Kent County Scenario Module Analysis - April 23

Scenario

1. Play-based educational program

Survey question:

We are curious about the safety measures and vaccination requirements parents need in
order to feel comfortable having their children participate in programs. Please think about
each of the following scenarios and choose the option that represents the minimum safety
measures you are comfortable with.

Scenario 1: Play-based educational program with 15 children the same age as your child
and 15 parents.

My child(ren) and I would participate in this program if (choose one from each list):

e  Children are vaccinated

e Parents are vaccinated

e  Program staff are vaccinated

e  Children wear face coverings

e  Parents wear face coverings

e  Program staff wear face coverings

e  Children wear surgical or N95 masks
e  Parents wear surgical or N95 masks
e  Program staff wear surgical or N95 masks
e  Children social distance

e  Parents social distance

e  Program staff social distance



e Unvaccinated children have residual immunity
e  Unvaccinated parents have residual immunity
e  Unvaccinated program staff have residual immunity

e  Program is outdoors

Responses:

e 1-Much less likely to participate

2 - Less likely to participate

3 - Neutral

4 - More likely to participate

5 - Much more likely to participate

Note: for analysis clarify, responses were grouped into 3 categories: less likely to
participate, neutral, more likely to participate

1.1 Vaccination of Different Personnel

1.1.1 Overall

Education Programs - Vaccination, all participants
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1.1.2 By Race/Ethnicity
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Vaccination, by race/ethnicity
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1.1.3 By Single-Parent Status
Education Programs - Vaccination, by single-parent status
Child Child
Dual parent Single parent
100~
75~
50- &—'_'___—_'_F._\_\_ﬁ‘_‘_i___.____———'_'_‘
ey T
0-
Parent Parent
Dual parent Single parent
100- likehy

= aless_likely

—*= b.neutral

Percentage

25-
0- —*— c.more_likely
Program Staff Program Staff
Dual parent Single parent
100-
[ R ——
—
50-
25- '{;’ﬁ
0- ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !
Jun Aug Oct Dec Jun Aug Oct Dec



1.1.4 By Child Disability Status

Education Programs - Vaccination, by child disability status
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1.1.5 By Material Hardship Status

Education Programs - Vaccination, by material hardship status
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1.1.6 By Income Levels

e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Vaccination, by income levels
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1.1.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Vaccination, by community types
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1.2 Face Coverings of Different Personnel

1.2.1 Overall

Education Programs - Face Coverings, all participants
Child Parent Program Staff
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1.2.2 By Race/Ethnicity
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Face Coverings, by race/ethnicity
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1.2.3 By Single-Parent Status

Education Programs - Face Coverings, by single-parent status
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1.2.4 By Child Disability Status
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e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Face Coverings, by child disability status
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1.2.5 By Material Hardship Status

Education Programs - Face Coverings, by material hardship status
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1.2.6 By Income Levels
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Face Coverings, by income levels
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1.2.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Face Coverings, by community types
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1.3 Surgical/N-95 Masks of Different Personnel

1.3.1 Overall

Education Programs - Surgical/N-95 Masks, all participants
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1.3.2 By Race/Ethnicity
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by race/ethnicity
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1.3.3 By Single-Parent Status

Education Programs - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by single-parent status
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1.3.4 By Child Disability Status
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by child disability status
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1.3.5 By Material Hardship Status

Education Programs - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by material hardship status
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1.3.6 By Income Levels
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by income levels
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1.3.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by community types
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1.4 Social Distance of Different Personnel

1.4.1 Overall

Education Programs - Social Distance, all participants
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e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Social Distance, by race/ethnicity
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1.4.3 By Single-Parent Status

Education Programs - Social Distance, by single-parent status
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1.4.4 By Child Disability Status
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e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Social Distance, by child disability status
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1.4.5 By Material Hardship Status

Education Programs - Social Distance, by material hardship status
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1.4.6 By Income Levels
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e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Social Distance, by povenrty levels
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1.4.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Social Distance, by community types
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1.5 Residual Immunity of Different Personnel

1.5.1 Overall

Education Programs - Residual Immunity, all participants
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1.5.2 By Race/Ethnicity
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Residual Immunity, by race/ethnicity
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1.5.3 By Single-Parent Status

Education Programs - Residual Immunity, by single-parent status
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1.5.4 By Child Disability Status
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Residual Immunity, by child disability status
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1.5.5 By Material Hardship Status

Education Programs - Residual Immunity, by material hardship status
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e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Residual Immunity, by poverty levels
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1.5.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Residual Immunity, by community types
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1.6 Program Outdoors

1.6.1 Overall

Education Programs - Program Outdoors, all participants
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Education Programs - Program Outdoors, by race/ethnicity
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1.6.3 By Single-Parent Status

Education Programs - Program Outdoors, by single-parent status
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1.6.4 By Child Disability Status
Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted

Education Programs - Program Outdoors, by child disablility status
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1.6.5 By Material Hardship Status

Education Programs - Program Outdoors, by material hardship status
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e  Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Program Outdoors, by poverty levels
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1.6.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Education Programs - Program Outdoors, by community types
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2. Case worker in-home evaluation

Scenario 2: A care worker is going to enter your home to evaluate your child’s well-being or
provide training to you and your child.

My child(ren) and [ would participate in this program if (choose one from each list):

* Program staff are vaccinated

* Program staff wear face coverings

* Program staff wear surgical or N95 masks

* Program staff social distance

Responses:

*1 - Much less likely to participate
* 2 - Less likely to participate

*3 - Neutral

* 4 - More likely to participate

* 5 - Much more likely to participate

Note: for analysis clarify, responses were grouped into 3 categories: less likely to
participate, neutral, more likely to participate

2.1 Vaccination

2.1.1 Overall

Case Worker Entering Home - Vaccination, all participants
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2.1.2 By Race/Ethnicity
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Vaccination, by racefethnicity
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2.1.3 By Single-Parent Status
Case Worker Entering Home - Vaccination, by racefethnicity
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2.1.4 By Child Disability Status
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Vaccination, by child disability status
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2.1.5 By Material Hardship Status

Case Worker Entering Home - Vaccination, by material hardship status
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2.1.6 By Income Levels

Percentage

e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Vaccination, by income levels
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2.1.7 By Community Types

Percentage

e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Vaccination, by community types
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2.2

2.2

1

Percentage

Face Coverings
.1 Overall
Case Worker Entering Home - Face Coverings, all participants
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2.2.2 By Race/Ethnicity
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Percentage

Case Worker Entering Home - Face Coverings, by racef/ethnicity
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2.2.3 By Single-Parent Status

Case Worker Entering Home - Face Coverings, by single-parent status
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2.2.4 By Child Disability Status
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Face Coverings, by child disability status
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2.2.5 By Material Hardship Status

Case Worker Entering Home - Face Coverings, by material hardship status
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2.2.6 By Income Levels
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Face Coverings, by income levels

aless_likely b.neutral c.more_likely
100~
75-
o poverty
£ —= 2.Below 200%FFL
@ S0-
E .\\ —*= p.200-400%FPL
o \ ~+= c.Above 400%FPL
o \-\'
-
I I I I I I
Jul Oct Jul oct Jul oct

Date



2.2.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Face Coverings, by community types
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2.3 Surgical/N-95 Masks

2.3.1 Overall

Case Worker Entering Home - Surgical/N-85 Masks, all participants
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2.3.3 By Single-Parent Status

Case Worker Entering Home - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by single-parent status
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2.3.4 By Child Disability Status
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by child disability status
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2.3.5 By Material Hardship Status

Case Worker Entering Home - Surgical/N-25 Masks, by material hardship status
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2.3.6 By Income Levels
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by poverty levels
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2.3.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Surgical/N-95 Masks, by community types
aless_likely b neutral c.mare_likely

100-

75-

cmtype

— City

—* Rural East
—* Rural North
—* Rural South
e

Suburbia

50~

Percentage

0-

I I
Jul Oct Jul Oct Jul Oct
Date



2.4 Social Distance

2.4.1 Overall

Percentage

2.4.2 By Race/Ethnicity

Percentage

Case Worker Entering Home - Social Distance, all participants
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e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Social Distance, by race/ethnicity
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2.4.3 By Single-Parent Status

Case Worker Entering Home - Social Distance, by single-parent status
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2.4.4 By Child Disability Status
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Social Distance, by child disability status
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2.4.5 By Material Hardship Status

Case Worker Entering Home - Social Distance, by material hardship status
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2.4.6 By Income Levels
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Social Distance, by income levels
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2.4.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Social Distance, by community types
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2.5 Residual Immunity

2.5.1 Overall

Case Worker Entering Home - Residual Immunity, all participants
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2.5.2 By Race/Ethnicity
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Residual Immunity, by race/ethnicity
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2.5.3 By Single-Parent Status

Case Worker Entering Home - Residual Immunity, by single-parent status
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2.5.4 By Child Disability Status
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Residual Immunity, by child disability status
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2.5.5 By Material Hardship Status

Case Worker Entering Home - Residual Immunity, by material hardship status

aless_likely b.neutral c.more_likely

100-

75~
© .
E mhardship
é 50- ~+ Mo hardship
E ——
& With hardship

/\\
25-

JIIJI CIIEt Jlul OI[.‘l JIIJI CIIEt
Date
2.5.6 By Income Levels
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Residual Immunity, by poverty levels
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2.5.7 By Community Types
e Note: Sub-sample sizes <= 5 were omitted from the figure for robustness.

Case Worker Entering Home - Residual Immunity, by community types
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