Oregon Child Care Research Partnership

April 5, 2006

Minutes

In attendance:  Mark Anderson, Andrew Bremner, Kim Cardona, Art Emlen,  Elana Emlen, Mary Nemmers, Tom Olsen, Diana Stotz, Becky Vorpagel, Bobbie Weber, Sonia Worcel

1. Data Needs and Interests of Local Commissions
Representatives from local Commissions on Children and Families submitted questions prior to the meeting and Bobbie passed these out along with her responses.  These questions and answers were the basis for our discussion on local data needs and ways of addressing them.  Bobbie described the primary data reports issued by, or in partnership with, the CCRP.  These are:

· Oregon Population Survey

· Data for Community Planning

· User-Friendly Version of Data for Community Planning 

· Market Rate Survey

· Estimated Supply of Oregon Child Care

· Child Care Performance Measures

· NPC Evaluation of Child Care Quality Improvement

       Everyone agreed that separating five-year-olds from the age groupings would be   

       helpful.  If five-year-olds were in their own group the numbers could be added, if  

       required by funders.

       Becky passed out and reviewed the estimated supply data sheets, and briefly    

       described the methodology for achieving an unduplicated count of active child care   

       providers (certified, registered, enrolled with R&R) at a point in time.  
       There was a suggestion for the CCRP to conduct regional trainings on the state data   

       reports, with ideas for ways to use the data.  A statewide meeting of county early   

       childhood teams was suggested as a possible forum for sharing of the data.  It was 

       also recommended that local CCFs have conversations to clarify their data needs, and 

       develop relationship with the CCRP to promote awareness and responsiveness to the 

       needs.

2. Plan for CCRP Publications

      The CCRP will consider publishing more documents, and in more user-friendly 
      formats, as an alternative to Data for Community Planning.  The group will also look 
      at development of a narrative on production of data, and possibly an annual 
      newsletter.
      Possible topics for future data publications are:
· Affordability

· Head Start
· Child Care Supply

· Trends

3. Subsidy Rate Areas – A, B, C

Bobbie shared background on some of the ways states create rate areas.  Many states pre-set the areas before data are collected.  The most common way is by county.  In Oregon, data are collected by zip code, and three rate areas emerge.  There is some movement across areas.

Researchers are looking at correlations between rate areas and other demographic characteristics.  Rent costs have been shown to be the biggest predictor of child care rates with a 78% correlation.  Household income is also a predictor.  In Oregon salaries and rent are lower in rate area C, than in either B or A.

4. Updates

We ran out of time before doing project updates.  We will do these at the beginning of our next meeting.  

5.  Next Meeting – May 3, 2006, 1:00-3:00, Network Office, Salem
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