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STATE OF ALASKA | ===
DEPT. OF COMMUNITY & REGIONAL AFFAIRS | |

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER |~ POUCH B — JUNEAU 93811

December 8,‘1976

President o0f the Senate
Speaker of the House

We are pleased to present to you this First Annual Report
on the State Day Care Assistance Program covering operation
of the Program during FY 1376.

‘‘he Day Care Assistance Program is a truly innovative approach.
Because it is funded entirely. from the State's general fund,

it allows flexability and local control whick would have been
inpossible under earlier, federallv funded, assistance pro-
grams. It has proven effective in mezting the needs of low
incomne and single parent families- 1n those communities where
program grants were requested.

Sincerely,

_L-n_._m‘&awa.u/

Lee McAnernay
Conmissione::




Tﬁe Alaska Day Care Assistance Program was created by

HCS CSSB 120 (Chapter 66, SLA 1975) and established as
ARTICLE 6, DAY CARE ASSISTANCE, Section 44,47,250-310.

The purpose of the Act was to establish a program to
aid‘low income families in urban and rural areas of the
State and provide adequate care for their children. The
Day Care Assistance Program was established in the Depart-
ment of Community and Regional Affairs. The Department

was charged with:

1. implementation and administration

of a Day Care Assistance Program;

2. establishing standards of eligibility

for day care benefits;

3. contracting for the care of children

of eligible families;

4. establishing procedures to periodically
review the needs of families receiving

day care benefits;

5. providing notification to local govern-
mental bodies of the request for a contract

with a day care facility.




To carry out its mandate, the Department was given authority

to:

1. Contract with local agencies to perform
its duties under this chapter;

2. solicit reconmendations from local gecvern-
ing bodies regarding local agencies which
may provide contractual services under this

section.

To insure local interest and participation in the Day Care
Assistance Program, and in conformance with Section 44.47.260,
the Department implemented the policy of contracting for pro-
gram administration with local municipalities who are requir-
ed to pay the cost of administering the Day Care Assistance
Program within their jurisdictions. This was done by awarding
Day Care Assistance grant funds to local mﬁnicipalities who
applied for the funding. Use of the grant fund was restrict-
ed to subsidizing the cost of day care services provided

to eligible families only. During the first year of opera-
tion of the Day Care Assistance Program, the cost of adminis-
tering/the program in the wvarious municipalities ranged from

a low of 0 dollars to a high of approximately $50,000 in

the Municipality of Anchorage.

6
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It was 1ot the burpose of the Day Care Assistance Program
 to provide free day care to all qualifying for assistance.
‘The $1,200,000 funding did not permit the State to subsidize

all eligible families; therefore, lower income families were

given priority. Moreover, subsidy grants were available only
to communiciés where 1icensed day care facilities were avail-
able for State assisted children. Tﬁelresponsibility of the

Stéte and it's local program agent does not include securing

a space for a particular child in a‘licenséd facility of the

parent's choice. Rathef, the responéibility for obtaining a

satisfactory licensed space remains with the eligible Parent

or guardian. Therefore, the parent or guafdian may select

a day care provider of their choice, and the only restriction

is that the provider must be a licensed day care provider in

order to qualify for day care assistance. Under the Statute,
the Department decermines eiligibility of families for day care

benefits on the basis of:
1. net income of the family;
2. number of children in the family;

3. whether there is one parent or
guardian solely responsible for
the care of the family.

N
-3




4. whethei: the family receives Aid
to Families with Dependent Children
and is eligible for Day Care Assist-
ance under Aid to Families with

Dependent Children;

5. other factors found relevant by the

Department.

To accomplish the intent of the Statute, the Department
developed a differential subsidy schedule (Exhibit 1,

Appendix A). .

MUNICIPALITY OF ANCHORAGE

The Municipality of Anchorage received a day care assistance
grant of $533,000 for the fiscal year 1976. The Municipality-
begaﬁ“iié program in October of 1975. During that month,
$8,172 was expended to provide day care for 76 children of
65 families. By the end of the fiscal y=ar on June 30, 1976,
535 children of 402 families were subsidized at a total cost
of $235,340. Of the 402 families thch received day care
assistance, 314 parents were allowed to work, 23 parents
were allowed to receive training and 70 parents were allowed

to both work and train as a direct result of day care assist-



ance benefits. In addition, of the 402 families subsidized,
240 were single parent families. The growth of the Day {are
Assistance Program in the Municipality of Anchorage is graph-

ically shown in Appendix A, table 1, figure 1 and figure 2.

CITY "OF ANDERSON

The City of Anderson received $9,600 in day care assistance
funds for fiscal year 1976. The City's Day Care Assistance
Program began in November of 1975, subsidizing é.children of

3 families at a total éoét to the State of $243. By‘the end
of the fiscal year on June 30, 1976, 13 children of 7 families
had been subsidized at a total cost of $1,643. Of the 7
families receiving day care assistance, 4 parents were allow-
ed tc work as a direct result of day care assistance benefits.
The rrogram growth in the City of Anderson is graphically

displayed in Appendix A, table 2, figure 3 and figure 4.

CITY OF BETHEL

The City of Bethel received a day care assistance grant of
$16,400 fo§.fiscal year 1976. The City initiated its Day
Care Assistarice Program in September 1975, subsidizing 15
éhildren of 12 families at a total cost of $1,117 to the

State. The program grew to a total of 24 children of 19



families receiving day care assistance by the end of the
fiscal year on June 30, 1976. Of the 19 families subsidiéed,
lS‘parents were allowed to work, l‘parent was aiiowed to train
and 2 parents were allowed to work and train as a direct re-
sult of day care assistance benefits. In additian; of the

19 families'feceiving‘dayvcare assiétance, 11 were single
parent families. During fiscal year 1976, 4 families in

the City of Bethel were denied day care assistance because

of a lack of available licensed cﬁild care‘;paces. Growth

of the Child Assistance Program in the City of Bethel is
graphically shown in Appendix A, table 3, figure 5 and figufe
6. |

FATIRBANKS NORTH STAR BOROUGH

The Fairbanks North Star Borough was awarded a day care
assistance grant of $130,000 for fiscal year 1976. The
Borough initiated the program in November 1975 during which
5 children of'2 families were subsidized at a cost of $336.
The program grew such that by the end of the fiscal year on
June 30, 1976, 149 children of 108 families were subsidized
at a cost of $60,278. Of the 108 families subsidized, 76
parents were allowed to work and train. 1In addition, of

the 108 families subsidized, 53 were single parent families.
Growth of the Day Care Assistance Program in the Fairbanks

10
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North Star Borough is graphically displayed in Appendix A,

table 4, figure 7 and figure 8.

CITY OF HOONAH

TSl

The Ciry of Hoonah received a grant of $10,000 for day care
assistance during fiscal year 1976. The City initiated the
program in December of 1975, subsidizing 2 childfen of 2
families at a total cost of $68. The Day Care Assistance
Program grew in Hoonah such that by the end of the fiscal
year on June 30,.1976, 21 children sf 13 families were sub-
sidized at a total cost of $1,697. Growth of the Day Care
Assistance Program in the City of Hbonah is graphically

shown in Appendix A, table 5, figure 9 and figure 10.

. THE CITY AND BOROUGH OF JUNEAU

The City and Borough of Juneau received a grant of $103,200
for child care assistance during fiscal year 1976. The
Borough initiated the Day Care Assistance Program in Septem-
ber 1975, subsidizing 37 children of 34 families at a total
cost Qf $4,254.' The Day Care Assistance Program in Juneau
grew such that by the end of the fiscal yeur on Junele, 1976,

106 children of 88 families were subsidized at a total cost

-7= .



of $77,896. Of the 88 families subsidized, 82 parents were
allowed to work, 2 parents were allowed to train and 4 parents
were allowed to both work and train as a direct result of

day care assistance benefits. 1In addition, of the 88 fami-
1ieé receiving day care assistance,b67 were single parent
families. During fiscal yeaf'1976, 2 families were denied
day care assistance in Juneau bacause of a lack of available
licensed space for the children. Growth of the Day Care
Assistance Program in the City and Borough of Juneau is
graphically displayed in Appendik A, table 6, fiéure 11 and

figure 12.

KODIAK ISLAND BOROUGH

The Kodiak Island Borough received a grant of $25,000 for
day care assistanée during fiscal 'year 1976. The Boroﬁgh
initiated the Day Care-Assistancé Program in December of
1975, subsidizing 1 child of 1 family at a total cost of
$112. The Déy Care Assistance Program in the Kodiak Island
Borough grew such that by the end of the fiscal year on
June 30, 1976, 80 children of 61 families received day care
assistance at a total ccst of $19,630. Of the 61 families
subsidized, 48 parents were allowed to work, 2 parents were
allowed to receive training and 5 parents were allowed to

both work and train as a direct result of receiving day care
-8~
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assistance benefits. 1In addition, of the 61 families receiv-
ing day care assistance, 15 were single nparent families.

Nine families were denied day care aésistance in the Kodiak
Island Borough during fiscal year 197¢ because of a lack of
available licensed child care spaces. Growtﬁ of the Day Care
Assistance Program in the Kodiak Island Borough is graphically

displayed in Appendix A, table 7, figure 13 and figure 1l4.

CITY OF KOTZEBUE

The City of Kotzebue received a grant of $10,000 in day care
assistance funds for fiscal year 1976. The City initiated
and operated the Day Care Assistance Program only during the
month of May 1976, subsidizing 6 children of 3 families for

a total cost of $342. Of the 3 families subsidized, 3 parents
were allowed *o work and 2 parents were allowed to work and
train as a direct result of day care assistance benefits.

In addition, cf the 3 families receiving day care assistance
benefits, 2 were single parent families. Information on the
Day Care Assistance Program in the City of Kotzebue is con-

tained on table 8 in Appendix A.

CITY OF NOME

The City of Nome received a grant of $10,000 for Day Care

Assistance during fiscal year 1976. The City initiated its

-9-
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Day‘Care Assistance Program in March of 1976, subsidizing
1 child of 1 family at a total cost to the State of $57.
The Day Care Assistance Program grew in Nome such that by
the end of the fiscal year on June 30, 1976, 7 children of
6 families were subsidized at a total cost of $1,294. Of
the 6 families receiving day care assistance benefits, 2
were single parent families. Three families were denied
day care assistance benefits in Nome during fiscal year
1976 because of a lack of available licensed child care
spaces. Growth of the Day Care Assistance Program in the
City of Nome is graphically shown in Appendix A, table 9,

figure 15 and figure 16.

CITY CF PETERSBURG

The City of Petersburg received a grant of $14,200 for day
caré assistance during fiscal year 1976. The City initiated
irs Day Care Assistance Program in September 1975, subsidizing
14 children of 10 families at a total cost of $1,418. The
Day Care Assistance Program in the City of Petersburg grew
such that by the end of the fiscal year on June 30, 1976,
43 children of 30 families were subsidized at a total cost

- of $14,200. Of the 30 families subsidized, 27 parents were
allowed to work as a direct result of day care assistance

benefits. 1In addition, of the 30 families receiving day care

14
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assistance benefits, 6 were sihgle parent families. Growth
of the Day Care Assistance Program in the City of Petersburg
is graphically shown in Appendix A, table 10, figure 17 and

figure 18.

CITY OF WASILLA

The City of Wasilla réceived a grant of $24,400 for day care
assistance during fiscal year 1976. The City initiated its
Day Care Assistance Program in October 1975, subsidizing 9
children of 5 families at a total cost of $1,460. The Day
Care Assistance Program in the City of Wasilla grew such

that by the end of the fiscal year on June 30, 1976, 14
children of 9 families were subsidized at a total cost of
$11,816. Of the 9 families subsidized, 7 parents were allowed
to work and 1 parent was allowed to both work and train as

a direct result of day care assistance benefits. In addition,
of the 9 families receiving day care assistance, 7 were single
parent families. Two families were denied day care assistance
benefits in Wasilla during the fiscal year 1976 because of
lack of available licensed child care spacas. The growth

of the Day Care Assistance Program in the City of Wasilla

is graphically displayed in Appendix A, table 11, figure 19
and figure 20,

15
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SUMMARY

The Statute creating the Alaska Day Care Assistance Program
was enacted during the 1975 legislative session. The Act
gave responsibility for administration of the program to

the Department of Community and Regional Affairs to encourage
local government participation in the delivery of day care
services. The Department of Community and Regional Affairs
contracts withilocal communities for direct program administra- .
tion in order to allow as much local flexibility as possible,

while assuring the requirements of the Statute are met.

The purpose of the State program is to assist low income
parsnts or guardians who are working or training to pay the
cost of licensed day care. The program attempts to help
eliminate the cost of day care as a factor which prevents
parents or guardians from becoming, or remaining, self-
supporting. As was anticipated, many low income parents or
guardians who ordinarily could not afford the full cost of
day care have the opportunity to work or'attend»SChooi when
they would otherwise be unable to do so. In addition, day
care in licensed facilities has become available to children
previously left unattended or without adequate supervision

while their parents were at work or were training.

During fiscal year 1976, day care assistance benefits became
-12-
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available to some communities during the month of September
1975, during which 56 families w2re allowed day care assist-
ance benefits totalling $6,789. The Day Care Assistance
Program grew during 1976 such that by June 30, 1976, a total
of 746 families received‘day‘care assistance benefits at a
cost of $432,469. The growth of the Day Care Assistance
Program for fiscal year 1976 is graphically shown in Appendix

A, figure 21 and figure 22.

During fiscal year 1976 the Day Care Assistance Program re-
ceived an operating budget of $60,000, and was staffed by

two professional employees. In addition, $1,200,000 was
appropriated to be used for day care subsidies only. Approxi-
mately a third of the total appropriation for day care sub-
sidies was expended during fiscal year l976. Two things
contributed to the lapse of two thifds of the child care

subsidy appropriation:

1. payments for day care assistance

began in September 1976;

2. the program grew at a steady rate but
did not reach a growth plateau during
fiscal y=ar 1976.
It is expected that a plateau in growth of the program will

be reached by the end of fiscal year 1977.

-13-



ANALOGUE: FY 77

Relocation of Staff

In accordance with recommendation number 127 of the Governor's
Management and Efficiency Review Committee, the Day Care
Assistance Program's staff relocated to Anchorage in July,
1976. The committee estimated a one-time cost of relocation
at $5,000. 1In fact, the relocation cost was substantially

less.

As of November 30, 1976, in addition to an undeniable increase
in communications and efficiency, over $9,000 in savings have
been realized through-décreased travel requirements and staff
travel time. For example, a trip to Nome from Anchorage can
be accomplished in one day with no per diem requirements, -
whereas the same trip from Juneau would'require two days travel
time, three days per diem, and an additional $150.00 trans- |
portation fee. During the first five months of fiscal year
1977, a total of 20 round trips from Juneau to Anchorage Wouldr
have been required for the Child Care Programs Coordinator

and the Field Training Officer. Of these 20 trips, only

five would have been to make connections beyond Anchorage.

18



Recipients of Aid to Families with Dependent Children and

the Wofk Incentive Progr.m

With the passage of House Committee Substitute to Senate
Bill 753 am in the 1976 Legislative Session, the Day Care
Assistance Program was expanded to include assistance to
families certified eligible to receive Aid to Families’

with Dependent Cnildren and Work Incentive Program benefits.
Unlike other children who are eligible only through age

six, the children of families eligible for the AFDC and WIN
program ranefits are eligible through age 14. As of November
1976, approximately 350 families certified eligible for Aid
to Famiiies with Dependent Children ané WIN benefits are
being assisted with chiid care. All families certified eli-
gible for AFDC and WIN benefits are subsidized at the rate
of 100 percent of the maximum daily allowance of $15.00

assistance per child.
General

The growth in the number of eligible families, and sﬁbsequent
cost to the State, should continue and reach a plateau of
approximately 1,500 families by June 30, 1977. If this
estimate 1s correct, there will be approxiﬁately twice as many
families eligible for Day Care Assistante at the end of fiscal

19
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year 77 as were eligible at the end of fiscal year 76.

One factor could signifiéantly,change these pfojections,

the Ketchikan Gateway Borough has neither applied for nor
received a grant for Day Caré Assistance for fiscal year

77. Should the Ketchikan Gateway Borough apply for a

Day Care Assistance grant for fiscal year 1978, an estimated
100 families would be eligible for day care assistance in

that cowmunity.

House Committee Substitute to Senate Bill 753 am granted
authority to 1oca1,muni¢ipa1ities to assume day care licensing
City of Bethel have opted to assume these powers. Several
other smaller communities are currently considering acquisition
of day care licensing powers. It is probéble that decentrali-
zation of licensing authority &ill have the end result of
increasing the number of available licensed child care sldts
statewide. In turn, this would result in an increase in the
number of families eligible to receive day care assistance

as well as the number of communities in which the program

would function.

-16-
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Child Assistance Programs

FY 76 RECAP

Municipality of Anchorage

Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Peb. March April Hay

JZ5CRIPTION July  Aug. June  TOTAL
- B 75 5 75 15 % %6 %6 6 %6 Tk
;aits fn Centers - - I906 2562 M4 5% G5 T G196 S35 1003 53,718
taits in fomes - - -5 47 73 %07 1013 1207 149 L4 7,59
Total Units - - -9 NS4 4l TMO 44 2 6413 1080 L3 61,302
“otal Program Cost - - - 9863 L3568 17657 26589 308 S e M 94 284,616
Cost to Parents - - - 169l 251 393 473 578 667 8043 8569 10412 52,777
Cost <o State - - - 8172 11007 14364 21816 25054 35550 36759 42106 40502 235,340
New Fanilies entering - - - 65 28 17 8 51 3 553 5 42
e I T RUE VRN SN T B N ST SR
et allosed towerk = - - 7 TR S S B S Y
I . 2. 00 1 3 1] 13 2 0B
" "work § train - - - 13 s}riqv.o 12 1 4 15 1 7 | 10
Sroug - - - 19 5 - 5 18 3 7 38 9 15
"o - - - 9 10 4 19 W15 i 6 9 11 1
bt - - - 20 6 5 2 W 6 12 0 18 109
K W - - - 54 3 4193 9 5 2 5
"oy - - - 2 3 0 2 4 2 2 2 21
Single garent families - - - 501 10 % 03 15 @ U3
Tzmilies rejected - - - 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0 | 0 0 0
Table 1‘
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ANCHORAGE
NEW FAMILIES ENTERING
FY 76
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ANCHORAGE
CCST TO STATE GROWTH
FY 76
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Figure 2
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- Child Assistance Programs
~ FY 76 RECAP
City of Anderson

DESCRIPTION Julv  Aug. Sept. Oct. WNov. Dec. Jan. Feb. March April May  June IAL

SORUOSSOU ;S SN | TS - SO - M, S SO | S S LA AR
Units in Centers - - - - g7 76 93 6 43 2 49 8] 536
... o o o 0o 0, 0 0 0 0

Units in lomes
Total Units - - - -8 %6 93 6 4 4 4o 8l 5%

Total Program Cost - - - - 3% 297 385 1% 142 138 245 254 2,013

Cost w darents - - - - 13 & & N 4 2 04 m
Gost to State - - = =243 oW . 18 16 15 W1 168 |
New Families entaring - - - - 3 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 | 7
CGilgm " - - == 4] ;:?w?? o3 03 13
Parent alloved to work- - - - 0 7;“"1 10 0 0 2 0 4
"o " Prain - - - - 0 0 WO 0 0 0 0 0 0
C okt - - - - S S S S S SR 0
- Group I - - - - 10 1 0 0 0 1 0 3
O s S T T SR B o 0 2
"o - - - 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Y - - - o o0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
OO S T T S S T B -
Sirglé Parant Familles- - - - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |
Familles rejected - - - - - 0 0 0 0 J 0 0 0 0
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child Assistance Programs
FY 76 RECAP
City of Bethel

DESCRIPTICN July Aug. . Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. March April May  June TUTAL

‘ 5 5 01 75 75 75 16 % 76 74 76 76
- Units in Centers T I 42 312 1320 268 350 394 360 - - 2,589

Units in Homes =~ - = - - e . T - e - -
Total Units = - Mmoo om o om wm 0 - - 2,5
onal program Cost = - 150 1700 1297 534 100 414 159 W 10,650
Cost oo Parents - - oo oW s 211 ¥ a0 2,317
Gsttostt - - T LW W 49 g9 147 IR R
Ve Pamiliss emtering - - 1 o 1 o 1 3 5 o . . 19
il ' - - B S0 G T T T %
Parent allowed to work - - | 2 0 1 | ?Qi l. ijf. 1 ‘: 10 - - 15
T T S T o 10 0 - . 1
S ;vork & tra’i_n i - "0 .o _‘o o 1 | “1‘ N 0 o‘ - - 2
Group T - - 1 0 1 0 1 L - “ 5
g - - 20 0 0 0 1 1 0 - - ‘ 4
O i3 - - 30 0 0 0o 1 0 0 - - !
ST - . L0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - o 1
"y - - 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 g - - 9
Singie Parent :gmilies- - 5 0 1 0 1 2 2 0 - - 11
- 3L 0 0 0 0 0 0 - - 4

83



BETHEL
NEW FAMILIES ENTERING
FY 76

=
o O

[
~J

=
o O

=
w =

= e
= o

Number of
Families

=
O

QO =N W FE ;O3 W

J
U

il angl o}
(R anllle
YrMwm
HOOo
co= |
oMo
= p g
ot
oo X
ool vl
<>rx

34

Figure 5




‘ BETHEL
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 Child Assistance Programs
FY 76 RECAP
Fairbanks North Star Borough

DESCRIPTION July  Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec, Jan. Feb. March April  May  June TUTAL
| B8 % 75 7 7B 76 75 16 76 16 76 |

Units inCemters = - - - 74 4l 516 971 1951 210l 1903 2871 10,753
imits in ones - - - - 16 91 295 413 663 99 LT W 4,82
Total Units - .- o0 S0T BIL 1444 2614 3030 3080 4049 15,575

Total Program Cost - - = <400 2138 4000 6847 11612 13942 14576 17003 70,518

Cost to Parents , - C- W e w6 mse 26 B Nes 10,240 |
Cost to State . - - - 36 L BB 604) 856 1169 12264 14635 60,278
Vo amilies entering - - - - 3 J I A I 108
"ohildren " - - - - 59 ;_;13  2 4 0 U % 149
Parent allowed to work- ; - - -lﬁi 7'¢¥ “9 2l ‘.w“ l2 2“ %
- - - - 0 . .@ 0 | T 00 2 6
©wokitain - - - -0 g e T 4
Grop T - - - - V‘ 1 | 23 3o | 6 8 10 A
i - - - - 0 4 45 .8 71 6 3%
"Il . - 00 3 | 3 2 2 5 16
"W - - - - 1 0 0 o0 5 1 0 4 1
S 0o 1 o0 2
Siﬁqle Parent Families-‘ P - “ 1 | 8 9 7 - : 7 é 5 | 10 53,
Familiss rejected L - - - o 1 3 2 1 5 5 3 1 ‘27 
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 DESCRIPTION July

Aug.

~ Child Assistande Programs

Sept.

City of Hoonah

PY 76 RECAP

Feb. March April May  June

~ Oct. Nov. Dec. Jah. TUTAL |
| I T T - T T A (S (SR T S T
s Centers T W 2w - m m e
 Unitsinfones - - - - < 0 0 0 0. - 0 0o 9
 foral Units . L s W moou - wmom
Wl g Cost = - - - - W W % - T e L
Cost to Parents - - - - - 67 6l 64 16 - .61 | 18‘ | 28f
Cost to State R T I La
‘New‘Families entering - - - - .2 0 0 0 - 9 2 13
‘il < - - .. 2000 -1 21
Parenﬁ allowed to work? - - - - :?.ﬁf ;JYO;" 0 0 - 0 0 0
) o T T TS S
" "work & train = . - - - ‘"-6' jﬁ;§ﬁ~ 0 0 ; 0 0 | 0
Group T L L -0 .0 0 0 - 8 2 0
o - -« - - 0 0 o0 0 - 0 0 "
- T T T T T S
"oty T S R T Y 0 0 2
vy e I T R T 0 0 l
‘”Si:qle Parent Famiiisg= - - - - 0 0 0 0 - 1 0 0
Tamilies rojected - - - - . o 0o o0 0 - 0 0 0
e - o il
~ Table 5
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Child Assistance Programs
~ FY 76 RECAP
~ City and Borough of Juneau

DESCRIPTiON‘ July Aug, Se;pt. Oct. Nov. Dec., Jan. Peb.‘March April May June  TOTAL
W75 75 75 5 5 %6 % 6 %6 16 15
Units in Cemters - - L@ LG 130 1950 200 2318 202 208 20 150 19,444
Units in Homes R TR TR VR PR A W1,
Total Units oo % 10 WM M6 e M1 24 %66l B AN 20,83
Total Program Cost - - 500 6218 M6 8617 1029 10401 11225 M4 LLIS6 1032 9355
Cost to Farents e T I T T vray—— 15,660
Cost to State = - s SS9 T3 8555 8602 921 e S0 01 77,89
New Fenilies entering - - M 4 1 8 5 § 1 R 8
" Ghildeen " - - ¥ 4 9 ¢ 78 1 2 4 15 106 |
Parent allowed to work - - By 1 ‘7 5 6 1 1 3 g 82
A I g0 o0 00 0 o 0 1 2
" " work & train - - | 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 4
" Group I .. To0 32 0 LI 0 0 0 0 13
"o - - L 2 6 21 21 0 2 6 3
"o - - un1 2 3 3 2 1 1 5 2
"oy - . 2 1 2 1 1 1 ¢ 10 1 10
"oy - . 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Single parent families - - 22 4 13 | 4 | 4 4 1 1 3 ll‘ 67
Fanilics rejected - - © 1 1 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 2

Table 6 o | | o 44



Nu. ber of
Faullies

90
85

80
75

70
65
60
55

45
40
35
30

25
20

15

10

JUNEAU
NEW FAMILIES ENTERING
FY 76

G

Figure 11

oOmo

23>C—¢T

oM

el e

oo P

!

ZCZC—qH



Cost in
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Child Assistance Programs
FY 76 RECAP
Kodiak Island Borough

DESCRIPTION o duly Aug. Sept. Oct,  Mov. Dec. Jan. Feb, March April May  June UTAL
75 R T T L Y R

“‘Units in Centors - - - - - 28 100 180 575 975 1230 1360 4,448

19 73 %5 34 781

Units in Homes - - - - - 0 0 0
Total Units - - - - - 28100 180 594 1048 1585 1694 - 5,229

Total Progran Cost 2 391 690 2% 433 668 7189 21,709

Cost to Parents - - - - - 0 38 62 2400 538 664 537 2,079

Cost to State 112353 628 2156 3695 6034 6652 19,630

New Families entering - - - - - 1 ) 1 13 17 15 1 6l
tole - - - - -1 41 8 2 n B W
Parent allowed to work- - - - - Lb“‘ 1 1 l3 3 I3 1 - 48
""" Train - - - - - 0 | 11 0 0 0 0 )
M Uwork & taain - - - - - 0 0 0 0 32 0 5
Group T - - - - - 1 2 0 4 s 31 2 B
o S Y Y R Y SR S SR
"I - - - - - o 1 1 2 1 3 5 13
S ¢ - - - - - o 0o 0 1 41 0 6
"oy - - - - - o0 0 2 0 1 0 3
single 2arent Tavilies- - - e 12 13 I3 15
Families redocted | - - - - 0 0 2‘ 2 0 | 3 ‘2 9

. Table 7
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;

Child Assistance Programs
FY 76 RECAP

'City of Kotzehue

DESCRIPTION July  Aug.  Sept. Oct, Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. March Bpril May June  TUIAL
78 75 75 75 75 75 6 76 75 10 16 16
Units in Centers - - - - - - - - - - 0 . 0
Units in Homes - - - - - - - - - - 15 - 15
Toéal Units - - - - - - - - - - 75 - 15
| Total Program Cost = - - - - - - - - - 400 - 400
Cost to Parents - - - - - - - - - - 58 - 58
Cost to State - - - - - - - - - - 342 -
New Families entering - - - - - - - - - - 3 - 3
" Children " - - - - - = e - - - 6 - 6
‘:%WMaMWﬁtOWﬁ- - - - - - ; - - - 3‘ - 3
" " " Train - - - - - - - - - - 0 - 0
" "work & train - - - - - S - - - 2 - 2
Group I - - - - - - - - - - 0 - 0
"I - - - .- - - - - - 0 - 0
"Il - - - - - - - - - - 1 - 1
"W - - - - - - - - - - 0 - 0
"oy - - - - - - - - - - (R 0
‘Single Parent Famlli;§ - - - - - - - - - - N - 2
Famiiies rejectad - - - - - - - - - - 0 - 0

Pl

E

O

Table 8
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* Child Bssistance Programs
~ 'FY 76 RECAP
City of Nome

DESCRI?’I‘iON July  Aug.  Sept. Oct. Nov. — Dec. Jah; Feb. March April May June T(J’L‘Aﬁ
L 75 75 75 75 575 76 7% T 7 76 76 .
Units in Centers - - - - - - - - 19 6. 2% - 336
‘Units in Homes - - - - - - - - 0 ‘0 0 - Ky
 Total thits S . T R
~ Total Program Cost - - - - - - o o5 N2 - 13
- :‘Cos't to Parents - - - - - - - . 0 & 8 - n
Cost to State - - - - - - - - 57 203 | 1034 - 1294:
1 Néw families entering - - - - - - - - 1 2 3 - ‘6“
" Children " - T S | I3 - 7
barent allowed to .v‘Jork‘-‘ - - - - - - - 0 0 0 - ‘ 0
" " " Train - - - S o0 0 . 0.
" "work & train - - - - - - - - 0 0 0 . 0
Grop T S T
" e R S T
"o T 0
. T T 0
"y - T R S B 0 .
Single Parent Families. - “ - - - - - ‘0 0 , - “ 2‘
| .'Families; rejécted - - - . - - - . 0 | ‘0 - 3

5
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- Child Assistance Prograns
FY 76 RECAP
City of Petersburg

DESCRIPTION ‘Julyf Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. March April May  June TOTAL
o 73 75 75 15 75 75 16 76 75 76 76 76

Units in Centers . - . 418 500 384 407 479 473 534 380 624 281 4,680

Units in Homes . - o 0 0 0 0 0 0 "8 8 8 251

Total Units - - - “ 418 500 384 407 479 473 534 668 704 364 4,931

Total Program Cost - = 1519 1815 1387 1483 1753 1721 1997 2490 2466 1377 18,008

Cost to Parents - - - 101 - 147 9 82 % 88 165 334 1881 824 3,808

Cost to Stata - 1418 1668 1297 1401 1657 1633 1832 2156 = 585 553 14,200

New Families entering - - 10‘ j 1 0 1 2 1 7 8 .0 0 30

C ol 0 - - U1 ol 5,13 18 15 0 0w

Parent allpwed to work; - 10‘ : ‘i J] ffhl A”gg? ‘1 7 5 0‘ 0 27 .
" tmain- - g o f'jip w00 0o 0 0
v ork s train - - 0 0 0 V ‘»0 | b 0 0 30 0 0
o T B S T S N S SRR PR 0 12
R S0 0 0012 | R R
"I R ) | 10 11 01 2 0 o :
"oy S o 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ D0 0 2
"y - - o 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Single Parent Familiss- . 4 | 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 6
Familiss rejected - - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 , b-
| 58
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DESCRIPTION

Child Assistance Programs

FY 76 RECAP
City of Wasilla

9”

14

July - Aug. Sept. Oct. WNov. Dec. Jan. Feb., March April May  Jure TOTAL
B T8 %8 15 % 6 6 76 16 %6
Units in Centers - - - 166. 160 154 198 210 . 240 307‘ 259 104 1,798
Units in Homes - : 126 @0 ¢ % ¢ o8 s 84 636
Total Units S m w1 198 22 3% N5 M 18 2,4
Total Program Cost - - - 1460 1460 770 990 1162 1700 1992 1750 940 12,204
Cost to Parents - - - 0 m e & @ 0 % T 0 408
Cost to State - - - 1460 138 06 926 1102 1700 1916 1678 940 11,816 -
New Families enﬁerinq‘ - - - | 5‘ 10 1 .0 ‘l 1 0 0
" Children N R Lo 01 0
Parent allowed to work - - - 4 1 ibfﬁ‘“ 6: ;,{lO 1 1 0 0
SRR

" "work & train - - - | 1 0 féj;;  3;:sglro 0 0‘ 0 0 1
Group I - - .5 - o ”?o o 0 0 0 5
"ol - - . o 0 0 1 0o 1 10 0 3
o - - - 0 1 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0 1
oW - 0 0 9 o 0 0 0 0 0

"y - - - 0 0 0 0 0o 0o 0 0o o0
Single Parent Families - - - 4 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0
Families rejectéd - - ~ 0 1 “7 1 0 o 0 0 ‘: 0 -0  ‘2
6 o IR o
'ERIC | - b
Table 11 -
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CONSOLIDATED
COST TO STATE
FY 76
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