
TO:  	Administration of Children and Families
FROM: 	Jillian Luchner, Afterschool Alliance
DATE: 	12-19-24
RE:	FR Doc. 2024-25690; ACF Form 800; Office of Management and Budget #0970-0150)

Dear Mary C. Jones, ACF/OPRE Certifying Officer,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the new questions for ACF Form 800. The Afterschool Alliance is a national non-profit organization with the mission to connect an affordable, high-quality afterschool or summer program that meets their needs with every child or youth who wants one. Currently 25 million families and 11 million low-income families do not have opportunities to access the programs they want and need. The demand for these programs continues to grow.

Federal funds support some of this need. 44% of children and youth served with the Child Care and Development Block Grant are school-age. Working and training parents need school-age care for their children as they develop from early learners through the ages of 5-13. Below we offer a few suggestions for how Form 800 can ensure it is not overlooking information pertinent to parents and programs supporting school-age children. 

For Form 800 –– Excel Sheet - We recommend the following: 

A. For all questions:  
a. Recommendation: Add a new column (F) after the option in column E for “Center” to include “School-age only center” and define these as mutually exclusive from other “Center” responses.
b. Rationale: School-age only centers operate as a somewhat unique subset of providers, often requiring a different set of licensing standards, staff training and requirements, and quality systems. Adding this column will help the Federal Government, states and researchers know how many children are served in these settings, understand how families receive information about these settings in consumer education, as well as identify the allocation (or lack thereof) of grants and contracts to these settings. 

For Form 800-–Instruction Sheet – We recommend the following: 

B. For Question 5. Number of children served through grants and contracts with providers. Current language states: Report the total unduplicated number of children served through grants or contracts with providers for direct services (for slots) during the reporting period. Count each child only once. If the child has had more than one provider type during the reporting period, select the last known provider type. On line 5, columns (B) through (L) across the page, indicate the number of children served by type of provider (see definitions below) who received services through grants or contracts with providers. The sum of columns (B) through (L) should equal the number in column (A).
a. We recommend addition additional explanatory text after the final line above: “As emphasized in the publication of the 2024 CCDF Final Rule[footnoteRef:2], a lead agency is encouraged to provide grants and contracts not just to the prioritized populations listed in 5i through 5iii, but to other populations based on assessed need (ie school-age populations, English Language Learners, etc)”  [2:  “ACF further encourages Lead Agencies use data collected through supply analysis to direct grants or contracts towards identified areas of need.” https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2024/03/01/2024-04139/improving-child-care-access-affordability-and-stability-in-the-child-care-and-development-fund-ccdf 
] 

b. Rationale: States sometimes read required lists as exhaustive lists. Currently, a small but important number of states are offering grants and contracts to school-age providers based on a defined need in their states. We hope this work continues to be seen as valuable both to the state and the federal government. We therefore want states to both report on and prioritize the key areas in the final rule as well as continue to feel that providing specific attention to additional populations is permissible and even encouraged.  

C. For Question 5.iii Of children served through grants or contracts with providers, number of children in underserved geographic areas. Current language reads: Of the children served through grants or contracts with providers for direct services (for slots) during the reporting period reported on line 5, report the total number of children in underserved geographic areas, as defined by the lead agency.   

a. We recommend after the above statement ending in “as defined by the lead agency” the addition of “with thorough consideration of the full span of ages served in the state’s CCDF implementation”.
b. Rationale: A subset of states seems to have begun to identify “underserved areas” and “child care deserts” as synonymous. However, frequently “child care deserts”  are defined as the ratio of licensed care to the number of children ages birth to 5 only.  While this age group is important, it is not the only population served by CCDBG funds. Working families with children ages 5-13 also need access to care and states have a role to play in identifying any underserved areas for this population as well. Given the focus on infants and toddlers, special populations and underserved areas, if the Federal Agency does not highlight for lead agencies to ensure consideration of older children, they are likely to be overlooked, leaving many families and children in need truly underserved.

D. For “Types of Providers/ Definitions”. 
a. We recommend to add a definition for “School-age only provider”. The definition could define this new category as: “Center based care provided to children defined by the state as being school-age only, may be licensed, license exempt CCDF eligible, or regulated. Providers of early care or mixed age care will not be included in this definition.”
b. Rationale: These school-age only providers perform a similar but distinct function from early care and mixed age center based care, often both in how they support children who are already enrolled in education settings during the traditional school day and how and where they are available to families – for example the educators may not have education degrees because the students are already with certified teachers during the main school-day, or the setting may be in a school-building rather than a stand-alone center. Given the high demand, and often low use of subsidy for the school-age age group in many cases due to lack of supply, this is an important category of provider to understand. We therefore believe this is best done through creation of a new, and mutually exclusive category from the more general category of “Center”. 

Thank you for your consideration of the above as a means to ensure that the needs of all families across the continuum continue to be centered in the implementation of these new important priorities and reporting mechanisms. Please reach out for any reason to Jillian Luchner, Policy Director, at jluchner@afterschoolalliance.org. 










