Holy Lutheran Church ¢ Child Care Feasibility Study
General Results

7. Have you had any difficulty locating child care services for your children? If yes, what was

the primary difficulty?

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid No difficulty 104 41.6 85.2 85.2
Availability/No slots 5 20 4.1 89.3
Location/Convenience 5 20 4.1 93.4
Too expensive/Cost 2 .8 1.6 95.1
Part-time/Flexible hours 2 .8 1.6 96.7
Hard to find 2 .8 1.6 98.4
Other 2 .8 1.6 100.0
Total 122 48.8 100.0

Missing | System 128 51.2

Total 250 100.0

8. What would you change or improve with your current child care arragements?

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Nothing 84 33.6 68.9 68.9
Closer location 5 2.0 4.1 73.0
Better staff 1 4 .8 73.8
Flexible scheduling 1 4 .8 74.6
Lower child to staff ratio 7 2.8 5.7 80.3
Curriculum 4 1.6 3.3 83.6
Lower cost 9 3.6 7.4 91.0
Other 11 4.4 9.0 100.0
Total 122 48.8 100.0

Missing | System 128 51.2

Total 250 100.0
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Holy Lutheran Church ¢ Child Care Feasibility Study
General Results

8. What would you change or improve with your current child care arragements? Other

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid 239 95.6 95.6 95.6
Cleanliness 1 4 4 96.0
Ir_:or%esr building for more 1 4 4 96.4
Larger room 1 4 4 96.8
Location 1 4 4 97.2
Meal schedule 1 4 4 97.6
More education 1 4 4 98.0
More religious programs 1 4 4 98.4
VI\\lIi(:“ge?ing outside in the 1 4 4 08.8
glg;:,egore qualified 1 4 4 99.2
Private schools 1 4 4 99.6
Weekend care 1 4 4 100.0
Total 250 100.0 100.0

16. Rate the following features offered at a child development center? Location

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Not important 8 3.2 9.8 9.8
Important 28 11.2 34.1 43.9
Very important 46 18.4 56.1 100.0
Total 82 32.8 100.0

Missing | System 168 67.2

Total 250 100.0

17. Rate the following features offered at a child development center? Transportation availability

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Not important 36 14.4 43.9 43.9
Important 32 12.8 39.0 82.9
Very important 14 5.6 171 100.0
Total 82 32.8 100.0

Missing | System 168 67.2

Total 250 100.0
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Holy Lutheran Church ¢ Child Care Feasibility Study
General Results

18. Rate the following features offered at a child development center? An age
appropriate educational curriculum

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Important 21 8.4 25.6 25.6
Very important 61 24.4 74.4 100.0
Total 82 32.8 100.0
Missing | System 168 67.2
Total 250 100.0

19. Rate the following features offered at a child development center? Flexible
scheduling on an as needed basis

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Not important 4 1.6 4.9 4.9
Important 32 12.8 39.0 43.9
Very important 46 18.4 56.1 100.0
Total 82 32.8 100.0

Missing | System 168 67.2

Total 250 100.0
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Holy Lutheran Church ¢ Child Care Feasibility Study
Results by Gender of Respondents

23. How long would you be willing to drive your child to the child development center? * 35. Gender
Crosstabulation

35. Gender
Female Male Total

23. How_Ic_mg woul_d 10 minutes or less | Count 30 8 38
o be ualling to drtve % within 35. Gender 45.5% 50.0% 46.3%
development center? 11-20 minutes Count 29 8 37
% within 35. Gender 43.9% 50.0% 45.1%

21-30 minutes Count 7 0 7

% within 35. Gender 10.6% .0% 8.5%

Total Count 66 16 82
% within 35. Gender 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

24. If center was located near the intersection of Route 10 West and State Road? * 35. Gender

35. Gender
Female Male Total

24. If center was located | More likely | Count 37 5 42
g%i:éhfoi%eé:fgggns?;te % within 35. Gender 62.7% 35.7% 57.5%
Road? Less likely | Count 5 4 9
% within 35. Gender 8.5% 28.6% 12.3%

No Impact Count 17 5 22

% within 35. Gender 28.8% 35.7% 30.1%

Total Count 59 14 73
% within 35. Gender 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

25. If center offered a curriculum based on Christian values? * 35. Gender Crosstabulation

35. Gender
Female Male Total

25. If_center offered | More likely | Count 41 4 45
a curieulm based % within 35. Gender 63.1% 26.7% 56.3%
Less likely Count 3 1 4

% within 35. Gender 4.6% 6.7% 5.0%

No Impact Count 21 10 31

% within 35. Gender 32.3% 66.7% 38.8%

Total Count 65 15 80
% within 35. Gender 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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