. - Find out whether the state is actually

- . plovldlng “the serv;ces descrlbed in- the plan.

s weet . 34 Develop- Your»Prnor1t1es for vAction - Decide which e
. problems nced the most attention first, FoT example, is it
T most important to expan&“ellglblllty? to install (or get rid
S of) a fee schedule?. .to change policies on use of prlvate matching
funds? ' to raise reimbursement rates for child care? - to pravide .
; : additional services? - Prﬁ ﬁre specific recommendations for the
) state agency, using the: E;gndence you gathéred -in ydur needs
assessment tol support y8ur arguments.

b
[y , ]

« . . .. T B.UGET ' YouR PRIENDS TOGETHER

N .

A fThis is not a Job‘you can do by yourself, There are  °

probabiy lets of individuals and grdups who will help, if you
flnd out who they. are an& get them together. o~

1, Locate All of Your’ Potent1a1 Allies - For example,
“if . your issue is child care, begin with -other child care pro-.
N grams in the stafte, Be sure to involve parents -- they are"
) -syour most 1mportant resource, , Other groups which have a -t

[T B L . -

. . AT PR S - . gw. ° * - s
i & ' e T - -
} " ~ - . )

. > .
- o e
.
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e L I LT T T T e 1‘?17*-'*"‘” Ly T :“;’*’;u . * T e L
b . . . .“ y . .. ’ .- -
S direct stake in child care -— like women's organizations and
@ ' labor unions -- are natural allies, as are the churches and..

other-organizations traditionally -concerned-with human ser-.
viceS. You will probably find al$o that many of your concerns
about-th* state plan are shared by groups interested in other
. services, like the aged or the handicapped., Elected officials-
.~ and other public figures can. be partiéularly helpful in getting
- access to the state agency and in generating publicity, =~

- — i - ot s o
D N

- . Get a name for your coalition —- it helps the state.

* N
-

- Ve ———————— -

agency and the press keep track of who you are.and ‘what y&u
are doing, - ' ‘ ’

» . e £ -
. . & « ’ . .

2. Set Up a Communications System - Once you.have
. located all of your allies, You have to be able to keep them °
»  cinformed, And you must he able tg mobilize them to action " .,
* _ __.v.on short notices< ,whén there are ‘letters to write, comments
' " . .- to.file, meetinds or hearings. to attend, rallies ov mdrches
- to organize;, 'If the group ‘is lTarge and spread around the state,
R *it'might be practical to set'up a network of key ‘individuals
whom you can contact and who, in turn, can get in touchwith .
- the rest of the people in their own parts of the .state. Yoh o

.
L]

may find it useful to start a simple newsletter,

> . -
oy s ® b

i B . . N i ’ .ﬂ
C. GET.THE MEDIA INVOLVED AR

T B D e e
‘e ot R - - - - B

L

= 'Your local néwspaper, radid and télevision station are
always ‘looking for news stories., Get them to write or talk °
" abdut your a¢tivities, and get them*to do thei¥ own stories -
2bout the effect.of Title XX on programs, children and families 3
‘in your community., Invite reporters to your meetings., Get
belevision cameras into your child care centers, Take advan-
tage of local "talk,showsf to discuss Title XX, -

“
¢

& v, . ‘

D. GET A COMMITMENT FROM IHE STATE AGENCY TO

" INCLUDE YOU IN THE FITLE XX PROCESS | R
If you dre going to influence what the state agency .is
doing, you have to know whdat is going -on, Set up a meeting .
with a top official iﬁ*the state agency and get a commitment
to ingclude ypu in the process at every stage, Demand invita-
tions to planning sessions, direct participation in theqnéeds

-l

~
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L 4

assessment advance notlce of publlc meetings and hearlngs
and, esp901a11y, formal membership on any planning or
adV1sory committees, Your own representatives in the state:

legislature and other elected offidials can be eSpe01a11y
You should ask them for thelr support,.

helpful here.

. -~

’

The calendar -on the folloW1ng pages suggests a tlmetabley

~for your—act1V1i1es.- If”yOU“have n‘t’already done sg, get
started - ~today.

- . ¢

<&




PN

R . ._ T ‘ [ . L N . . ; } >~ ° .
N OS] " 3 ] T Ty R g X P K ; p— N Y " Ty . *..i‘ = T
oL ‘ 8 soajnes! 1eaudiwoly pue spepigo L1unod . . to. L PR " )
« > . - “ . . 3
_En FLENTE Eo: spuny uuﬁo M—ma.ﬁ ueis ‘siuawdanbd Juygorew . - L. i i AN
- 12463 01 Bgvuﬁu 2q'10u [itm m:o:u:moamn nes jp ¢ ., D . Lo : ] . . w Sl
e : o . 1dpnq .- : ' T - N
v Ty ‘ . ‘o uosSupeayie . Yk St . M .
. P . £ynsay, -s1o1epsida) . . S o L —
.o i Lo o umo unok PIM 120K *SUONEPUNUILOIDL .33:5 . *papadu m:o_.uw..‘_mo‘:_mm
e oo rsuoneudordde ‘Bunyorew ey opig, 10y sfouale xx aprg, dp(up jo sarewnss umo nos, >
, XX [DUE 21 Jo suoniendosdde ioy paou ¢ sosgarout a8in 01 u0) C “Juqng .m:ownﬁ:uc::g?_w . g
* u._o~ dns ur ssoiesidag J_omu simaesidyy meisy X ﬁommsm 01,a0tj0 = . .- «193pnq ssnostp o 11
L N fie 01 s1up 01 22UBPIAD WQNS  + S JOUIPACY) YUM 193}y ¢ . Asuaie XX op3IL 4aim 2034y - >
] v | ) ot " o~ K ‘%
T ” . e A . . ; ) , T >
; - . [T .. B o]
- . . A PR ) . fuawissosse | | =
-7 ' o0 suneay - ‘“ : * oy u.ow. diqerdun m
. w w. > ' ‘“_O.u—.mbu&—& pue soiep ! ~ . . . . ta1ad i .u:b—:wwﬂnmﬁ
- ) L 199 *ssado1d Juiuueld D . . spaau wu. mu.:wﬂv oy
- ; ¢ ” . m + 2Y1 ssndsIp 01 pue . -, 5 . - . Aoudde .u:aw M 129
. - i ’ ’, ‘ugid pasodosd oyt , - ’ : .
. - # A 01Ul SUOHEPUIWIWOIN . Aoune mvrs ) W o
. . v : . 1fo£ 138 01-£ouader A 241 01 JudUISSISSE . ’ ) . *1MDUISSISSE Spadu”
: ' | . ¢ * a1e1s aIm 2091y . mv..u: ok ywqrg . Tt ) umo nok 1S
. % ! > o s - .
1 » : - ’ a . ~ o 2«.:/ ”n . < - “ A - } B M
: : ! L s 1 Sa ol B 1 : “
X T 1 CE— - Lo _ ] B > ~ 4 i \ N T
. Ms : ¢ . S~ e ’ N 4 ¢
i w Te e - “ . : . - ‘ - i : » [N
o’ , i ’ ' i " 5 ! LS 4 M . .V
> e f ) “ , Z
: , - . -1ea& wedord Sunwod 105 * ; - LT : , . =z
L ued xy oqup adur Suinyeaprsuidoq Housde xx opip . - . 3k weadod Sundios 10y uswssasse | Z
v “ 'ss2201d uy Judwssasse SPoON T . spadu uo suiF3q yiom Arvununaig ; =
“ . T . “ ’ - . A
. - @ - ﬁ ¢ ) ’ I N “ . ]
¢ $ 4 - . > ‘ ! ..w”
, . - . : . %
] : I : X 4 ot ! - l
- ¥ T N I - I ] « 1
- ° [ . ! "~ ’ M > 2
v . (me1s 01 meas s . LI N i .
“ woyy Lrea yim Suti 5exT) 124 [Ersy Suwuos o) . . . 8 . =
suonendosdde uo smoa ¢ a3pnq uo s8uueay spjoy saniesid . ‘ =
. 104 faappnq 4 SPIoY il ‘. . / . . Y [easy Burwoo Joy spuny -
r H
: . . ! " , 1824 [edsy Suiyorewt J1e3§ ‘:c m:o:w:moama J=
. . . ~
) . B ' ‘ armesidd - Sunwos 10y -128pnq . 103 onu>oU o1 M s
2 ) ", a1mas 01 13dpnq uo sjioa” s215(dwod suourpudwuodds siugns LHuade XX opty, i =
) . ) __— SUWQNS 10UIIA0D iy 2oug0 s J0UIA0D), vuhumu.a st'1a3pnq a1v3g T 4
b v L. - o . . e d . @
' . “ N T - ¥ ; 4 M
4 A c . . - * . .
|- . { - ’ - | . { i vw A
= = = e = ; ; =
© HOUVIN Advnadde - AMVANV(  EAWESEa YHIWIAON e YHY0LIG"
] > ” v " = . : (210 ‘g A(si g _:a< .bm::ﬁ )
’ muEOuoa 1390190, >_wc_v._o8mw5:o8 ay um:msu L 29010 uo m:_woa ._mo> s, 01818 :6> 31 Aing m:_::_moa §> Eﬁwo\a XX 211 ' uo vomma S| Jepuajed siy ._.M Sozv* o=
R ¢ v .
Lo . « ) " a

C \. B . mm:.<8>c< Q..::u 404 ~._<ch.._<0 xx m_.:.:. < -

t
\

P Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




-ued ay3 Jo uoneuaapdwr 10nuOW ".

* P !
. . - -

p : '
¥ . . .

‘noA 13ouod “sodipyd oy ;i
B SIDWWO0D .e_c PUE SIUWPUIWE 1310 U0J YOILAY .:n_m

3 -

supeay e.{jusa],

4

NOLLDV SHLLVIO AUV

1.9

IDOAUFININNVIL

st

‘01 SIUdWPUDIUE 10 mﬁu:ewn 2181S UM m:c:a:omu: anunuoy o g * ~ s1UdWWod uanLIM niugng s
. : 1 : . . 4, j .
i N ' . | ! " - “ - . M
. Y | ” ’ . - .:a—a,uﬁ uo sfuneay’
| . . - w i ¢ » 7 . w Jo aoeyd v:«. Swn 100
- . o ) .S:eEmEoEa Lo | ) T .:«E jo
” . euw:mmeug: fow youym 1 - i , 2urmsSqns oG sdnoad
. A mE:zcE uudpy E ‘urd . pa1sa1a1ut LJ0N
. ; : i .mumca:u Auc mou « Zaya uy safurys menodsu . " ;ucid pasodoad
. ...* _ | ,tutid puy dyraany o 01 foudde a1u1s yirm 1091, I - ay1 azd[eue pue 119
- i ”4 1 R | : ! { i
] I I . A . 1. . . | )
, w ) .. i .. poudsd | I
. . M ‘poudd wdwwod Aep-gf yam o WSWIWOD dunnp poatddar . Acc:ao s, 21818 Y1
‘1" Anf 135u pue sou usaaaaq awn fue uopewiojw uo paseq - ’ 18 pjoy 5q Avu mm::«..:v L
.~ 1 pasodoad oq few uepd o1 siudtupudswuy . , ‘pasiaaa st uejd pasddoad PoLIag UMW) dIjgng ’
. ¢ < I3 . e .\l\ w ’ '
s e - P i ——
L SNIOAY YVIA RN . S T
. : A AVIDOUd MEN - T . "and Jyv e . . agHsriand |
’ AgusiIdnd- o SINFWWOD © . - * SINVId
© . SINVId ‘1VNIJ p . - orignd TIv - , a3asododd
\ 4 s | : . 1 » SO Uk .
—a m&* ] i i 1 , { * LI ; . - X
. ' M ’ T 1 ‘e 1
. ¢ . o | . ‘. : r}
. . ‘ ¢ ) . . \ ) .
N » N N 1 -
.. . Lo ”
. R » e . . . « . o . K - u..w -
. ¥ M
Ve 4 ' ’ s . : ) L : '
' . e ’ ’ ’ [ ) \.\.- ‘- ' x .. , ’ .
S . . R e . _ . ‘ : |
. - ’ $ = . * . - » M -
. R E " TR AR .. ] LY ] , . i
HIHWILAUS . LsAnnyv ] . AN ... Nnf . AVW . : - “HAdv . =
i i, o N . i ~ v e s L e O T
: ’ % - T T - .

[C sNOLVIMdOuddV <

PAruntext provided oy enic 1S

E

x



L' -
’ . . -
e e e e

s

_ % PART .IV: EXAMPLES OF EFFECTIVENCHILDhADVOGAQYfTT?Tﬁ'
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A. KANSAS T e
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The Kansas experience déﬁbnstrqtes the importance of
gl) carly involvement in the state's planning process, ‘
2) a statewide network of child. advocates, %3? direct _ .

.efforts te raise local. matching funds, and (4) cooperation '
with agencies interested in other types of -social services.'

’

£y

The Wichita Child Day Care Association; an established
non-profit organization, serves as an umbrella for the delivery-
of child care services in that.city and maintains a network )
of child ‘advocates around the state. That network includes
child care operators, parents and interested organizations
such as women's groips and churches, '

, i . When Title XX became: law in Janua;y-1925i\the Association:

S “went tq the state agency, through its representatives in the

. legislature, and demanded a role in the state's planning pro-

. cess from the outset, . The agency agreed, and the Wichita

* group used: its access to maximize involveément of child advo-

- ~ cates across the styte~ -Thus, when the State agency invited .
' the Association to an’ early planning session, mare than 50. T
> advocates from all parts of the state appeared.. When the

~ ragency aniiounced.it would hold 36 hearings across—the state

as part ofiits prepublication needs assessment, the network. ‘

‘was used to publicize the hearings and to organize particdi- \\f““-\<

pation., In some areas, child advocatbtes were the only people N

to attend. As a result, the dtate -concluded that child care

- was’ one of the services which people in Kansas needed most.,

~

.-

s .. After publishing the proposed plan, the state agency -
scheduled three hearings at the state capitol, <Child care '
providers, parents, and, other advocates participated in all ‘
., of thogc hearings, from beginning to end, The success of Y-
these activities is evidenced in the final Title XX plan in L
Kansas,. which includes .$11.9 million fox child care and extends y
. - services .to mére tamilies- throigh the use of a fee schedule- ‘
B at higher income levels, Child advocates are working now-to
SN raise reimbursement rates. s b e

.

- ¢ . . T ) . oo
" In addition to this statewide mobilization,, the Wichita _
. Association was at work'in its own county, raising local = v » v -
matching funds for child .care andidevelqpingia.coordiﬂ%ted N
approach to the state plan, To, avoid competition ?br limitgd

- -
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»
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,funds, the Association turned to ‘the Communlty Planning

hold a seéries of meetings at which all service agencies and
interested groups worked together to develop priorities for
services in the county, draW1ng together facts-and statistics

to support those services., From ‘that process came. a. multiple -
services proposal for the county; which was submitted to the
state agency, ‘much of it was incorporated into the state plan,

In response to the overwhelmlngalnterest shown through-

" out the state, once the first plan was-finalized, . the state

agency created 'a task force to develop a flve-year plan  for

child care, That task force included 15- individuals from

the network, including two from the Wichita Association.

That long-range plan has been completed and will form the basis -

for adJustments to the’Title XX program in_ the comlng years, ’

- i

For further 1nformat10n, contact° ) o

“ e
.~

Council of the United Fund. The Planning Council agreed to. CoR

-

chhlta Ch11d Day Care Ass001at10n
. . 216 East Second Street ‘ .
Wichita, Kansas: 67202 - '

L
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LA e R . , C

- B, TEXAS "
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. In Texas, ef{forts by child advocates to 1nf1uence Title
XX began well before thé federal law was enacted.,” Child care
providers contracting with the state agency under thexold
Title IV-A system: had already’ organlzcd an ass001at10n to
"dedl with. the federal law and .the Texas. Dcpartment of Public

... Care '76 was unaerway, to increase the V181b111ty of chlld
" care as a publlc 1ssue. - . Lot

a

.

N Closely watchlng the progress of the proposed Title XX _
legislation at the federal level, thege groups went t6 work

. in the_state legislature .and the - sta%e agency to.assure that

. Texas woeuld be ready to implenient thie new law. By the time

Title XX %00k eTfect in October 1975, state loﬂlslatlon\had

been passed>to de&l with issues like pre-payments to providers

and audit sysbqq What is more, child advocates-had achieved

statewide recoghition for their knowledge of Title XX. They .

were in a strongi\ sition to elaim full representation ‘on the

state's Advisory Cgh ittee on Social Services, and were- included .

on, each of nine Task Q{Sii\oet .up by the state aéency to.examine

~.

" various aspects of TitlenXX and to prepare the _state's pian for '

social services., kS . &

“t

316/26)-0871 s .

Welfare, .In addition, a statewide mobilization known as Child ..
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_ fee schedule, which failed to give adequate consideration to

- wgs_toyeiiminaté”aiimﬁee schedules for the first progrdm year, ~—

. The influence of child advocates-was reflected in thé pro-
posed plan, in the percentage of funds allotted for child * .
care, tihe decision to.prevent refinancing of state expenditures.

for services, and the expansion of, eligibility from an originally.
proposed level of less than 40 percent- up to a finally agreed AN
level of 60 percent of the state's median income.,

P
»

Once the proposed plan had been published, ddvocates uséd
the public comment period to focus on what they had identified

as- the single largest remaining problem with _the plan -~ the
the wide variations in living costs throughout a state-as-big—— "7~
and diverse as Texas, The short-~term effect of those effortg —

They are working now to devise a flexible fee schedule which
will meet federal requ;remenﬁs.,

Sifice publication of the first year's final plan, child.. . °
care providers(formed a coalition with other services providers,
particularly with family planning and senior citizens groups,
to work on Title XX issues in the state and #o imfluence federal -
policies issues such as ‘eligibility determination. ) =)

.-

.
M

. Te o . N
ey
~
. .

*Child advocates attribute their” success in Tegqs,to‘two - T
factors: first, a sophisticated communigcations system which
linked providers, parents, and individuals, and groups broadty
representative of -the Gommunity; and second, serious pomewozy__*;~
on Title XX issues and developments in Washington, which have
made child advocates the most informed;participants in the
state's piannjng-procéss.~ In the words of one leader of tpq R
cffort, the Titlé XX.planming period was”a "time of confusion" N
and "child care groups controlled the confusion," BURENESEEE

S -

For further information, contact: - »

‘Child Care 76" » R N

. 818 East Fifty-third . o . .
£ Austin, Texas , 78751 S K
" 512/451-7361 , R
- . . - " r3 : . . ;Y




. ' C. ILLINOIS i
. In Illinois, leadership on Title XX came from a non- | /o
~ proflt communlty-based ch;ld advocacy -group, the Day Care :
ce - Crisis Council of Chicago. .The Crisis Council includes ild <,
care providers, staff,,and parents, and a range of women's R
organizations’; civic, neighborhood and church groups”wwhleh~“'”'
. represent a cross sect10n .0f the entirewcommunlty. "

" The Illinois advocacy effort was characterized by early
involvement; persistence, even after the final plan had been
published; development of specific proposals as alternatives |
. -to the state .plan; effective publicity; and mobilization of ¢

* + broad.support from all parts .of the state, including among :
others the director of the state's Office of Child Develop- '
ment the State- Advisory Committee on Day Care, and members ) o~
of Congress and the state legislature. Demands far changes

to the GOVernor\as well,

:

1

-

in the plan went not just to the state Title XX agency, but - ——

- N At thre outset the Coggg;l_}g§;sted—enﬁpubl1c ‘hearings
s . as part. of¢tgg:§§ﬂte_s—neeﬁ assessment process and then,- a
_.Second-set ol hearings once the proposed planghad been pub-
lished., Attention at’ these hearings focused on e11g1b111ty .«
' for child care, 1€ proposed plan would have 11m1ted child-
care to purposes directly related to emplowiient or tralnlng.
The Crisis Council developed its own five categories of eligi-
bility for both single and two-parent families -- protective T e
services in cases of.actual or potential child abuse, services =~ .+
_necessary for the parents to malntaAn“employment”“serV1nes
necessary because of retardation or medlcal or psychologlcal Y
o ———needs of ‘the .child, services to allow parents to enroll in .- . :
. . : tralnlng or' to seek employment.and for students, and preventive
e services totavoid family stress, That ‘projosal was circulated
o statewide., Virtually every witness at -tha hearings spoke in
-favor of it and the State Day Care Adv1sory Committee endorsed
, . —%1t, _The final ‘plan 1ncluded the five classificdtions .developed
T . ‘by. the Councrr o "

-

’Another central issue was the questlon of fee schedules, :
Witnesses at the hearings testified in.support.of fees at a
' level which eligible famllles could afford:.to pay. However, .
, -. the final plan inéluded a. feeoschedule which lefit Some families, -
- paying as much as $26 a week for Title XX child care, Chila ———
I advocates mounted an immediate protest in the form of communi- °*

R cations to state agencies and the Governor, partlcularly by= * ‘
% . > -

23'
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s , parents, and through the press, At least one member of Con- »— - -
‘ gress joined in that effort, 1In response to the overwheliing
o - public pressure, the state aménded its final plan to set a '
. maximum fee of $11 a week for a family, regardless .of the
\ .

_ number of children in care,

- » . - .
e ¥

. ° Presently, the Council is‘wo}king to-simplify the eligi-

-

e .~ bility forms which ‘the state is requiring applieants to com- " .
plete, to protect the confidentiality of the information . )
. -. collected for Title XX purposes, and to keep it out of the. ~: .
. 'state's computerized welfare information system, The- Council "
‘ has developed its own eligibility form which it is pressuring e
the state to adopt, and it has real hope of success, - - - '
. ’ 2 . . B . L — o
" " For further information, contact: . ' :
: Co . Ty, \ ‘ i
. : o The Day Care Crisis Council-  * . .
. ' . 201 North Wells, Room 642 - .
S ’ N Chicago, Illinois» 60606 o v \
: < <, 312/352-1721 o ‘ : P
. . . .
4 s * x - @
. ‘.; :“ . B g . . A B —,‘ - —»:—"“”"’—“ e
% » © v »
I P T ’ . ‘ ot j, '
- . ‘ . . . .
-~ ) a . Ll
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lllLl’ XX F ] DERAL /\l LOCAT l()N§ USE, AN[) MEDIAN INCOME - BY SI'A'IE

published Qctober 1, 1975;,—s andlyzed Ry thg Office of the Assistant

P

kN

v . —BeCretary for Planning and Evaluation, (HEW).
and do not necessarily xepxesent actu'xl expenditures

25

These are estimates ~

2 ., .
ot . FY76 ALLOCA HON (‘.bTIMA l'!;D FY76 USh ° CEY77 ALLO(.ATION * .,FY77\!EDU\N INCOME
. (n millions)‘ : {in mitligns)! {in millions) - (for family of four).  «
. * -Alabama® .. *$ 42.25 $ '12.25 ' ’ 3 42, .,3’0\ $ 12,805
Alaska T4.00 ¢ 3.90 T 3.975 19, 368
*  Arizona 24,50 9.55 25.46" * 15,230 '
P Arkansas ¢ 21.25 19.76 24,375 « * 11,890
Cali fornia 215,50 245,50 . 24785 15,931
* Colorado . 29,00 .. -29.00 * . 29.525 15,629 ° ks
Connecticut + 536.75 -7 36.75 36.525 16,476
Delaware 5,75~ '6.75 6.775 15,231
* Districet of Columbia . -~9.00 9.00 ¢ 8.55 * 15 093 -
-, Florida _ .. , 91.50 91.50 95.675 - 14, 788,-
. m e . N : .
* Geox‘gj,an e 57.00 . 57,00 . 57,725 - - '1-3,666
C# JHawaidl e 10.00 10.00 ' ' 10,025 < 17.069
- Idaho -7 9.25 - 9.25 9.45 14,075 :
# I1llinois e e 133.75 133.75-  ,, 131.65 o "* 16, 350 .
# Indiana 63.25 ' 80.60 63.025> 14,478 e
’ - v . . . .
« Towa” - 34.50 34,50 33.775 ° 14, 313,,.... -
. Kansas 27.25 27.25 26.85 + -~ 14,395
Kentucky 39.75 39.%5 39.70 «v 12-514
# Louisiana 44.75 . . 4475 - 44,525 - 12,600
~# Maine . 12.25 12.20 % . 12.375 12,552
__ . Maryland 48.50 s 48,50 ) 48.425 16,7650 .
- Massachusetts N . 69.25 69.25 , , 68.60 15,630
* Michigan y 107¢75 .107.75 107.575 16,174
. * Minpespta . ' " 46.50 46,50 46,325 15,792 - -
Missifsippi . 27, 35 12,60 » 27.475. 11,562 . ~
Missouri_ .- -~ 7% 56, 7o T 54.05° « ¢56.50 13,770
. . -#—NMontina 8.50 8450 , « B8.70 13,686 .
. Nébraska - 18.25 8723 18.25 © 13,364 S
# Nevada ! . " 6.50 6.30 6.775¢ 15, 357 :
dew Hampshire 9.50 - 9,22 9 55 13,986
New Jersey 87.75 '87.75 ] 86 70 . 16,727
* New Mesico 13.25 .~ 13.25 > ¢ . 13.275 12,143
* YNew York o L 217.50 < 217.50 - 214.20, 15,169
North Carolina < 62.75 62.75 63.425 - 13,183
# North Dakota 7.50 7.50 |7.525 15,005 ; “*°,
Q ‘ . ".
Ohto 127.75 ~127.75 7126.975" - 15,121 .
# © Oklahomu 31,75 31.75 © 32,05 * 12,645 .
# Oregon | 26.50 26.%¢ oL 26.80 . 15,013
Pehnsylvan in 141.75 141.75 139.975 . 14.,489 -
Rhode Island 11,50 ’11.50, +11.075 " 14,404
. South Carolina 2.50 32,50 32,925 13,085 |
*  South Dakota - 825 7.68 . 8.075 12,824
Tennessee * - 49,25 49.25 48.825: 12,788
* Texas 140.50 * 140,50 142.50 13,924
Utah 13.75 13573 13,897 14,003
. . . -
* Vermont - 5,50 . 5.50 M 7 5.55 13,145 °
. Virginin 57.25 " . 57.25 58.05 15,130
‘Washiagton 40.75 40.75 . 41,10 15 ,\;1 01
« West Virginia 21.50 21.50 » 21,175 12,569
# Wisconsin 54,50 ~" 54.50 . 54,00 15,398
Wyoming . 4.25 ~3.71- 4,25 .1'1.833
. ‘ . N .
N *  Program year begins October L, .
) # No new program yeur until July 1, 1977 L 4 ) '
. All other states begin program year on on July 1, 1976
. 1/ * . R ® o«
A - rxom'the states' final Comprehensw_g__é_m_l}.l,al,SELuces—ngmm“mans *

~ L]
.
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APPENDIX B -

’r .o e * CHILD DAY CARE EXRENDITURES lN FIRST PROGRAM YI;AR BY STATF ) . .
| CILD CARE ~ NUMBER O . . : S
EXPENDITURES  CIHLD CARE AS CHILDREN T AVERAGE COST = ELIGIBILITY % AT WHICIH FEES
2 . (in nillions)  OF 'l'ch\! PROGRAM SHRVE l) l'ER“({lll!.b (% OF MEDIAN INC ()MP) Al(l ("/\R(;[[)
¥ Alabama . | 86,51 29,45t 17,848 $ 925~ |’ )5" : ]
“iroee Alaska . Y 10.8 : 530 §35 T ARDE/SST : oY
Arizona h,03 .o © 10,825, 375 I e
Arkansas. 8,50 I D270 1,623 Y, ;
California ~ o . 46,90 18.3 55,440 1 U R - . 50%
. coloradh - - 5,74 199 -k 9,660@ 198 | goe  fT, =33
N Connecticuts+s 8.0S - 14.3 7,360 - - 1,008 . }15 . T
Delaware 3.72, 55.2 2,350 + 1,585 76 hg .
bisérict of Columbia 2,00’ | - 21,3 N 3,175 . 9l . 8o . 50
@l‘lox fda*” : 14,23 3,9 12,660 2 Lles ~ 60 39 ar
A ’ U
.- % (u,ou:,in e 17.84% 24,3 14, 70'o - 1,213 01 - .
¥ lawali *7,00. . | 29,5 v . li,S O SY T I 60 : .
Tdiho ’ . A5 //g .1 ‘!)7'5 . W58 .+ 80 a S
# Tllinois 1151 \9 for-30,7 l/‘) 000 - | 5% - 80 . 58
.- # ‘Indiana | -, ’.10 %5 ) 14,6 Ig,‘oso 1 2,581 50 ) -
Towa . 5.93 L. 18,536 * ..09 . b
<Ransas*« 8.5 30.0 , . 5,160 1,599 ) 115, » €0 .
. 7 Kentucky a, cr b33 - 2,350 1,061 80 . )
' # .Louisiana ' |, a0 o 25,7 43,031 ) 506 8.0 . .
F o Maine- T P T A5 4 S50 | 1131 .80 .
[ ° L. . L e N .-’. - P " - » | . ..
i Maryland ¢ * 12,30 e EE gy - 0,825 .. 1881 105 e TR0 ¢
77 Masdachuse tts . 21,57 ¢ 223,06 19,545 * 1,104 - 69, ‘
“. Micliigan . W, vy . 28,7 " hh,600 ] 923 <, 80 82 r .
¥ . Mthesota - .83 < 15.9 "8 3STa v 348 115 T 60 :
‘ \Mississippiv> 5.99 h§.0 2,439+ [ 257 | 15 80
Missourt |, " 9.57° .1 17w ! 35,751 o 262 - 80 1.
& Montana ...:, A 14,6 2,908 . 1,301 N 150% of AEDE .
“Nebraska . 5.1 ] 725 y 2,'.00 - S 62 NP L
. # -Nevada , . W03 453 ' 6,935 . |* 91 . 63 &
New umnpshnc” ., .3.00 32,9 . N0 U 1,151 o . 8o L ' 53 ° R
. a New Jm'sey © 37,82 39,7 _9,()Sl¢ _ . 1,455 - 80 .
¥ New Mexico 5.22 30,0 3,915 | . 1,333 T S all.
¥ New York : 158,08 52,2 75,730 - | 2,099 { . -S0-* | s
L North Cazolihn 26,70 b, 3G, 328 .73 - w0 .- 65
<& ¢ North Dakota .27 2.1 - 515 519 L' PR 2o N
Ohio - 95,46 0 |- 188 58,5871 : 430 . so 51
()klul;omn’z" b - 14,72 7 19,9 y l." o4 7 . 80 e 250
#  Qrvegon’ . <1 * (hay Cave not ltlcntihcd as < - ng- - §0
- = .| . sepurateservice in plan) . . "L .
*  Pemnsylvania 1 57.68 - _30.0 . 19,868 2,903 < 115 . ‘80 .
Rliodo Istaund a7 S 1s.2 5,088 a7r .5 )
¥ Sohith Carol ina 7.55 16,0 », l:,uOO 1,678 . 80 ‘ ’
¥ South Dbakota ' 1,46 N Y TN 2,917 : 1,862 60 40
. - Temnesscerr N 8:52 17.3 19,160 “hhS ©70 T
' * Texas b 316 IS, ’l . "1,737 1,570 60
Utah X 2,42 10.5° 47000 | - 604 - X AFDC needs
. etundaul
Y Vermon't . 2,07 51.1 15640 1,383 80 N 50
Virginia * 9,00 19.4, | . 27,367 350 .50
kushinﬁtou ~ 6,55 - 16-- . )3,0’5& ) 508 3%
West Virginia ~ 5,02 24,3 7,601 o |x 713 80 - 57
wisconsin«r I 0.06 . 9,0 © 9,900 1,105 wo © } -, b4
Wyoming . ST 20,1 6,000 125 . 6o
- * . . ’ A ) . » < o
¢ Pigures are for p 12-month 7irsy profrum year ., '%
. . # Figures are fov a Tr-month f{irst program year . t
° All mhm t\;.uroq are for a J-month figst program year
LI . % Tolorado. Nupper of children served .md per c.hud cost nro for 1
- one quarter only '
* XNebraska  EW could nol e\tahllsh per chiild estifates . '
* ., ** Stave plon does not distingunish, lwc\&eon chiltl day care md mdult -
. day care | = . . AN
Note The {igures in t.hm chart include only what state’'s spec.i“call\-
ident,ltled as “day care for children”, There may be other child
— s o ~ care included in ogther services, such as “special services for
. . . S handicapped children™, “protective w.ex\ices", ete, « .
' "\\m'cz»—\:ru_hm_g) Notes #3, &1, and AmmndH. preparéd by Office of | -
. . . Assistant Sﬂ*rtrtﬂﬂ,._mu*lmming and Evaluation, Ju!mn) 1976 -

. lmsed on ‘ln'\l\ﬁiﬁ of final stateplans, .
. Qo - 206 G 5, T -

] NN . . . Lo . TN
F . - . . . " . ©
. Y * ~ . * . -
u « .
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APPENDIX C .

( * “
Mrs. Julia 011ver, Commissioner |
State Department of Pensions and Security
64 North Union. Street
Montgomery, Alabama 36104
Dr. Etancis S. L Williamson, Comm

- Department of Social Services

.’Putch‘H

Dept, of Health and Social Services--

<@ .

Juneay, Alaska 99801

-

"William J. Mayo Director

. State Dept. of Economic Seeurrty

-

1515 West Jefferson
Phoenix Arizona 85005
Dr. -Roger B. Bost Director
Dept. of Social and Rehabilitation Serv.
406 National 01d Line Insurance Bldg.
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Mario Obledo, Secretary .
State of California Health and
" Welfare Agency -

915 Capitol Mall, Room 200 .
>Sacramento, gglifornia . 95184 '
Henry Role§, Exec. Director
"1575 Sherman Street
Denver, Colorado

*

80203
‘Edward M. Maher, Commissioner >
State Welfare Departmend . "
110 -Bartholonew Avenue
Hart ford, “Connecticut 06106

‘Mr.' Barl McGinnes, Secretary .

Dept. of Health and Social Services

Delaware State Hospital

New Castle, Delaware

19730

Mr. Joseph Yeldell, Directoy¥:
Departmeat of Human Resources
District” Building

14th and E Streets, N.W.‘’
Washingtonv D.C. 20004

a

ﬂﬁlliam J. Page, Jr., Secretary
Dept. of Health and Rehabilitative Serv.
1323 Winewood Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32301
Mr: T. M. Jim Pavham °
Acting Commissionesx

Department of Human Resources
State-Office Building
Atlanta Georgia 30334

Andnew I. T. Ghang, Director

Dept. of Social Services and Hou51ng
P. 0. Box 339

96809

* Dr. James A Bax Administrator
_Departmgnt of Health and Welfare
. State House . G
Boise. Idaho

83720
Q 0 .
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~

James L. ‘Traine?t, Acting'ﬁirector
Department of Public Aid
222 College ‘Street :

62706

Springfield Illinois
—. .
,AP_ﬂéyne.A Stanton, Administrator
Dept. 'of Public Welfare .
State Office Building, . Room 701
100 North Senate Avenue K]
Indianapolis, Indiana 26204 '°

»

-
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Kevin Burns, Commissioner
Department of Social Services 3
Lucas State piiice'Building

) Des-M01nes, Iowa" 50319

Dr. Robert C. Harder, Secretary

Dept. of Social and Rehabllitation
Services "

State Office Building \

Toﬁeka Kansas 66612 ° ol

A

Mr. C. Leslie DaWSon, Secretary

. Deparfment for Human Resources °
Capitol Building Annex - Roori 201
Friahkfort, Kentuckz 406Q1 ’

Dr. William H. /Srewart Comm\.

Health and Human Resources
Administration"

* Post Office Box 44215 -

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804

David E. Smith, -Commissioner

State Department of Health and Welfare

. State House:

Augusta, Maine 04330

Richard A. Batterton, Secretary

Dept. of Human Resources

1100 North Eutaw Street

Baltimore, Margland 21201

.

-

Jerald L. Stevens, Commissioner*
Department of Public Welfare
+ 600 Washington Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02111

Dr, JohnT. Dempsey, Director

Michigan Department of Social Services
Commerce Center Building
300 South Capitol Avenue

-

“

Bansing, Michigan- 48936 ‘-
Vera _Likins, Commissioner v

Minnesota Dept. of Public Welfare
Centennial Building .
658 Cedar Stréet . ]
St: Paul, Minnesota, 55155
Max M. Cole, Commissioner .
State Dept. of Pub}ig’Welfare
JP. 0. Box 4321

’ Fondren Station

, Jabkson, Mississippi 39216

-

-
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Ry
Cleighton Penwell, Director &\
Department of Human Resources -~
318 Public Service Building
Salem Oregon 97310

“r Frank S.-Beal, Secretiiry
Department of Publlc Welfare
Healtl and Yelfare Building
Harrlsburg, Pennsy vania -

~ -

_1‘120

}thn J. Affleck, Director \

Dept. of Social ,and Rehabilitation Serv.

Aime J. Forand C

State Office Building
-600, New London. Avenue
. Cranston, Rhode Island 02920

.t T ‘e - ]

« Dr. R.*Archie Ellis, Commlssloner

, Department of Social Serv1ces

P..0.«Box 1520 .

i . Columbia, South parollna 29202

Dr. FrlJth)of 0. . Wegtby, Secretaxy
Department,cf Social Services .
State Cap1tol Building ©

Pitrre; South. Dakota 57501

<« Horace Bass, Commxss1oner
State Department of Public Welfare
204,State43fflce Building N

Nashv1lle Tennessee © 37219
' "
Raymond w. Vowell Comffiissioner

State Department” of Public Welfare
John H. Reagaii ‘Building .
78701

fgystln, Texas
ul S. Rose, Executive Director

~Department ‘of Social Services
T 221 State Capitol
" Salt Lake.City, Utah 84114
Thomas. Davis, Secretary
Agency of Human Services
State Office Building
Montpelier, Vermont 05602

William L. Lukhard, Comm1ss1oner e

Department of Welfare

8007 Discovery Drive

Richmond, Virginia\' /;3288

* Charles R. Morris, Secretary
Department of Social .and Healtn Serv1ces
Post Office Box 1788 °

Olymplaj Washington 98504

" Mr: Thomas R. Tindér, Commfssioner )
Department’ of Welfare .
1900 Washington Street, East

Charleston,

West Virginia 5305
Wilbur J. Schmidt, Secretary
Dept. of Health fnd, Social Services
1 West+Wilson Street

, Madison, Wisconsin- 53702

. . » . . ?
‘ﬂarvey Peterson, Act. 'Coordinator

- Dept. of Health and 8001a1 Services
State Office Building Wes Rm. 317
Cheyenne, Wyoming ,82001

" Mr. Alan Ihons, Director
+Department of Public Welfare

Lawrence L. Graham, Director ., N
Department of 8001a1 Services ‘
Broadwiy State. Ofdicg.Building
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101 - .

Theodore P. Carkulis, D1rect
Dept.. of Social and Rehablllgative Serv,
Post Office Box 1723

Helena, Montana 59601

1526- K Street, Fourth Floor
Lincoln, Nebraska 68508

Roger S. Trounday, D1rector . - T
Nevada Staté Dept.‘ of Human Resources’
Un'ion Federal Building -, . -
308 North Curry Street * LI
Carson City, Nevada’ 89701.

. [ .
Fratk E..Whaland, Commissioner
Department of Health and Wel fare
»-State House Aniex
Concord, New Hampshire

03301 .

Mrs ~Ann K _ein, Commissioner
Dept: of Institutions -and Agencies
135 West Hanover Street .

Trenton, New Jersey . 08625
Richard W. Heim, Exec, Director

Health and Social Services Dept.

Post Office Box'234 < or
PERA Building 3 . . .
, Santa Fe, New Mexd 87503 ’

Steven Berger, Commissioner - .
Department of Social Services

91450 Western Avenue <
12203 . e e

Albany, New York
David T. Flaherty, Secretary - s
Department of Human Resources - v

325 N. Salisbury Str-oet
Raleigh, North Carxolina

o

27611 °

T. N. Tangedahl, Exec. Dir. :

Social-Service Boa d of North .
Dakota .o T

State Capitol Bu;ldln ) e .

Bismarck, Eorth Dakota 58501

Raymond F. McKenna, D1rector
Ohio Department ofePublic Welfare :
30 East Broad Street |, . . v

State Office Tower ’ N
32nd Floor .

Columbus, Ohio ‘43215 b

Lloyd E.,Dader, Djrector e . ©

Dept. of Institutions Social and:
- Rehabilitative.Services
Post Office Box 25352 coe . ’
Oklahoma C%ty, Oklahoma 73125 Y
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YOUR H E.W. REGIONAL OFFICE

¢

4 -

Regibn I - (Maine, Vermont

New Hampshire
. Massachusetts ,
°. ) -, Rhode Island -

Connecticut)

Région Ii ~ (New .York -
”New Jersey)

A

L

RegLon 111 - (Pennsylvanla
) Delaware- .
- Virginia .

West Wirginia
District of Columbia)

3

-3

Reglon IV - (North Carollna
South Carolina
Georgia
Florlda
.Kentucky

. : ‘Tennessee

Mississippi
’ Alabama)

Indiana

Illinois

Michigan :
" Wisconsin

Region ¥V - (Ohio.

Minnesota) « e

-

*

Reglon VI - CTexas N .

‘ Louisiana

: New Mexico
Oklahoma
Arkansas)

g

Robert F. Ott e
Associate Reg10nal Commissioner, CS

" John F. Kennedy Federal Bulldlng ‘

Government Center DHEW/SRS
Room 1300 . :
Boston, Massachusetts 02203
(617—223 -6867) - o

Dr. Melvin Herian .
Associate Regional Commissjioner, CS
Federal Building DHEW/SRS- : =

26 Federal Plaza,  Room 3840 "+ - ‘
New York, New York 10007 = e
(212—264—4626) T o
MauriCe Meyer ‘ >

Associate Regional Commissioner, CS
Gateway Building, DHEW/SRS . '
36th & Market Streets

Post Office Box 7760. A
Phlladelphla, Penpsylvanla 19101 -
(215-596-1316) °. .

Edwin E. Schultz, Acting.
Associate Reg10na1 Comd1551oner, CS .

DHEW /SRS -

50 Severth Street, N.E. - o T
Room 746 i o
Atlanta, Georgia 30323

(404-526-3476) N

Eli Lipschultz T
.Associate Regional Comm1551oner, CS

DHEW /SRS

30th Floor - 300 S. Wacker Drive .
Chicago, Illinois 60606

(312-353-4239)

Dr.-'Peggy -R. .Wildman
Title XX Coordlnator - X
DHEW /SRS . ¢
1200 Main Tower, 20th Floor =
Dallas, Texas 75202 )

(214’-’.—@53-4155),» L
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Region'X = (Washington,
~_ Oregon "
* . Idaho.
Alaska)

4

Reglon NII - (Missouri

) Kansas .
N Nebraska

) Iowa),
N

Reglon VIII - (Nojy th Dakota

Méntana
Wyoming
Colorado
Utah)

Region IX - (Hawaii
California
Nevada
Arizona) |, .

«Soﬁth Dakota~

~

Richard McConnell :
Chief -Program Representatlve Cs
‘Arcade Plaza Building, DHEW/SRS‘

,1321 Second Avenue -

Seattle, Washington = 98101 v
(206L442-0526) <L :

Bitl Weisent - ' o s
Associate Regional Comm1ss1oner, cs
Pederal Office Building DHEW /SRS |
601 East 12th Street, 5th Floor , -
Kansas City, M1ssour1 64106 -~
(816- 374 5975)" . o .
Fred Lund, Actlng
Regional Sodlal Services

Program Director ‘
Federal Office Building, DHEW/SRS
19th and Sfout Streets, Room 11037.

. Denver, Colorado ~ 70202.

(303-837-2141)

Charles R. Hall
Associate Regional Commlss1oner,.CS
Federal Officé Building, DHEW/SRS

. 50 Fulton Street, -Room 469

San Francisco, Callfornla 94192
(415-556- 7800)

A
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The Ch11dren s Defense Fund

1520 New Hampshife Avenue,

N.W

o Washington, D.C.  .20036 I
c (202~483 ~1470) '

P. 0. Box 1684 .. o

Lo Jackson, M1$Slssippi 39205 P
. : . . (601~ 355 7495) N

g3

SR
B

a,

(The Ch11dren s Defense Fund is a nonprofit organ;zatlon
of "lawyers, federal policy monitors, researchers and
community liaison péople dedicated to Long-range,

syste-
matic advocacy and reform on behalf of the nation's
+.children.

Ve welcome contributions from t
Your donation is tax-exempt.)

. : ‘tj/publlc."'
. ] , ..1 ' ’

.
-~

This Handbook may be revised
in your community.

and }eprpduced for use




