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Abstract 

Recent empirical evidence has noted with not so conclusive results the need for more 
research to be carried out or undertaken under the banner of child care on the home 
front vis-à-vis the controlled environment of day care. Of interest has largely been the 
yardsticks upon which most of the research has been conducted. In their article on, “A 
Critical Analysis Of The Impact Of Day Care On The Pre-School Child And The 
Family,” Pardeck, Pardeck and Murphy (1986: 897), conducted research based on 
four critical subject areas of possible effect on the outcomes of the behaviours of 
children under the two different categories of study. Their main focal point was on the 
effects of intellectual, social, emotional and family development of the different child 
rearing categories on the child. Citing various sources, they contended that research 
in this field of child care was quite limited, with their concern being that it lacked study 
on a certain demographic of children; those from low-income or disadvantaged 
communities. 
 
This seeming anomaly was further cemented by a study on 4 month old infants in a 
university study type of environment which dealt with the varying effects on infants in 
the absence of their maternal parents. Although conducted over brief intervals ranging 
from 1 minute to 1.5 minutes for the different focus areas of study for research 
purposes, the correlated results revealed that due to different factors coming into play, 
such as greater interaction as primary care-givers by home care mothers, their infants 
showed much greater activity and susceptibility to react on a much more greater scale 
in comparison to day care minded infants (Field, Stoller, Vega-Lahr, Scafidi and 
Goldstein, 1986). By their own submissions however, the authors of the research 
confided in the shortcomings of their study also based on factors such as research 
subjects not being randomly picked (at 297), and they submit that their data could be 
confounded by “the self-selection” factor which makes the research very limited by 
implication. 
 
Both the above research undertakings underscore the possibility of a research area 
that still has quite a wide category of factors to study and because the above research 
efforts have largely left out low-income households, this research will explore the 
effects of a 1994 study on the lack of the ability to read going into kindergarten of day-
care children from low-income households in comparison to middle-income 
households (Whitehurst, Arnold, Epstein, Angell, Smith and Fischel, 1994). In their 
study, the authors came to varying findings with regards to the correlation of the lack 
of resources mostly encountered in low income households and how this has an effect 
in the children from these households not possessing cognitive reading skills. The 
research found that 47% of public-aid parents of pre-schoolers reported no alphabet 
books in the home, compared with 3% of professional parents (679). This amongst 
other findings, such as that most parents of low-income households did not read to 
their children and that a large percentage (60%) of children in areas that are 



considered low income lacked reading resources and performed poorly in day care in 
comparison to 40% of children who performed well and were resourced well, shows 
some negative effects that resource-lack can have on child development as compared 
to households that earn more. 
 
Parts of the changes in policy implications on child minding, suggested back in 1986 
by Pardeck, Pardeck and Murphy (1986: 905), have since come to the fore as was 
recently shown in a research on the direct and moderated effects on child care and 
child care development in low income households (Votruba-Drzal, Coley and Chase-
Lansdale, 2004). The authors note the influx that was experienced into the labour force 
by women from low income households when the “Personal Responsibility and Work 
Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996”, (an American Act of legislation), was 
promulgated into law, as it presented a much greater opportunity for low income 
household earners to work for their families, while they will be able to provide for better 
child care for their children. 
 
These and more findings are by no means exhaustive and neither are they conclusive, 
but they do provide a significant view into inroads that have been made with regards 
to child care whether it is home care or day care and the improvements that policy 
changes now favour women as they participate more in the workforce space. 
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