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Infant and Toddler Early Care and Education in North Carolina

Introduction

The last 25/ears have seen a revolutiortie need for and usage of child care for infants and

toddlers in North Carolina. As more and more women haeatered the workforce with children
under a year old, the need for child caredrasvn. Nationwide, t is estimated th&8% of babies

under ondive in a household where their mothers wbrivith the work requirements associated

with TANF requiring mothers to go back to work as soon as possible after the birth of their children,
babies living in both poor and middle income families are facedspignding their very earliest

days in a child care setting.

With so much national and state attention focused on school readiness and on helping four year olds
come to school better prepared, it is important to assess what is happening for our vergtyounge
citizens. Numerous studies have identified the first years of life as critical for setting the foundation
for future learning. These studies have identified key elements in providing an environrment tha
maximizes the chances that egoung infant cameach her potential. Examples of such factors

include consistency, security, predictability, focus, encouragement, and age appropriate toys or
objects’ However, providing excellent infant/toddler child care is expensive because of the need

and requirerants for low teacher to child ratios and wetlucated teachers.

Given these factors, it is critical to examine the status of child care for our youngess.cilihen
study examineshteemajor pieces of data to help us look at child care and chifdsanbirth to

three. The first data come from the regulatory database within the NC Division of Child
Developmenand Early Educatianin the first section of the report the reader will be able to look at
the enrollment of infants artdddlers inlicenseal child care, examine the quality of care these young
children are receiving arttbw this compags with the care of oyareschool three to fiveyearold)
children

The secondlatagroupalso comes from the NC Division of Child Developmand Early

Education Using data from the state subsidy program, this study examines what type of child care

our poorest children receive. This information is critically imporgantesearch has repedyed

shown that birth to three are critical formatiyears and that child care has a profound impact
specifically for children from low income families. Asmoreandnmadre ur poor chi | dr e
work, these same children are in child care at an earlier age thus needing access to high quality care.

Finally, data from the Working in Early Care and Education in North Carolina, 2015 Workforce

Study will be examined to compare and contrast demographics, education, experience and
compensation of infant toddler teachers and teachers of three to fivddsearius information will

help to paint a picture of tdceersqual i ficati ons

The NC Division of Child Development and Early Education licenses programs that serve children
birth through twelve and provides subsidy to chitdoé this same age range (and to age 18 for

'United States Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Stati@@k6.https://www.bls.gov/news.release/famee.nr0.htm
2The Program for Infant Toddler CaregiveAsGuide to Cognitive Developmesid Learning California Department
of Education and WestEd. Sacramento, 1995.



children with developmental disabilitiesliowever,datain this report focusolely onchild care
programs serving children birth through five years old and the children in these progratiasio

not reflecttotal population, but only those birth to five children using licensed child care programs in
North Carolina or waiting to use this care.

Throughout the report, licensing and subsidy data from 2008 and workforce data from 2003 are
compared to 2016 datdata from 2003 and 2008 are presented in the past tense and data from 2016
are presented in present tense to aid in ease of reading.
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North Carolina Child Care Programs Serving Infants and Toddlers

Methodology
This section analyzes the followingsearch questions:
1 What is the availability and usage of infant and toddler care?
1 Areinfants and toddlers in NC enrolled in high quality programs?
1 Are child care facilities that provide early care and education to infants and toddlers different
from child care facilities that provide early care and education to childéepears old?
1 Are these differences statewide or specific to certain regions and counties?

To answer these questions licensing and enrollment dafacfober 2016vere obtained from the
North CarolinaDivision of Child Developmenand Early EducatianChild care programs that
enrolled children birth up to 36 monttiafants and toddlergre compared to child care programs
that enroll childrerthree to five(not yet in kindergartenjeas old?

This section contains the following: data source, summary of key findings, data tedésgsthe
comparison statewidend tables providip comparisons for each of the Wérth Carolina Child

Care Rsource and Referral (NC CCR&R)gions and cauties across thstate (see Appendix A).

In each regional data table, a column onestade infant and toddler datairscluded for comparison
purposes. In each county data table, a column on the regional data in which that county is located is
includedfor comparison purposes.

Data Source
All data in this section are from the North Carolina Division of Child DeveloprnethEarly
Educationlicensing and enroliment data fGictober 2016

Summary of Key Findings
General Availability and Usageé
1 When this study was completed in 2005, there were 76,461 children from birth to three in
regulated child care settingé 2008, the number of children in this age group had gtown
77513. Currently,66,353children from birth to three are in regulaigdld care settings.
This represents ad% decrease from 2008During this same period, enrollment of children
from three to fve years of age decreased 18%.2

1 Of the66,353children under the age of three %@re infats, 35% are ongearolds and
45% are tweyearolds. These percentages are nearly identical to those in 2008 (22% infants,
35% oneyearolds and 44% tw«yearolds).

1 Of those programs that serve children birth through five, 77% serve infants and/or toddlers
and 92% serve three to fivear olds’

1 93% of infants and toddlers enrolled in licensed care are in child care cg@n&sn 2008)
7% of infants and toddlers enrolled in licensed care are in child care lfpB%sn 2008)

3 Programs that enroll both infants and toddlers and three to five year old children were counted in both data sets.

* When examining all licesed programs, including school age only, 68% serve infants and/or toddlers; 81% serve
preschoolers.



1 37% of children birtk5 years old enrolled in licenselild carecenters and homese
infants and toddlers.

1 36% of children birtk5 years old in licensed ctms are infants or toddlers; %of children
birth-5 years of age in licensed homes are infants or toddlers.

Availability and Usage of Higher Qualitga r e é
1 53% of 5star centers enroll infants and toddléf®% of 1-star centers enroll fants and
toddlers. However, 99 of 5-star centers enroll children3years of age.

1 Fewer infants and toddletisan preschoolers accabg highest quality §-star) child care
centers. In onlyhreeregions, 50% or more of infants and taeldlare receiving care §
star child care centers. Ialf of the regions40% orfewerinfants and toddlers in child care
are enrdkd in5-star centersTiable 1). In six regions, 70% or more infantachtoddlersare
in 4- or 5-star centers

1 90% of 5star homegnroll infants and toddlers; 92of 1-star homes enroll fants and
toddlers. Unlikecenters, a lower percerge(81%) of 5-star homes enlis children three to
five years of agéhan enrok infants and toddlers

1 Infants and toddlerandpreschoolers accetize highest quality $-star) child care homest
similar rates statewide (13%MHowever, these percentages (and numbers) regionalfgrare
lower than children receiving high quality care in centers with the highest percentage of
infants and toddlers enrolled irskar care at 21%In only one region, 7% or more of
infants and toddlers are receiving care-m#5-star child care hmes In four regions 8%
or fewerof infants and toddlers are efteal in 4 or 5-star homesTable 2).

1 Region5 has thdowestpercenage(52%) and Region Bas the highest percagte(78%) of
4- and 5star centers thaneoll infants and toddlers. Regions 5 and 1 hthedowest
percentage of-Star centers enrolling infants and toddlers while Region 2 has the highest
percentage (55%) of programs enrolling this age group (Table 3).

1 70% of infants and toddlers are enealin 4- or 5-star centeras compared t68% of
childrenthree to fiveyearsold (Table 4).

1 In every region the perceaageof infants and toddlers enrolled irdr 5-starcenterds lower
than preschoolersSimilarly, in every region, the percegeof infants and toddlers enrolled
in 5-star centers is lower than preschoolers (Table 4).

1 Region 1 has the lowest percage(54%) and Regior2 has the highest percage (86%) of
infants and toddlers who are elted in 4 and 5star centersThese two regions also have
the lowest and highest percageof infants and toddlers enrolled irsBar programs at 22%
and 64% respectively (Table 4).

1 In 2016, all fourteen regions enrolle@% or more otheir presdoolers in 4 or 5-star
centers Thisenrollment in quality centers true of only six regionfr infants and toddlers
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Similarly, all fourteen regions enrolled 50% or more of their preschoolerstiaxr £enters
while only three regions enrolled this same percent of their infantoddtets (Table 4).

At the state level there &difference of 14 percentage poimgreschooles accessing-star
centercare vs. infants and toddlers. Among the regions, however, theedifts range from
eight percentage points in Regioto@7 pecentage pointsr Region 1(Table 4)

Regions 6 and 1@ontain the counties with the largest population in North Carolina
(Mecklenburg and Wake). Both regions are above the state average enrollment of infants
and toddlers in4or 5-star centers.

Regions 11, 1@nd 5contain the counties with thé&*shroughs™ largest populatiom North
Carolina Guilford, Forsyth and CumberlahdAll threeregions are below the state average
enrollment of infants and toddlers in@r 5-star centers.

( )
Figure 1: Percent of Children in
Higher Quality Centers by Age
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Across the counties of North Carolina the peragebf infants and toddlers enrolled indr
5-star licensed centers depicts an even larger raflj€100%) infants and toddlers enrolled
in centers in Avery and MadisoroGntiesare in4- or 5-star licensedenterswhile Ashe,
Yancey, Transylvanidylacon and Davie Counties haoeer 90% in this quality of care. On
the other hand, Tyrrell and Camden Counties have no (0%) infants or toddlecs & dtar
centers. Surry and Warren Counties have lessa@&mof their infants and toddlers in high
quality centergTable 5.

Among the counties in North Carolina with the largest populations, one (Mecklenburg) is
ranked in tle top D counties withmfants and toddlers in4r 5-star centersNake County is
ranked 2". Guilford County is ranke89". Forsyth County is rankes3" and Cumberland
County rank$2"%in the staté¢Table 5)



Of the 100 North Carolina counties, 92 increased the percentagfamfiand toddlers in-4
or 5-star @nters, two remained the same and six decreased the percentdgatsfand
toddlers in 4 or 5-star centersver the eight year period from 2008 to 2{Téble 5)

County increases or decreases from 2008 to 2016 in the percentafzatsf and toddlerin
4- or 5-star centers vary dramatically. Pamlico, Yancey and Bertie saw the greatest
percentage point increases while Alleghany, Graham and Hyde saw greatefTlabte$§)

Not all programshoose to go through the Environment Rating Sadssssmenkiowever,
programs must be assessed to gagher star levelsThe Infant Toddler Environment
Rating Scale (ITERS) is administered if infants or toddlers are enrolled. Likengsgatly
Childhood EnvironmeniRating Scale (ECERS) is admirased if three to five year olds are
enrolled. Points are awarded inaxiety of areas on a scale ofdl7 on each measured item
with higher numbers indicating better quality

The statewide average ECERS score (5.51) is higher than the statewide EOERE 98)
with a greater percentage of programs electing to have the scales administered (65% vs.
53%).

Across the regions, Region 8 has the highest average ITERS score (5.14) with 64% of
programs enrolling infants or toddlers having the assessmentetethpRegion 4 has the
lowest average at 4.69, though nearly half (49%) of their centers with infants or toddlers
being assessddable 6)

The highest average ITERSore(Region 8 ab.14) is lower than the average lowest ECERS
score(Region 1 at 5.24 The highest average ECERS score is Region 8 at 5.63 (Table 6).

Washington County hasthewe st average | TERS score (4. 3C
score is the highest average ITERS score (Table 7).




Enrollment Tables (Tables 1 through 11)

*Includes all programs with Provisional, Probationary, and Temporary License.

*Includes all programs with Provisional, Probationayd Temporary License.






Table 5 Percentof Infants/Toddlers in Licensed Care Enrolled in 4 or 5-star Centers*

2008 2016 2008 2016
Rank County Region Percent Percent Rank County Region Percent Percent
1 Avery (3)** 9 77.8% 100.0% 51 Catawba (18) 7 54.4%  61.4%
1 Madison (23) 8 52.3% 100.0% 52  Cumberland (82) 5 15.3%  60.8%
3 Ashe (1) 10 87.2% 98.9% 53  Forsyth (45) 10 40.1%  60.6%
4 Yancey (64) 9 26.0% 94.4% 54  Bladen (90) 4 7.9% 60.1%
5 Transylvania (5) 8 73.8% 94.3% 55  Pender (47) 4 39.2%  60.0%
6 Macon (14) 8 56.9% 93.9% 56 Clay (15) 8 56.5%  59.5%
7 Davie (41) 10 43.6% 93.2% 57  Granville (95) 12 3.3% 59.1%
8 Burke (6) 9 72.9% 88.5% 58  Johnston (58) 13 34.0%  59.0%
9 Pamlico(87) 2 13.2% 87.0% 59  Guilford (44) 11 40.5%  58.7%
10 Craven (63) 2 27.1% 83.8% 60  Duplin (53) 4 36.5% 57.2%
11 Jackson (4) 8 75.8% 82.1% 61  Hertford (76) 1 18.2%  55.3%
12  Rowan (7) 6 69.3% 82.0% 62  Person (33) 12 48.5%  55.2%
13  Watauga (8) 9 66.4% 81.9% 63  Vance (96) 12 2.5% 54.7%
14  Stanly (16) 6 545% 81.7% 64  Cabarrus (28) 6 49.5%  54.2%
15  Brunswick (10) 4 64.3% 81.2% 65 Dare (92) 1 7.4% 52.1%
16  Beaufort (25) 2 51.1% 80.0% 66  Wilkes (40) 10 43.9% 51.1%
17  Swain (39) 8 45.2% 76.5% 67  Pitt (85) 3 13.9% 50.2%
18  Wilson (30) 14 49.4% 76.1% 68 Iredell (38) 9 46.1%  50.2%
19  Randolph (35) 11 47.0% 76.1% 69 Nash (71) 14 21.9%  50.1%
20 Mecklenburg (9) 6 65.8% 74.6% 70 Halifax (49) 14 38.5%  49.5%
21 Lincoln (34) 7 48.4% 74.2% 71  Robeson (72) 5 20.8%  48.7%
22  Jones (57) 3 34.2% 73.7% 72  Lenoir (74) 3 204%  48.1%
23  Orange (11) 12 60.2% 73.1% 73  Hoke (91) 5 7.5% 47.5%
24 Wake (26) 12 51.0% 72.9% 74  Wayne (69) 13 23.5%  46.2%
25 McDowell (19) 9 53.3% 72.9% 75 Hyde (2) 2 79.0%  46.2%
26  Franklin (48) 12 38.8% 72.8% 76  Gates (77) 1 17.7%  45.7%
27 Haywood (13) 8 58.6% 72.4% 77  Moore (66) 5 25.2%  45.6%
28 Henderson (54) 8 35.7% 71.1% 78 Lee (81) 13 16.2%  44.9%
29 Cleveland (61) 7 29.8% 71.0% 79  Alexander(17) 9 54.4%  44.9%
30  Union (21) 6 53.2% 70.9% 80 Pasquotank (99) 1 0.0% 44.1%
31 Caldwell (27) 9 49.5% 70.6% 81  Northampton (68) 1 23.7%  44.0%
32  Scotland (73) 5 20.5% 70.6% 82 Richmond (78) 5 16.8%  43.9%
33  Buncombe (32) 8 49.3% 70.2% 83  Currituck (93) 1 4.5% 42.9%
34  Davidson (42) 10 40.8% 70.2% 84  Graham (12) 8 59.0%  41.5%
35 Montgomery (22) 5 52.7% 69.8% 85 Polk (29) 8 49.4%  41.0%
36  Perquimans (88) 1 12.9% 69.8% 86  Alleghany (24) 10 51.1%  40.3%
37  Columbus (52) 4 36.6% 68.9% 87  Caswell (59) 12 33.9%  39.0%
38  Durham (37) 12 46.3% 67.7% 88  Sampson (70) 4 22.8%  38.4%
39 Harnett (80) 13 16.3% 67.5% 89  Rockingham (62) 11 27.9%  37.2%
40 Carteret (20) 3 53.3% 66.7% 90 Anson (83) 5 14.6%  36.4%
41  Stokes (51) 10 36.6% 66.7% 91 Martin (56) 3 343% 35.3%
42  Rutherford (36) 8 47.0% 66.6% 92 Chowan (86) 1 13.2%  32.1%
43  Gaston (43) 7 40.7% 66.6% 93  Mitchell (89) 9 11.3%  30.3%
44  Edgecombe (55) 14 34.6% 66.3% 94  Greene (67) 3 249%  28.8%
45  New Hanover (46) 4 39.6% 66.2% 95  Yadkin (79) 10 16.4% 22.2%
Statewide 41.4% 64.9% 96  Washington (84) 2 14.2%  21.2%
46  Chatham (65) 13 25.5% 64.7% 97  Warren (75) 14 19.5%  16.4%
47  Alamance (60) 12 33.0% 64.4% 98  Surry (94) 10 3.5% 9.6%
48  Bertie (97) 1 0.0% 64.0% 99 Camden (98) 1 0.0% 0.0%
49  Onslow (50) 3 37.8% 63.3% 99  Tyrrell (100) 2 0.0% 0.0%
50 Cherokee (31) 8 49.3% 62.2%

*This is the number of infants and toddlers enrolled-iard 5star centers only divided by the total number of infamtd toddlers
enrolled in all licensed care (homes and centers).
*Ranking from2008 beside county name in ().
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Table 7: Average Center Environment Rating Scales

# % Centers # % Centers
Center Centers w/Infants Centers with
swith with & with Centers with Preschoolers
ITERS ITERS Infants & Toddlers ECERS ECERS Preschoolers (3-5yo0) &
County Avg. Scores Toddlers & ITERS Avg. Scores (3-5 yo) ECERS
Alamance 5.04 22 42 52% 5.51 42 65 65%
Alexander 5.11 5 10 50% 5.59 9 16 56%
Alleghany 4.58 3 4 75% 5.49 7 8 88%
Anson 4.83 3 12 25% 5.38 8 14 57%
Ashe 5.64 5 5 100% 5.71 7 7 100%
Avery 5.12 3 3 100% 5.29 9 9 111%
Beaufort 5.07 9 13 69% 5.25 12 19 63%
Bertie 4.50 3 7 43% 5.17 8 12 67%
Bladen 4.73 4 14 29% 5.03 12 22 55%
Brunswick 4.79 11 16 69% 5.27 15 22 68%
Buncombe 5.31 32 54 59% 5.74 59 83 71%
Burke 5.17 10 13 7% 5.74 29 37 78%
Cabarrus 4.92 19 41 46% 5.55 27 50 54%
Caldwell 4.83 10 27 37% 5.54 22 38 58%
Camden 4.53 1 1 100% 5.18 2 3 67%
Carteret 5.03 7 12 58% 5.46 18 24 75%
Caswell 4.96 1 4 25% 5.12 6 8 75%
Catawba 4.86 25 36 69% 5.52 47 64 73%
Chatham 517 11 19 58% 571 21 27 78%
Cherokee 5.44 4 6 67% 5.87 13 18 72%
Chowan 4.70 3 9 33% 5.26 6 11 55%
Clay 5.00 3 5 60% 5.92 4 6 67%
Cleveland 4.90 20 34 59% 5.57 38 48 79%
Columbus 4.77 8 15 53% 5.28 22 29 76%
Craven 4.94 17 20 85% 5.57 25 29 86%
Cumberland 4.67 54 123 44% 5.31 104 183 57%
Currituck 4.90 1 5 20% 4.92 3 8 38%
Dare 5.00 4 8 50% 5.64 8 14 57%
Davidson 5.01 27 44 61% 5.53 48 63 76%
Davie 4.87 6 7 86% 5.40 14 15 93%
Duplin 4.47 9 23 39% 5.16 18 31 58%
Durham 5.10 74 118 63% 5.51 94 135 70%
Edgecombe 4.79 12 18 67% 5.34 21 27 78%
Forsyth 4.84 37 76 49% 5.47 60 103 58%
Franklin 4.91 9 15 60% 5.58 20 27 74%
Gaston 5.15 30 51 59% 5.64 61 80 76%
Gates 4.93 1 3 33% 5.01 3 5 60%
Graham 5.60 2 3 67% 5.61 7 8 88%
Granville 5.06 10 17 59% 5.63 18 26 69%
Greene 5.63 2 8 25% 5.58 4 10 40%
Guilford 5.03 79 192 41% 5.56 139 249 56%
Halifax 5.08 7 18 39% 5.35 19 30 63%
Harnett 4.88 23 38 61% 5.41 32 47 68%
Haywood 5.01 11 20 55% 5.43 18 28 64%
Henderson 5.11 18 25 72% 5.63 27 33 82%
Hertford 4.61 3 9 33% 5.30 5 12 42%
Hoke 4.62 5 20 25% 5.47 13 29 45%
Hyde 4.83 1 1 100% 5.40 4 4 100%
Iredell 4.93 19 35 54% 5.50 34 50 68%
Jackson 5.41 8 11 73% 5.68 10 12 83%
Johnston 4.99 26 56 46% 5.61 47 80 59%
Jones 452 3 3 100% 5.39 7 7 100%
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# % Centers # % Centers

Center Centers with Centers with
swith with Infants & with Centers with Preschoolers
ITERS ITERS Infants& Toddlers ECERS ECERS Preschoolers (3-5yo) &
County Avg. Scores Toddlers & ITERS Avg. Scores (3-5yo0) ECERS
Lee 5.14 12 31 39% 5.56 17 34 50%
Lenoir 4.61 6 19 32% 5.47 17 30 57%
Lincoln 5.07 11 16 69% 5.67 22 26 85%
Macon 5.14 5 7 71% 5.60 11 12 92%
Madison 4.32 2 3 67% 5.63 6 7 86%
Martin 5.23 1 7 14% 6.14 6 13 46%
McDowell 5.49 5 9 56% 5.82 16 19 84%
Mecklenburg 4.93 182 315 58% 5.43 217 345 63%
Mitchell 4.69 2 5 40% 5.70 3 7 43%
Montgomery 4.76 5 8 63% 5.35 10 14 71%
Moore 5.03 9 33 27% 5.49 18 43 42%
Nash 4.93 13 25 52% 5.40 25 37 68%
New Hanover 4.75 25 45 56% 5.51 32 56 57%
Northampton 5.28 3 7 43% 5.34 6 10 60%
Onslow 5.01 20 31 65% 5.70 32 45 71%
Orange 5.23 27 45 60% 5.77 43 56 7%
Pamlico 4.84 4 7 57% 5.53 7 8 88%
Pasquotank 4.89 5 17 29% 5.26 11 23 48%
Pender 4.57 5 12 42% 5.62 12 19 63%
Perquimans 4.70 3 3 100% 4.90 5 5 100%
Person 5.03 4 6 67% 5.29 8 11 73%
Pitt 5.09 28 57 49% 5.46 48 76 63%
Polk 5.53 2 3 67% 5.46 6 6 100%
Randolph 5.13 19 24 79% 5.59 32 39 82%
Richmond 4.84 7 14 50% 5.49 15 24 63%
Robeson 4.85 6 56 11% 5.48 40 88 45%
Rockingham 4.98 13 20 65% 5.51 38 47 81%
Rowan 5.00 17 22 77% 5.50 32 41 78%
Rutherford 4,73 14 20 70% 5.44 24 30 80%
Sampson 4.61 9 20 45% 5.14 22 32 69%
Scotland 4.75 4 13 31% 5.46 16 24 67%
Stanly 5.12 17 22 7% 5.68 19 26 73%
Stokes 4.56 6 8 75% 5.74 14 16 88%
Surry 5.00 1 13 8% 5.74 19 33 58%
Swain 4.84 3 6 50% 5.49 7 9 78%
Transylvania 5.11 5 8 63% 5.64 7 10 70%
Tyrrell na 0 1 0% 5.75 2 3 67%
Union 5.02 30 52 58% 5.58 37 58 64%
Vance 5.04 11 19 58% 5.38 22 32 69%
Wake 5.07 163 280 58% 5.58 189 306 62%
Warren 4.38 1 2 50% 5.31 7 9 78%
Washington 4.30 2 7 29% 4.99 5 10 50%
Watauga 5.48 6 10 60% 5.67 13 16 81%
Wayne 4.75 22 49 45% 5.38 35 64 55%
Wilkes 5.10 6 14 43% 5.74 22 30 73%
Wilson 4.89 10 20 50% 5.31 15 26 58%
Yadkin 4.59 2 6 33% 5.44 14 18 78%
Yancey 4.77 1 1 100% 4.96 3 5 60%
Statewide 4.98 1474 2787 53% 5.51 2534 3883 65%
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North Carolina State Licensing Data
October 2016

NC Programs NC Programs NC I:Ar/ﬁ%rams
Table 8 o With_ChiIdren With Infants Preschoolers
Programs Characteristics Birth -5 and Toddlers

Enrolled* Enrolled+ E(3-5 yo)
nrolled+

License Level # % # % # %
5 Star Centers 1,854 47% 985 35% 1,830 47%
5 Star Homes 242 13% 219 13% 196 13%
4 Star Centers 900 23% 748 27% 884 23%
4 Star Homes 644 34% 601 35% 526 35%
3 Star Centers 658 17% 616 22% 636 16%
3 Star Homes 574 31% 515 30% 462 31%
2 Star Centers 22 1% 21 1% 22 1%
2 Star Homes 181 10% 171 10% 147  10%
1 Star Centers 69 2% 54 2% 68 2%
1 Star Homes 230 12% 211 12% 167 11%
GS 110 Centers 335 8% 269 10% 332 9%
GS110 Homes 1 0% 0 0% 1 0%
Other Centers 114 3% 94 3% 111 3%
Other Homes 6 0% 6 0% 5 0%
Total Centers 3,952 100% 2,787 100% 3,883 100%
Total Homes 1,878 100% 1,723 100% 1,504 100%

+The number of programs may be a duplicate number since programs enrolling infants and/or toddlers ma

enroll preschoolers.

*Programs with one or more of the age group indicated enrolled.
Thetable above indicates the percentage of each type of program (center vs. home) with the given star level
and enrollment age group. For example, of the 2,787 centers serving infants aais t@&H of them, or
35% have Estars.

Table 9
NC Birth - 5 Enrollment 2008 2016

# % # %
Infants & Toddlers Enrolled in Center 67,737 38% 61,804 36%
Preschoolers Enrolled in Centers 110,455 62% 111,213 64%
Infants & Toddlers Enrolled in Homes 9,776 61% 4,549 59%
Preschoolers Enrolled in Homes 6,214 39% 3,155 41%
Infants & Toddlers in Licensed Care 77,513 40% 66,353 37%
Preschoolers Licensed Care 116,669 60% 114,368 63%
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Table 10
Enroliment by License Level

5 Star Centers

5 Star Homes

4 Star Centers

4 Star Homes

3 Star Centers

3 Star Homes

2 Star Centers

2 Star Homes

1 Star Centers

1 Star Homes

GS110 Centers

GS110 Homes

Other Centers

Other Homes

Total Enrollment in Centers
Total Enrollment in Homes

NC Birth -5 NC Infant and NC Preschool
Enrollment Toddler Enroliment  (3-5 yo) Enrollment
# % # % # %
92,806 54% 27,545 45% 65,261 59%
1,025 13% 605 13% 420 13%
36,214 21% 15,550 25% 20,664 19%
2,644 34% 1,553 34% 1,091 35%
19,500 11% 9,220 15% 10,280 9%
2,299 30% 1,306 29% 993 31%
724 0% 272 0% 452 0%
769 10% 465 10% 304 10%
3,877 2% 1,376 2% 2,501 2%
942 12% 605 13% 337 11%
16,195 9% 6,257 10% 9,938 9%
1 0% 0 0% 1 0%
3,701 2% 1,584 3% 2,117 2%
24 0% 15 0% 9 0%
173,017 96% 61,804 93% 111,213 97%
7,704 4% 4,549 7% 3,155 3%

The table above indicates the percentage enrolled in each type of program (center vs. home) with the given

star level and enroliment age group. For example, of the 61,804 infants and toddlers enrolled in centers,

27,5450f them, ord5% are in 5star centes.
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Table 11 Prs\?i;ﬁms NC Programs With  NC Programs With
Programs Characteristics Children Infants and Preschoolers

Birth -5 Toddlers Enrolled (3-5 yo) Enrolled

Enrolled
License Level # # % # %
5 Star Centers 1,854 985 53% 1,830 99%
5 Star Homes 242 219 90% 196 81%
4 Star Centers 900 748 83% 884 98%
4 Star Homes 644 601 93% 526 82%
3 Star Centers 658 616 94% 636 97%
3 Star Homes 574 515 90% 462 80%
2 Star Centers 22 21 95% 22 100%
2 Star Homes 181 171 94% 147 81%
1 StarCenters 69 54 78% 68 99%
1 Star Homes 230 211 92% 167 73%
GS110 Centers 335 269 80% 332 99%
GS110 Homes 1 0 0% 1 100%
Other Centers 114 94 82% 111 97%
Other Homes 6 6 100% 5 83%
Total Centers 3,952 2,787 71%* 3,883 98%*
Total Homes 1,878 1,723 92%** 1,504 80%**

*Indicates the number of centers enrolling each age grouping and the percent of the total centers in the
state enrolling birtés (n=3,952).

**Indicates the number of homes enrolling each age grouping and the percent of the totahhtbmes

state enrolling birtés (n=1,878).

The table above indicates the percentage of each type of program (center vs. home) with the given

star level that enrolls the indicated age group. For example, of the 1,854 centers thadthesie 5
985 or 53%serve infants and toddlers.
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North Carolina Infants and Toddlers Receiving Child Care Subsidy

Methodology
This section analyzes the following research questions:
1 How does the number of infants and toddlers receiving subsidy compare to the number of
preschoolers receiving subsidy?
1 How does the number of infants and toddlers on the child care subsidy waiting list compare
to the number of preschoolers waiting for subsidy?
1 Do infants and toddlers receiving child care assistance access high quality care?
1 Are these differences statewide or specific to certain regions and counties?
To answer these questions licensing, enrollment, and subsidy d@tetbdrer 2016vere obtained
from the NC Division of Child Developmeand Early EducatianChildren agesifkth up to 36
months receivinghild care subsidy were compared to children dige=e to fiveyears old receiving
subsidy Additionally, each NC county Department of Social Services and/or local purofiasee
agency wereontacted for information abouts child care subsidy waiting liSt The NC Division of
Child Development and Early Education also provided information about children receiving services
through the NC P& program.

This section contains the following: data source; summary of keynfisgddata tables showing the
comparison statewide; and tables prowdaomparisons for each of the M€ CCR&R Regions

and counties across the state. In each regional data table, a column on statewide infant and toddler
data is included for comparisonrposes. In each county data table, a column on the regional data

in which that county is located is included for comparison purposes. The data tables contain
information on subsidized children enrolled in North Carolina licensed child care facilities onl

Data Source

All data in this section on children receiving child care subsidy are from the North Carolina Division
of Child Developmenand Early Education licensing, enrollment and subsidy data for October 2016
Data include children receiving stated federal funds through the Division of Child Development
and Early Educatioand state Smart Start funds provided for subsidy purposagpmded through

the Smart Start Reimbursement Systshaving received a subsidy (enhancements scholarships
were excluded to ensure an unduplicated count). Data do not include information on children that
received financial assistance through independentgowarnment sources or children receiving
othersources of federal funds not administered through the NC Division of Child Develognaent
Early Education Information is also omitted on the 55 children who receive NC subsidy dollars but
purchase child care outside of the stBtata on children waitig for child care subsidy were

obtained from each local department of social services or local puheea® agency. Agencies
managing subsidy f@9 counties respondealith information broken down by age group&C Pre

K information wasalso providedy the Division of Child Development and Early Education for
October 2016.

5 Agencies maintaining child care subsidy waiting lists for 89 counties responded with numbers broken down by age grafps; in 26
the remaining 89 counsehere was no child care subsidy waiting list.
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Summary of Key Findinfs
General Availability and Usage
1 48% of children birth to five years of age receiving subsidy in licensed care are infants and
toddlers.
U 48% of children bith to five years of age receiving subsidy to attend centers are
infants and toddlers.

0 53% of children birth to five years of age receiving subsidy to attend homes are
infants and toddlers.

1 22,859 infants and toddlers receive a child care subsidy. djriesents 34% of all infants
and toddlers receiving care in a licensed child care facility. In Zm832 infants and
toddlers reeived a child care subsidy representié@o of all infants an¢bddlers receiving
care in a licensed child care facility.

1 92% of infants and toddlers receiving child care subsidy are enrolled in licensed child care
centers.

1 34% of infants anddddlers in centers receigaibsidy;38% of infants and toddrs in homes
receivesubsidy(Table 12)

1 Of these infants anbddlersreceiving a subsidy, 19% of them are infant$3fe oneg/ear
olds, and 4% are two yeaolds.

1 75% of infants and toddlers receiving child care subsidy are enialikdr 5star centeras
compared t@6% of three to fiveyear olds receiving child caseibsidyin centers Further,
42% of infants and toddlers receiving child care subsidy are enrolledtar 6enters
compared to 44% of three to five year olds receiving child care substdstar centers
(Table 14.

1 In 2008, 42% of the children birtb five yearsold receiving child care subsidy and attending
5-star caters or 5star homes wenafants and toddlersln 2016, 47% of the children birth
to five years old receiving dudli care subsidy and attendingstar centers or-Starhomes are
infants and toddlers.

1 In 2008 58% of the chidren birth to five years oldeceiving child care subsidy and attending
5-star centers or-Starhomes were preschoolers. In 20168%b8f the chidren birth to five
years oldreceiving child care subsidy and aitkng 5star centers or-Star homes are
preschoters.

1 More than half (63%) of children ages birth to five years of age waiting for a child care
subsdy are infants or toddler3 éble 17.

® These statistics do not include children in the Early Head Start programs that do not receive child care subsidy to wrap
around the Early Head Start day. These data also do not include NCcRildren wto are in licensed settings for the
school day but do not receive child care subsidies to either enhance the quality of care or extend their day.
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1 In every regiorreporting a waiting listthere are a larger number and percentage of infants
and toddler®n the waiting list than preschoolers.

Availability and Usage of Higher Quality Care
1 34% of the infant and toddler enrollment in centers in North Caratagoung children who
receive a subsidy; 38% of the infant and toddler enroliment in homes receives a subsidy

(Table 12).
( ] . )
Figure 2: Infants/Toddlers in
Higher Quality Care
75%
80%
67%
0,
70% B Receiving
60% Subsidy
429 _46% ® Not Receiving
50% Subsidy
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%
S5-star 4- or 5-star
\_ J

1 Although a higher percentage of infants and toddlers who do not receive subsidy-atarin 5
centers than those who do receive giljgghe opposite is true with-gtar centers are
considered. Sevenfjve percent (75%) of infants and toddlers who receive subsidy are in 4
or 5-star centers as oppose to 67% of infants and toddlers who do not receive subsidy (Figure
2). These figureslo not reflecsubsidized care fanfants and toddlergrovidedthrough
Early Head Sirt

1 The range of market penetration of infants and toddlers receiving subsidy in centers by
region extends from a low of 24% in Region 12 to a high of 51% in Redibalte 12).

9 Of the 14 regions across the state, only four regions fall at or below the state overall average
percentage (34%) of children receiving subsidy that are enrolled in centers; similarly four
regions fall at or below the state overall averagegrgage (38%) of children receiving
subsidy that are enrolled in homes (Table 12).

1 The NC PreK program proides subsidizeédarly care and educatidor four year olds
across the state. In October 2016, 26,635 four year olds received subsétiyedre and
educatiorthrough ths program (not including those foyear olds who received additional
subsidy through the state subsidy systent)is iumber represents 23% of all three to five
year olds who are enrolled in licensed child care prog(diisiel13).
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In total, 45% of three to five year olds enrolled in licensed child care programs receive
subsidized care through either the state subsidy system or the MCpRygram (Table 13.

The percentage of children who receive subsidesety care anddricationin the state does

not include those birth to five year olds who receiubsidizecare through Head Start or

Early Head Start. These numbers are difficult to obtain, however, funding streams indicate a
far lower number of infants and toddlersva&sl through these programs than three to five

year olds.

Regionally theres variability in the access tear 5-star centebased child care bpfants

and toddlers receiving subsidy from a low of 62% in Region 5 to a high of 89% in Region 6.
Similarly, access to-or 5-star care for preschoolers varies from a low of 62% in Region 1
to a high of 89% in Region 6. Statewidpproximately three fourths birth to five year

olds receiving subdy attend 4or 5-star center§Table 14.

However, far fewechildren, receiving subsidy in center based child care aresiar5

programs. For infants and toddlers in Region 5, approximately one in five (19%) receive this
highest quality care. In Region 6, 59% of infants and toddlers receiving sulssidytas

highest level of care. Three to five year olds receiving subsidy show a similar pattern with
20% in Region 5 and 60% in Region 6 attendirgids, center based child care. Statewide,
42% of infants and toddlers receiving subsidy and 44% of threeetydiar olds receivin

subsidy attend-Star center¢Table 14.

Regions 6 and 12 consist of the two largest counties in North Carolina (Mecklenburg &
Wake). Region 6 ranks first in the percentage of infants and toddlers receiving subsidy
enrolled in 4 or 5-star centers at 89%. Region 12 is 10 percentage points below at 79%,
though still above the statewide percentage of 75%. Similarly, Region 6 ranks first in the
percentage of infants and toddlers receiving subsidy enrolledtiar $enters at 59%Again,
Region 12 is lower at 47%, but above the statewide @zle 13.

Guilford, Forsyth, and Cumberland County (rankiffy &", and %', respectively, in
population size) are in Regions, 10, and 5 respectively. All three are below #tatewide
percentage?q5%) of infants and toddlers receiving subsidy enrolled-iar&b-star centers

and 42% in Sstar center§Table 14).In fact, Region 5 has the lowest percentage of infants
and toddlers in high quality ain the state (62% in-4r 5-star cae and 19% in &tar care).

Significant progress has been made since 2008 in the percentage of infants and toddlers
receiving subsidy in quality child care centers. In 2008, 38% of m#amd toddlers were in
4- or 5-star centers. In 2016, 75% aredhor 5-star centers with 42% in&ar centers.

Across the counties of North Carolina the peragabf infants and toddlers receiving

subsidy enrolled in4or 5-star licensed centers deg@n even larger range (Tab).1

Ashe, Avery, Macon and Ma&bn counties all have 100% of infants and toddlers receiving a
subsidy enrolled in4or 5-star licensed centers. On the other end of the spectrum,
Alleghany, Camden and Tyrrell counties have no infants or toddlers receiving subsidy in 4
or 5-star centes.
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1 Among the top five counties in North Carolina with the largest populations, two
(Mecklenburg, 87.2%, and Wake, 75.1%) are above the overall percentage (69.3%) of infants
and toddlers receiving subsidy enrolled irod 5-star centers. Guilford Countginks 58
(63.7%), Forsyth ranks 8659.3%) and Cumberland County rankd'488.7%) in the state
(Table B).

1 The percentage of preschoolers receiving a subsidy accessiagcenters is higher than the
percentagef infants and toddlers receivingsabsidy accessing askar center. The
percentage of preschoolers receiving a subsidy accesstiag Bomes is lower than the
percentage of infants and toddlers receiving a subsicsaing aStar home (Table 39
Because homes serve far fewer clafdoverall, when combined, the percentage of
preschoolers receiving subsidy accesshafah programs of either type is higher than the
percentage of infants and toddlers receiving subsidy accessiag programs (43% versus
41%).

1 Across the countiesfdorth Carolina the percentage of infants and toddlers enrolledan 4
5-star licensed centevgho are receiving subsidy ranges from 100% to(U%ble 6). Hyde,
Madison and Warreoounties all have 100% of infants and toddlers enrolled ar &-star
licensed centengceiving a subsidyOn the other end of the spectrusiieghany,Camden
and Tyrrell counties have no infants or toddlers-inrd5-star centerseceiving subsidy

1 Among the top five counties in North Carolina with the largestufagns, two (Guilford,
44% and Forsyth, 40% e above the overall percenta@) of infants and toddlers
enrolled in 4 or 5-star centerseceiving subsidy Cumberland County ranke™ (329),
Mecklenburg County ranks 8328%) and Wake County ranks"®@0%)in the state (Table
16).

Waiting for Child Care Subsidieseée
1 In six of the regions, data by age of child waiting for child care subsidy are available for all
counties in the ragn. In the other eight regions, some county data wessing. If waiting
list data mirrored enrollment data, one could expect about 37% of those childreém birth
years of age who are waiting to be infants or toddlers. In fact, 63% of children who are
waiting are infants or toddlerggble 17.

1 Of the six regions with complete data, in all of them, more than half of the children waiting
for subsidy were infants and toddlers (ranging frd@%350 65%).

1 Of the eight regions where data are missing, iofdle regions (with the exception of
Region 7 which had no waiting lists reported), more than half of the children waiting for
subsidy are infants and toddlers (ranging from 57% to 71%). In regions with missing data,
all informationfrom a county werexeluded so missingumbersdo not cause the data to be
biased in one direction or the other.

1 In every region across the state that has county waiting lists reported, théigher
number of infants and toddlers on the subsidy waiting list than there are preschicaides (

17).
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1 Of the 13 regions with subsidy waiting lists reported, the proportion of children waiting for
subsidy who were infants and toddlers ranged frof §Region 9) to 71% (Region 12).

1 Throughouthe state of North Carolina, $20of children birth to five years of age receiving
subsidy & infants and toddlers while %8are preschoolers. The disparity of children birth
to five years of age on the subsidgitlist is far greater. Sixtthree percent of children birth
to five years of age on the subsidy waitlist are infants and toddler374a are preschoolers
(Table 18. This distribution demonstrates the need for increased child care subsidies overall
and specifically for infants and toddlers.
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Subsdy Tables (Tables 12 through 1P

Table 12 Number and Percent ofTotal
Infants/Toddlers Enrolled Receiving Subsidyin Centers
and HomesOctober 2016

#in % in #in % in
Region Centers Centers Homes Homes

1 428 44% 58 39%

2 412 51% 63 59%

3 1,366 43% 107 43%
4 1,098 32% 116 54%
5 1,837 38% 186 48%

6 2,899 25% 157 25%

7 1,291 42% 87 58%

8 1,641 49% 44 24%

9 1,099 50% 72 43%
10 1,691 40% 185 53%
11 2,123 43% 122 40%
12 3,354 24% 342 28%
13 1,065 28% 88 33%
14 808 49% 120 69%
State 21,112 34% 1,747 38%

The table above indicates the number and percentage of infants and toddlers in each type of
program (centers vs. homes) that receive subsidy. For example, of the 61,804 infants and toddlers
enrolled in centers, 21,112 or 34% receive subsidy.

Table 13 Percent Receiving Subsidy, Early Head Start/Head Start
or NC Pre-K October 2016

IT Early Preschool

IT Head | Preschool Head Preschool
Region Subsidy Start Subsidy Start NC Pre-K

1 44% unknown 18% unknown 32%
2 52% unknown 28% unknown 25%
3 43% unknown 24% unknown 28%
4 33% unknown 19% unknown 31%
5 38% unknown 22% unknown 34%
6 25% unknown 20% unknown 15%
7 43% unknown 23% unknown 30%
8 47% unknown 23% unknown 21%
9 49% unknown 27% unknown 25%
10 41% unknown 22% unknown 27%
11 43% unknown 26% unknown 29%
12 24% unknown 19% unknown 13%
13 29% unknown 20% unknown 24%
14 51% unknown 21% unknown 26%
State 34% unknown 21% unknown 23%

When children receiveubsidized care through both the state subsidy system and
PreK, theyare counted in the subsidy column.



Table 14 Number and Percent of Children in Centers Receiving Subsidy by
Age Enrolled with Indicated License

Region Infants/Toddlers Preschoolers (3 yo)

4- or 5-star 5-star 4- or 5-star 5-star

# % # % # % # %
1 297 69% 111 26% 262 | 62% 1) 116 27%
2 346 84% 220 53% 433 84% 288 56%
3 1,050 | 77% 781 57% 1,145 | 76% 858 57%
4 727 66% 402 37% 903 73% 499 40%
5 1,132 | 62% ) | 344 | 19%w) | 1,371 | 63% 443 | 20% (L)
6 2,566 | 89% H) | 1,715| 59% H) | 2,880 | 89% () | 1,932 | 60% (H)
7 1,029 | 80% 453 35% 1,133 | 83% 525 38%
8 1,328 | 81% 705 43% 1,334 | 82% 761 47%
9 822 75% 553 50% 942 76% 646 52%
10 1,133 | 67% 546 32% 1,191 | 69% 610 35%
11 1,461 | 69% 863 41% 1553 | 70% 940 42%
12 2634 | 79% |1589| 47% 2,899 | 78% 1,865 | 50%
13 724 68% 361 34% 891 70% 442 35%
14 588 73% 282 35% 512 71% 248 34%

Statewide | 15,837| 75% | 8,925| 42% | 17,449| 76% 10,173 44%

The table above indicates the number and percentage of the specified age group receiving subsidy

enrolled in centers in-dr 5 star and Star only care. For example, of the 21,112 infants and
toddlers enrolled in centers receiving subsidy, 8,925 or 42%n&b-star centers.
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Table 15 Percent of Infants/Toddlers Receiving Subsidy in

Licensed Care Enrolled in 4 or 5-star Centers*

2008 2016 2008 2016
Rank County Region Percent Percent Rank County Region Percent Percent
1  Ashe (1)** 10 88.4% 100.0% 51 Catawba (14) 7 62.5% 68.4%
1  Avery (19) 9 58.5% 100.0% 52  Perquimans (95) 1 3.6%  66.7%
1 Macon (5) 8 75.5% 100.0% 53 Pasquotank (98) 1 0.8%  66.5%
1  Madison (18) 8 60.4% 100.0% 54  Alamance (66) 12 25.9% 65.1%
5  Davie (21) 10 56.7% 98.6% 55 Durham (46) 12 39.9% 64.6%
6 Watauga (23) 9 56.2% 96.7% 56 Lee (81) 13 17.1% 64.4%
7  Jackson (2) 8 80.1% 95.4% 57  Columbus (35) 4 48.9% 63.9%
8  Swain (9) 8 69.9% 93.8% 58  Guilford (55) 11 34.7% 63.7%
9 Carteret (29) 3 52.4% 92.3% 59  Johnston (60) 13 29.6% 62.5%
10 Randolph (32) 11 50.6% 90.3% 60 Vance (97) 12 15% 62.4%
11  Brunswick (12) 4 67.6% 89.6% 61 Pitt (91) 3 7.6% 62.2%
12 Dare (90) 1 8.3% 89.1% 62 Duplin (56) 4 33.3% 62.1%
13 Transylvania (6) 8 73.3% 88.5% 63 Edgecombe (49) 14 37.3% 61.0%
14  Mecklenburg (10) 6 69.7% 87.2% 64 Chowan (85) 1 13.2% 60.6%
15 Orange (15) 12 66.0% 86.4% 65 New Hanover (64) 4 26.5% 59.9%
16 Davidson (33) 10 49.8% 85.8% 66 Forsyth (69) 10 25.2% 59.3%
17 Jones (57) 3 31.6% 85.7% 67 Iredell (39) 9 47.5% 59.1%
18 Rowan (11) 6 67.9% 85.1% 68 Chatham (65) 13 26.2% 57.6%
19 Scotland (77) 5 18.2% 85.0% 69 Robeson (73) 5 20.9% 57.4%
20 Gaston (30) 7 51.3% 84.7% 70 Clay (4) 8 75.9% 56.3%
21 Pamlico (72) 2 22.7% 84.0% 71 Person (37) 12 48.7% 55.7%
22  Wilson (26) 14 53.6% 83.8% 72 Bladen (82) 4 16.9% 54.8%
23  Onslow (43) 3 40.8% 83.2% 73  Wilkes (41) 10 44.2% 54.7%
24  Henderson (50) 8 37.1% 82.9% 74  Pender (53) 4 35.6% 53.8%
25 Rutherford (47) 8 39.7% 82.3% 75 Wayne (62) 13 27.1% 53.6%
26  Hyde (27) 2 52.9% 81.8% 76  Montgomery (20) 5 57.6% 52.5%
27  McDowell (24) 9 54.9% 81.4% 77  Currituck (92) 1 7.4%  50.0%
28  Franklin (59) 12 30.5% 80.6% 78 Halifax (52) 14 36.4% 44.5%
29 Beaufort (44) 2 40.7% 80.4% 79 Lenoir (79) 3 17.5% 44.1%
30 Burke (7) 9 72.3% 80.3% 80 Rockingham (70) 11 24.8% 42.3%
31 Yancey (68) 9 25.4% 80.0% 81 Richmond (67) 5 25.5% 42.1%
32 Harnett (75) 13 18.7% 76.9% 82 Sampson (71) 4 23.1% 40.3%
33 Lincoln (34) 7 49.7% 76.0% 83 Alexander (31) 9 50.6% 38.7%
34  Union (17) 6 60.6% 75.8% 84 Hoke (94) 5 45%  38.0%
35 Buncombe (38) 8 48.0% 75.3% 85 Anson (78) 5 18.0% 37.7%
36 Caldwell (25) 9 54.2% 75.2% 86 Caswell (28) 12 52.9% 37.0%
37 Wake(42) 12 41.0% 75.1% 87  Northampton (80) 1 17.5% 34.1%
38 Craven (74) 2 20.5% 75.0% 88 Washington (86) 2 11.3% 33.3%
39 Hertford (88) 1 9.6% 75.0% 89 Greene (54) 3 34.7% 29.6%
40 Cabarrus (36) 6 48.8% 74.5% 90 Mitchell (58) 9 31.4% 25.5%
41  Cherokee (13) 8 65.0% 74.1% 91 Gates (61) 1 28.6% 25.0%
42  Bertie (99) 1 0.0% 72.9% 92 Moore (76) 5 18.5% 23.4%
43  Stanly (45) 6 40.0% 72.2% 93 Polk (22) 8 56.5% 23.3%
44  Haywood (16) 8 61.3% 72.0% 94  Warren (83) 14 14.4% 22.8%
45  Stokes (51) 10 36.8% 71.7% 95 Graham (3) 8 80.0% 20.0%
46  Martin (40) 3 47.0% 70.2% 96 Yadkin (84) 10 13.4% 10.0%
47  Cleveland (48) 7 38.6% 70.0% 97  Surry (96) 10 3.6% 6.3%
48  Granville (93) 12 7.4% 69.6% 98 Alleghany (8) 10 70.3%  0.0%
Statewide 38.0% 69.3% 98 Camden (99) 1 0.0% 0.0%
49  Cumberland (89) 5 9.1% 68.7% 98 Tyrrell (87) 2 11.1% 0.0%
50 Nash (63) 14 26.6% 68.5%

*This is the number of infants and toddlers afid 5 star centers only divided by the total number of infanid toddlers in all
licensed care (homes and centers).
**Ranking from 2008 indicated in ().
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Table 16 Percent of Infants/Toddlers in 4 or 5-star Centers
That Receive Subsidy

Rank County Percent Rank County Percent

1 Hyde 100% 52  Guilford 44%
1 Madison 100% 52 Gates 44%
1 Warren 100% 54 Craven 43%
4 Halifax 96% 55 Buncombe 42%
5 Martin 95% 55  Northampton 42%
6 Bertie 90% 57  Duplin 41%
7 Jones 86% 57 Carteret 41%
8 McDowell 83% 57 Hertford 41%
9 Washington 79% 57 Clay 41%
10 Onslow 77% 61 Franklin 40%
10  Swain 7% 61  Forsyth 40%
10  Cherokee 7% 63 Perquimans 38%
10 Currituck 77% Statewide 37%
14  Scotland 73% 64  Wayne 37%
14 Anson 73% 64 Brunswick 37%
16  Yancey 71% 64  Stokes 37%
17  Vance 67% 64  Surry 37%
17 Caldwell 67% 64 Harnett 37%
19 Catawba 66% 69 Iredell 34%
20 Rowan 65% 69 Hoke 34%
21 Rockingham 64% 71  Caswell 33%
22 Burke 63% 71 Granville 33%
22 Pasquotank 63% 71  Watauga 33%
24 Person 62% 74 Lenoir 32%
25 Haywood 60% 74  Orange 32%
25 Macon 60% 74  Alamance 32%
25 Randolph 60% 74  Cumberland 32%
25 Beaufort 60% 78 Columbus 31%
29 Robeson 59% 78 Lincoln 31%
29 Richmond 59% 80 Pender 30%
31 Henderson 58% 81  Stanly 29%
32  Avery 57% 81 Bladen 29%
32 Mitchell 57% 83 Cleveland 28%
34  Sampson 56% 83 Durham 28%
34  Chowan 56% 83  Mecklenburg 28%
36 Edgecombe 53% 83 Polk 28%
37 Ashe 52% 83  Montgomery 28%
37 Jackson 52% 88 Johnston 27%
37 Rutherford 52% 89 Union 26%
40 Davie 48% 90 Cabarrus 25%
40 Gaston 48% 91 New Hanover 24%
40 Dare 48% 91 Graham 24%
43 Nash 47% 91 Greene 24%
43 Alexander 47% 94 Chatham 20%
43  Transylvania 47% 94  Wake 20%
46 Lee 46% 96 Moore 15%
47 Davidson 45% 97 Yadkin 11%
47 Pitt 45% 98  Alleghany 0%
47 Wilson 45% 98 Camden 0%
47  Wilkes 45% 98  Tyrrell 0%
47 Pamlico 45%

This table is the percentage of all infant/toddlers-inrds-star centers that receive
subsidy. For example, statewide, of the 43,095 infants/toddldrsin5-star
centers, 15,837 or 37% receive subsidy.



*Data missing fronone county in the region
**Data missing from two counties in the region
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Table 18 Number and Percent of Each Age Group Receiving and Waiting for Subsidy by Year

October 2016

April 2008

Infants & Toddlers

Preschoolers

Infants & Toddlers

Preschoolers

# % # % # % # %
Receiving Subsidy** 22,885 48% 24,605 52% 31,125 51% 29,788 | 49%
Waiting For Subsidy* 7,794 63% 4,642 37% 10,963 63% 6,539 37%

*Missing data for 2016 from Washington County in Region 2, Greene and Martin counties in Region 3, Ans
County in Region 5, Cleveland and Gaston counties in Region 7, Iredell County in Region 9, Wilkes County
Region 10, Granville and Wake counties irgig@ 12, and Wayne County in Region 13.

Table 19 NC Children Receiving Subsidy In Regulated Child Care by Star Rating

5 Star Centers
5 Star Homes
4 Star Centers
4 Star Homes
3 Star Centers
3 Star Homes
2 Star Centers
2 Star Homes
1 Star Centers
1 Star Homes
GS110 Centers
GS110 Homes
Other Centers
Other Homes

Total Subsidized Children Enrollment in

Centers**

Total Subsidized Children Enrollment in

Homes**

. NC Infants & NC Preschoolers
NRC Birth -5 Toddlers (3-5yo)
eceiving - 2
Subsidy Rece|\_/|ng Recelylng
Subsidy Subsidy
# % # % # %
19,098 43% 8,925 42% 10,173  44%
597 18% 326 19% 271 17%
14,188 32% 6,912 33% 7,276 32%
1521 46% 778 45% 743 47%
9,219 21% 4,490 21% 4,729 21%
1,152 35% 611 35% 541 34%
0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
3 0% 0 0% 3 0%
46 1% 26 1% 20 1%
1,276 3% 598 3% 678 3%
0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
325 1% 187 1% 138 1%
10 0% 6 0% 4 0%
44,109 93% 21,112 92% 22,997 94%
3,326 7% 1,747 8% 1,579 6%

**Children with no license number listed are included in the total numbeiviegesubsidylisted in Table

18, but they are not inatled in the data in the Table.19
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Infant and Toddler Early Care and Education Workforce in North Carolina

Methodology
This section analyzes the following research questions:

1 Who are the peopleducating andaringfor infants and toddlers in our state?

1 Are child care teachers who provide care and education to infants and toddlers different from

child care teachers who provide care and education to preschoolers?

1 Do they have access to different kinds of conspéinn and support?

1 Are these differences statewide or specific to certain regions?
To answer these questions the 20dgth Carolina Child Care Workforéeata on centebased
teachers were reexamined on key variables. Child care teachers who indscabed
responsibilities for children birth to 36 months are compared to child care teachers who indicated
having responsibilities for childrethree to fiveyears old

This section contains the followingata source, summary kéy findings; data tableshowing the
comparison statewide; and tables providing comparisons for eachlef M€ CCR&R Regions
across the stateln each egional data table,r@w on staéwide infant and toddler datairecluded
for comparison purposes.

Data Source

All data in this section are from the 20North Carolina Child Care Workforce study conducted by

Child Care Services Association as part ofRaee to the Top Early Learning Challenge Grant

Unl ess ot herwise noted, i t e a deaccteadhers, asbitants t o a
teachers, etc.

Summary of Key Findings
1 Across the state, infant and toddler teachers are similar to teachers of childrdnmests
five yearsin gender, ethnicity and their status as parents. Their median @ye ysar
younger than teachers of childréiree to fiveyearsold (Table 23.

1 Infant and toddler teachers tended to have slightly less experience in their current child care
programgapproximately 10 months lesa)d1.4 yeardess experience in the child carediel
overall than their counterparts teachthgee to fiveyear oldgTable 23.

1 In every region across North Carolina the percent of infant and toddler teachers who had
earned a degree in any field was lower than the percent of preschool teachers wdreehad d
so. Five regions (4, 7, 9, 13 &14) have less than 40%heir infant and toddlers teachers
with a two or four year degredregions 3, 8 and 12 have more than half of their infant
toddler teacherwith a two or four year degré@&able 20.

i Statewide, the percentage of infant toddler teachers with at least a two year degree in any
field has increasefilom 23% in 2003 to 45% in 2015

" For a detailed description of the methodology used in the 2015 North Carolina Child Care Workforce Ssedygelea
the full state report post on www.childcareservices.org

8 |t a teacher reported working with both age groups they were included in both groups for analysis.
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1 The percentage of infant toddler teachers with access to health insurance has increased since
2003. In 2003about a third of the infant toddler teaching staff (32%) did not have health
insurance. In 2015, this percentage had dropped to 23%.

1 In 12 of 14regiors across North Carolina the percageof infant and toddler teachers that
reported not having healthsurance was higher than the peragebf preschool teachers
who reported not having if(Regions 9 and 14 have a higher percentage of preschool
teachers with no health insurance.) Despite the passage of the Affordable Care Act, nine
regionshave at lest one out of every five infant toddler teachers (20% or more) with no
health insurancé€rlable 23.

1 In every region across North Carolina except Redibthe percerageof infant and toddler
teachers that reported receiving public assistance in théhpas years is higher than the
percenageof preschool teachers who hade®ed it. Across the regions, &3 71% of the
infant and toddler workforce report receiving public assistance in the past threw/ijlears
44% statewide reporting that they hauhd sa(Table 23. In fact, there has been a 13%
increase in the percentage of infant toddler teachers who reported having used public
assistance in the previous three years from 39% in 2003 to 44% in 2015.

1 The average hourly wage for infant toddieachers has increased over the years. In 2003,
the average hourly wage for infant toddler teashwas $7.75 per hour. In 201bis wage
had increased to $10.00. While this increase may seem significant, when adjusted for
inflation, infant toddler tezhers have only seen a $.02 increase despite their increase in
education level$

1 In every region across North Carolina infant and toddler teachers reported earning a lower
hourlywage than preschool teachefithe overall average hourly wage for infamddler
teachers was $1.39 per hour lower than the average hourly wage for preschool téachers.
six regions (12, 5, 9, 13 & 14 the hourly wage for infant and toddler teacheasbelow
$9.00 an hou¢Table 23.

1 Infour regions (35, 13 & 14 70% a more of the infant and toddler workforce has a family
income of less than $30,00@tatewide, nearly threfurths (74%) of infant toddler teachers
havechildren of their own (Table 22

1 Statewide 45% of infant toddler teachers have at least aywaw dgree in any field
compared to Z& in 2003(Figure 3.

1 Gains in educational attainment have occurred at all levels for-tdddter teachers,
however, larger gains have occurred in the Associate in Early Childhood degrees and the
Bac hel ojdswother than £arlyp Childhood degrees(Fidd)re

9 Adjusted for CPI using wage calculator from the BLS Website, http://www.bls.qgov/data/inflation_calculator.htm
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Figure 3: Infar{Toddler Teacher
Educational Gains Over Time
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1 Across the regions of North Carolina the education level of infant and toddler teachers was
low. Ten regions have less than half of their infant and toddler teacherstwibioa four
year degree. Across the state the percenesafrigm 30% in Regions 4 and&@57% in
Region 3 (Table 21).

1 The proportion of infant/toddler teachers and teachers of chitdrea to fiveyears
accessing the T.E.A.C.H. program was ¢satially thesame Although a higher
percentage of teachers of three to five year olds receive salary supplements through the Child
Care WAGES$ project (41% vs. 38%). igher proportion opreschool teachersdicated
having completed a coursethe lastl2 months.Similarly, a higher percentage of teachers
of three to five year olds have taken a class specifically in the early childhoq®8étdvs.
89% for infant toddler teachef$able 23.

1 A higher percentage of infant toddler teachers have th€NI@ Care Credential (79% vs.

67%), however, a higher percentage of three to five yedeatthers are & Licensed, 17%
vs. 2% for nfant toddler teachers (Table)23
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Workforce Tables (Tables20 through 23
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Table 22 Economic Profile of 2015 Infant and Toddler Teachers by Region

% with No % with

Health % Receiving Family

Insurance | Government | Median Income
from Any | Assistance in| Hourly Below % with

Region Source Last 3 Years Wage $30,000 Children

1 46% 66% $8.68 66% 80%
2 25% 71% $8.50 57% 79%
3 34% 33% $9.25 70% 81%
4 28% 34% $9.50 65% 63%
5 22% 53% $8.93 81% 66%
6 16% 38% $10.25 61% 73%
7 26% 51% $9.00 68% 83%
8 14% 40% $11.50 34% 76%
9 16% 39% $8.75 43% 72%
10 26% 37% $9.00 59% 80%
11 19% 42% $9.18 56% 75%
12 30% 49% $11.50 66% 77%
13 24% 49% $8.75 74% 73%
14 4% 37% $8.50 75% 54%
State 23% 44% $10.00 63% 74%
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Table 23 North Carolina's Child Care Teacher Workforce

Infant & Toddler Teachers & Preschool Teachers

2003 2015
Al Infant& | o eschool| =l | MAN& | begthool
Teachers _I'_I' ety Teachers | Teachers 1Tae(Er Teachers
eachers Teachers
Percent of Total Teachers 1006 55% 45% 100% 50% 52%
Titles/ Positions
Lead Teacher/ Teacher 73% 75% 72% 73% 78% 71%
Assistant Teacher 21% 19% 24% 23% 19% 26%
Other 6% 6% 5% 4% 3% 3%
2003 2015
Infant & Infant &
Demographic Profile Al Toddler EIEEED) Ll Toddler EIEEED)
Teachers Teachers Teachers | Teachers Teachers Teachers
MedianAge 33 33 35 38 38 39
Female 99% 100% 99% 99% 100%** 99%
Teachers of Color 47% 47% 46% 47% 47% 46%
Have Children 74% 74% 76% 74% 74% 73%
Single Parent (children under 18) 22% 23% 21% 14% 16% 14%
2003 2015
Infant & Infant &
Training & Education All Toddler | Preschool *All Toddler | Preschool
Teachers| Teachers | Teachers | Teachers | Teachers | Teachers
Received a T.E.A.C.H Scholarship 24% 25% 25% 22% 23% 22%
TakenCollege Course iRPast 12 Minths 47% 46% 49% 30% 30% 32%
Currently TakingeCE Courses 33% 32% 35% 18% 18% 18%
Have Taken Early Childhood Courses 90% 89% 93%
Have Earned a College Degree 27% 23% 33% 58% 45% 70%
Highest Level of Education
BachelordDegree or Higher in Early
Childhood 4% 3% 5% 11% 5% 17%
Bachelors Degree or Higher in Other Fie 9% 8% 11% 20% 15% 23%
Associate Degree in Early Childhood 10% 9% 13% 21% 19% 25%
Associate Degree in Other Field 4% 4% 4% 5% 6% 4%
HS Diploma + College Courses 55% 57% 52% 38% 49% 28%
HS Diploma + Workshopfraining 3% 3% 3% 2% 2% 1%
High School Diploma 13% 15% 12% 2% 3% 1%
Some High School 2% 2% 1% 0% 1% 0%
Credentials
NC Early Childhood Credential 68% 70% 67% 72% 79% 67%
NC Administrative Credential 15% 14% 17% 24% 23% 25%
Early Childhood Diploma 5% 4% 5% 8% 6% 10%
Early Childhood Certificate 10% 10% 10% 14% 14% 15%
Child Development Associate (CDA) 8% 5% 11% 10% 10% 12%
B-K or Preschool ad@n Teacher
Licensure 2% 1% 3% 9% 2% 17%
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2003 2015
Infant & Infant &

Living Conditions All Toddler | Preschool *All Toddler | Preschool

Teachers| Teachers | Teachers | Teachers | Teachers | Teachers
Median Wage “$10.18 “$9.67 “$10.63 $10.46 $10.00 $11.39
Has Received WAGES$ Salary Suppleme 39% 38% 41%
Family Income below $30,000 63% 66% 58% 56% 63% 49%
Work More than 40hrs per Week 44% 43% 45% 47% 45% 49%
Work Another Job 10% 9% 10% 12% 11% 14%
Median Number of Hours at Other Job 15.0 15.0 15.0 11.0 10.0 11.0
No Health Insurance 29% 32% 24% 18% 23% 15%
Use ofGov. Assistance in Last 3 Years
TANF 3% 3% 2% 1% 1% 1%
Medicaid for Myself 14% 16% 11% 9% 9% 8%
Child Care Subsidy 16% 18% 13% 11% 12% 9%
Subsidized Housing/Section 8 5% 5% 4% 4% 4% 3%
Medicaid for my Qild 25% 27% 22% 28% 33% 24%
SNAP 14% 15% 12% 22% 25% 20%
Health Choice for my Child 11% 11% 11% 5% 4% 5%
WIC 11% 12% 10%
Receive no Assistance 64% 61% 67% 61% 56% 65%

2003 2015
Infant & Infant &

Experience & Turnover All Toddler Preschool *All Toddler | Preschool

Teachers| Teachers | Teachers | Teachers | Teachers | Teachers
Median# of Years in Center 2.3 2.0 2.7 3.2 3.0 3.8
Median # of Years in Child Care Field 55 5.0 6.8 10.5 10.0 11.4
Teacherw/Less than One Year in Cente 26% 29% 23% 21% 23% 19%
Leaving Field in 3 years 21% 23% 18% 19% 21% 17%

In 2003, data wergathered from a larger sample than in 2015, however, no weights were applied to the data as in 2

*Some teachers reported working with both age groups and so are counted in

Others did not report an age group, so are reported only in the éAtHErs"

column.
**99.7% is the more accurate percent

2003 Salaries adjusted to 2015 amounts using calculator at www.bls.gov/data/inflation_calcula
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Conclusion

In North Carolina, a significant decrease has occurred inuhdbers of infants and toddlers in

regulated child care settings over the last eight years. In 2008, data from the NC Division of Child
Development indicated that there were 77,513 children enrolled in child care settings under the age
of three. In 2016the number of children under the age of three had declined to 66,353; a 14%
decline. Similarly, a decline has occurred in the number of infants and toddlers receiving subsidy.
In 2008, 31,125 infants and toddlers received subsidy (40% of the infarttsdaleals in licensed

care). By 2016that number had decreased to 22,885 (34% of the infants and toddlers in licensed
care) despite the fact that the median household income has droppedd8idd 3his time™

Accordingto the American Fact Finder, 8015, 27% of children under 5 in North Carolina lived
below the federal poverty levEl. Research shows that poor children are at a greater risk for social,
emotional and cognitive deficiencies. These difficulties result in greater rates of dabymmit,
delinquency, engaging in high risk activities, lower wage occupsaiod perpetuation of poverty
statust> However, negative consequences of childhood poverty do not stop with the individual.
ETS Center for Research on Human Capital and Educasitmated in 2013 that the educational
and economic impact of child poverty hovers around $500 billion perya&hile this figure may
sound daunting, the good news is that access to high quality, affordable child care can provide a
solid footing to chnge the path for those young children who find themselves starting life with an
adverse life situatian

Accessibility of Infant Toddler Care

In North Carolina, most infants and toddl@nrolled in regulated care @3 are in child care
centers. This peentage has increasedte last eight years, up from 87% in 2008et at the same
time, fewer centers are enrollindants and toddlersin 2008, 746 of centers enrolled infants and
toddlers;eightyearslater, this had decreased td?4 Inaking it moe difficult for parents to find
child care for their babiegurther,a lower percentage émily child care homeare enroling
infants and toddlers in 2016 (92%) than in 2008494As would be expectedctual enrollment of
infants and toddlers in regulated child care progrdetseased significantly, ¥ during thiseight
year period, unlike the enroliment for preschoolers, whetreasetly just 246.

Supply of infant and toddler care is not keepinggpaith demand. Data from child care resource
and referral agemes across the state for FY 20fb6ind that families were looking for cali@ over

12 500infants and toddlersThis represents 64 of the children from birth to five years of age
whose fanlies soughthild care referrals in FY 2016Yet infants and toddlers only make up%7

of the children from birth to five years of age in regulated child cBetween 2008 and 201the
population of infants and toddleins North Carolinadecreased b#.4%,* yet enrollment in

regulated child care decreased by 149 the other hand, though preschool growth dropped 1.5%,
enrollment for preschoolers dropped only slightly more with a 2.0% decr8&ss.available for

and used by preschoolarssentiallykept up with population growth; slots for infants and toddlers

19 American Community Survey-jlear estimates 2008 ($51,243) and 2015 ($47,830).
1U.S. Census Bureau, 2015 American Community Survesat estimate, Table B17001.
12 https://www.childtrends.org/indicators/childrémpoverty/and
http://www.nccp.org/publications/pub_911.html.

13 https://www.ets.org/s/research/pdf/poverty _amtligation_report.pdf
14 Office of State Budget and Management, County/State Population ProjeSiiatesSingle Age2008and 2016.
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did not. Overall, the high demand for infant/toddler care as evidébgaequests for referrals
coupled with the insufficient growth in slots for these same children has left many pareygreg
to find sufficient care for their babies.

Quiality of Infant/Toddler Care

Following successful, concerted efforts by the Division of Child Development and Early Education,
the North Carolina Child Care Resource and Referral (CCR&R) CouncibealdCCR&R

agencies, local Smart Start Partnerships and qthéssclear that efforts to maintain or improve

guality have been successful in most countlas2008, 464 of infants and toddlers in regulated

care were in 4or 5 star centers or home8&y 2016 tha percentage had increased t8%8While

this reflects a great increase in quality of care for our youngest children, the reality is that
preschoolers in regulated care algo seeing greatelincrease in quality. In 2008, %8of

preschoatrs were in 4or 5 star programs; three yedager, this had increased to%6

This difference in quality is reflected to a greater degree when lookingtat bare. Fewer than
half (45%) of our youngest children are wstar centers yet 59% of3year old receive care in 5
star centersWhile the gains in both age groups represent strides in improving qu#htyts and
toddlers continue to lack access to the highest quality care compared to their preschool counterparts.

Affordability

Thirty-four percent (34%9f infants and toddlers in regulated child care are supported with a child
care subsidy through the statebs subsidized c
and toddler regulated market is supported with child aaveidy than the preschool mark2i %)

though this figure is misleading. While a number of infants and toddlers as well as preschoolers
receive child care through the state subsidy system, these numbers do not include those children
receiving subsidizedace through Early Head Start, Head Start or the NeKRgstem. Early Head

Start, serving children under three, and Head Start, serving children three to five, numbers are
difficult to obtain, however, far more children are served in Head Start thanHesatl Start. NC

PreK, which provides subsidized care for approximately 23% of three to five year olds in licensed
care, greatly increases the percentage of thr
help affording the high cost of quigl early care and educatioMost of the infants ahtoddlers

receiving subsidy (9@) are enrolled in child care centers. Most of the children from birth to five

years of age (63%) who are waiting for a child care subsidy are infants and toddlers.

Infants and toddlers receiving a child care subsidyskgatly less likely to be enrolled in & 4r 5

star program than preschoolers receiving a subditlis percentage has, however, greatly increased
since 2008.In April 2008, fewer tharhalf (43%) of all infants and toddlensceiving child care
subsidies were in-4r 5-star programs comparedearly threequarters (74%) of infants and
toddlers receiving subsidy in 2016gain, his dataetdoes not include children in licensed child
care who a funded byNC PreK or Head StafEarly Head Starand who do not receive a child

care subsidy. Since madsdC PreK and Head Staftarly Head Starsites havel- or 5 stars, the
discrepancy between the care infants and toddlers with low incomes racditlee care

preschoolers with low incomes receive is even greater.
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The Infant Toddler Early Childhood Workforce

The North Carolina infant toddler early childhood workforce mirrors the preschool early childhood
workforce in many ways, yet differs important areas as well. Demographically, infant and toddler
teachers are similar to teachers of children ages three to five in terms of gender, ethnicity and status
as parents. However, infant toddler teachers have slightly less experience in theirctuideare
programs as well as in their overall years of experience in the field than preschool teachers.
Similarly, infant toddler teachers have lower levels of education and make a lower hourly wage than
their preschool teacher counterparts.

Regardéss ofthese differences, infant toddler teachers have made gains since 2003. In 2003, infant
toddler teachers had 2.0 years experience in their current centers and 5.0 years experience in the
field. By 2015, these numbers increased to 3.0 years inctimeant centers and 10.0 years

experience in the field. Further, education levels for infant toddler teachers nearly doubled from
23% of infant toddler teachers having some type of degree in 2003 to 45% of infant toddler teachers
having some type of degg in 2015.However, despite these enormous gains in both education and
experience, the buying power of infant and to
same degree. Though salaries have increased from $7.75 per hour in 2003 to $1A.50vith&d
adjusting for inflation, teacher salaries have only grown by $0.02 per hour.

Disparity Across North Carolina

Like most services, the cost of providing child care, and more specifically, high quality child care,
varies across the state. Theséhbigmarket rates, coupled with reimbursement rates that have not
been adjusted in years in some counties, can have a dramatic impact on ability to serve large
numbers of children receiving subsidy resultingiiaat disparity among regions and countiethe
availability of high quality care for all infants and toddlehs.Region 1, 5% of infants and toddlers
in regulated child careentersare in 4 or 5-star licensed care; in Region 2 %8@®f infants and
toddlers in regulated child cacentersare in4- or 5-star licensed cardn two rural counties in our
state, no infants and toddler€4pin regulated child care are in dr 5-star centers; itwo rural
counties,100%of infants and toddlers in regulated child care are ior &-star centers. Teh
discrepancy between urban counties is not quite as large, but it is still very signifitam?o of
infants and toddlers in regulated child care-iod5-star centersni Mecklenburg County and only
5%% of infants and toddlers in regulated childecar 4 or 5-star centers iGuilford County.

The discrepancy of care for infants and toddlers receiving child care subsidies between counties and
regons is also great. In Region 5, only62f infants and toddlers receiving a child care subsidy

are in4- or 5-star licensed centers; in Region 6%86f infants and toddlers receiving a child care
subsidy &e in 4 or 5-star licensed center&levencounties hav@5% or feweof their infants and

toddlers who receive a child care subsidy-@5-star @nters; thirteen counties hav@¥ or more

of their infants and toddlers who receive a child care subsidyan3star centers.

Characteristics of the infant toddler workforce vary across the regions of the state. Though statewide
about 45% of infantoddler teachers have at least a-fyear degree, in regions 4 and 7, less than a

third (30%) @ these teachers hasch a degree. This figure compares to 57% of infant toddler
teachers in Region 3 who have some type of dedderilarly, across the gegons infant toddler

teachers make a high of $11.50 per hour in regions 8 and 12, but only make $8.50 per hour in
regions 2 and 14.
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Recommendations
Since 2008the state of North Carolina has made great strides in improving the quality of care for
children birth to five years of age. Preschoolers have seen a great increase in the quality and
availability of care in the lagtight years However, the improvement in quality and availability of
care for infants and toddlers has not been as greatdéeMatopment of children is at its most critical
point during the ages of birth to three years, and though the quality of care for this age group has
increased in the last three years, there is much room for improveifiteege recommendations
provideasald f oundation for increasing the quality
children.

1. Incentives for expansion &kstar slots for infants and toddlers are needed to meet the needs
for high quality care. Such incentives may inclsdé#iciently fundedgrants for expansion
or development of high quality infant and toddler slots, higher subsidy rates for infants and
toddler slots irb-star programs, and supplemental rates for high quality care for all children.

2. Reimbursenent rates focenter based care at the 4 and 5 star |eslhelsld be raised, with a
goal of reachinghe 85" percentileof current market rates in attounties. Subsidized rates
for infants and toddlerns particular,need to be raised to reflect the reasts for poviding
high qualitycare. While market rate studies reflect the cost charged to parents, they often do
not reflect the true cost of that carfeunding fromNC PreK has helped increase the quality
of spaces for preschooldrecause the payment ratdiexdd to a modeledstimatedf what it
costkto deliver this high quality A similar infusion of dollars needs to be available to ensure
that infants and toddlers living in leimcome families have access to the very best care.
Additional federal Head &tt dollars to support the expansion of Early Head Start could help
increasetie development aind access to higher quality child care for infants and toddlers.

3. TheCommunity Early Childhood Prof#&mart Start Measures of Impdfirmerly the
Performane Based Incentive Systenithin the Smart Start systgmeeds to specifically
address the needs of infants and toddlers for high quality infant and toddler care in all
counties Counties should be held accountable for meeting the same high standartintor in
toddler care as for preschool care.

4. The FederaChild and Dependent Care Tax Credit needs to be raised to more accurately
reflect the high cost of high quality infant/toddler child care. Currently the maximum
amount on which the credit is based for child care expenditures for one child is $3,000 a
yea. This is far below what it costs in every county for high quality infant and toddler care.
The Credit should be raised for families of infants and toddlers usingdiodifivestar care
to at least $6,000 a year. This will help low and middle inctamélies who are not able
and/or eligible to accessform of assistance for early care and educati@ccess higher
guality care.The similar North Carolina tax credit should also be reinstated.

5. The reinstatement of tHearned Income Tax Credit for Kb Carolina Familiesould really
make a differenceThis tax credit for low and moderate income families was eliminated in
2014 forcing families to fallurther behind. Allowing families to increase their expendable
income each month results in more tllars for the stateAnd the tax credit would benefit
a large proportion of the infant toddler workforce.
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6. Higher Education systesnboth at the community college and feygar university level,
provide the foundational knowledge for new and continedy childhood professionals.
These systems should examine their curricula to ensure that all early childhood degrees
include sufficient coursework specifically addressing the unique needs of infants and
toddlers. These systems should further congid®riding concentrations for those students
wishing to focus specificallyroteaching infants and toddlers, going beyond the Infant
Toddler Certificate within the NC Community College System.

7. Compensation for those directly working with infants and tadaieeds to be addressed
Statewide, infant toddler teachers make significantly less than their preschool counterparts.
Our youngest citizens deserve the right to begin their school careers with the most qualified
teachers in charge of thearly educaon. In addition, incentives to encourage infant toddler
teachers tg@o back to school on T.E.A.C.Hcholarships should be enhanced. These
teachers have the lowest education levels and salaries, making accessing college both
important and unaffordable.

8. The number of Infant Toddler Specialists available to help with technical assistance and
training through the statewide Quality EnhameatProjectshould be expandedrhese
specialists work directly with infant toddler teachers and their directordgarhprove

guality in the classroom as measure by the rating scales, CLASS assessments and through the

use of the Pyramid model for improved so@&@atotional healthIncentives to help programs
improve their learning environments as they work with themeidlists used to be offered.
These incentives should be reinstated.

9. The state subsidized child care system should maititeerseparate waiting lists for infants
and toddlersfor preschool andor schoolage children. Equity of access to child care
subsidies should be requirathongthese waiting lists.

10. Current, effective strategies that are being used by the Division of Child Development and
Early Education, local child care resource and referral agencies, local Smart Start
Partnerships and earlhitdhood workforce development initiativesaddress the
accessibility, quality and affordability needs of infants and toddlers in regulated child care
need to be continued.

11.Employers and consortia of employers should be encouraged to support therdenelop
and/or provision of high quality infant/toddler slots for their employees.

12. Further study is needed. While a statewide ataliet workforce study was conducted in
2015, a county by county analysis of the workforce has not been completed since 2003
Consequently, this reexamination was unable to fully explore the characteristics of child care
providers in relation to age of children in care and those who did and did not receive subsidy
at the county level. Additionally, data are neettednderstand twy some counties that are
able to serve a high proportion of all children and/or children receiving a child care subsidy
in higher quality care and other coustigith similar demographicare not.

39



Appendix A

North Carolina Regional Child Care Resource and Referral System County and Region List

Region 1 Region 5 Region 9 Region 11
Bertie County Anson County Alexander County Guilford County
Camden County Cumberland County Avery County RandolphCounty

Chowan County
Currituck County
Dare County
Gates County
Hertford County
Northampton County
Pasquotank County
Perquimans County
Region2

Hoke County
Montgomery County
Moore County
Richmond County
Robeson County
Scotland County
Region 6

Beaufort County
Craven County
Hyde County
Pamlico County
Tyrrell County
Washington County
Region 3

Cabarrus County

Mecklenburg County

Rowan County

Stanly County

Union County
Region 7

Burke County
Caldwell County
Iredell County
McDowell County
Mitchell County
Watauga County
Yancey County
Region 10

Region 12

Carteret County
GreeneCounty
Jones County
Lenoir County
Martin County
Onslow County
Pitt County
Region 4

Catawba County
Cleveland County
Gaston County
Lincoln County
Region 8

Bladen County
Brunswick County
Columbus County
Duplin County

New Hanover County
Pender County

Buncombe County
Cherokee County
Clay County
Graham County
Haywood County
Henderson County
Jackson County
Macon County
Madison County
Polk County
Rutherford County
SwainCounty
Transylvania County

Alleghany County
Ashe County
Davidson County
Davie County
Forsyth County
Stokes County
Surry County
Surry County
Wilkes County
Yadkin County

Region 13

Region 14

Rockingham County

Alamance County
Caswell County
Durham County
Franklin County
Granville County
Orange County
Person County
Vance County
Wake County

Chatham County
Harnett County
Johnston County
Lee County
Wayne County

Edgecombe County
Halifax County
Nash County
Warren County
Wilson County
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Region B

Chatham, Harnett, Johnston, Lee and Wayne
Counties
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