Oregon Child Care Research Partnership

April 4, 2007
Minutes

Attendance: Bobbie Weber, Art Emlen, Deana Grobe, Tom Olsen, Becky Vorpagel, Andrew Bremner, Mary Nemmers, Mark Anderson, Sonja Worcel, David Mandell
I. Public use datasets
Tom’s vision is to evaluate all projects funded with CCD funds. Another part of the vision is to learn as a group from the evaluations that are being done. Two pieces of this include: (1) creating a survey question bank (see update below), and (2) providing public use datasets after an evaluation project is completed (if funded with CCD funds). The Research Partnership will store the datasets and documentation on their website for others to use (e.g., when asking other research questions of interest).  

We need to establish guidelines to help those who will be proving these public use datasets. The issues and questions the group raised regarding these guidelines included:

· Confidentiality issue. Placing restrictions on the data.

· Are we talking about quantitative and qualitative data, or only quantitative?

· How are we dealing with the informed consent participants signed prior to completing the initial study?

· Who will be the contact person for a given dataset? Concern about the time commitment in answering people’s questions if they end up using the data in the future.
· Establishing a set of standards for sharing restricted data.

The group decided on a couple of things: (1) keep it simple, (2) only request quantitative data, (3) researchers can place whatever restrictions they would like on the data.
Next Steps:

· Ask permission from Research Connections to modify their data form [Deana]

· Obtain a list of people funded with CCD funds [Bobbie]

· Draft a cover page of why we are doing this [Bobbie]

· Get input on cover page and revised data form from those funded with CCD funds [Bobbie]
II. 2006 Affordability Benchmark – why is the percent affordable increasing?
Our goal for the discussion on the affordability benchmark was to agree on a statement to share with the Progress Board, policy makers, and the public on why we saw a dramatic increase in affordability. Bobbie had redone the affordability benchmark with the 2000, 2002, 2004 and 2006 OPS data using the exact same methods and programs to help us determine what has changed over time: (1) what parents are doing with kids, and/or (2) changes in question wording over time. After quite a bit of discussion about the handout Bobbie provided [Changes in Child Care Affordability: 2000 – 2006] the group felt the following were the key changes that explain the dramatic increase in affordability:
· Drop in the use of paid care by families in the lower quartiles

· Decrease in use of paid care by families with only one adult employed and an increase in paid care by families with two employed adults (finding suggests that more people with two employed adults are paying for care and thus have more disposable income available – smaller share of income is devoted to child care costs)
· Change in how questions were asked in 2004 and 2006 increased the number of families indicating group activity and preschool tuition (our assumption is that more higher income families are purchasing this type of care)

Next Steps:

Bobbie’s Tasks:
· Look at use of unpaid care by income quartiles (and other variables) using 2004 and 2006 data

· Review raw percent of all households with children under 13 and households with children under 13 using paid care
· Limit affordability analysis to under 5 years of age
· Talk to Rebecca about a couple of things: (1) have the demographics of the entire survey changed over the years, in particular, are they reaching fewer lower income households? (2) What happened to the hour question?

· Write up a statement we would share with the Progress Board and others, and send to the OCCRP group before finalizing it.

Tom’s Task:

· Talk with Graham Slater about Unemployment Insurance Take-up rates 
III. NICHD Study Findings
Art provided background on the newly released NICHD study. It is a comprehensive study on the effects of child care on child development. In 1991 they selected 10 hospitals across the U.S. and got the permission of 1,034 families to participate in the study. They followed the child care arrangements of these children for three years and then followed up with development assessments in kindergarten, 3rd grade, and 6th grade. They just released the results from the six grade follow-up findings. They measured reading, math, vocabulary, behavior difficulties, conflict with teachers, social adjustment, parenting styles, and families variables (mothers education and mental health) to name a few. They found quality care to lead to favorable developmental outcomes for children. They also found parenting and family variables to be influential. The more controversial finding was that center care (controlling for quality) had a small negative affect on behavior. The group talked some about the implications for policy and Art handed out a stack of media articles about the study.

IV. System accountability committee: report and next steps
The systems accountability committee met once since our last OCCRP meeting. They have a bunch of tasks to work on and things they will bring up to the coordinating council.  One decision they did make was to stay focused the document on those entities that are funded with CCD funds. They will return to the OCCRP group with an update soon.
V. Quality Indicator Evaluator Search – next steps
We have received two proposals from credible sources. We decided on the following next steps:
· Bobbie will write up the criteria for evaluating the proposals

· Review Committee: Bobbie, Deana, Clara and Dawn Norris at CCD will review the proposals

· OCCRP will decide who to select based on the recommendations from the review committee
VII. Updates
Question Bank Development – Clara Pratt is currently editing the first draft of the question bank. The next step is to form a work group to help prioritize a small set of questions that CCD funded projects will be required to include in future survey instruments. Art had two suggestions: (1) don’t get greedy with the number of required questions, and (2) include a sentence or two as to why it was chosen to be a required question.
DHS/Abt duration follow-up study –  Data is currently being collected. It was going slower than anticipated because of inaccurate phone numbers. Once they received a past participant they were getting a good response rate. 
OCCF Evaluation of family, friend, and neighbor project – A plan of work has been written.
New Child Care Contribution Tax Credit Project evaluation – the RFP’s were due recently. 
Analysis of 2006 OPS data – Bobbie will be bringing OPS results to the group when they become available. 
Next Meeting: Wednesday, May 2, 2007 – 9:30am-Noon 
