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Introduction
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Maryland has both

•  a strong child care advocacy presence in 
the State legislature and

•  a long standing commitment to research 
that has built a body of knowledge and a 
capability for ad hoc data retrieval

that have evolved in separate domains.



Criminal Background Checks
for Informal Providers
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Maryland courts have traditionally found that 
such checks are not needed for informal 
(FFN) care.

Legislation failed in 2012.

Importance of “the grandmother” and 
affordability issues among legislators . . .



Informal Providers 
by Type
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Status Frequency

Relatives- total 84%
       
Grandparent

46%

       Aunt 18%
       Cousin 8%
Non-Relatives- 
total

16%



Informal Providers 
by Relative Status and Age
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Status Average 
Age

Max/Min 
Age

Grandpare
nt

56 33/82

Aunt 38 18/76

Cousin 31 18/58



Deeper Patterns: Informals’ 
Care Hours by Geographic Areas
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Advocacy Needs Concentrated
 Research
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The “Walk Sheet”
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Walk Sheet (cont’d)



Post-Script
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Communication challenges call for

•  Some face to face with management, 
research and advocacy in advance of the 
legislative session.

•  Some more direct communication 
between research and advocacy during 
the session.
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