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ABSTRACT

In the United States, women’s labor force participation rapidly rises over
the past several decades; however, the amount of time women spent with
children increases as well. On the other hand, man’s time with children has the
same trend as women. For finding potential explanations of parents’ childcare
time increased, we collect related literatures on this issue. It reveals that
increasing time may be a response to a return on parents’ education. Here, we
claim the strong correlation between the childcare time and industrial structure.
We take physical factors to define industrial structure in that we assume
labor-intensive workers are less mobile across regions. We discuss this

assumption would impact on the parents’ childcare time.

We estimate difference in industrial structure between states in America
and discuss this effect on parents’ childcare time. By several empirical results,
we summarize that (a) there is a negative relationship between labor-intensive
levels and childcare time, (b) the sex of children and parents’ education degree
would not affect empirical results, (c) decreasing childcare time of parents
comes from educational time and travel time, and (d) the drop in childcare time
was particularly pronounced among those children ranges from 0 to 11. This

conclusion implies that parents neglect human capital development of children.

Keywords: industrial structure, labor-intensive level, childcare time
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PR RE PR T 38 8 79.6 74.2 136.9 137.3
B.4*** -0.4
TiopEf LB
(1.2) (1.3)
AARIBEET 36.7 34.4 75.3 76.5
2.3*** _1.2**
TiopEm £ R
= (0.7) (0.9)
KTPR 6.6 6.8 14.3 13.9
-0.2 0.4
Tophkfli £ B
& % (0.2) (0.3)
B 23.3 20.1 22.5 22.1
SR 0.4
TIopER L B
& * (0.6) (0.5)
Fixpr 13.1 12.9 24.9 24.8
0.2 0.1
TIopEm £ R
= 0.3) (0.4)
¥ A K 13849 13442 19267 18665

3x 0 1.2 Variance ratio test 4 W T < H/* B E X BA T *ZEFTF %R
o b2 F B F 7 0 Ratio=SD(boy)/SD(girl)
2.0 TTest &4 Wi T M/+ BMF X BT TRl LI EH
F73 oo 2P IT3oprEF £ B =Mean(boy)-Mean(girl)
AL HiE 5 3% Thilicz R E R
4. % % 10% kg R B ** % BObeHRE B oK IE » RxR L 1000kE B oK 0B

FALKR A R
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d 2217 g2 BAE ) ZAER LR A RTIHE I R
R L 137 a4 BY A A TERGSPER 0 N5 75 4
SARUPER ISR o TiE A AU L 25 042 2304 @ KT 4
FPER S 0 THaE 2 gL 1404 o PRI L BT X BT
ZAapER 80 M4 W R F A M- XA A ABEFET KT R -
PREFRERAAR GRS > P REFFRAMLIET 4 > A 7 Ly

2 X RARZ PERY A e B IARITARE o

dRAEXBAT ) T HEE kg 0 P RN ERER LR S
R o AP e AR o FRIRHE A BN E X RAE T LI s
PRI FRFLE LR A A Toll 2 e @f L

Variance ratio test» 7z a8 # 3 RAE T * ZEF ¥ P Hch st P S F L
Bt R AI* TTest & Wi TR AR * BT * 2 TOET LT £

PR R EEA A 210y 2 217 i @a s AR ]

x\+

ZARAEPRT p o AARERFRT > 2 REREF AP EFALR A
MW LA ABERT P FHEFLE -

£ % > ¢ * Ramey and Ramey (2009) % 3 ¥ 45> < # Shig ¥ 2R
B EER IR AN T RBEIRELE A R KT ARR DA R
RAFFR P i B F AR c AT HRR* B FRTEALS S =4
LUK AR ZOER LT AR DRSS FIEAT L 22
HY o A B0 A chk THRAA LMW 12E 1283 1522 F > 2 3

16 & = -

12 *# 7 145 Alan C. Acock % it A Gentle Introduction to Stata (2010) & {7 sv3t ik 2o
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%22 P RRTAARZSHF X RBER ) IZ T IOpFERE ¥+ al=x

< AL =+
g 12 3 15 %0 G 12 3 15 B
12 # &2/ 16 # 12 # &2 R/ 16 #
PRAE P I 3k
¥ ¥ 50.9 72.1 100.5 112.7 125.5 165.8
+ 3% 47.1 66.5 94.8 117.0 127.1 162.8
ArERIFRT
¥ ¥ 21.9 33.9 45.6 64.4 70.4 87.9
+ 3% 22.1 30.4 44.6 67.1 71.6 88.6
Ky R
g ¥ 3.3 5.7 9.1 10.2 12.3 19.3
-4 3% 2.9 59 94 10.6 12.4 17.9
K o
g ¥ 17.3 20.1 30.2 17.1 19.9 29.1
+ 3% 13.6 18.3 24.9 18.2 20.2 26.9
REFRE
g3z 8.4 12.4 15.6 21.0 22.9 29.6
+ 3% 8.5 11.9 15.9 21.1 23.1 29.4
A #ic 3315 14260 9716 4450 21347 12135
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FXs 13 a4 m? SRTHRAEFP YL 126548 FE KT 28
5 166 44 @2 BMBA LY R HE BT o JpIRATE B QPR

[ IZPER B A RS e R IR AR R AR I o @ B AT BRAR | I PE
Bone fEags] > FIRS TR - RendB R EF R TR 0 BRA 2
PER AR S o A MM ZFROLIRRNA B N REBFR A

é—kmfﬁﬂ“gk_ﬁll < o
S FRENES B BARR R E

TRIEFRE NS RERR > EFRALT REVRIE AR ED

ETIRN

B0 MR GBECE L E G4 A g2 ot B 0 F)pt 287 7 1 Federal
Information Processing Standard (FIPS) %% % & £ R 2. 51 & ' %] > %F {5 ]
PR B R ETAAEZ - o BN 7 1850 £ 1 £ F W B A REDE
# T fL 5 Integrated Public Use Micro data Series (IPUMS) » 4] * # 3

PR E IR R LR IR A e )

BY AP HEY ONET FHE - 325 44
TARR o Bt o W4 2P A R ABE M R R3PS R RS B
BEEOSHHFEF G 0T 100 4 0 k4 E R FRACRT IO 2 E N EE

GRE TG M o m A BARR o AT TR R A o

Bl - O*NET #7358 1 & BRE2 T304 S dicd § 3 M)
V¥ 2 T

WA A b AR TR EE AV R R RRR L  £ R

AR LA BRRG T A2 - s A2 —

U

-ﬁ

ORI A 230 MR FEATHE T > FHAT A 21 TS > 4

B2 A BE A B EARHRF AT R R RS -
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%223 FRLEVF A BERR =%
o " $4mER ¥ mBEAR FImER
1/3 1/4 1/5
5 Arkansas 36.15 30.17 24.64
56 Wyoming 35.42 30.06 25.55
54 West Virginia 34.96 29.96 24.81
28 Mississippi 34.93 29.00 23.65
1 Alabama 34.68 28.66 23.71
23 Maine 34.11 28.83 24.28
40 Oklahoma 33.96 28.12 23.35
45 South Carolina 33.84 27.31 22.44
2 Alaska 33.74 26.98 23.48
55 Wisconsin 33.44 27.24 22.70
16 Idaho 33.41 28.13 23.51
19 lowa 33.23 27.31 22.60
18 Indiana 33.20 26.95 22.62
30 Montana 33.11 27.58 22.64
21 Kentucky 32.96 27.31 22.36
22 Louisiana 32.85 27.43 23.13
37 North Carolina 32.85 26.79 21.87
47 Tennessee 32.76 27.14 22.72
29 Missouri 32.75 27.00 22.55
20 Kansas 32.61 26.92 22.49
42 Pennsylvania 32.57 26.88 22.26
39 Ohio 32.25 26.22 21.98
38 North Dakota 32.16 27.05 22.77
15 Hawaii 31.36 25.84 21.15
31 Nebraska 31.35 25.82 21.83
46 South Dakota 31.30 26.46 22.74
35 New Mexico 31.27 25.84 22.42
13 Georgia 31.25 25.65 21.21
26 Michigan 31.14 25.23 21.22
48 Texas 31.10 25.88 21.71
32 Nevada 30.95 24.56 21.17
50 Vermont 30.70 24.96 20.72
27 Minnesota 30.68 24.77 20.78
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41 Oregon 30.61 25.31 21.26

53 Washington 30.55 24.66 20.62
17 Illinois 29.94 24.24 20.08
44 Rhode Island 29.39 23.42 20.02
4 Arizona 29.39 23.91 20.57
12 Florida 29.38 24.56 21.02
49 Utah 29.13 24.04 20.38
10 Delaware 28.54 22.79 18.93
51 Virginia 28.45 23.08 19.09
36 New York 28.24 23.13 19.65
6 California 28.12 22.74 19.01
33 New Hampshire 28.10 22.71 19.09
8 Colorado 28.04 23.16 19.51
25 Massachusetts 25.60 20.55 17.59
9 Connecticut 25.59 20.68 17.73
34 New Jersey 25.57 20.79 17.33
24 Maryland 25.01 20.36 17.00
11 District of Columbia 21.37 16.67 14.27

FALKGR A TR

W4 2375 FRENDF S R ERE  FUF I RERS D
- BRE PR GELRR > B R ER U3 AT R
AR BERBERE 20 = Len a4 w5 Arkansas 0 2 = 5 Wyoming 0 £
iﬂf % West Virginiae 5 z_» % # R B 2R B X wlanm = %> & %] §_District
of Columbia > £ % & Maryland > #.18 & New Jersey o fejt ¥ 3+ 5 03 4 42

B 2B S B RS 14.78% T 4 N SR S K B en

|

B Y R B AR DL -
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FUFIRREFOTE A2 - BRESTT A2 - BE LG
FRBA > T iT 54 RERVAZFABERLUS R4 BARAE
BRfed @ity b B R4 REARRBGEE MG
ZBEE ] o A U5 13.5000% 11.28% o ig4 KA & MR E W GIA G F 4p
FREDEIMN  FEEF AL RASF S RERREZ BT AT

R pharz Pn -
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2% ez

S TR IRY DS RETENEY =L T TiEd
B A A MR TR P F A AR MG 0 M Bt A gt

e 418 47 o
RBhT R

- RBRERE RA) ZEE

FEAGDERL AGY LR 2 AR R EC-RAE | TP o £
- F ¥ FEmkd WP o pIERET A S SR Guryanetal. (2008) #3t 2
E3JRS ‘J\E%Fg&&ﬁai,gﬁ;z?,:}:i s B 32 ERT RN A8 R ILT o A RAR |

A&y

SER T A S A KBTI R TET C REER  REET L A

ud
T
e
>L.
=
=
g
o3
oy
o
k:
~z
SO
=
9
I\N1
5
-
>p
E
e
R
©
-
=k
s

Bl AT ME X EFHEROLBERITE AR EE > Fk

¢ Him IR A ATUS THLE Y > BRAR | 2R e A58 P 2 58 (N 2 97
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AEREAT LA FEREL R F AN N B SR T T4 315
1

NI Lo ERZY A TS RERR 75 ¥ 48 5v  (Physical
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# 31 4 Ak Z

ie 4 238 5y A dndy it

TSR Pk 2 OF K FE e 4

S Lt 4 LA it A MR KR B

B4 o JEHp R 4

SEAY I B 45 ) S R Z A
LR A LRSS o v A R

£ gER R4 TpF o R4 T ffrens 4

s i A HEPEF DDLU ER

B v 4 BOE LT P 0 BARTA R Dkt 4 F
P aE: PEIRE TR L G H o B RRIN ey 4

FA kR OXNET

A BEPOEAL AT G - BERDRIEAS B FFY 03 100 4 >
Heipd R F OSBRI T A RIGBER Y A 2L T s g
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IR A 5

én\m

AT | PR m*ﬁ*ﬂ’#%“J%%ﬁE&ﬂ%ﬂ’
AR ER D S Ap R A Rl Mt < R R A S R B
R A ] T L RE A HERE AV F S R R AR D
LRHR A B B u | TR LR o 01T B T i

FHimp o
1. #&

124 Kimmel and Connelly (2007) % Guryan etal. (2008) &%= 3 - 3% 5
QA ER N E T S ggz%&ﬁﬁ;@gjsgmfﬁfﬁ,* Ld\piyuj rﬂ"—‘?t—‘ﬂk
FIERS s Ed#Lz TR s A EHZ S o FLIR K

2. TR

RARTARRZ LR HRA ) ZOFER ¢ 5 (XM ¥F D7 F o Ramey
and Ramey (2009) %5 & v AR R AXF R # 3> BAE | FZpFEFAX S > £
A GRS IZOFERT S 6 5 P RS DR F AT R R

TARR G~ £ & efp | Rl - o
3. %ﬁ?ﬁﬁ-;m :

1990 &£ 2_ 15 » Rk S G b SR DR ] A
P ARR 2B - d Sayeretal (2004) sEy ¥ (B A 2 7&%<4 ERE Az
PR gD o BT R G) Za g 0 R# mﬂ*; % SRl Y TR N
SPERF L BT L o AFEY T AT P T fF A R 0 Bt e

mﬁ%q—_r NI IPSE TPt 1/
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4, 1 iTpRFRE:

¥ave %im\"*%‘% R B S
Bianchi (2000) %= 3 ¥ 143 IR >
LR FENL S AT A A |

19

SRS ENiS

5 ¥BAFE A AR

5\\"\'

d Guryan etal. (2008) %= 3 7 740> R * JRAFPR INEIT R | T
B PR S M AT SR enpE L H Beh kS 7
R N =L - ¥ 3 LA o B | A\‘J}‘-’m‘}ﬁ?: % o ja—“z v Bl G A etk A

SUAQ A A B HH S 15% ) AT IR B ] R RS anik
R A R A A B FRL IR R R A A L E R SRR

R o
6. RF ] IZEBH

d ** Kimmel and Connelly (2007) 25 & /| ZaB#icg BB R
L Z PR 5 2 6 K ROLE AP M AE R R AL B [ B

DER ST TR SR e LR
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R LA

WIER R RAE 2R R

7 PRAE P

K PR

T 4 e [

FEEE

FREVF A BERER

oA P AR R PR E §
w4 A Foent B

P

Ky R

M3 12 & 123 15 # ~ 3316 #

Je i

a1 (TR

BAFR B LR

AREAS s
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< 3 A 3
% #c
T aE L T 359E L
wirR Rk
BB RE /| 3%
Bi:}i’i L " 104.61 197.32 185.83 261.20
& E;Fi}éﬁ 48.30 125.28 102.82 176.72
Ky ER 9.12 42.59 19.11 66.44
To g Y 29.56 100.96 30.26 92.39
BEERFF 17.63 54.77 33.64 76.62
fal R
R & M A
) ? ; ﬁ; 0.30 0.03 031 0.02
Eaq 1k 34
¥ 39.24 9.79 37.50 9.43
KT AR
s 12 & 0.12 0.32 0.11 0.34
KT AR
19 % 15 & 0.53 0.48 0.56 0.49
=L
KT AR
50 16 & 0.35 0.49 0.32 0.47
fﬁﬁ:‘; 0.88 0.32 0.68 0.46
% ¥ 0.05 0.21 0.06 0.23
gk AT 0.07 0.25 0.26 0.44
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B 0.82 0.38 0.48 0.50

B 0.06 0.24 0.21 0.41

S T 0.78 0.42 0.64 0.48

- B 0.10 0.30 0.19 0.39

37 0.12 0.33 0.17 0.38

BIRER 3 S 1.90 0.96 1.88 0.96
th A e 20083 27993

xR Sl d o R A 4 o

2.3 R B | e E

FALKGR AR R
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i fF A2

BRI AP RSTY A REEBRAREOVEIRAE S ] 2R
- RS Sk TR S - n IO SRR b Uk SRNPE I [
RS (FRLT RO BEER) O REER S (B D

BRR) B o APEEA L] s R Al R
CCIJ = (XXi + Bphyswal] + Ei]'

H ¢
CCij : 1 45 % Pf | % enid A il » 7 AP R % hit i Fr ¢ b P
TEAAREFE S RKTPER CRERE 2 REFFEIRG oo

mzﬂigﬁﬂﬁgu%&%ﬁ’533%‘%?ﬂ§‘%¥%ﬁ\1ﬁ
PR~ WAFR B R S 2 R Bk

physicalj © & A 97k e 2 ¥ 4 B EAEAE o gt T 1547 Wi b

ELERSEE TR 1 SRS T T

§ ot AT AR A s 48076 B 0 2 & 4 4Rk ePIE 2 > R R

e~N(0,0%) > ® #7F chezZ Byt 4p 3 o= o
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A

dO S A A B E R &R AT S l R TE PR
#epF o 4% boo] 2 % (Ordinary Least Squares, OLS) % e iiit 3 2.3
BRRil B enE AL TRl foi fFALS L B R A BE2 FERRET S ol

fom b o bR R st Y LB Rl TiEd P R H|EE

BFod AR AT P RS LA AR T R
RERE > 2 REFFe <P > § RFHEL e BIEP . d e BIE
penpr ¢ 43 B 55 w4 * Seeming Unrelated Regressions (SUR) & i 3+
PRpfeilice ARt S R aigE . P e B P2 BAVEAM G

APt OLS { 53 % -
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glﬁ ?@P%A\’}ﬁ'

FEZ RSO END O APRTER S P EL TS o
£ TSP ] R B IR e 0 LR P R L
4 RBRRELRENRA ) ZEFPEE RAERP AT o

—h’&‘

-0 PGEJ;{#B;’F”*\\; -LA'\*%

AN G R RARDR L g AR PR 2L FFT
¥4 B REARRMNRA OB G PR F AT MR T2
PRRET AR R s LS R REEARRRE 23284 F
%&1B’ﬁ§$§i@%“¥4%%ﬁ&iﬁ%oﬁﬁ’%ﬁﬁﬁﬂh
»AWFEE FEiE 2 LRRER PR i R 8 AP TT G o

&\#%¥’4 %%ﬁi&%i—z&QﬂﬁG@,J;’gE&Fy&‘% )tgf,’i-g R

T R RRA L RT AR RN 1 EER  RIER A R
R EEE S SO R R LR A L A
TR ARF L mRRH R D PIF LD AN S RT AR M 128

ko 2RO R c R A2 A TR ESEFENT £ 41

%¢1Q435£4%@+@%ﬁﬁ&1ﬂ$%%
< * A
L ~ 3z 7 4 3%
-135.2132%** -106.3252** -126.4397*** -114.8773**
¥4 BEEA 35.213 06.325 6.439 8773
(45.2794) (43.6551) (46.7518) (46.4906)
P 29.6431*** 26.4906*** 51.0832*** 49.8737***
‘ (3.6247) (3.5143) (3.7531) (3.7709)
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P -0.7178%** -0.6451%** -1.3304%** 21,3171
‘ (0.0923) (0.0897) (0.0971) (0.0978)
P 0.0053%*%* 0.0047%%* 0.0104%*%* 0.0105%**
5= =X
(0.0008) (0.0007) (0.0008) (0.0008)
KTARR (KT AR MY 12 £ Lo IR
BT ALR 22.9583%** 20.5631%** 33.8787%** 33.1809%**
123 15 & (3.7164) (3.5780) (3.8804) (3.8713)
KT AR 51.8787%** 48.9198*** 80.5244%** 76.6256%**
3016 & (4.0337) (3.8868) (4.3061) (4.2957)
FERE (RE T RF R
yu 31.8180%** 28.0462%** 58.9673%** 51.2241%%*
™ (5.5416) (5.3561) (5.3064) (5.2653)
‘g ot 1 40.3059*** 37.0407%%* 74.4299%** 71.2997%**
7o (4.8118) (4.6583) (2.9633) (2.9387)
< 18.9255%** 16.3994%** 33.6165%** 24.7834%**
F (5.0232) (4.8793) (3.0986) (3.0935)
BAFRE R (0 2 R 5 R )
B “14.4599%**  -132303%**  -13.1376%*%  -12.5241%**
T (3.8543) (3.9764) (3.1777) (3.1643)
i -23.8648%**%  24.6099%%*  21.7235%**  -19.3494%**
(4.8708) (4.7313) (3.8338) (3.7860)
I 24.3126%** 29.4820%** 39.6163%** 38.0202%**
. (3.4839) (3.3506) (3.6718) (3.6562)
% e 0.1311 -0.8737 0.2855 0.5734
) (0.5957) (0.5700) (0.6322) (0.6274)
TN 3 13849 13442 19267 18665

N L o
2. %% 10%:=nkg F-R 3§ » ** L B%cnlg FoRE > AL 106k F oK B

3 AWALRIERMZ RG> BT A2 @%&%&?Jﬂf

12 ~ g2 2R c /e LG
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$ 4B BRSBTS PE AR 0 2 $OTRRAT T T2 2
FHRBELET L o AT G SRR AT F A R EARRARG D
2T ERBBREE TS S FF RS APHRE &R PEAR

WL AZAA LT FR GO RAL  A KT

x\+

R R

f&%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ‘ 1 iF
2. ¥R
(1) ##

RANEMHRAF L ZZFREP L BEF LM - 27 RLteg
WEE E AR S 0 PRAE | 35 enEE P A% 5 5 o ¥ Kimmel and Connelly (2007) &
FrRE-ReARm2SnT 3R BFLAMN > 2TrF 8L D

B < iBPRAR ] ILPER
(2) kv A

dRABEET 00 2 RPRTRR S RA] ZOPET G e B
FT T ALRARG > Ti0AE X PBAR/| %2 PERF A% 5 > 22 Ramey and Ramey
(2007)eF 3 B % AplF o P d 2 41 BV FRA MR TR LB L
PRAE- | FZPER L QL SR A o
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g % 4-1 i—g v A R A TIDRBR- LR SR F LA
Le A E G enR R BRAR FEPPER D o AR A Mt A E PR 2 R BRAE
| FHenpE R e dRen A 0 o pLIR % @ 3% Bianchi (2000) s ¢ F 3R

FHEEEVER BHhO AR 4 2 F b A v {INRAR)
ZORER LI R o RAN R T EE Vo3t AFE Y P RE

@“Iﬁﬁ,ﬂ‘)}} ERn2 L3RR RERE | T HOEFERRISAL 5P

PO BEEI A RAE) R PBL M IR R
Kimmel and Connelly (2007) %7 5 % %  #8@ | 32 B BT 2 B 4430 Q¢ 2
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S SREEBRFFZe AER L

x\+

dN R LR R RALR LB AR A R LT - g
j\,{;:.r AR mFElepki miRZ_ FFE T F L;;‘Z,,ﬁ{;@? 352 pERE w A L
AANBAEFER ~RYFEEF ~=EB2FF  REFFe ~8Bp > THFF A F

BATR M I RAE ) IEPE T DB

d e 5 R PR s FIEE 0 F AR B st
SUR 3+ & 78 % ficz. BBicid > 34 » L JERSSPRAR | 32 0% B chd 4] # i
RS Y (P4 4L o d W B R BRI 0 T R AR
PRARRE R ZEF e AP ORRRP > TR EE S FE
T 442

% 4-2 ¢A TR X KT R FBFE T 2F%Fégiiiﬁﬁ“.%%

< 23
9 3% 33 7 7% 35
e -38.0577 -53,1382* -53.3124 _47.4821
A (29.4393) (28.2372) (32.3907) (32.4421)
ot _43.0955%**  _26.8408%** -10.8780 -20. 2561*
P (9.9064) (10.2434) (12.9403) (12.5610)
ot 2.2544 2.2483 -9.8000 -9.8578
T (24.4448) (22.7939) (18.4635) (18.5760)
BaE g _56.3144%** -28.5946%* -52.4492%%* -37.2813**
= (13.0446) (12.5288) (15.1418) (14.8075)
Equation
P%ahm 0.0000%** 0.0000%** 0.0000%** 0.0000***
RS~ 13849 13442 19267 18665

2 1. "*P\ﬁil@a\uu“ﬂt\%ﬂ_@g—
2. %% 10% % 3 K& 5 ** % BOpelg B oK I FRx L 100ckE F oK
3. AR iR ¥ K TP £ 41
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FAORBERL G MFERF LI G AT b8 Y
¥4 % BAR B PR
S B ARR A ER-d ¥4 R B R U3 1 UA S

PHER LT §F 0% K kn

BB ZPEREE AR RRE O TR ERE LY
15 R (L4 2:3)

i % AT 4 43

% 4-3 R # LioaE X RRER-] IZPFR 27 5 (2 pE (Robustness)

< A = 2R
53 + 3% g ¥ + 3%
¥4RER 14
P RE /| 3% -162.8988*** -133.7350*** -138.3745*** -111.8672**
RN S (51.1832) (49.3964) (53.0006) (52.6284)
TR -50.5171*** -33.3346*** -15.7877 -24.0102*
P (11.1979) (12.5906) (14.6695) (14.2186)
i -65.6479*** -33.3234** -55.6582*** -37.9452**
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030101 | Physical care for household children
030104 | Arts and crafts with household children
030108 | Organization & planning for household children
030109 | Looking after household children
030110 | Attending household children's events
030186 | Talking with/listening to household children
030199 | Caring for & helping household children, n.e.c.*
030301 | Providing medical care to household children
% 030302 | Obtaining medical care for household children
4 030399 | Activities related to household child's health, n.e.c.*
fg 040101 | Physical care for non-household children
R 040104 | Arts and crafts with non-household children
040108 | Organization & planning for non-household children
040109 | Looking after non-household children
040110 | Attending non-household children's events
040186 | Talking with/listening to non-household children
040199 | Caring for and helping non-household children, n.e.c.*
040301 | Providing medical care to non-household children
040302 | Obtaining medical care for non-household children
040399 | Activities related to non-household child's health, n.e.c.*
030102 | Reading to/with household children
030201 | Homework (household children)
A 030202 | Meetings and school conferences (household children)
E; 030203 | Home schooling of household children
By 030299 | Activities related to household child's education, n.e.c.*
040102 | Reading to/with non-household children
040201 | Homework (non-household children)
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040202 | Meetings and school conferences (non-household children)

040203 | Home schooling of non-household children

040299 | Activities related to non-household child's educ., n.e.c.*

030103 | Playing with household children, not sports

030105 | Playing sports with household children

040103 | Playing with non-household children, not sports

=3 Ho W

040105 | Playing sports with non-household children

030111 | Waiting for/with household children

030112 | Picking up/dropping off household children

030204 | Waiting associated with household children's education

030303 | Waiting associated with household children's health

= 040111 | Waiting for/with non-household children

040112 | Dropping off/picking up non-household children

=3 (%

040204 | Waiting associated with non-household children's education

040303 | Waiting associated with non-household children's health

180381 | Travel related to caring for and helping household children

Travel related to caring for and helping non-household

180481
children

o k& o American Time Use Survey

i 1. nec.*i “notelsewhere classified.” erig &
2. household % F A fhr @ # #2018 g ] 3% » non-household
bl RS P E &K 18 ] 32 o
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