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 Introduction

This report fulfills the requirement of the 2006-07 State Budget (Assembly Bill 1801, Chapter 47, Item 6110-196-0001, Provision 13) requiring the California Department of Education (CDE) to provide a status report on “implementing eligibility lists in each county, which shall include, but is not limited to, the cost of implementation and operation of the eligibility list in each county, and number of children and families on the list for each county.”

Background

The Budget Act of 2005 (SB 77, Chapter 278, Statures of 2005) authorized $7.9 million to an alternative payment program in each county to design, maintain and administer a countywide centralized eligibility list (CEL). All of these funds were allocated to the counties, with the same amount authorized in the 2006 and 2007 Budget Acts. Fiscal year 2005-06 was an implementation year, with all Child Development Division (CDD) contractors required to begin utilizing their county CEL as of July 2006, with three specific program-type exemptions. Los Angeles County was not required to fully implement its CEL until June 2007.
Centralized Eligibility List Statutory Requirements

Senate Bill (SB) 68 (Chapter 78), enacted July 19, 2005, added California 
Education Code (EC) Section 8227 and established the requirement for each county to develop and administer a CEL for families waiting to obtain CDE administered subsidized child care and development services. SB 68 requires that the Alternative Payment Program (APP) in each county be the agency that administers the CEL. In counties where there is more than one APP, the legislation requires that the APP that is also the local Resource and Referral Program (R&R) be the CEL Administrator. It further requires that in counties with multiple APPs and R&Rs, the CDE was to establish a process to select the CEL Administrator. Finally, it provided for agencies operating a CEL prior to July 2005, in any county to continue to be the CEL Administrator for those counties. 
EC Section 8227 specifies that each CEL Administrator is to design, maintain, and administer a system to consolidate local child care waiting lists in order to establish a countywide CEL. Each CEL shall collect, at a minimum, the following data:

1. Family characteristics, including ZIP Code of residence, ZIP Code of employment, monthly income, and size.
2. Child characteristics, including birth date and whether the child has special needs.
3. Service characteristics, including reason for need, whether full-time or part-time service is requested, and whether after-hours or weekend care is requested.
The statute also requires that each county CEL Administrator report the collected CEL data to the CDE annually and in a manner determined by the CDE.

The legislation required contractors to participate and use the county CEL in order to be eligible for continued funding from the CDE. The legislation did provide for an exemption for three types of child care and development service contractors from the CEL participation requirement. Exempted contractors are campus child care and development programs operating pursuant to EC Section 66060, migrant child care and development programs operating on a seasonal basis pursuant to EC Section 8230, and programs serving severely handicapped children pursuant to subdivision (d) of EC Section 8250. These child care and development programs may utilize any waiting lists developed at their local sites to fill vacancies for their specific population. Families enrolled from a local site waiting list are to be enrolled according to the priorities in EC Section 8263. However, should any of these exempted programs not able to provide child care and development services for any parent seeking subsidized child care, it must then submit their eligibility list information to the CEL Administrator. 
Each county CEL is designed to be a central hub that gives low-income families access to all of the county’s subsidized child care and development programs through one single application. Families seeking subsidized child care complete and submit a county CEL application to any participating agency in their county. A CEL application may also be taken over the telephone by contacting the county CEL Administrator or a participating agency. This application information is then entered into the county’s CEL which allows countywide CDD contractors (general child care and development centers, family child care home education networks, State Preschool, Pre-kindergarten Family Literacy programs, school-age community child care, and APPs) access to families seeking their services, ranked in terms of eligibility and admissions criteria. Prior to the enactment of EC Section 8227, CDD-contracted programs had kept their own lists of children waiting to enroll. Each county CEL now combines and centralizes all these lists, eliminates duplicates and allows all subsidized child care providers access to families who are potentially eligible for a subsidized child care and development program. Families are ranked on the CEL by eligibility factors (income, family size and need.) When families fall within the same rank, children with exceptional needs are listed first and then the child wait time based on the family application date.  
Statewide CEL implementation offers potential benefits to many different groups. For parents seeking care, a county CEL enables families to have access to all CDD funded programs in the county for which they qualify, expanding a family’s opportunity to obtain subsidized child care. It ensures that the highest-priority families are offered child care services first, meeting the statutory requirement. For providers interested in efficient ways to fill available spaces, the CEL allows CDD-funded centers and APPs to have access to a larger number of eligible families, enhancing their ability to fully earn their contracts. County child care planners are able to more accurately assess the demand for subsidized child care. The CEL data will be a valuable tool to address regional demand for subsidized care which include meeting the EC Section 8499.5(b)(2) requirement for Local Planning Councils (LPCs) to assess local priorities. The data collected will also be a valuable statewide resource for future strategic planning in funding the needs of eligible families waiting for subsidized child care.
Second-Year CEL Implementation

The CEL is the central and initial stop to supply county CEL contractors with the names of eligible children to fill their vacancies. The second year of CEL implementation identified a variety of issues and concerns about the effectiveness of the CEL. While in some counties, the CEL Administrators and CDD contractors built strong, collaborative relationships and designed their CEL systems in response to their contractors’ needs, in other counties, the implementation was a more arduous task. 

Throughout the fiscal year, a variety of problems and concerns were identified: 
· The need for additional staff and resources to perform the essential functions of the CEL.
· The need for family and child data within the county CELs to contain current and relevant information to fill subsidized child care and development slot vacancies in a timely manner.
· The need for uniformity in county CEL user participation.
To respond to the concerns of the field and to ensure the most effective statewide implementation of the CEL legislation, the CDE has:
· Established and conducted regional CEL Administrator meetings.
· Developed a CEL question and answer matrix.
· Developed a CEL information booklet.
· Established a CEL and Head Start workgroup.
· Conducted CEL workgroups at various association meetings.
· Surveyed CEL Administrators on successes and barriers to effective utilization of the CEL.
· Issued Management Bulletin 07-12 clarifying participation and expectations terms from CDD contractors on the use of their county CEL.
· Facilitated work with the CEL workgroup on the development of CEL regulations.
Regional Meetings

The CDE assists CEL Administrators to address common needs and concerns by conducting monthly meetings once a quarter in each region. Staff from CDD facilitates these meetings with CEL Administrators who have grouped themselves into three regions: northern, central, and southern. The meetings focus on policy guidance and technical assistance to improve operations and facilitate full participation from all CDD contractors. The meetings provide a forum for CEL Administrators to network and share strategies to improve the effectiveness of their CELs, and have been very well attended. The regional meetings began December 2006 with the Northern region, with the most recent meeting completed in November 2007. The CEL contract now requires CEL Administrators to attend at least one regional meeting each contract year.  
Question and Answer Matrix

The CDE collected questions asked by CEL Administrators who attended the initial quarterly regional meetings. These questions were put in a CEL question and answer matrix along with responses provided by CDE. The questions and responses were grouped into categories which included CEL eligibility, CEL enrollment process, and clarification to CEL data elements. The matrix was provided to all CEL Administrators helping to establish consistent CEL processes and ensuring uniform interpretation of CEL data elements. Some counties have found the matrix helpful and distributed the matrix through their agency CEL user training sessions. 
CEL Information Booklet

The CDE developed a CEL information booklet providing information on the CEL and answers to the most frequently asked questions in a simple and user-friendly format. This information booklet was created to assist all CDD contractors and their CEL partners by providing a common set of answers to the purpose of the CEL, the CEL process, and the CDE’s directive on how to use the CEL. A copy of the booklet was mailed to each CDD contractor, county local child care and development planning council coordinators, and resource and referral agency. The booklet has been incorporated by county CEL Administrators into their CEL new user training sessions for agencies. 
CEL and Head Start Collaboration

The State’s Head Start Collaboration Office promotes full-day, full year service options for families who need full-day care. The California Head Start State Collaboration Office produced a report titled “Full-Day, Full-Year Early Care and Education Partnerships,” which presents recommendations and suggests programmatic and fiscal practices with programs in furthering collaborative arrangements and partnerships. The CDE also established a workgroup composed of CEL Administrators and Head Start Grantees to explore options and strategies to reduce existing barriers to full-day, full-year partnerships, and ways to promote Head Start participation in local CELs.
Association Presentations

To gather additional comments on how to make the CEL work more effectively, the CDE has conducted CEL workshops at various association meetings. The CDE participated at the California Alternative Payment Program Association (CAPPA), the Child Development Administrators Association (CCDAA), and the California Child Care Resource & Referral Network (R&R) conferences. The CEL workshops included a panel of county CEL Administrators who presented their county CEL’s best practices, successes, and challenges. Some workshops provided an opportunity to prioritize top challenges and brain storm solutions for the following critical issues identified by CEL Administrators and CDD contractors: 

· Wasted staff time in updating and contacting old or incorrect family information from the CEL.

· The lack of additional funding for the increased workload.

· The need for outreach efforts to better inform families on the various types of subsidized child care services and the choices available to parents.

CEL Administrator Survey

The CDE also surveyed county CEL Administrators to gather operational information on the CEL. The questionnaire, sent out in July 2007, requested input on the successes and challenges of each county CEL. Topics within the questionnaire included questions on marketing, training, communication, data, participation, staff, and resources. The questionnaire was constructed in an open-ended style question and answer format, which allowed for CEL Administrators to provide more in-depth responses.
The highlights of the benefits and/or successes of the CEL identified from the responses from the survey include: 

· The development of easily accessible CEL websites providing information on county CELs. Many counties have developed internet-based CEL systems which allow families to sign up and submit their completed on-line CEL application directly to the CEL data system. A number of the CEL websites provide links to CDD contractors’ websites. 

· Innovative approaches to CEL training. Some counties have begun utilizing web-based, instructor-led training applications. These applications create an opportunity for CEL Administrators to provide easy delivery of training to new CEL users over the internet. Benefits can be reaped for counties such as Los Angeles, where the cost for web-based training is less than traditional off-site training.   

· Collaborative relationships improve the CEL data and enrollment. Working collaboratively, the CEL Administrators and their county stakeholders develop mutually agreed and approved local CEL policies and procedures. These agreed upon practices have included methods for updating CEL information, ways to get contractor-specific eligibility list data, and procedures for timely follow-ups. Those with collaborative relationships report more success with full-enrollment because of the CEL and recognition of the benefit of access to a larger number of eligible families than in the past.  

Common challenges shared among some counties include: 

· The need for additional staffing to perform the essential functions of the CEL. Many CEL Administrators lack the necessary staff to perform the labor intensive continuous updating of CEL data records. From the CEL data reported by the counties to the CDE, new child applications received and processed equaled 25.4 percent of all CEL data records for the first quarter of 2007. The second quarter’s new child applications totaled 29.7 percent of all CEL data records and the third quarter of 2007 totaled 22.9 percent.
· The arduous process in trying to fill vacancies from a list of the families who are the most eligible. The most eligible families are the lowest income families and many have unstable lives. Phone numbers have been disconnected or changed, address information has changed, or the family has moved without providing any forwarding information to the CEL. This has resulted in the enrollment process becoming much more time consuming than when individual contractors maintained their own lists. CEL Administrators have stated that if additional funds were available, they could hire staff to help educate families about the importance of keeping their contact information current and about the different types of subsidized child care services available. These resources could be used to keep the CEL data current, relevant, and up-to-date, which would improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the CEL.  

Management Bulletin

EC 8227(e)(1) requires CDD contractors to participate and use the CEL to fill vacancies. In the quarterly meetings with county CEL Administrators, discussions with CEL users, and workshops at association conferences, CDD staff asked what the critical issues were to effective participation. From these discussions, the CDE has learned that uniformity in CEL user participation would greatly assist in maximizing efficiency. In response, the CDE issued Management Bulletin 07-12 clarifying participation requirements for child care and development contractors with the CEL in their county. The Management Bulletin identifies expectations that each child development contractor will:

· Assist parents who are seeking subsidized child care and development services to apply on the CEL and how to contact the local resource agency for information on the types of subsidized child care services available.
· Obtain the names of the most eligible children in their program from the CEL when filling vacancies. 

· Assign staff to use the CEL and to attend CEL training and user group sessions.

· Update the CEL in a timely manner when information has been received that is different from the information in the family/child’s existing record. 

· Review the CEL applications for accuracy prior to the data being entered into the CEL. 

CEL Regulation Workgroup

The CEL workgroup that assisted the CDE with the development of the CEL contract program requirements has begun work on the CEL regulations. The workgroup consists of CEL Administrators and CDD contractors to address CEL issues and to assist with the CEL regulations development. 
Critical Factors Impacting Effective and Efficient CEL Administration and Utilization
The CDE and CEL Administrators have been actively working to implement the legislative intent of the CEL. The second year of implementation has identified challenges to CEL administration and clarified that implementation of the new statewide CEL system involved more work and resources than were initially reflected in the implementing legislation and appropriation. County CEL Administrators have stressed that there is a critical need for resources and staff to perform essential CEL functions and improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the CEL. They also identified a need for a consumer education campaign to educate families about the CEL and the array of subsidized child care services available.    

The enactment of the CEL statute provided no funds for state operations to handle the additional workload of implementing the statewide CEL. Staff has been redirected to work on the CEL; however, ongoing implementation issues, technical assistance, and data analysis cannot be accomplished with existing staff. The CDE is continuing to provide the guidance to make utilization of the CEL effective; however, this redirection of staff has reduced CDD’s ability to complete other assignments in a timely manner and to be as responsive to CEL issues and problem resolution as this assignment demands. 
Second Year CEL Expenditures
The 2006-07 Budget appropriated $7.9 million for the development and administration of CELs in all 58 counties. This amount is unchanged from the appropriation from the Budget Act of 2005. Funding for each county ranged from a base amount of $5,000 up to $500,000, and has not changed from the original amounts allocated.
Each CEL Administrator submitted a fiscal expenditure report in July 2007. These unaudited amounts provide the basis for the second year CEL expenditures. Expenditures totaled $7.4 million and are 94 percent of the $7.9 million allocation.  Prior year 2005-06 expenditures totaled $5.6 million, which were 71 percent of the $7.9 million allocation. The initial year’s expenditures were lower because many counties were unable to begin spending for the CEL until the funds were made available in November 2005.  

The majority of funding (63 percent) was spent on staff salaries and benefits that support CEL coordinators/managers, technology and information technicians, CEL maintenance staff, and other support staff. The next major expenditure item was for “services and other operating expenses” representing about 27 percent that includes software, software licenses, computer consultation, vendor services, and data migration services. Books and supplies represented five percent, and new equipment purchases represented one percent of the expenses. See Appendix A for a display of county CEL expenses.
Children and Families Waiting for Subsidized Child Care

CEL Data Collection

With the completion of individual waiting list data files migrated to the county CELs and with the ongoing CEL data cleanup within the county CEL database this past year, the CDE has taken on additional efforts to improve the integrity of the CEL data. Enhancements to the CDE’s Web-based CEL data collection system, Child Development Centralized Eligibility List System (CDCELS), included the implementation of data edit checks to better validate county CEL data uploaded to the CDE. 
Each county had the discretion of choosing the type of technology and system design to use for their CEL. The majority of the counties chose prepackaged software from major vendors while approximately a dozen of the counties chose custom-made systems or spreadsheets/databases for their CEL. With the different CEL database applications purchased and used by counties, the CDE began requesting CEL database demonstrations from counties to review the county CEL database capabilities, limitations, processes and procedures. The CDE will continue to work with the county’s CEL software vendors and counties to ensure that county CEL database applications prioritize and rank children and families according to program policy rules and that the CEL data elements are interpreted consistently statewide.        
The CEL data collected and displayed for this year’s Legislative Report 2007 may be more complete. However, we continue to caution that the data quality may not be adequate for reliable policy analysis, as full CEL implementation will be a multi-year effort. 

For the third quarter reporting period, ending September 30, 2007, the CDCELS collected CEL data from all 58 counties. Modoc County is the sole county that reported no children waited for subsidized child development services during the reporting quarter. 

Number of Families and Children Waiting

The CEL data indicates that there were 135,067 families and 204,063 children waiting for subsidized care on September 30, 2007. The CEL data from the Legislative Report for 2006 indicated 132,003 families and 206,974 children waited for subsidized child care for the third quarter of 2006. It should be noted that the data reported in the Legislative Report for 2006, and the data reported in this report, may not be comparable. The preliminary CEL data collected for the Legislative Report for 2006 did not reflect full implementation, and some CDD contractors may not have reported and transferred their waiting list to county CELs. Additionally, the data displayed for the Legislative Report for 2006 reflected all records for the reporting quarter including children and families active, inactive, terminated, and enrolled. The CEL data displayed in the Legislative Report for 2007 reflects children and families actively waiting on September 30, 2007, and only includes those active children and families who are income eligible pursuant to EC Section 8263.1, unless otherwise noted. The change in methodology on the compilation of the data displayed in this year’s Legislative Report will provide us with a pragmatic benchmark on the number of children and families who are actively waiting, and potentially income eligible for subsidized child care services. 
Characteristics of Families Who Are Waiting

Of the 135,067 families waiting, the reported reason for needing subsidized child care services is as follows: 
	Reason for needing care 
	Active Families
	Percent

	Working/Employed
	           111,641
	82.7%

	Actively Seeking Employment
	             28,194
	20.9%

	Education or Training
	             22,497
	16.7%

	Seeking Permanent Housing
	               2,588
	1.9%

	Incapacitated
	               3,498
	2.6%

	Looking for Part-day Educational Preschool program
	             14,121
	10.5%


Note that families could have indicated more than one reason for needing care. See Appendix B for county specific information.
The majority (56.1 percent) of families waiting had two or three family members. See Appendix C.
Characteristics of Children Who Are Waiting
Of the 204,063 children waiting, the age group of the children is as follows: 
	Age Group
	Active Children
	Percent

	Up to three years of age
	69,320
	34.0%

	Between three and five years of age
	79,768
	39.1%

	Six years of age and older
	54,975
	26.9%


Note that age was calculated as of September 30, 2007. See Appendix D. 
Of the 204,063 children waiting, the reported time-base needed is as follows: 
	Time base needed
	Active Children
	Percent

	Need Full time Care
	156,056
	76.5%

	Need Part time Care
	64,657
	31.7%

	Need Evening Care
	13,312
	6.5%

	Need Weekend Care
	8,021
	3.9%


Note that families could have indicated more than one time base for needing care. See Appendix E.
Of the 204,063 children waiting, the number of children reported with exceptional needs or in foster care is as follows: 
	Characteristics
	Active Children
	Percent

	Exceptional Needs with either an Individual Family Service Plan (IFSP) or an Individualized Educational Program (IEP)
	23,210
	11.4%

	Foster children or in the care of an adult who is neither their biological or adoptive parent
	4,989
	 2.4%


See Appendix E for county specific information.
The CEL data collected also captured the number of children who waited for subsidized child development services, at some time during the quarter, and were no longer waiting. There were 66,677 (24.63 percent) children who were no longer waiting at some time during the quarter. Of those no longer actively waiting, 18,062 ( 27.09 percent) children were enrolled in subsidized care, with the remaining records deactivated because either the families could not be contacted, they no longer needed care, or the information was no longer valid. The high “no longer actively waiting” statistic is reasonable as all county CEL Administrators updates records and purge files at least annually. See Appendix F.
Comparison of Demand and Service Data
The CEL data collected indicates 204,063 children were waiting for subsidized care on September 30, 2007. The unduplicated number of children served in state fiscal year, July 1, 2005, through June 30, 2006, was 497,725.(  
CDE Objectives for 2007-08
The CDE will continue the regional quarterly meetings with CEL Administrators to further address common needs and concerns. The CDE will continue work to promulgate CEL regulations to provide guidance and consistency to all CDD contractors. Collaboration will continue with software vendors to address issues of data collection, data uniformity, and data submittal. 
The CDE will also begin work to develop and incorporate a CEL ‘wait-list’ verification process to be utilized by the Categorical Program Monitoring/Contract Monitoring Review (CPM/CMR) conducted by CDD consultants. The verification process will assist in ensuring that the agencies are selecting, offering and enrolling children with the highest priority for subsidized child care and development services.  

Appendix A
County Centralized Eligibility List Expenditures for 2006-07*

	County
	Salaries: Certified
	Salaries: Classified
	Benefits
	Books & Supplies
	Services & Other Operating Expenses
	Capital Outlay
	New Equipment
	Equipment Replacement
	Depreciation/ Use Allowance
	Indirect Cost
	Total Expenses

	Alameda
	
	$117,547
	$43,263
	$28,931
	$118,207
	$5,883
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$313,831

	Alpine
	 
	$3,610
	 
	$976
	$556
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$5,142

	Amador
	 
	$6,719
	$1,875
	$914
	$2,100
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$11,608

	Butte
	 
	$32,562
	$10,266
	$8,865
	$11,832
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$63,525

	Calaveras
	 
	$7,201
	$2,373
	$778
	$4,709
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$15,061

	Colusa
	 
	$13,677
	$4,047
	$4,080
	$108
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$1,534
	$23,446

	Contra Costa
	 
	$96,087
	$25,369
	$2,293
	$58,501
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$182,250

	Del Norte
	 
	$3,647
	$688
	$4,287
	$4,721
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$13,343

	El Dorado
	 
	$24,876
	$7,329
	$3,985
	$9,123
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$45,313

	Fresno
	$53,563
	$36,729
	$28,186
	$10,866
	$197,024
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$18,864
	$345,232

	Glenn
	 
	$16,037
	$4,735
	$628
	$1,650
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$1,844
	$24,894

	Humboldt
	 
	$23,424
	$8,593
	$1,726
	$8,751
	 
	 
	 
	$254
	$2,778
	$45,526

	Imperial
	$172
	$51,091
	$19,772
	$2,293
	$10,042
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$6,111
	$89,481

	Inyo
	 
	$3,378
	$1,354
	$266
	$4,468
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$757
	$10,223

	Kern
	 
	$176,920
	$80,787
	$25,688
	$32,071
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$15,552
	$331,018

	Kings
	 
	$13,042
	$4,791
	$6,631
	$33,370
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$4,938
	$62,772

	Lake
	 
	$9,293
	$2,508
	$3,226
	$9,018
	 
	 
	$7,461
	 
	$1,924
	$33,430

	Lassen
	 
	$6,416
	$3,354
	 
	$699
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$10,469

	Los Angeles
	 
	$154,419
	$62,120
	 
	$176,060
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$12,353
	$404,952

	Madera
	 
	$32,089
	$8,840
	$2,045
	$20,032
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$5,041
	$68,047

	Marin
	 
	$28,828
	$6,342
	$1,545
	$3,519
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$7,095
	$47,329

	Mariposa
	 
	$4,623
	$988
	$455
	$2,852
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$8,918

	Mendocino
	 
	$11,478
	$2,988
	$5,252
	$10,979
	 
	 
	$7,078
	 
	$2,456
	$40,231

	Merced
	$5,661
	$53,505
	$20,855
	$13,308
	$24,793
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$7,796
	$125,918

	Modoc
	 
	$2,189
	$704
	 
	$3,944
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$547
	$7,384

	Mono
	 
	$5,714
	$1,893
	$1,322
	$727
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$788
	$10,444

	Monterey
	 
	$90,020
	$20,499
	$3,462
	$88,950
	 
	$3,271
	$100
	 
	 
	$206,302

	Napa
	$584
	$24,395
	$7,628
	$1,290
	$7,960
	 
	 
	$284
	 
	 
	$42,141

	Nevada
	 
	$19,110
	$4,272
	$470
	$10,531
	 
	 
	 
	$48
	 
	$34,431

	Orange
	 
	$228,131
	$95,630
	$20,528
	$138,632
	 
	$17,079
	 
	 
	 
	$500,000

	Placer
	$7,316
	$28,192
	$12,157
	$66
	$4,207
	 
	 
	 
	$1,021
	$4,153
	$57,112

	Plumas
	 
	$5,831
	$1,646
	$1,238
	$1,280
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$9,995

	Riverside
	$136,169
	$89,369
	$88,437
	$7,208
	$86,235
	 
	$20,253
	 
	 
	$30,106
	$457,777

	Sacramento
	 
	$219,851
	$71,132
	$26,428
	$46,471
	 
	$1,262
	 
	 
	$8,445
	$373,589

	San Benito
	$9,739
	$0
	$3,515
	 
	$17,880
	 
	$0
	 
	 
	 
	$31,134

	San Bernardino
	 
	$232,898
	$79,765
	$11,165
	$119,786
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$32,206
	$475,820

	San Diego
	 
	$245,476
	$62,155
	$48,175
	$49,807
	 
	$1,207
	 
	 
	$15,521
	$422,341

	San Francisco
	$99,377
	 
	$26,197
	 
	$44,636
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$13,368
	$183,578
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County Centralized Eligibility List Expenditures for 2006-07*

	County
	Salaries: Certified
	Salaries: Classified
	Benefits
	Books & Supplies
	Services & Other Operating Expenses
	Capital Outlay
	New Equipment
	Equipment Replacement
	Depreciation/ Use Allowance
	Indirect Cost
	Total Expenses

	San Joaquin
	 
	$89,175
	$31,635
	$24,895
	$96,221
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$18,919
	$260,845

	San Luis Obispo
	 
	$47,178
	$12,777
	$6,051
	$8,345
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$5,948
	$80,299

	San Mateo
	$45
	$86,795
	$17,444
	$432
	$44,553
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$149,269

	Santa Barbara
	$17,925
	$38,889
	$13,496
	$4,329
	$61,998
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$136,637

	Santa Clara
	 
	$259,688
	$79,052
	$3,186
	$68,853
	 
	$2,369
	 
	 
	 
	$413,148

	Santa Cruz
	 
	$14,678
	$1,415
	$3,828
	$58,912
	 
	$4,345
	$0
	 
	 
	$83,178

	Shasta
	 
	$38,831
	$19,888
	$4,543
	$7,106
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$5,376
	$75,744

	Sierra
	 
	$2,114
	$299
	$6
	$152
	 
	$0
	 
	$33
	 
	$2,604

	Siskiyou
	 
	$7,230
	$3,257
	$648
	$2,605
	$564
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$14,304

	Solano
	$14,905
	$6,732
	$2,484
	$4,527
	$56,829
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$85,477

	Sonoma
	$89,004
	$1,509
	$13,076
	$8,501
	$35,366
	 
	 
	$1,190
	 
	 
	$148,646

	Stanislaus
	$6,705
	$103,414
	$33,734
	$4,207
	$18,315
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$13,310
	$179,685

	Sutter
	 
	$10,108
	$3,739
	$623
	$40,159
	 
	$747
	 
	 
	 
	$55,376

	Tehama
	 
	$16,588
	$7,257
	$2,761
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$1,741
	$28,347

	Trinity
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$10,153
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$10,153

	Tulare
	 
	$94,182
	$48,598
	$2,214
	$15,652
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$11,388
	$172,034

	Tuolumne
	 
	$9,020
	$1,927
	$1,235
	$6,452
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$18,634

	Ventura
	 
	$129,122
	$27,480
	$12,389
	$92,980
	 
	$15,000
	 
	 
	$18,055
	$295,026

	Yolo
	 
	$24,714
	$14,287
	$2,052
	$16,723
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$57,776

	Yuba
	 
	$6,124
	$2,265
	$377
	$24,314
	 
	$453
	 
	 
	 
	$33,533

	Totals
	$441,165
	$3,104,465
	$1,161,163
	$337,194
	$2,031,919
	$6,447
	$65,986
	$16,113
	$1,356
	$268,914
	$7,434,722

	Percent of Expenses 
	5.9%
	41.8%
	15.6%
	4.5%
	27.3%
	0.1%
	0.9%
	0.2%
	0.0%
	3.6%
	


Source:  Child Development Fiscal Services (CDFS) 9529 end of Year Fiscal Report.
* Unaudited

	Appendix B

	Families Waiting and Reasons for Needing Care

	Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2007 (July 1, 2007 - September 30, 2007)

	 
	 
	R  E  A  S  O  N      C  A  T  E  G  O  R  I  E  S

	COUNTY  
	FAMILY COUNT
	CHILD PROTECTIVE SERVICES
	WORKING
	EDUCATION OR TRAINING
	SEEKING EMPLOYMENT
	IN-CAPACITATED
	SEEKING HOUSING
	PART-DAY PRESCHOOL

	Alameda
	5,040
	32
	3,888
	1,004
	1,186
	133
	98
	256

	Alpine
	7
	0
	6
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Amador
	113
	0
	89
	14
	43
	4
	6
	36

	Butte
	1,268
	43
	949
	269
	288
	32
	5
	147

	Calaveras
	105
	0
	98
	15
	25
	2
	5
	23

	Colusa
	199
	0
	157
	7
	35
	1
	0
	19

	Contra Costa
	3,567
	59
	2,757
	585
	1,159
	161
	121
	1,382

	Del Norte
	43
	0
	37
	10
	6
	2
	0
	9

	El Dorado
	954
	3
	803
	127
	211
	25
	0
	52

	Fresno
	2,101
	7
	1,860
	325
	429
	19
	4
	573

	Glenn
	371
	2
	310
	60
	101
	18
	8
	58

	Humboldt
	579
	26
	456
	123
	141
	46
	21
	150

	Imperial
	1,461
	2
	1,282
	240
	108
	23
	10
	244

	Inyo
	46
	0
	44
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0

	Kern
	6,331
	2
	4,605
	1,412
	1,021
	126
	36
	1,078

	Kings
	893
	14
	763
	188
	122
	9
	27
	124

	Lake
	336
	0
	274
	57
	71
	19
	1
	27

	Lassen
	60
	0
	58
	9
	10
	0
	0
	2

	Los Angeles
	26,570
	283
	22,136
	4,860
	4,848
	770
	351
	670

	Madera
	1,366
	3
	1,173
	133
	391
	28
	9
	214

	Marin
	579
	17
	509
	85
	189
	15
	16
	336

	Mariposa
	17
	0
	16
	2
	1
	1
	0
	0

	Mendocino
	270
	2
	236
	38
	52
	4
	1
	11

	Merced
	817
	4
	718
	203
	182
	15
	9
	94

	Modoc
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Mono
	47
	0
	46
	1
	14
	0
	0
	18

	Monterey
	1,463
	33
	1,271
	145
	376
	25
	25
	32

	Napa
	679
	7
	610
	74
	171
	16
	10
	4

	Nevada
	291
	0
	227
	41
	89
	6
	5
	18

	Orange
	7,292
	141
	6,111
	1,356
	1,856
	83
	2
	604

	Placer
	793
	8
	588
	165
	131
	8
	20
	237

	Plumas
	6
	0
	4
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0

	Riverside
	7,481
	32
	6,608
	882
	1,034
	95
	156
	533

	Sacramento
	3,295
	46
	2,595
	655
	955
	111
	68
	1,365

	San Benito
	270
	6
	236
	35
	51
	4
	6
	0

	San Bernardino
	10,633
	58
	9,486
	1,506
	1,267
	170
	98
	563

	San Diego
	7,651
	72
	5,361
	1,576
	2,205
	154
	826
	1,210

	San Francisco
	2,566
	24
	1,994
	597
	903
	105
	115
	71


	Appendix B

	Families Waiting and Reasons for Needing Care

	Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2007 (July 1, 2007 - September 30, 2007)

	 
	 
	R  E  A  S  O  N      C  A  T  E  G  O  R  I  E  S

	COUNTY  
	FAMILY COUNT
	CHILD PROTECTIVE SERVICES
	WORKING
	EDUCATION OR TRAINING
	SEEKING EMPLOYMENT
	IN-CAPACITATED
	SEEKING HOUSING
	PART-DAY PRESCHOOL

	San Joaquin
	3,150
	21
	2,292
	551
	515
	31
	92
	343

	San Luis Obispo
	550
	4
	509
	92
	96
	12
	3
	0

	San Mateo
	3,949
	13
	3,433
	434
	636
	57
	89
	547

	Santa Barbara
	2,343
	20
	2,094
	348
	558
	128
	27
	307

	Santa Clara
	7,808
	73
	6,687
	1,232
	2,096
	279
	24
	593

	Santa Cruz
	646
	2
	582
	49
	109
	13
	7
	1

	Shasta
	705
	2
	597
	141
	155
	41
	3
	5

	Sierra
	3
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Siskiyou
	48
	0
	48
	13
	0
	1
	0
	0

	Solano
	2,496
	31
	2,115
	334
	403
	47
	54
	194

	Sonoma
	2,125
	118
	1,775
	254
	567
	94
	29
	308

	Stanislaus
	2,600
	8
	2,159
	297
	457
	140
	11
	615

	Sutter
	506
	4
	422
	94
	148
	16
	1
	59

	Tehama
	227
	1
	192
	25
	46
	3
	0
	20

	Trinity
	9
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	9

	Tulare
	7,345
	20
	6,128
	895
	1,628
	303
	54
	848

	Tuolumne
	93
	0
	83
	17
	23
	1
	1
	18

	Ventura
	3,847
	11
	3,292
	671
	842
	83
	128
	28

	Yolo
	691
	0
	570
	189
	127
	9
	2
	40

	Yuba
	366
	8
	300
	58
	113
	8
	4
	26

	TOTALS
	135,067
	1,263
	111,641
	22,497
	28,194
	3,498
	2,588
	14,121

	Percent of Total Families
	 
	0.94%
	82.66%
	16.66%
	20.87%
	2.59%
	1.92%
	10.45%

	Source:  California Department of Education, Child Development Centralized Eligibility List System (CDCELS). 

	Data reflects active family records at September 30, 2007 and income eligible for subsidized child care services (Income Rankings Chart FY 2006-07).  Counts were unduplicated by category, county and family identifier.  (Families could have indicated more than one reason for needing care)


Appendix C
Families on County Centralized Eligibility Lists, by Family Size
Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2007 (July 1, 2007 - September 30, 2007)

	Family Size
	COUNT
	PERCENT

	1
	3,232
	2.4%

	2
	36,272
	26.9%

	3
	39,493
	29.2%

	4
	31,759
	23.5%

	5
	15,913
	11.8%

	6+
	8,398
	6.2%
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Source:  California Department of Education, Child Development Centralized Eligibility List System (CDCELS)
Data reflects active family records at September 30, 2007 and income eligible for subsidized child care services (Income Ranking Chart FY 2006-07.)  Counts were unduplicated by county and family identifier

Appendix D
Ages of children of county Centralized Eligibility Lists

Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2007 (July 1, 2007 - September 30, 2007)

	AGE GROUPINGS
	COUNT
	PERCENT

	0 TO 3 YEARS
	69,320
	34%

	3 TO 6 YEARS
	79,768
	39%

	6+ YEARS
	54,975
	27%



[image: image3]
Source:  California Department of Education, Child Development Centralized Eligibility List System (CDCELS)

Data reflects active child records at September 30, 2007 and income eligible for subsidized child care services (Income Ranking Chart FY 2006-07.)  Counts were unduplicated by county and child identifier

	Appendix E

	Children Waiting and Time Needed

	Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2007 (July 1, 2007 - September 30, 2007)

	 
	 
	C A T E G O R I E S 

	COUNTY
	CHILD COUNT
	CHILD HAS IFSP OR IEP
	CHILD IS FOSTER or GUARDIAN CHILD
	CHILD NEEDS FULL TIME CARE
	CHILD NEEDS PART TIME CARE
	CHILD NEEDS EVENING CARE
	CHILD NEEDS WEEKEND CARE

	Alameda
	7,107
	79
	90
	5,592
	2,090
	253
	189

	Alpine
	8
	0
	0
	8
	0
	0
	0

	Amador
	162
	9
	5
	79
	105
	10
	12

	Butte
	1,999
	7
	35
	1,526
	1,113
	43
	59

	Calaveras
	157
	9
	4
	77
	120
	17
	14

	Colusa
	288
	2
	1
	218
	79
	16
	40

	Contra Costa
	4,840
	185
	59
	3,037
	2,749
	428
	338

	Del Norte
	62
	1
	1
	38
	35
	7
	11

	El Dorado
	1,419
	15
	26
	899
	521
	16
	30

	Fresno
	3,538
	0
	94
	312
	312
	2,968
	732

	Glenn
	501
	135
	18
	312
	240
	6
	6

	Humboldt
	858
	38
	8
	562
	493
	58
	59

	Imperial
	2,194
	112
	57
	1,691
	708
	112
	101

	Inyo
	78
	1
	0
	71
	7
	0
	0

	Kern
	9,512
	23
	216
	7,526
	4,398
	713
	467

	Kings
	1,507
	515
	46
	1,184
	397
	68
	52

	Lake
	529
	12
	23
	337
	222
	45
	34

	Lassen
	108
	0
	7
	71
	56
	1
	5

	Los Angeles
	41,497
	7,320
	1,243
	36,390
	8,444
	1,228
	1,105

	Madera
	2,704
	1
	2
	1,881
	826
	0
	0

	Marin
	764
	43
	2
	505
	416
	60
	28

	Mariposa
	28
	0
	0
	18
	15
	0
	0

	Mendocino
	413
	5
	13
	268
	181
	49
	45

	Merced
	1,305
	481
	58
	982
	469
	113
	95

	Modoc
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Mono
	58
	1
	0
	55
	35
	0
	5

	Monterey
	2,269
	187
	18
	47
	24
	1,705
	612

	Napa
	1,037
	254
	14
	933
	135
	9
	5

	Nevada
	405
	1
	5
	161
	301
	1
	1

	Orange
	10,988
	155
	127
	7,762
	3,238
	514
	499

	Placer
	1,073
	30
	29
	744
	507
	91
	65

	Plumas
	10
	2
	2
	7
	2
	3
	2

	Riverside
	11,095
	2,257
	327
	8,972
	2,985
	57
	44

	Sacramento
	4,900
	209
	163
	2,847
	3,070
	356
	278

	San Benito
	411
	75
	5
	315
	112
	3
	6

	San Bernardino
	16,032
	4,785
	462
	13,652
	4,376
	922
	517

	San Diego
	11,269
	398
	526
	9,239
	4,243
	1,663
	1,225

	San Francisco
	3,161
	72
	10
	2,881
	271
	104
	102


	Appendix E

	Children Waiting and Time Needed

	Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2007 (July 1, 2007 - September 30, 2007)

	 
	 
	C A T E G O R I E S 

	COUNTY
	CHILD COUNT
	CHILD HAS IFSP OR IEP
	CHILD IS FOSTER or GUARDIAN CHILD
	CHILD NEEDS FULL TIME CARE
	CHILD NEEDS PART TIME CARE
	CHILD NEEDS EVENING CARE
	CHILD NEEDS WEEKEND CARE

	San Joaquin
	4,461
	67
	131
	3,107
	1,327
	23
	4

	San Luis Obispo
	813
	46
	24
	677
	351
	59
	110

	San Mateo
	5,098
	47
	49
	3,899
	1,897
	275
	200

	Santa Barbara
	3,523
	2,235
	51
	2,464
	1,274
	119
	80

	Santa Clara
	10,902
	27
	115
	6,989
	5,634
	283
	171

	Santa Cruz
	1,049
	472
	20
	808
	332
	16
	23

	Shasta
	1,082
	32
	41
	802
	565
	94
	91

	Sierra
	5
	0
	1
	2
	4
	0
	0

	Siskiyou
	93
	2
	7
	81
	12
	3
	2

	Solano
	4,204
	129
	241
	3,620
	1,283
	401
	273

	Sonoma
	2,845
	68
	26
	2,148
	659
	60
	17

	Stanislaus
	3,705
	967
	99
	2,675
	1,728
	6
	2

	Sutter
	782
	3
	25
	406
	320
	97
	86

	Tehama
	390
	17
	8
	262
	249
	0
	0

	Trinity
	9
	0
	0
	0
	9
	0
	0

	Tulare
	12,855
	957
	297
	9,746
	4,452
	75
	43

	Tuolumne
	125
	7
	3
	81
	73
	12
	13

	Ventura
	6,299
	710
	113
	6,140
	603
	9
	8

	Yolo
	937
	1
	21
	622
	334
	39
	18

	Yuba
	600
	4
	21
	297
	256
	102
	97

	Totals
	204,063
	23,210
	4,989
	156,025
	64,657
	13,312
	8,021

	Percent of Total Children
	 
	11.37%
	2.44%
	76.46%
	31.68%
	6.52%
	3.93%


Source:  California Department of Education, Child Development Centralized Eligibility List System (CDCELS)

Data reflects active child records at September 30, 2007 and income eligible for subsidized child care services (Income Rankings Chart FY 2006-07). Counts were unduplicated by category, county and child identifier. (Families could have indicated more than one time base need for care)

Appendix F
Child CEL Active Waiting Status

Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2007 (July 1, 2007 - September 30, 2007)

	STATUS
	COUNT
	PERCENT

	ACTIVE
	         204,063 
	75%

	INACTIVE
	           66,677 
	25%

	 
	   
	 


If no longer active, was child enrolled in a Child Development Program

	STATUS
	ENROLLED
	COUNT
	PERCENT

	INACTIVE
	 NO 
	           48,615 
	72.91%

	INACTIVE
	 YES 
	           18,062 
	27.09%

	 
	   
	 
	 



[image: image4]
Source:  California Department of Education, Child Development Centralized Eligibility List System (CDCELS)

Data includes all active, inactive, terminated and enrolled child records for quarter 3, 2007 and income eligible for subsidized child care services (Income Rankings Chart FY 2006-07). Counts were unduplicated by county and child identifier.
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( Source:  CD-800 Child Care Annual Aggregate Report for state fiscal year July 1, 2005–June 30, 2006.
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