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Introduction

This report fulfills the requirement of the 2007-08 State Budget (Senate Bill 77, Chapter 171, Item 6110-196-0001, Provision 11) requiring the California Department of Education (CDE) to provide a status report on the implementation of the centralized eligibility lists (CELs) in each county. This report will include but not be limited to, the cost of implementation, operation, and number of children and families on the list for each county. 
This report discusses Fiscal Year 2007-08 implementation activities and provides data for September 30, 2008
. Information relating to previous years can be found on the CDE’s Centralized Eligibility List Legislative Reports Web page at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/ci/celreports.asp. 

Background
Prior to 2005, each child care and development contractor kept their own waiting list for enrollment purposes. Senate Bill (SB) 68 (Chapter 78) enacted July 19, 2005, changed this practice by adding California Education Code (EC) Section 8227 that established the requirement for each county to design, maintain, and administer a CEL for families waiting to obtain CDE administered subsidized child care and development services. EC Section 8227 outlined basic administration, participation, and data collection requirements. It required:
· The Alternative Payment Program (APP) in each county to administer the CEL, unless the county participated in the CEL Pilot Project and operated a CEL prior to July 2005. 
· The CEL to collect, at a minimum:
· Family characteristics
· Child characteristics
· Service characteristics
· County CEL Administrators to report the collected CEL data to the CDE annually and in a manner determined by the CDE.
· All child development contractors to participate and use the county CEL in order to be eligible for continued funding from the CDE with the exception of campus child care and development programs, migrant child care and development programs, and programs serving severely handicapped children.
Counties combined and centralized all waiting lists in 2006 guided by the statutory provisions to eliminate duplicity and allow all subsidized child care providers access to families who are potentially eligible for a subsidized child care and development program. 
The CEL permits parents seeking subsidized child care and development services to apply via one county application. Application information is entered into the county’s CEL allowing countywide Child Development Division (CDD) contractors seeking to fill vacancies to access lists of families seeking services, ranked in terms of eligibility and admissions criteria. CDD program contractors include:

· General Child Care and Development Centers
 

· Family Child Care Home Education Networks

· State Preschool

· Pre-kindergarten Family Literacy Programs
 

· School-age Community Child Care

· APPs
For more detailed information regarding how a CEL works, please refer to the CDE’s Centralized Eligibility List Legislative Reports Web page available at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/ci/celreports.asp.
CEL Data 
Each county collects and reports CEL data to the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) on a quarterly basis. For the third quarter reporting period, ending September 30, 2008, the Child Development Centralized Eligibility List System (CDCELS) collected CEL data from all 58 counties. The CEL data displayed in this legislative report reflects data for September 30, 2008 and only includes those active children and families who are income eligible pursuant to EC, Section 8263.1 (unless otherwise noted). Note: The State Median Income was increased resulting in the update of the income ranking chart used by county CELs effective December, 2007. See Management Bulletin 07-14 on the CDE Management Bulletins Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/ci/allmbs.asp for additional details.
Number of Families and Children Waiting

The CEL data indicates that there were 149,028 families and 220,069 children waiting for subsidized care on September 30, 2008. This represents an increase in the number of children and families reported on the CEL at the same time the prior year. In the third quarter of 2007, 135,067 families and 204,063 children waited for subsidized child care.
Characteristics of Families Who Are Waiting

Of the 149,028 families waiting for care, the reported reason for needing subsidized child care services is as follows:

	Reason for Needing Care 
	Number of Active Families
	Percent

	Working/Employed
	 119,479
	 80.17%

	Actively Seeking Employment
	 38,435
	 25.79%

	Education Or Training
	 25,599
	 17.18%

	Seeking Permanent Housing
	 3,268
	 2.19%

	Incapacitated
	 3,891
	 2.61%

	Looking For Part-day Educational Preschool Program
	 24,237
	 16.26%


 Families could have indicated more than one reason for needing care. 
 See Appendix B for county specific information.

Only 1.7% of families waiting reported a family size of one. The majority of families waiting (79.4%) reported a family size of two, three, or four. See Appendix C.

Characteristics of Children Who Are Waiting

Of the 220,069 children waiting, the age group of the children is as follows: 

	Age Group
	Number of Active Children
	Percent

	Up To Three Years of Age
	 76,355
	 35%

	Between Three And Five Years Of Age
	 87,629
	 40%

	Six Years Of Age And Older
	 56,085
	 25%


 Age was calculated as of September 30, 2008. See Appendix D. 
Of the 220,069 children waiting, the reported time-base for care is as follows: 

	Time Base Needed

	Number of Active Children
	Percent


	Full-Time Care
	 163,592
	 74.34%

	Part-Time Care
	 81,553
	 37.06%

	Evening Care
	 13,841
	 6.29%

	Weekend Care
	 9,018
	 4.10%


 Families could have indicated more than one time-base for needing care. 
 See Appendix E.
Of the 220,069 children waiting for services, the reported number of children with exceptional needs and number of children in foster care or in the care of an adult who is neither their biological or adoptive parent is as follows:

	Characteristics

	Number of Active Children
	Percent


	Exceptional Needs With Either An Individual Family Service Plan (IFSP) Or An Individualized Educational Program (IEP)
	 3,315
	 1.51%

	Foster Children Or In The Care Of An Adult Who Is Neither Their Biological Or Adoptive Parent
	 4,550
	 2.07%


 See Appendix E for county specific information.

The CEL data also captured the number of children who waited for subsidized child development services, at some time during the quarter, and were no longer waiting for care (i.e., inactive). Twenty five percent of children (74,386) were inactive at some time during the quarter. Of those, 27,558 (37.05 %) children were enrolled in subsidized care, with the remaining records inactivated because the families could not be contacted, they no longer needed care, or the information was no longer valid. The high number of inactive records is reasonable as all county CEL Administrators update records and purge files at least annually. See Appendix F.
Comparison of Demand and Service Data
In addition to collecting data on the number of children and families waiting for subsidized child care and development services, the CDE collects data on the number of children served by CDD contractors. Each subsidized child care services contractor who maintains an agreement with the CDE is required to submit a monthly CDD-801A report that lists all families and children that received CDD-subsidized services for a specified month. See the CDE's CDD-801A Monthly Population Information Web Page at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/ci/cdd801ainfo.asp for further information. A total of 495,426 children were served by CDD programs in the 2007-08 State Fiscal Year.

The CEL data shows that there were 220,069 children waiting for subsidized care on September 30, 2008. Due to the different time frames involved, a direct correlation can not be made between the two numbers.
Funding for the CEL

The Budget Act of 2007-08 allocated $7.9 million for the purpose of implementing the CEL. Despite CDE’s requests for additional funding via a budget change proposal in the past two years, the total allocation for the CEL has remained unchanged over time. To date, the state has not allocated any funding for state operations to support the administration of the program, including the development of the required regulations, or to provide technical assistance at the local level. The funding allocated has not been sufficient to address the full cost of local implementation. 
Administration
The CDE has worked together with county CEL Administrators to implement the requirements of this program. State staff has been redirected from other assignments to provide administrative oversight, technical assistance and facilitate regional CEL Administrator meetings on a quarterly basis. These meetings have provided a valuable forum for exchanging information and discussing issues of concern and their possible solutions. At the regional meetings, participants have shared that it is important to continue to:
· Promote full CDD contractor participation in the CEL.
· Collaborate to promote consistent implementation statewide.
· Provide opportunities for CEL Administrators to meet as one group.
· Provide opportunities for CEL Administrators to spend more time reviewing and discussing aggregate data.
· Work together to find ways to improve the time it takes to fill vacant slots.

Participants have also shared that it is important to consider:
· The caseload in each county and its impact to workload.

· The importance of updating data on a regular basis. 
· The significant workload created by the enacted legislation, especially that which relates to updating and maintaining family application data current.
· The need for additional resources to support county CELs in conducting essential CEL functions, including but not limited to processing applications which includes reviewing application information and updating records on a regular basis.
CDE Activities for Fiscal Year 2007-08
The CDE has conducted a number of activities including, but not limited to, the following:
· Provided ongoing technical assistance relating to enrollment priorities and CDD program requirements.
· Provided technical assistance to county CEL Administrators experiencing difficulty with individual software applications.

· Communicated with software vendors to clarify CEL and CDD program requirements as well as the need to update their county CELs, per statutory and regulatory requirements, in a timely manner.

· Collaborated with field consultants as necessary to facilitate county CEL / CDD contractor meetings.
· Offered a state CEL meeting on August 27, 2008, to provide Administrators with an opportunity to meet as a group, provide necessary information, and address the request to receive training on the new CDD Eligibility and Need Regulations implemented July 1, 2008.

· Included software vendors in state meetings to ensure that they have access to the information relating to state policy and regulation.
· Commenced collecting vendor identification numbers to assess enrollment from the CEL.

· Investigated the possibility of holding future web based meetings to expand access to information to all county CEL Administrators.
· Requested the assistance of the State and Territory Technical Assistance Specialist of the National Child Care Information and Technical Assistance Center to research other waiting list models, to investigate how other states are approaching the development of a waiting list and state policies for governing the waiting list. 
Critical Factors Impacting Effective and Efficient CEL Administration and Utilization

The state has made a concerted effort to implement the CEL and to promote access to subsidized child care. Despite tenacious efforts on behalf of state and local users, the last three years of implementation have shown that the CEL is much more than just a waiting list. It is a complex process that requires more coordination, collaboration and resources than originally envisioned in the implementing legislation and allocation. 

The following illustrates key issues and provides possible recommendations to consider:
1. Changing Family Data
One of the greatest challenges faced by county CELs is the challenge of keeping up with changing family and child information. During the past year, CEL Administrators have noted that families in the lowest ranks are the most challenging to contact given the frequent changes in employment and area of residence. 

Families with the lowest income tend to move frequently without providing new contact information. As a result, contractors that pull a list of the most eligible children frequently find themselves calling families whose phone numbers have been disconnected or in some cases mailing letters to families who no longer live at the address listed on their CEL application. 

Other families are reached but may no longer be at the same income level than that noted on the application. CEL users have reported that some families may have a higher income than originally reported either due to a change in employment or incorrectly reporting income.

Another factor affecting the time it takes to enroll a family is the change in a family’s preference for a service area. The CEL application allows a family to note the zip code in which they would like service. Families may no longer wish to have service provided in that zip code(s) noted on the application given changes in their employment address and/or the amount of travel they might have to do in order to get to the contractor offering the service. 

This dynamic nature of the family’s employment, income, and contact information, combined with the possibility that a family may not want to have care provided by the contractor who is contacting them, makes it challenging for contractors to fill their vacancies efficiently. The result is delays in filling vacancies, increased frustration among agencies, hesitancy to use the CEL, and ultimately may be impacting unearned contract dollars.
2. Lack of Necessary Resources

As reported in the 2007 report, on the CDE Centralized Eligibility List Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cd/ci/celreports.asp, county CEL Administrators have stressed that there is a critical need for resources and staff to conduct essential CEL functions and improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the CEL. 

In order to address the need to provide more current family and child information, a few county CELs update family and child information more frequently. Counties that have implemented this process have been able to inactivate applications for families/children that no longer need care and update income and contact information for those families that still need care. This practice has resulted in being able to provide contractors with more recent information and improving the time it takes to fill a vacancy. However, many CEL contractors have reported that they do not have the necessary fiscal or human resources necessary to review and update CEL records more frequently. Additional resources are necessary for CEL Administrators to conduct the essential CEL function of informing parents, collecting applications, inputting data, and implementing processes to improve the availability of more current data (e.g. updating information more regularly).
Contractors have also identified a need for a statewide 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 technical assistance; however, this redirection of staff has reduced CDD’s ability to complete other assignments in a timely manner and be as responsive to CEL issues and problem resolution as this assignment demands.

The CDE submitted a Budget Change Proposal (BCP) in 2007 to request additional funding to support CEL implementation at the state and local levels. Since the BCP was not funded, the CDE resubmitted the request in 2008. Approval of the requested amounts would fund one full-time position to provide the necessary technical assistance and complete the work on the development of the much needed regulations. The funds would also permit the state to support essential CEL functions at the local level.
3. Contractor Usage

In order to assess whether contractors were enrolling children from the CEL, the CDD vendor identification numbers were added to the list of CEL data elements and the collection of county CEL enrollment data linked to CDD vendor numbers have been reported to the state beginning April 2008. As noted earlier in this report, the CDD also collects CDD family and child enrollment information reported directly by CDD contractors (CDD-801A Reports submitted via the Child Development Management Information System). The CDE is beginning to review the information from the two systems to conduct a comparative analysis.

Third Year CEL Expenditures

End of Year Fiscal Reports submitted to the Child Development Fiscal Services contained third year CEL expenditures. These unaudited amounts provide the basis for third year CEL expenditures described in this report. Expenditures totaled $7,715,857 million, representing 97.7% of the total $7.9 million allocation. While a total of 2.3% of the funds were unspent, it should be noted that some counties reported spending much more than their allocation to accomplish the work. For example, one large county spent $33,615 over the amount provided in order to fund the activities of the CEL given the high volume of child and family records that needed to be maintained. A total of 65.76% the funding was spent on staff salaries and benefits. The next major expenditure was for services and other expenses (26.30%). Books and supplies represented only 3.41% of the expenses. 
The number of children and families needing subsidized child care services in September of 2008 is higher than that reported in September of 2007. There were 204,063 children actively waiting for subsidized child care in September of 2007, as reported in the 2007 Status Report on the Implementation of the Centralized Eligibility Lists. There were 220,069 children actively waiting for subsidized child care in September 2008 (See Appendix E). However, the total state appropriation for the CEL has not increased. The 2007-08 Budget continued to appropriate $7.9 million for the administration of the CEL in all 58 counties. 

CDE Objectives for 2008-09
The CDE will:

· Continue the regional quarterly meetings with CEL Administrators to further address common needs and concerns. 

· Continue to collaborate with CEL Administrators in working with software vendors to address issues of data collection, data uniformity, and data submittal.
· Research other state models for implementing a state waiting list for subsidized care.

· Continue to solicit input from the field on implementation issues and viable solutions. 
	Appendix A
County Centralized Eligibility List Expenditures for 2007-08*

	

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

	Alameda
	 
	$128,076
	$52,233
	$25,040
	$91,496
	$10,874
	$5,578
	 
	 
	 
	$313,297

	Alpine
	 
	$3,746
	$407
	$113
	$1,274
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$5,540

	Amador
	 
	$6,963
	$1,676
	$265
	$2,679
	 
	$1
	 
	$24
	 
	$11,608

	Butte
	 
	$39,208
	$10,818
	$250
	$13,249
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$63,525

	Calaveras
	 
	$10,299
	$1,519
	$319
	$2,887
	 
	 
	 
	$37
	 
	$15,061

	Colusa
	$1,080
	$11,982
	$3,908
	$7,377
	$2,111
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$1,855
	$28,313

	Contra Costa
	 
	$106,638
	$26,610
	$1,596
	$48,689
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$183,533

	Del Norte
	 
	$7,703
	$1,133
	$449
	$3,484
	 
	$574
	 
	 
	 
	$13,343

	El Dorado
	 
	$16,506
	$5,304
	$5,772
	$17,729
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$45,311

	Fresno
	$58,029
	$41,121
	$28,977
	$1,124
	$216,267
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$15,909
	$361,427

	Glenn
	 
	$17,136
	$5,251
	 
	$663
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$1,844
	$24,894

	Humboldt
	 
	$24,375
	$7,595
	$1,554
	$8,888
	 
	 
	$809
	$69
	$2,743
	$46,033

	Imperial
	$1,203
	$20,103
	$11,015
	$1,432
	$8,756
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$3,401
	$45,910

	Inyo
	 
	$2,531
	$2,119
	$154
	$4,682
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$759
	$10,245

	Kern
	 
	$168,755
	$79,816
	$6,255
	$60,468
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$13,495
	$328,789

	Kings
	 
	$18,431
	$3,445
	$5,500
	$30,746
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$4,650
	$62,772

	Lake
	 
	$19,390
	$4,745
	$3,950
	$2,869
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$2,476
	$33,430

	Lassen
	 
	$6,735
	$3,262
	$372
	$100
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$10,469

	Los Angeles
	 
	$241,417
	$102,441
	 
	$176,295
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$19,313
	$539,466

	Madera
	 
	$37,599
	$9,939
	$1,736
	$13,721
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$5,040
	$68,035

	Marin
	 
	$28,806
	$6,625
	$2,108
	$1,280
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$3,106
	$41,925

	Mariposa
	 
	$4,237
	$1,056
	$447
	$2,231
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$7,971

	Mendocino
	 
	$17,354
	$4,299
	$10,935
	$4,663
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$2,980
	$40,231

	Merced
	$6,211
	$61,612
	$23,349
	$9,844
	$20,680
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$8,263
	$129,959

	Modoc
	 
	$1,844
	$470
	 
	$4,479
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$591
	$7,384

	Mono
	 
	$6,120
	$1,898
	$1,068
	$770
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$788
	$10,644

	Monterey
	 
	$118,776
	$25,035
	$15,549
	$95,700
	 
	$2,772
	$2,915
	 
	 
	$260,747

	Napa
	$659
	$27,437
	$6,009
	$919
	$7,023
	 
	$11
	$83
	 
	 
	$42,141

	Nevada
	 
	$16,646
	$3,917
	$594
	$15,524
	 
	$417
	 
	$11
	 
	$37,109

	Orange
	 
	$235,772
	$89,623
	$9,867
	$151,905
	 
	$12,339
	 
	 
	 
	$499,506

	Placer
	$7,756
	$28,433
	$12,668
	$246
	$2,334
	 
	 
	 
	$1,150
	$4,109
	$56,696

	Plumas
	 
	$7,093
	$1,937
	$470
	$495
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$9,995

	Riverside
	$105,240
	$170,768
	$123,690
	$3,660
	$66,875
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$30,270
	$500,503

	Sacramento
	 
	$197,990
	$68,739
	$14,340
	$61,922
	 
	$19,369
	 
	 
	$9,249
	$371,609

	San Benito
	$3,250
	$5,524
	$4,223
	$0
	$18,007
	 
	$130
	 
	 
	 
	$31,134

	San Bernardino
	 
	$264,189
	$99,399
	$3,916
	$97,045
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$35,399
	$499,948

	San Diego
	 
	$250,542
	$69,069
	$39,430
	$54,188
	 
	$2,649
	 
	 
	$17,140
	$433,018

	San Francisco
	 
	$114,048
	$28,402
	 
	$55,373
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$197,823

	San Joaquin
	 
	$107,271
	$33,630
	$26,225
	$98,812
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$27,152
	$293,090

	San Luis Obispo
	 
	$46,112
	$12,881
	$3,380
	$11,978
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$5,948
	$80,299

	San Mateo
	 
	$87,754
	$18,243
	$541
	$43,781
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$150,319

	Santa Barbara
	$15,057
	$65,329
	$14,886
	$2,671
	$43,704
	 
	$4,345
	 
	 
	 
	$145,992

	Santa Clara
	 
	$196,016
	$50,513
	$7,994
	$123,041
	 
	$6,057
	 
	 
	 
	$383,621

	Santa Cruz
	 
	$23,190
	$3,134
	$2,277
	$58,444
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$87,045

	Shasta
	 
	$40,723
	$10,720
	$5,000
	$13,250
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$5,576
	$75,269

	Sierra
	 
	$3,376
	$592
	$630
	$439
	 
	$9
	 
	$1
	 
	$5,047

	Siskiyou
	 
	$9,054
	$3,857
	$631
	$2,816
	$596
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$16,954

	Solano
	$15,945
	$4,034
	$4,219
	$3,228
	$48,017
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$75,444

	Sonoma
	$92,588
	$2,643
	$14,232
	$9,987
	$31,011
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$150,461

	Stanislaus
	$30,116
	$81,725
	$31,066
	$4,602
	$18,516
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$13,282
	$179,307

	Sutter
	 
	$25,752
	$10,054
	$1,260
	$14,877
	 
	$3,438
	 
	 
	 
	$55,381

	Tehama
	 
	$17,389
	$8,197
	$234
	$427
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$2,100
	$28,347

	Trinity
	 
	$3,821
	$617
	 
	$5,715
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$10,153

	Tulare
	 
	$102,469
	$53,028
	$3,772
	$33,183
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$14,699
	$207,151

	Tuolumne
	 
	$7,618
	$1,943
	$1,460
	$4,589
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$15,610

	Ventura
	 
	$135,170
	$39,348
	$8,694
	$83,792
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$20,816
	$287,820

	Yolo
	 
	$15,964
	$9,904
	$3,380
	$16,402
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$45,650

	Yuba
	 
	$15,611
	$6,095
	$764
	$8,999
	 
	$2,084
	 
	 
	 
	$33,553

	Total
	$337,134
	$3,476,926
	$1,259,780
	$263,381
	$2,029,340
	$11,470
	$59,773
	$3,807
	$1,292
	$272,953
	$7,715,857

	Percent of Expenses
	4.37%
	45.06%
	16.33%
	3.41%
	26.30%
	0.15%
	0.77%
	0.05%
	0.02%
	3.54%
	 

	*Source: Child Development Fiscal Services: End of Year Fiscal Report. Unaudited Amounts.
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Alameda 4,062 2 3,059 846 1,011 115 106 600

Alpine 17 0 9 0 6 0 0 6

Amador 116 2 102 25 35 3 3 28

Butte 1,448 55 983 331 358 38 8 226

Calaveras 116 2 102 25 35 3 3 28

Colusa 88 0 81 6 34 2 0 27

Contra Costa 1,962 1 1,540 305 649 65 51 858

Del Norte 26 1 21 7 6 1 1 5

El Dorado 676 4 553 70 182 28 1 66

Fresno 2,680 4 2,356 417 566 37 11 820

Glenn 280 4 237 52 66 10 8 78

Humboldt 364 0 284 81 98 25 14 101

Imperial 1,323 0 1,106 205 176 19 4 450

Inyo 37 0 37 0 4 0 0 0

Kern 5,219 1 3,984 1,172 936 97 47 731

Kings 1,478 38 1,245 324 276 35 36 422

Lake 257 0 228 41 43 7 0 4

Lassen 47 0 41 6 14 0 0 0

Los Angeles 33,647 569 28,226 5,682 6,173 834 463 2,935

Madera 1,854 0 1,565 198 519 37 23 359

Marin 690 15 609 104 219 9 13 451

Mariposa 21 0 19 2 2 1 0 0

Mendocino 214 2 169 31 52 12 1 21

Merced 817 0 697 215 187 32 6 135

Modoc 38 0 35 3 7 4 0 2

Mono 55 0 18 0 0 0 0 37

Monterey 1,905 23 1,664 293 430 56 38 52

Napa 737 44 629 105 236 26 24 1

Nevada 359 0 297 62 99 5 5 16

Orange 9,312 80 7,744 1,744 2,620 101 26 729

Placer 720 8 521 131 125 5 25 202

Plumas 6 0 5 1 2 0 0 0

Riverside 6,103 2 4,700 905 4,696 133 192 555

Sacramento 3,675 28 2,909 790 1,052 120 49 1,515

San Benito 418 20 342 67 131 14 9 38

San Bernardino 10,469 7 7,844 1,696 1,576 156 241 2,806

San Diego 8,481 50 6,128 1,779 2,405 137 1,051 1,847

San Francisco 3,343 32 2,064 799 1,797 180 187 77

San Joaquin 5,786 38 4,419 1,003 1,390 156 113 1,616

San Luis Obispo 403 3 365 56 71 9 6 7

San Mateo 3,364 2 2,935 311 623 44 61 611

Santa Barbara 2,637 51 2,269 383 613 135 50 628

Santa Clara 11,670 43 9,800 1,834 3,298 428 46 1,023

Santa Cruz 689 0 602 55 135 11 8 44

Shasta 872 5 735 169 225 54 0 16

Sierra 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0

Siskiyou 47 0 45 12 2 0 1 0

Solano 2,069 24 1,654 339 481 37 74 163

Sonoma 3,044 107 2,147 432 1,514 148 39 665

Stanislaus 3,397 23 2,679 390 518 134 12 1,417

Sutter 520 2 420 113 154 13 2 54

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

Appendix B

Families Waiting and Reasons for Needing Care

Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2008 (July 1, 2008 - September 30, 2008)
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Tehama 273 0 239 23 71 8 0 24

Trinity 16 0 13 4 1 1 0 0

Tulare 6,451 26 5,261 920 1,397 272 70 1,152

Tuolumne 106 0 98 19 23 0 0 12

Ventura 3,224 15 2,590 704 803 77 135 292

Yolo 1,092 0 800 238 203 12 2 248

Yuba 305 1 252 74 90 5 3 37

149,028 1,334 119,479 25,599 38,435 3,891 3,268 24,237

Percent of Total 

Families 0.90% 80.17% 17.18% 25.79% 2.61% 2.19% 16.26%

Appendix B

Families Waiting and Reasons for Needing Care

Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2008 (July 1, 2008 - September 30, 2008)

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

Source:

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

Data reflects active family records at September 30, 2008 and income eligible for subsidized child care services (Income Rankings Chart FY 2007).  Counts were 

unduplicated by category, county and family identifier.  (Families could have indicated more than one reason for needing care)
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Appendix D

Ages of Children of county Centralized Eligibility Lists

Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2008 (July 1, 2008 - September 30, 2008)

Data reflects active child records at September 30, 2008 and income eligible for subsidized child care 

services (Income Rankings Chart FY 2007). Counts were unduplicated by county and child identifier.

Source:

  California Department of Education, Child Development Centralized Eligibility List System 
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Alameda 5,642 64 66 4,364 2,078 308 249

Alpine 21 0 0 10 11 0 0

Amador 182 16 1 106 109 15 11

Butte 2,375 2 29 1,661 1,529 34 69

Calaveras 182 16 1 106 109 15 11

Colusa 145 6 6 116 52 7 24

Contra Costa 2,645 84 74 1,629 1,638 141 95

Del Norte 50 0 0 34 31 2 5

El Dorado 944 10 3 692 253 6 16

Fresno 4,406 0 119 411 379 3,595 1,088

Glenn 359 14 11 261 150 5 12

Humboldt 527 18 26 321 304 40 54

Imperial 1,900 11 61 1,297 863 148 137

Inyo 63 1 1 51 12 0 12

Kern 7,910 21 114 5,859 3,719 633 510

Kings 2,520 42 74 1,914 863 134 120

Lake 399 9 8 278 154 33 36

Lassen 95 0 0 57 56 1 1

Los Angeles 49,790 571 1,226 42,619 12,231 1,720 1,640

Madera 3,490 2 12 2,438 1,059 0 0

Marin 937 50 9 596 548 90 30

Mariposa 31 0 4 21 12 1 1

Mendocino 307 2 9 194 149 29 21

Merced 1,235 17 49 875 503 80 55

Modoc 54 1 0 31 23 3 2

Mono 63 0 0 25 38 0 0

Monterey 2,918 11 54 2,355 658 59 39

Napa 1,068 11 20 962 195 10 11

Nevada 508 1 3 234 357 1 1

Orange 13,965 225 189 9,409 6,788 719 616

Placer 993 16 27 708 489 87 64

Plumas 11 1 0 1 9 1 1

Riverside 9,452 1 42 6,406 4,206 140 92

Sacramento 5,306 200 261 3,102 3,332 386 285

San Benito 694 5 9 494 216 48 30

San Bernardino 15,608 214 451 12,441 5,720 1,308 794

San Diego 12,355 552 290 10,182 4,980 2,108 1,589

San Francisco 4,098 115 13 3,747 336 141 141

San Joaquin 7,791 136 157 4,875 3,264 112 114

San Luis Obispo 592 1 10 468 222 35 47

San Mateo 4,333 38 30 3,196 1,937 312 183

Santa Barbara 3,928 25 68 2,969 1,603 97 27

Santa Clara 16,178 96 183 10,874 7,703 415 223

Santa Cruz 1,051 1 2 802 342 6 7

Shasta 1,299 55 64 973 697 163 128

Sierra 5 0 1 2 4 0 0

Siskiyou 72 1 2 50 22 6 2

Solano 3,377 52 188 2,488 1,320 189 112

Sonoma 3,999 111 48 2,732 1,237 65 15

Stanislaus 4,494 123 126 2,361 2,645 19 12

Sutter 744 2 17 414 267 109 116

Appendix E

Children Waiting and Time Needed

Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2008 (July 1, 2008 - September 30, 2008)

C A T E G O R I E S 
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Tehama 443 14 8 200 324 0 2

Trinity 20 0 3 14 6 0 0

Tulare 10,778 253 190 8,475 4,044 57 33

Tuolumne 163 7 1 84 110 14 13

Ventura 5,543 79 138 5,323 344 10 8

Yolo 1,532 7 33 1,035 1,103 95 39

Yuba 479 5 19 250 200 89 75

220,069 3,315 4,550 163,592 81,553 13,841 9,018

Percent of Total 

Children

1.51% 2.07% 74.34% 37.06% 6.29% 4.10%

Data reflects active child records at September 30, 2008 and income eligible for subsidized child care services  (Income Rankings Chart FY 

2007). Counts were unduplicated by category, county and child identifier. (Families could have indicated more than one time base need for care)

Appendix E

C A T E G O R I E S 

Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2008 (July 1, 2008 - September 30, 2008)

Children Waiting and Time Needed

Source:

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



[image: image8.emf]STATUS COUNT PERCENT

ACTIVE 220,069             75%

INACTIVE 74,386               25%

     

STATUS ENROLLED COUNT PERCENT

INACTIVE NO 46,828               62.95%

INACTIVE YES 27,558               37.05%

       

Source:

  California Department of Education, Child Development Centralized Eligibility List System 

Data includes all active, inactive, terminated and enrolled child records for quarter 3, 2008 and income 

eligible for subsidized child care services (Income Rankings Chart FY 2007). Counts were unduplicated 

by county and child identifier.

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

Appendix F

Child CEL Active Waiting Status

Centralized Eligibility List (CEL) Data for Quarter 3, 2008 (July 1, 2008 - September 30, 2008)

Still waiting  (75%)

No longer waiting; no care  (16%)

No longer waiting; received 

care  (9%)


� CEL data displayed in the Legislative Report for 2008 reflects data for September 30, 2008 and only includes those active children and families who are income eligible pursuant to EC Section 8263.1, unless otherwise noted.


� Source: CD-801A Monthly Child Care Reports for State Fiscal Year 2007-08. 
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