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H.R. 3660, THE ACT FOR BETTER CHILD CARE
SERVICES

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1988

HousE or REPRESENTATIVES,
SuscoMMITTEE oN HuMAN RESOURCES,
CoMMITTEE oN EDUCATION AND LABOR,
Washingtor, DC.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in room
2175 Rayburn House Office Build’ng, Hon. Dale E. Kildee (chair-
man of the subcommittee) presiding.

Members present: Representatives Kildee, Williams, Owens,
Sawyer, Solarz, Tauke, Grandy, Hawkins, and Jeffords [ex officio].

Staff present: Susan Wilhelm, staff director; Damian Thorman,
legislative associate; Carol Behrer, minority legislative associate;
Don Baker, chief counsel; Margaret Kajeckas, clerk; Gail Perry,
legislative associate; Maria Cuprill, staff director, Subcommittee on
Select Education; Jeremy Rabinovitz, legislative associate; Judy
Chapman, legislative associate; Bill Kamela, legislative associate;
Jay Horstman, legislative associate; Mary Jane Fiske, senior legis-
lative associate; and Joanne Welsh, staff assistant.

Mr. KiLbEE. Since in real life I was a school teacher, I am in-
clined to start hearings on time.

The Subcommittee on Human Resources convenes this morning
for the first of several hearings on H.R. 3660, the Act for Better
Child Care Services.

I am pleased to be joined in this effort by members of the Sub-
committee on Select Education and the Subcommittee on Elemen-
tary, Secondary, and Vocational Education, which also have juris-
diction over the important issue of child care.

As economic necessity forces increasing numbers of mothers into
the work force, the need for quality child care surfaces as one of
the most serious problems confronting our Nation’s families today.
The Act for Better Child Care would lay the foundation for compre-
hensively addressing this need by providing Federal support for
State efforts to ensure the availability of safe, affordable child care.

I am proud to say that a majority of the members of the Commit-
tee on Education and Labor are cosponsors of this critical legisla-
;ilon along with a third of the Senate and along with a third of the

ouse.

It is estimatec that almost four million children will be born in
1988. Each of these children will have been born into a very differ-
ent society than we had just 15 years ago. Since 1966, the number
of mothers in the work force has nearly doubled. Today, slightly
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more than half of all mothers with children under the age of six
are in the work force. By the year 1995, that number will have in-
creased to nearly two-thirds. An expanded child care system is
needed to ensure that these children have a safe place to stay
during the hours their parents are working.

ABC addresses a number of issues that are important to the pro-
vision of child care. Chief among these are the provisions that ad-
dress the health and safety of our children. Recent press articles
have sadly illustrated why this concern over health and safety is so
important. Last week, the Chicago Tribune ran an article which
pointed out the growing number of children being left unattended
because their parents could not afford adequate child care. Eight-
een-month-old Jessica McClure, whose day care provider was
caring for nine small children, more than Texas law allowed, fell
into an uncovered well because she ‘was not rece.ving the supervi-
sion that she should have had.

Jessica got out alive. But frequently, we hear of children who
have died because their day care arrangements were unsafe. One
such case was ten-month-old Asliey Snead, whose Virginia family
day care provider was convicted of poisoning her last July.

Suiort of these horror stories, we find child care that provides
nothing for the child except perhaps to put them in front of a tele-
vision set where no development takes place at all.

Under H.R. 3660, the Federal Government provides critically
needed leadership and assistance while the States maintain the pri-
mary role for carrying out the programs. The Federal Government
must work in partnership with State and local Governments if we
are to be successful in developing a truly sound child care policy.

Equally important are the provisions ensuring a strong role for
parents in the development of services as well as in determining
the most appropriate kind of care for their own individual children.
The Act for Better Child Care Services recognizes that the shortage
of quality child care affects families of all income levels. For this
reason, the legislation provides and supports efforts to increase the
overall supply of child care through grants to recruit and estabiish
new family day care homes and child care centers, expanded re-
source and referral programs to help all parents in need to locate
quality child care and supports training to increase the skills of all
child care providers.

If humanitarian interest is not enough to encourage our atten-
tion to the plight of so many of our children, then certainly en-
lightened self-interest should be. I know of no better way to build a
strong Nation than to support services that support families.

A week ago, President Reagan ashked for $10.6 billioa for the
space program, $2.4 billion over fiscal year 1988. Now, I am one
who has always supported the space program. It is man’s nature to
explore, and the spinoff applications are enormous. But if I have to
choose between the space program and the needs of our children, I
am clearly going to come down on the side of our children. This is
the whole question of priorities in the budget this year.

This bill asks for $2.5 billion, and I think children are a very,
very high priority, and we can compete successfully in that budget
process.

-
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I look forward to our witnesses here today who will be helpful as
we go through our deliberations on this very, very important bill.

I now yield to the ranking Republican member of the committee,
Mr Tauke of Iowa.

Mr. Tauke. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased that this subcommittee is taking the
lead in Congress to address the issue of child care, and I commend
you for ensuring that that takes place. I share your .oncern, Mr.
Chairman, about the care of America’s children, and I hope that
this subcommittee wi'l help shape a sound Federal policy on child
care.

There are two important factors that have led to the increase in
the demand for child care in this country. The first is, of course,
ine lasting effects of the post-World War II baby boom. Baby
boomers are now adults and are having their own children. This
bulge in the population of childbearing-age Americans means more
births even though fertility rates are still low. The result of the
baby boomers having children is that since 1980 the number of pre-
schoolers has increased, and if current fertility trends continue, by
1990 there will be 23 million preschoolers in this country, nearly as
many as at the height of the baby boom. Similarly, the number of
school-age children ages 6 to 13 declined until 1985, but since that
time, increases are expected until 1995.

The second factor contributing to increased demand for child
care is increased labor force participation of women and particular-
ly of mothers. In 1985, nearly half of children under the age of six
had mothers in the work force. That is, 10.5 million of the 21.6 rul-
lion preschool-age children had mothers in the work force. Again, if
current trends continue, it is projected that there will be 14.6 mil-
lion preschool-age children with mothers in the work force by 1995.
Similar increases are expected in the number of school-age chil-
dren with mothers in the work force.

However, these general figures are somewhat misleading. Ac-
cording to analyses by Douglas Besharov of the American Enter-
prise Institute, only ‘1 percent of all mothers work full-time and
the percentag~ varies widely depending on marital status, welfare
status, and the number of children.

For example, of married mothers with children under six, only
33 percent work full-time and only 23 percent work full-time year-
round. Divorced mo.ners work niore than others, however; 63 per-
cent of divorced mothers work full-time. Of divorced mothers with
children under six, 50 percent work full-time. Moreover, 80 percent
of children under five whose mothers are employed are from two-
parent families.

It is important that we keep these statistics in mind when dis-
cussing the demand for child care and the kind of child care that
needs to be provided. Demand for child care has increased, howev-
er, and there has also been a shift in the type of child care ar-
rangements working parents are using. However, the largest per-
cent of child care preschool children are receiving is filled by a rel-
ative: 48 percent of preschool children were cared for by relatives
in 1985. However, that compares to 62 percent in 1965. The type of
child care showing the greatest growth over the last 20 years, has

IToxt Provided by ERI
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been day care centers, and the supply of licensed child care centers
has approximately doubled over the last 10 years.

Day care centers cared for aoout 23 percent of preschoolers in
1985, which is an enormous increase from just 20 years ago. The
effects of the increasing use of center-based care raise serious
issues that should be explored, such as the psychological effects on
children, especially infants, potential for the increased spread of
disease, and the generally higher cost of center-based care than
other forms of care.

It is also interesting to note that full-time employed mothers are
much more likely to use center-based care than are part-time em-
ployed mothers, who are increasingly using family day care and
relatives.

In response to heightened attention on the child care issue, sev-
eral measures have been introduced in Congress, one of which is
the Act for Better Child Care Services, which we will focus on
today. I think that all of these bills, Mr. Chairman, merit our con-
sideration, and I urge you to ensure that ap opporturity for hear-
ings is provided to examine all of the child care bills that have
been introduced.

Parenthetically, I should point out for the record that there is
not unanimous support for the Act for Better Child Care, even
though all of today’s witnesses will endorse the bill. I would appre-
ciate the chairman’s assurances that opposing views will also be
heard in this subcommittee.

As we on this subcommittee evaluate the Act for Better Child
Care and other bills addressing the child care issue in order to de-
yelop cémild care policy, I believe that we should keep several goals
in mind:

First, does the bill or policy preserve and expand parental
choice? Clearly, no single child care arrangement is ideal for all
parents, and public policy should not bias the system or sanction
one form of child care over another. The goal of public policy
should be to maximize child care options for parents.

Second, does the bill or policy emphasize parental responsibility
and empower parents to make informed choices about child care?
No regulation in the world, whether it is promulgated by Federal,
State, or local Government is as critical to ensuring quality child
care as a concerned and informed parent. In fact, extensive regula-
tion of child care providers can often give parents a false sense of
security in regulated child care.

Third, does the bill or policy improve the affordability of child
care for low-income parents? I recognize the problems that parents
with modest incomes have in paying for quality child care. It is es-
sential, therefore, that public policy not artificially and unnecessar-
ily drive up the cost of care, further pricing quality child care out
of the reach of many parents.

Fourth, does the bill or policy facilitate the natural market ex-
pansion of child care? Public policy should not disrupt the market
or inhibit providers from entering the market. Rather, the policy
should remove existing barriers to expand the availability of child
care. One of the most critical issues that should be addressed is the
difficulty child care providers have in access to affordable liability
insurance coverage, for example.
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Finally, we should keep in mind that not all mothers work.
Public policy should not discriminate against those mothers that
forego income to care for their own children. I believe that if we
keep these issues in mind, we can develop a responsible, sound
policy on the important issue of child care.

Mr. Chairman, I, like you, believe that this a most critical issue,
which I hope we can get this Congress to address. I look fortvard to
working with you in developing the best child care policy possible
for this Nation,

Mr. KiLDEE. Thank you, Mr. Tauke.

We have also with us this morning the chairman of the Select
Subcommittee on Education of this committee, which shares juris-
diction over this bill, Major Owens of New York.

Mr. Owens. Mr. Chairman, I have no opening statement, but I
would like to note the fact that on the agenda of America there is
no item more important than this item. We have an abundant
supply of rhetoric endorsing the needs that we are highlighting
here, and following that rhetoric we get no concrete programs and
no concrete funding.

I hope the very impressive array of witnesses that we have here
today will help contribute toward a solution of that problem of
commitment in terms of dollars and cents.

Mr. KiLper. Thank you, Congressman Owens.

The ranking Republican member of the full Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor, Jim Jeffords of Vermont.

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Chairman.

It is a pleasure to be here with you. I have a statement I would
like to make part cof the record.

I just would like to let you know that I do not think there is any
more important issue that we are going to be dealing with this
year than the issue of child care. At least back home, when I talk
to both business as well as those that would benefit from the actual
?are services, this is really one of the most critical issues that we
ace.

I want to comr.ond the ranking Republican on the subcommit-
tee, Mr. Tauke, for the tremendous effort he is also making as well
as the chairman, in trying to give us some recommendations which
}r:lay help us solve some of the very difficult problems we Fave

ere,

I look forward to the hearing.

[The prepared statement of Hon. James M. Jeffords follows:]

STATEMENT oF HoN. JaMEs M JEFFORDS

Mr Chairman, let me commend you for taking the imtiative and scheduling this
morning’s hearing 1 trust that this will be the first in a series of hearings that will
assist us in developing a sound and, | might add, long-overdue policy to address the
nation’s child care needs.

Clearly, this is an issue that has major implications for the workplace. But, more
importantly it is a children’s issue, a parents’ issue, a family 1ssue and a community
issue,

I am pleased to see that our colleagues on both sides of the aisle seem eager to
come together and explore all avenues in meeting the challenge of providing qual-
ity, affordable and accessible child care services

I would like to applaud the Ranking Republication Member of this Subcommuttee,
Tom Tauke, for his yeoman efforts to wor with ali interested parties on our side to

LU
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identify critical issues and offer some creative approaches and solutions for our con-
sidervation.

I am hopeful that we will take a long, hard look at existing programs within our
Committee’s jurisdiction that could play a larger role in ineeting our needs. But we
need to go beyond and assess the effectiveness of other Federally-assisted programs
that are presently providing child care services Title XX or the %acial Services
Block Giant is a case in point. Similarly, {)erhnps we need to revisit the child care
Eirovisions that were incorporated in the Welfare Reform package that passed the

ouse lnst session. A re-examination of the current tax credit for child and depend-
ent care expenses should be undertaken, as should those sections of the code that
provide somewhat limited tax benefits to employers—large and small—who provide
child care benefits to their employcees We must develop additional irzentives thrt
wi]éedraw upon the resources of the private sector which, in my judgment, have yet
to be tapped.

The challenge before us requires that we enlist the full support of our Governors
and our State legislators as well as elected officials ot the municipal, courty, and
local levels. We need to de* .up a strong partnership that will ensure that we are
leaving “no stones unturned” in a joint effort to develop Federal, State, and local
policies and programs that will maximize the availability of quality and affordable
child care services.

Mr. Chairman, I know we have a full roster of expert witnesses with us this
morning The task that we all face is a major one. The issue—simply stated—is the
well-being of our Nation’s children.

Mr. KiLper. Thank you, Mr. Jeffords.

The chairman of the full Committee on Education and Labor,
Augustus Hawkins of California. °

Mr. Hawkins. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I have no opening statement. I note that you do have a large
number of witnesses, and if you are able to accommodate all of
them today, I think you will be most fortunate. I would not want to
delay getting this bill to the full committee. I assure you that we
will give thorough consideration and priority to the issue when it
comes before the full committee.

Mr. Kipee. Thank you, Mr. Hawkins. | appreciate your support.

At this point we would, without objection, place the written
statement of our colleague, Mr. Bill Richardson of New Mexico, in
the record of the hearing.

[The prepared statement of Ho.1. Bill Richardson follows:)

STATEMENT 0F CONGRESSMAN Bl RicnaRbDsON

Mr Chairman, T would like to commeud vou und the subcomnuttee for your excel-
lent work on this legislation The Act for Better Child Care 1s a critica! piece of leg-
islation which 1 wholeheartedly su;) rt

At the present time, there are 22 existing Federal programs which provide child
care services Yet at the same time, there 1s no coordinated system governing the
administration of these services. Moreover, despite the increased numbers of work
ing mothers, there simple are not enough quality child aie spaces to go areund. As
the representative of one of the five top-ranked States in proportions of children,
New Mexico's economic development depends on increasing the quantity and qual-
ity of child care.

There is however another critical reason to support the Act for Better Child Care.
it targets child care to the poorest of the poor Recent figures from the Census
Bureau show that the number of Hispanics living in proverty rose by 500,000 during
the last three years. In other words, 51 million or 27 3 percent of all Hispanics are
now living in poverty.

For this reason, quality child care is crucial to iniproving the status and economic
wel-being of Hispanics Mothers who must work to support their family or who
wla it to return to work find the lack of quality child care a major deterrent to em-
ploy.uent.

’I?o cite a small example, one State alone found that two-thirds of the single moth-
ers receiving AFDC benefits listed child care as the primary prchlem in s~eking and
keepir  jobs However, quality child care 1s cost prohibitive Child care can cost an
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average of $3000 a year and infant care can cost up to $5000 per year I believe that
the ABC bill's commitment to earmarking 75 percent of the funds appropriated
toward helping poor families purchase child care represents a major step forward 1n
breaking the cycle of poverty which plagues Hispanics and other minorities.

In adgiﬁon to helping the poorest of the poor afford child care, this legislation
will increase the overall supply of child care and provide traimng for child care
workers. It will also develop resource and referral programs to assist parents in
finding a:id locating child care they can trust.

This brings me to one of the most important aspects of this legislation It is impor-
tant to realize that all mothers, regardless of ethnic origin or economic status want
their children to be raised in a healthy environment which promotes their child's
developmi:ntal and intellectual abilities. Mothers also place grea: emphasis on a
positive emotional and physical setting for their children.

This iegislation will help assuiv quality child care by developmg mimmum Feder-
ul child care standards tgrough the creation of a national advisory panel tasked
with the development of quality child care standards.

In closing, I want to reiterate my support for this legislation With more and more
mothers secking employment by necessity, we must msure that quahty child care 1s
available. Child care which promotes the development and potential of all children.
including our own

Mr. KiLpee. Our first witness this morning is one of our col-
leagues, the Honorable James J. Florio, Member of Congress, from
New Jersey.

Mr. Florio?

STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES J. FLORIO. A U.S. REPRESENTATIVE
FROM THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY

Mr. Frorio. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Let me express my appreciation. for the opportunity to testify
before zou. Out of respect for the committee's time, I have a state-
ment that I would like to have put into the record in its entirety.

Mr. KiLbEs. Your prepared statement will be inserted immedi-
ately following your oral presentation.

Mr. Frorio. I will summarize my statement.

I am pleased to be here on behalf of this legislation. I am pleased
to be an original cosponsor of the Act for Better Child Care. This,
of course, as was stated in many of the members' opening state-
mente, is an issue that goes far [‘;eyond just child care, it goes far
beyond the interests of the parents of the children who will benefit.
It really is a broad-brush question that has to be addressed in the
area of education, in the area of competitiveness.

I was struck by your observation about the alternatives between
NASA and child care. Well, if we regard this as it should be re-
garded, as an appropriate ¢ducation issue, it is also going to enable
us to develop the personnel who are going to be going into space in
years ahead. So, I think that framework is one within which we
should address these issues.

I would just like to tell you and tell the committee about what I
saw earlier this week in my district. I visited the John Glenn Ele-
mentary School in Pine Hill, NJ. The school session was over;
school was out for the day. But when I walked into the library, 1
found a spirited group of about 30 youngsters. Some were playing.
Some were doing schocl work. But they were all getting expert su-
pervision under an after-school care program that the school dis-
trict calls the Parent Saver Program.

The meaning of what I saw I thought was clear. It meant that
parents of 30 youngsters could finish up their day’'s work without
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having to worry about where their children were, knowing that the
children were not in danger or glued to a TV set watching sozap
operas. It meant that 30 children were getting not only quality
care, but were getting an extra dose of education in the supervised
setting that was taking place at *his school. We need more of these
programs.

We also need more like the program that I am going to be visit-
ing next week in Edison, NJ. There, the owner of a massive indus-
trial park has opened a day care center for the children of the
people who work in that industriai park. It currently serves up to
70 youngsters up to 5 years of age, and there is a long waiting list
for entrance into that faci- .

The question is why dr “ve need such programs, and I think it is
fairly clear—and this was touched upon in someone’s opening
statement—that the wrld has changed dramatically over the last
number of years. The typical family of the fifties wherein the
mother stayed home and took care of the children and the father
went out to bring home the bacon has changed dramatically. First
and foremost, of course, the bacon has gone up very significantly.
Therefore, as a matter of economic need in many instances, both
parents are required to work.

Likewise, as a result of increased opportunities that women have
fought for and obtained, there have been changes in the traditional
family structure. Some people might like to go back to policies that
were relevant in the fifties, but nostalgia as a public policy makes
no sense. Balancing a life of work and being a parent has always
been a personal decision. But today, it is a national issue requiring
the attention of this body.

The numbers prove this to be the case. In my case, the State of
New Jersey, it has been projected that in the year 2000, just 12
years from now, there will be more than on¢ million children
under the age of 14 who either have both parents working or will
live in a single-parent household where the parent works.

I don’t have to tell you that the number of day care slots that
would be available at that time if current policies are pursued will
fall woefully short of the needs.

But we are really talking about something that is far beyond just
a case of numbers. I am the chairman of a subcommittee that has
Jurisdiction over issues involving competitiveness. And we constant-
ly ask why we in America seem to lag behind other Nations as we
try to compete in the complex global economy. I think one of the
factors is that our prevailing attitude on issues such as child care
play a role in our deficiency. Affordable child care is an important
tool in making the current generation of workers more productive
and working to assure that future generations of workers will be
better prepared.

As important as this legislation is, I don’t think anyone fighting
for better child care thinks the job is going to be done by Govern-
ment alone, and this legislation, by the way, is compatible with the
idea that a partnership is required and addresses some of the needs
that Mr. Tauke referred to before in talking about flexibility to
provide for day care center modes of delivery in a host of different
ways, in no way spelling out a rigid day care delivery mode that
will be required out of this legislation. A partnership that is going
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to include employ2rs, unions, schools, communities, religious
groups, and of course parents is provided for under this legislaticn.

Let me finally conclude by leaving y.u with a final and, I hope,
satisfying thought. This program that I visited last week that I
made reference to in the Pine Hill School, while I was talking with
some of the teachers, learning about the program, a reporter from
a local newspaper was talking to some of the children over in a
corner, I later found out. He asked a little boy what he thought
congressmen do. I read the response in the newspaper when the re-
porter wrote it. The little boy said, “A Congressman goes around
thinking of ways to make things better, and he doesn’t want our
moms to worry.”

Well, that might not be a textbook definition of what it is that
we do in the Congress. Bu* when it comes to child care, it isn’t far
from what we are trying  do in addressing this problem, particu-
larly in the context of *.us bill.

So, I would look forward to working with the members of this
committee as well as the various organizations that are represent-
ed here in trying to make sure that we incorporate into law a
policy that allows us to do those things that that young boy speci-
fied and what it is that we are trying to do in making this Nation
more competitive and in making the children of this Nation part of
a productive economy in the future, and I think that child care is a
very important component of that.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

{The prepared statement of Hon. James Florio follows:]

STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN JAMES FLORIO

I would like to start out by telling you what I saw earlier this week in my district
1 visited the John Glenn Elementary School in Pine Hill, New Jersey. School was
out for the day, but when I walked into the library I found a spirited group of about
30 youngsters. Some were playing, some were doing schoolwork, but they all were
getting expert supervision under an afterschool care program the school district
calls the Parent Saver program.

The meaning of what I saw was clear. It meant that the parents of 30 youngsters
could finish up their own day’s work without having to worry about where their
children were, knowing they weren’t in danger or trouble, or glued to a TV set
watching soap operas. It meant that 30 kids were getting not only quality care, but
an extra dose of education for the day.

We need more of these programs. We also need more like the one I am going to
vicit next week in Edison, New Jersey. There, the owner of a massive industrial
park has opened a day care center for children of people who work there. It current-
ly serves 70 youngsters up to 5 years old, and there is a long waiting list.

Why do we need these programs? Let’s face it, the last thirty years have brought
about a tremendous change in the structure of the American family The typical
family of the 1950s had a mother at home raising the children while the father
went to work and brought home the bacon. The price of bacon * .5 gone up consider-
ably since then. Today, the need for both parents to work, as well as the increased
opportunities that women have fought for, have changed the famly.

Some people might wish we could go back to the 1950s. But nostalgia as public
policy makes no sense. Balancing a life of work and parenting has always been a
{))eo(risonal decision, but today it is a national issue requiring the attention of this

y.

The numbers prove this to be true Take my state for example It has been pro-
jected that in the year 2000—just 12 years from now—there will be one million chil-
dren in New Jersey under age 14 who either have both parents working or who live
in a single-parent household where the parent works. I don’t have to tell you that
the number of daycare slots that would await these kids under our current policies
would fall far short of the need.
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But this is more than just a case of numbers. As Chairman of a Subcommittee
with jurisdiction over competitiveness issues, I am constantly asked why we in
America seem to lag behind other nations as we try to compete in the complex
global economy. I think our prevailing attitude on jssues like child care play a role.
Affordable, quality child care would be an important tool in making the current
generation of workers more productive and the future generation better prepared.

But, as important as this legislation is, I don’t think anyone fighting for better
child care thinks it is a job for government alone. We need a far-ranging partner-
ship that includes employers, unions, schools, community and religious groups, and,
of course, parents.

Let m2 leave you with one final thought. At the program I visited in Pine Hill, a
reporter asked a young boy what he thought a Congressman does. The boy said, “He
goes around thinl{ing of ways to make things better, and he doesn’t want our moms
to worry.”

That might not be textbook definition of what we do here, but when it comes to
child care, it isn’t far from what we are trying to do, and what I hope that all of us,
working together, can accomplish. Thank you.

Mr. KiLpee. Thank you, Congressman.

We will try to accept that young boy’s definition as our chal-
lenge. I think it’s a good challenge for us.

Congressman Tauke?

Mr. Taukke. I don’t think I have any questions this morning. We
do have a great number of witnesses, and since Congressman Florio
and I have an opportunity to see each other often since we are on
the same committees, we will talk about this in the future.

I just want to thank you for the tremendous contribution you
have made to this process and also commend you for raising this
issue to a level where it is now receiving serious attention in Con-
gress.

Mr. Frorio. Thank you very much.

Mr. KiLpEE. Do any other members have questions of Congress-
man Florio?

Mr. JEFForDs. Mr. Chairman, I just want to join in the comments
of my ranking member of the subcommittee with respect tc the
gentleman from New Jersey, who has been a tremendous contribu-
tor is helping us in trying to find answers in this area. I thank him
for his testimony.

Mr. Frorio. I thank the gentlemen for their kind comments. Let
me just say that my credentials in this area go back to a time
when I was in law school, was a member of a local OEQ citizens
action board attempting to build day care center sensitivity at an
earlier time, on the legal services board in the city of Camden,
working hard 1o create day care center opportunities.

As a matter of fact, when I was campaigning for election, my
first effort in 1972, which was unfortunately not a successful one,
one of the major issues in that time was President Nixon’s vetoing
of a previous day care center proposal that was denounced at that
time as being communistic. Well, I suspect we have all gone beyond
those unsophisticated views about what day care center proposals
are all about, and I know that we have come far beyond that, and I
know this committee certainly is into a more sophisticated analysis
of what day care center proposals are about.

Mr. KiLpee. Those credentials were enhanced when you became
one of the first original cosponsors of this bill, and I appreciate
that, Congressman.

Mr. Frorio. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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Mr. KiLoee. We will dismiss you at this point and call our first
panel consisting of Marian Wright Edelman, president of the Chil-
dren’s Defense Fund; Thomas R. Donahue, secretary-treasurer of
the AFL-CIO; Mary Hatwood Futrell, president of the National
Education Association; Audrey Russell, Child Advocacy Working
Group, the National Council of Churches; Dr. George Sterne, presi-
dent of the American Academy of Pediatrics; and Virginia T.
Austin, president of the Association of Junior Leagues.

We welcome you all here this morning. I see many good friends
out there.

We will start with Marian Wright Edelman.

STATEMENT OF MARIAN WRIGHT EDELMAN, PRESIDENT, CHIL-
DREN'S DEFENSE FUND, ACCOMPANIED BY HELEN BLANK;
THOMAS R. DONAHUE, SECRETARY-TREASURER, AFL-CIO;
MARY HATWOOD FUTRELL, PRESIDENT, NATIONAL E™UCA-
TION ASSOCIATION; AUDREY RUSSELL, CHILD ADVOCACY
WORKING GROUP, NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CHURCHES; “"ZORGE
STERNE, PRESIDENT, AMERICAN ACADEMY OF PEDRIATICS;
AND VIRGINIA T. AUSTIN, PRESIDENT, ASSOCIATION OF
JUNIOR LEAGUES

Ms. EpELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to thank the Chair and the members of this committee for
their important support for this very important legislation. I think
if I had one message for the Congress and for the Nation this year,
it is .hat this Nation has to save all of its children if it is going to
s(z;\i/e itself and preserve its future because the future really is
today.

The first high school graduating class of the 21st century is going
to enter first grade in September of 1988. One in four of these pre-
schoolers is poor. One in five is at risk of becoming a teen parent
unless we do something. One in six has no health insurance. One
in seven is at risk of dropping out of school. One in two has a
mother in the labor force. And only a fraction have affordable,
quality child care.

I think that the willingness of a nation to protect its children is a
moral litmus test of any decent and compassionate society. It is
also a test of the common sense of any nation seeking to preserve
itself in its future.

I think that the nation’s self-interest in investing in the kind of
legislation that we are here discussing today was stated adequately
by 225 corporate executive leaders and university presidents in a
recent report of the Committee on Economic Development when
they said that this Nation cannot continue to compete and prosper
in the global arena when more than one-fifth of our children live
in poverty and a third grow up in ignorance. And if the Nation
cannot compete, it cannot lead.

If we continue to squander the talent of millions of our children
we will become a nation of limited human potential. It would be a
tragedy if we allowed this to happen. America must become a land
of opportunity for every child.

The bill before you is one important step toward guaranteeing
that. We at the Children’s Defense Fund feel strongly that parents,
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rengious groups, business, nonprofit groups, and every level of Gov-
ernment must work together to prepare America’s children for the
?hallenges and opportunities facing our Nation now and in the
uture.

We believe that every mother or primary caretaking parent
should have the choice to stay at home with his or her young chil-
dren. But our society currently does not support parenting at home
nor does it support parents who also go out to work to make ends
meet.

We believe strongly that an essential component of this country’s
public policy should be adequate jobs and income support, chil-
dren’s allowances for families and parental-leave policies which
allow parents the job security and support they need to remain
home during the critical early months after chiidbirth, as well as
.. sound child care policies. And we hope all of those who say in rhet-

“oric that they support the choice of parents to work or not to work
will support sound policies which give them that choice.

However, we are gravely concerned about the safety of many of
our children whose mothers are working outside the home, and we
do not believe that we can wait one minute longer as a Nation to
put into place the policies and resources to protect these children.

Now, I agree with Congressman Tauke that we should have full
parental involvement and full parental choice, and ABC I think
tries to respect that and to bolster that. ABC gives parents unlimit-
ed perental access to their children in their child care programs. It
provides resea:ch and resource programs to help families make
choices. It provides State consumer education programs to help
families make choices. It supports family day care as well as cen-
ters and places a strong emphasis on safe family as well as group
day care programs, and it encourages a diverse delivery system, the
choice of which would be made at the State level and not by the
Federal Government,

We believe, however, that it is terribly important that we act in
a uniform fashion to protect our children because the overriding
criteria for judging a child care bill this year and in the future
should be whether it’s good for children, whether it keeps childrei.
safe, whether it’s good for parents.

dJessica McClure to whom you alluded was very fortunate. A lot
of kids are not so fortunate. You named two. I would just like to
refer to two more, and they are the ones who must anchor our de-
liberations. I know thai there is a lot of discussion about Federal
regulations. If we can regulate zoos and nursing homes, surely we
can provide minimal health and safety standards.

And I would hope that Members of this Congress, when they are
deliberating about the minimum standards that ABC seeks to pro-
vide to keep children safe, will try to think of whether or not they
are going to send other people’s children to child care centers to a
level of quality they wouldn’t send their own children.

That is the thing I always try to keep in mind: Is this good for
children, would I want my own child to have it, and is it going to
help us build the strong, secure young people that will allow them
do well in school?

In Reston, VA, a neighboring city, last fall every working par-
ent’s nightmare became a reality for Sandra James. Because she
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and her husband needed two jobs to support their mily, she was
working part time, as many mothers are, as a housekeeper at a
local hotel, couldn’t afford the child care available in her communi-
ty. An estimated 5,000 young children are competing for 453 day
care slots. With no better ¢hild care option available, she left her 6-
year-old with a 6-year-old friend in the care of an 8-year-old daugh-
ter. Fire broke out in the apartment. The 8-year-old ran for help,
inadveriently locked the two younger children in. They died from
the fire.

Last October, also, a 2-year-old died after running into the path
of a school bus in New Britain, CT, having been in the care of a
family day care provider who was not regulated by the State.

I hope we will keep in mind the minimal need to keep our chil-
dren safe and not get bogged down in a lot of rhetoric about Feder-
al regulations. This coalition, which is the broadest based coalition
that has ever come together in support of safe child care, has
looked at current State practice, taken the medium of what States
are already doing, and have provided incentives to the remaining
States to see that we can involve some minimal quality of care for
our kids that we shnuld keep safety in our minds.

Secondly, I hope that you will understand how important child
care is to ensuring the self-sufficiency of our parents and of our
children. A California mother is just one example, and I am going
to end after I talk about this because we should again think about
what it is we are trying to accomplish.

I think it’s important for the Congress to stop talking just about
how it is we can afford to invest in adequate preventive health care
or adequate preventive child care, and we should start talking
about how is it we can afford not to invest in adequate child care to
keep children safe and to prepare them for school.

Let me just give you two examples as reasons why. A letter, a
very recent one came to us from a single parent ia California, two
children ages 4 and 9. She says she has been trying for the last two
years to get child care assistance. She is a working parent, but she
may soon have to quit so she can take care of her children.

She writes, “They are presently in a day care center, hut I am
months behind in my payments and have borrowed fiom every
person I know. I have been on a waiting list at a resource center
for over 2 years, but the funds are low. Where can I get assistance?
I don’t want to quit and become another welfare dependent. But is
there a choice? 1 have a job where I can advance and eventually
support my family on my own. But now I need help. Is there any
Federal funding that can help me?”

She doesn’t want to be dependent. She wants to pull her own
weight, and she needs some temporary way to see that her children
are taken care of,

An example of how the system fails because of the inadequate
preventive child care services is that of a New York City mother
who had two sets of twins, forced to leave high school to care for
her sick mother, wanted to return to school to get the skills she
needed in order to find full-time work and move off welfare. She
couldn’t afford a babysitter, didn’t want to leave her 3-year-olds
and 4-year-olds alone and got convinced by child welfare workers to
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give her children over to foster care where she could be able to
visit them until she got back on her feet.

It didn’t work out. We paid many tliousands of dollars more in
public funds to support these children in foster care, and she ended
up having to go through lengthy court proceedings to get her chil-
dren back.

We need decent child care to help parents become self-sufficient.
Most parents don’t want to go on welfare. They don’t want to place
their children in foster care. And we know that it is a good invest-
ment. Every dollar that we invest in quality child care saves $4.75
at the other end.

While we must continually test new approaches in the delivery
of services and in helping parents pay for child care, I want to
make clear that while we support experimentation, it is far too late
to consider a pilot program as the solution or as the Federal re-
sponse to child care.

Secondly, I want to be clear, as I think this coalition is clear, and
as growing polls of the public are clear, that we are not here to
argue for more cosmetic solutions to child care. Parents need real
help. Children need decent care, and they need it adequately.

While ABC talks about a $2.5 billion investment and from one
perspective that may seem like a lot, it is a drco in the bucket of
need. It will address only about 10 percent of the need of the 9.5
million children whose mothers are in the labor force already. By
1995 that number will increase to 15 million. This is the time for
this Congress to begin to act to meet the realities of millions of our
children and millions of our families, and we are eager and willing
to work with you in every way to get this bill through this year
because our children need it in order to be safe.

[The prepared statement of Marian Wright Edelman follows:]
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The Children's Defense Fund appreciates the opportunity to
testify to the Cummittee on Educatlion and Labor on H.R. 3660. the
Act for Better Child Care Services. We appreciate the leadership
of Rep. Hawkins and Rep. Kildee 1in bringing this important issue
to the forefront of the Committee's agenda.

The Children's Defense Fund (CDF) 1s a privately funded
public charity dedicated to providing a strong and effective voice
for children, especially poor and minority children and their
families. We believe that parents, churches, business, non-profit
groups, and every level of government must work together to
prepare America‘'s children Jor the challenges and opportunities
facing our nation now and in the future.

We believe that every mother or primary caretaking parent should
have the cho.ice to stay at home with her or his young children.
However, our society does not currently support parenting at home or
help parents when they must go out to work. An essential component ot
this country's public policies should be adequate 1income support,
children's allowances for families and parental le.ve policies which
allow parents the )ob security and income support that they need to
remain home during the critical early months after childbirth as well
as sound child care policies. However, we are gravely concerned about
the safety of our children whose mothers are working outside the home
and do not believe that we can wait one minute longer as a nation to
put in place policies and resources to protect these children.

CDF, as others do, watches the shockingly growing list of
tragedies that are occurring as a result of our fragile child
care system and the lack of adequate support to parents 1n the labor
force. Our first and overriding reason to move ahead 1mmediately to
address child care 1in this Congress must be the safety of our
children. And any child care bill shold be guided primarily on the
basis of how well it accomplishes this goal.

Jessica McClure was fortunate to .ave survived her fall into
an uncapped well last October. She wac being cared for by her
aunt who operated an unregulated fam).y day care home that
enrolled nine children, nore than the state ¢f Texas allowed.

Too many other children are not as fortunate as Jessica.
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Or. Oc <ober 12, 1987 every working parent's nighumare
hecam: a veality for Sandra James. Because she and her
«tshand needed two )Jobs to support their family, she
...£ wor¥ing parc time as a housekeeper at & local
ho:el. Affordsbie child care for her ch:ildren was
1mpessible to find:  in her community an estimated
5,000 yourg cnildren were competing for 453 available
day care slots. With r~ better child care option
avairlable, Mrs. James 'eft Jermaine, uer six-year old
son, and his six-yerr-old friend, Amanda Crossin, 1in
the care of her eight~-year-old dauughter, Tina. uwhen a
fire broke out in their apartment. Tina ran for help,
tnadvertently locking the two .ouncer children in an
apartment engulfed in fiaimes. wn>inre firefighters
could rescue them, Jermaine aad amanda died.

On March 12, 1986, Eric Michael Hrooks died just two
weeks before his first birthuay in Ovaha, keosraska
from a skull fracture and brain hemrorhage he suffered
when his baby sitter slammed the toddler's head on the
floor while trying to change his diaper. Debra Brooks
and her husband Michael have been wrrking for better
protections for children i. child care ~<ince that day.

In December 1986 Fanny, age two, and Aiif ¥Xhan, age
four, were killed d six children were :njured when a
fire broke out in an unlicensed family d.y care home in
Brooklyn. Their family day care provider was caring
for too many infants and toddlers to get a!. the
children to safety.

Ten-month-old Ashley Snead died of poirsoning last July
from a prescription drug while in the care of a fam:ly
day care provider who had been conv.cte? or neglecting
her own two children in 1968.

Julie Ann Jacobson's nineteen month old dasuyhter d:ied
in the summer of 1986 in Colorado after falling into an
unt ?nced wading pool that state reguiations required to
be fenred.

A two-yz2ar-old died in October, 1987 after running into
the path of a school bus. He was being cared for by a
New Britain, Connecticut, family day care provider

who was not regulated by the state.

Tiffany Baptiste and another toddler died after a fire
broke out in an unrequlated family day ca e hcme.
Tiffany was one of nine toddlers trapped in the
basement.
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America's children are vulnerable because our nation has
failed to core to grips with today's reali’ies. Most mothers of

young chilaren have joined the labor force, a massive demographic

shift ttat has made decent child care & necessity for fam:ilies

fror every income group. Our current gatchwork child care syster

1S strained beyond capacity, It cannot mecet the crowing demand,
forcing many families--especially low and moderate-income
families--to leave their children in 1nadequate and sometires
dangerous child .are situations. Too few children are in good

ckild care situations, Too many are left alone, or with slightly
oléer siblings, or ,r overcrowded, unsafe, or unstimulating care.

The numker of ch:ildren with working parents will continue

its rapicd rise. Ry 1995 two-thirds of all preschool children and

four ou. of five school-age children will have mothers in the
work force. It our nation does not act now to begin to address
the ctild care crisis serijously and comprehensively parents will
continue to face :mpossikble choices and more and more young
crildren will ke left in :nadequate care.

Child care 1s Essential to Help Families be Self-
Sufficient

Parcerts need child care to cnable them to work, pay the
bills, and be rore product:ve on the job. For many two-parent

farilies today, the second income is all that stands between them

and poverty. In 1987, the House Select Committee on Children,

Youth and Farilies found that 35 percent more two-parent families
would live below the porerty line 1f the wives were not erployed.

Child care ic essentia) to poor parents' ecfforts to work and to

lift their families out of poverty. Studies show that child care

helps lower-incomc parents enter the work force, keep workaing,
and earn more:

[ According Lo adrinistrators of ah ongoing work
demonstration project sponsored by the Women's
Burcau of the U.S. Department of Labor and the
Rockz2feller Foundation, affordable, quality child
care services a:c¢ the major unmet need of single
rothers who are secking employment,

[} More than 200,000 non=-working mothers of young
children turn down job offers each month because they
cannot find or afford chila cere.

[ Resecarch by economists Dav.d Blau and Phillip K,

Robbins at the University of Miar: in 1987 on the
link ketween child care and ecconomic self-sufficiency
among low-incore farilies living in public housing
revealed that a 50 percent increase in the size of
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an on-site child care center would result in a 13.5
percent _[1ise 1in “ours worked by residents and an 19.5
percent increas. in their earnings.

Child Care is Essential to Help Parents Be Productive on the Job

Working families need decent child care to assure parents'
Job security and meet the needs of employers who are 1ncrezsinglv
concerned about the negative effects of a patchwork child care
system on their current ana future labor force.

o In 1986 Fortune magazine studied 400 working
parents with children younger than twelve and
concluded that dissatisfaction with child care was
the most reliable predictor of the workers' absenteeirsm

and unproductive work time.

o In a needs assessment conducted by Resources for Child
Care Management and Bank Street College 1in tnree New
Jersey companies with 931 employees who had children 12
and under, forty-six percent of the employees said that
locating quality ch:ild care was a major problem.
Forty~eight percent said that having an adeguate
selection of child care was also a "major problem.”

Parents are also forced to make multiple child care
arrangements which create added pressures:

[} The RCCM and Bank Street College study found 38 percent
of the families had as many as three to foir different
child care arrangements.

o A study conducted at New York University of 664
employed parents in state agencies, insurance or retai!
sales, who had children 16 or under, found that parents
had an average of 1.7 child care arrangements per
child.

Child care that incorporates the elements of high gquality
preschool and ecarly childhood developrnent pirograms 1s especially
effective in giving children from low-income famil:ies the
foundation they need to learn basic academic skills and eventually
lead better lives. Every one of our children has a valuable
contribution to make to our nation's future. As the population of
the country ages, the percentage of Americans who are children and
young adults 1s shrinking. This decline will result in a smaller
proportion of Americans who will be entering the work force. Our
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country will depend more heavily on the skills of every young
worker. 1In 1387, sixteen to twenty-four-year-olds made up 27
percent of the total working-age population; by 2005, that figure
will fall to 20 percent.

Of today's three-to five-year olds who will be entering
the labor force around the year 2005:

o One in four s poor.

(] Cne :n three 1s nonwhite, and of these, 40 percent
are poor.

o One 1in seven ts at risk of dropping out of school.

Business and government leaders have begun to recognize that
early childhood development programs that get children off to a
good start can be a sound and cost-effective way to help low-
tncome youngsters overcome early disadvantages.

A Growing Number of Families Cannor Afford ro Pay for Child Care

Despite the fact that child care 1s an essential service for
A majority Oof America's families with children, finding
affordable, available, quality child care i1s at best a daunting
task and, in many 1nstances 1mpossible. First, parents must find
the money to pay the cost of child care, which currently averages
$3,000 per year per child. Infant care costs even more.

Millions of American families cannot afford to pay for decent
child care, whether their household has one income Or two- A
growing number of America‘s working parents are poo.. In 1985,
2.7 million children, or more than one-fifth of all poor children,
were poor even though they had a mother who worked full cime. Of
the almost 5.3 million children younger than six who live 1in
poverty, more than one-third have working mothers.

Single parents--now struggling to raise one of every five
American children--are even less “1kely to afford child care. The
median annual income for 2 single mother with at least one child
younger than six was only $6,400 .n 1985, less than the federally
established poverty line for a fam.ly of two. The cost of child
care for one child equals nearly half of that med:ian wage.
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A California mother just last week wrote to the Alliance for
Better Child Care desperately searcting for relp in pay.ng for
chilé care:

I ar a single parent of two children, ages four and
nine. I have been trying for the last two years to get
child care assistance! 1 am a working parent, but may
soon have to quit so that I can take care of

children. They are presently 1n a day care center, but
I am rmonths bechind on ry payments and have borrowed frorm
every person I know. I have been On a waiting iist at
the Child Resource Center for over two years, but their
funds arec low.

where can I get assistance? I Go not want to quit and
become another welfare dependent. But 15 there a
choice? I have a job where I can advance and eventually
support ry farily on my own., But now I need iclp., Is
there any federal funding that can help me??2??

A ylung New York City mother of two sets of tw.ns, who had
been fo. ed to leave high school to care for a sick mother,
ycarned to retuvn to schocl 10 get the skilla she :ceded in order
to find full-time work and move off welfarc. However, she
cculd not afforé a rabysitter anu d:d not want to leave her

three- and four-ycar-ola children home alone. Her counselors advised

her to place the childrer in foster cere where she would be able
to visit them while she got back on her feet. The situation did
not work out as che had hoped. The children were abused :in the
foster home and when she tried tc get ther back she was acrised
of being an unfit mother. She was forced to go through a lengthy
court groceeding to get the children back.

Families with Cnildren of All Ages Search for Child Care

An increasing nurber of prrents begin thesr search for child
case when their children are infants., In 1987, S2 porcent of
mothers with children younger than one were in the lapor force.

The rapidly cscalating demand for :nfant care, coupled with
its very high cost, makes the task of finding and paying for such
care csocciall, dafficulr. Hosgpitals have by far the largest
nurbers of such centers. However, the nced for infant care far
exceeds the supply. A survey of 129 hospitals conductec :n the
5pring of 1987 found that such centers turned away two out of
three babies. The centers were serving 12,336 children while
7.988 were on waiting lists.

Parents of preschool children also search for ch:ld care. In
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Boston, the community school's preschool and after-school child
care programs serve 1,000 youngsters, while 4,000 more wait to
enroll. Although the program has tripled in size in the past five
years, it still cannot keep up with tho demand.

Finally, families of young school-age children face an acute
shortage of school-age child care programs. While the Cenus
Bureau estimates that slightly over 2 million children care for
themselves after school, other studies which interviewed both
students and parents indicate that this figure 1s an under-
statement of the problem. The majority of young school-age
children either take care of themselves or are cared for by older
siblings for som: portion of after-school hours according to a
Minneapolis area survey. The survey, conducted by the Center for
Youth Development and Research at the University of Minnesota,
included interviews with both parents ar’ students. Among the
children in kindergarten or third grade, about half are left to
care for themselves or are cared for by siblings.

Children who spend a great deal of time alone are often
consumed by fear:

In 1384, children were 1nvited to write to the language
arts magazine Sprint, published by Scholastic,
Incorporated, 1n New York City, in response to this
theme: Think of a situation that 1s scary ro you. How
do you handle your fear? The readership of this
magazine include fourth, fifth, and sixth graders from
all over the country, and the exercise was designed
purely as a way of stimulating children to practice
theirr writing. The editors were stunned to discover
that nearly 70 percent of the 7,000 letters that poured
i1n dealt with the fear of being home alone, mostly
while parents were working.

Associates for the Metropolitan Life Insurance Company,
quoted a majority of the more than 1,000 teachers interviewed as
citing isolation and lack of supervision after school as the major
reason children have difficulty 1in school.

Thc Federal Government Has Ignored Families Child Care Needs

The child care crisis can only be met through an active
collaboration among the federal government, state and local
government, parents and the private sector. Desplte the
tremendous growth in demand for decent and affordable child care,
the federal leadership required to address the problem 1in any
systematlc or substantial way has been non-existent. While some
state governments and employers nave made valiant efforts, most
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r‘ have not been able to come anywhere near meeting tne need, and too
few have not made an effort to address child care issues.

z The federal government has no program with the sole purpose
of providing direct assistance to help lower-income families pay
for child care. The Chi1ld Care Food Program is an important
program, helping pay for nutr:itious meals served in child care
centers and family day care homes. However, it does not address
3 the cost of care. Head Start, a model early childhood development

program, only provides care for a few hours and reaches less than
~7 18 percent of eligible children. The amount of child care funded
. through the Community Development Block Grant, JTPA, WIN, and the
= Earned Income Disregard is very limited. The Title XX .ocial
Services Block Grant--which provides the largest source of direct
federal funds to states for child care also covers a wide range of
other social service needs.

L
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[ Title XX suffered a 20 percent reduction in FY 1982, and

i since then has received only two modest increases, not enough to
offset the impact of either the 1982 cut or years of inflation.

' After adjusting for inflation, the federal Title XX appropriation

! for FY 1988 is less than half that of FY 1977.
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Some states have attempted to make up for shrinking federal
help by increasing their state funding commitments for child care.
This trend has increased in the past three years, as more
governors and state legislators have acknowledged the link between
child care and their states' economic vitality. But states'
overall spending for child care in real dollars 1s still stuck at
roughly 1981 levels. 1In 1987, twenty-eight states spent less 1in
real dollars for child care funded through the Title XX Soc:ial
Services Block Grant than they did in 1981. Only 18 states were
serving more children than they did in 1981, while twenty-two
states were serving fewer. At the same time, the number of
children younger than six living in pcverty rose by more than 40
percent.

The largest federal effort to help families pay for child
care comes through the dependent care tax credit. Low and lower-
moderate-income fam:ilies, after the tax reform law takes full
effect in 1988, have no or very small federal income tax
liab:ilities, and will not be able to use the credit.

While providing important assistance to many families, the
credit neither helps to expand the supply of child care nor to
improve the quality of care.
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Even tax breaks that were refundable would not substitute for
direct assistance because tax relief measures do not solve the
basic problem of poor working Sfamilies: they cannot afford the
up-front cash outlay for child care, regardless of whether they
can expect a partial reimbursement months later through the tax
code.

While employers are 1iucreasingly concerned about child care,
in reality only 3,000 out of six million employers have made any
significant investment in child care for their employees. Only a
handful of these employees provide funding assistance.
Corporations' on-site child care centers may sound like an i1deal
solution to America's child care problem, but even these are
limited. According to Fortune magazine. such centers have few
opeunings and certain employees get pre“erential treatment.
Manufacturers tend £o locate child ca-.: centers at headquarters
where higher-paid employees work, while offering no child care at
their factories. Moreover, the costs are often high. The weekly
fees at a new GSA center are $87.50 a week for preschool-age
children and $115 for infants or $4,550 and $5,980 a year.

Significant Steps Must Be Taken Immediately

The years of inattention combined with changing demographics
have stretched the child care system in this country beyond the
breaking point. We must move quickly and comprehensively to build
a child care infrastructure that will ensure safe care for our
children, help low-income parents to work and avoid dependence on
welfare, and allow working families the peace of mind they need to
be productive in their jobs. wWnile we must continually test new
approaches in the delivery of services and in helping families pay
for child care, it is far too late to consider a pilot program as
the federal response to child care. As a nation we have a serious
problem which demands a serious response from the federal
government. The Alliance for Better Child Care, now composed of
122 national organizations, has consulted with policymakers, child
care providers, administrators and parents across the country in a
thoughtful, time-consuming process to devise such a response.

H.R. 3660, the Act for Better Child Care Services, builds on state
child care polices. It would help states to put a solad
infrastructure 1in place that states, local governments, employers,
private charities and parents could continue to enhance.

29




The three issues the proposed legislation addresses are:

o Af fordability,
o Availability, and,

o Quality.

-~ affordability

~ There is no doubt that states by themselves, regardless of
the size of their child care investment, cannot offer help to the
millions of families who cannot on their own afford to pay for
decent child care:

o Half the counties in Kentucky do not offer child care
assistance to low-income working families.

o Florida maintains a waiting list of 30,000 children.

o In a 1986 survey, 230 public housing projects around

the country with on-site child ¢ —~e centers reported
combined waiting lists totaling 96,000 children.

] Seattle and New York City each serve only one of five
eligible children. ‘

o Georgia serves only 8,000 out of an estimated 76,000
children eligible for Title XX funded child care
services.

) California, which funds the largest school-age child

care program in the nation, provides child care
assistance to only 2,000 of the estimated 500,000
eligible children.
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H.R. 3660 reserves 75 percent of t» funding to help families

pay for child care on a sliding fee sc sa81S. Other provisions
1n the affordability section are desi: to address flaws 1n
current policies whicn limit the avai. 1ty of child care for

low-i1ncome families. For example:

[} States would be required to pay the market rate of
child care. Currently, the child care assistance that
a poor parent receives from the state 1s often not
enough to pay for the cost of child care. While local
child care programs may charge from ten to twelve
dollars a day, the state rates are more likely to be
seven or eight dollars a day. Thus, child care
providers are reluctant to serve low-income children
because they can earn more by serving private-paying
parents. This only serves to exacerbate our growing
two-tier child care system.

o] States would be required to pay higher reimbursements
for infant care, comprehensive programs for adolescent
mothers, and child care for handicapped children, all of
which cost more and wiil not be readily available unless
these higher costs are reflected in the rates.

o] States would be required to reserve a minimum of ten
percent of affordability funds for state and local
public preschool programs, Head Start and Chapter I
preschool programs, and preschcol programs for the
handicipped children, enabling these programs to extend
theirr hours of service to full-day and full-year. It
makes good sense to build on these quality programs
which are for the most part targeted to low-income
children. At this time these programs cannot serve the
needs of working parents because they only operate
part-day.

Availabirlity and Quality

Resource and Referral

Parents must have a place to turn in their community to help
them find child care that meetc their schedules. Resource and
referral programs can facilitate this process in many ways. By
keeping lists of licensed and regulated child care providers, a
resource and referral program can help parents locate quality
child care. Adequately funded resource and referral programs can
also be a major factor in improving the quality of child care by
of fering support services such as training to providers, and
helping to recruit and support new family day care providers.
Finally, because they keep track of the need for various kinds of
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child care, these programs can be of invaluable assistance to
policymakers in planning the development of child care services 1n
a coamunity.

The majority of states do not help fund the operating costs
of a statewirde system. California and Massachusetts fund the
most extensive networks of resource and referral programs. Only
fourteen other states and the District of Columbia provide any
state funds at all to start or operate such programs. Although an
increasing number of employers are investing in resource and
referral programs, these 'services are generally limited to their
employees and are not made available to the wider community.

HR 3660 would encourage the development of resource an

referral programs throughout a state that would provide a range of
essential services to both parents and the child care community.

Training

one of the most consistent findings of research is that
positive developmental cutcomes accrue to children :in programs
with adequate numbers of staff trained in ezrly childhood
education skills. Specialized training in child development and
early education has been shown repeatedly to affect children's
social and cognitive gains in early childhood programs. Training
appears to have three ma;.r benefits. First, it instructs ad.lts
in the skills that are required of excellent teachers. Working
with children in groups entails spec:ial challenges such as
retaining the attention span nof children with different abilities
and interests, and promoting positive social interaction. Second,
skills i1n working with parents are also a vital part of training.
Finally, training is a clear determination of an individuals's
commitment to the child care profession. Special:ized training
makes the job of child care easier for adults, thereby making the
career more rewarding.

Only twenty-six states require continuing tra:ining for
teachers while they are employed in child care centers. Forty-two
states do not require training for family day care providers.
Twenty-two states do not require training before teachers come to
work in child care centers. Seven states have no training
requirements of any kind.

H.R. 3660 would take a first step toward expanding the number
of trained caregivers by requiring that all states offer a minimum
of 15 hours of training per year, in areas essential to working
successfully with young children, for all caregivers. States
would also help to develop and coordinate training programs,
maintain clearinghouses for child care training materials, and
offer scholarship assistance programs for caregivers seeking to
improve their skills.
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Wages and Salaries

Both the availability and quality of child care are
undermined by low salaries offered in child care. Census Bureau
data indicate that child care workers' wages actually shrank 25
percent from 1979 to 1986. The mean hourly earnings of female
full-time providers dropped from $2.67 w0 $1.99, measured in
1nflation-adjusted dollars.

Child care providers today are paid less per hour than animal
caretakers, bartenders, and parking lot attendants. Only one-half
of all child care workers receive health benefits; not even one in
five has a retirement plan. Not surprisingly, many child care
wo kers move on to other professions.

Low wages result in high turnover--a problem that exacts a
high cost from our children. The staff turnover rate is now 42
percent a year in child care centers and 67 percent a year 1in
family day care homes. Carolee Howes of the University of
California at Los Angeles studied children in child care between
eighteen months and three years of age. She found major 11l
effects resulting from high turnover among providers. The
children in her study whose day care providers changed several
times demonstrated less self-control and less confidence than
peers who had stable environments.

A worried Alabama mother talks about what staff turnover
means to her child:

I have a three-year old son in a day care program in a
small rural area church. We have run 1nto the problem
of changing teachers every week or every other week or
sO0. I have talked with the day care director who I
respect very much and she <ays that the problem is not
the children, but the pay.... While my son enjoys school
after he gets there, we have the problem of him not
wanting to go in the mornings, especially Mondays,
because he does not know who to expect to greet him.

H.R. 3660 requires that states develop a plan to improve wages
and compensation at least for workers in programs serving eligible
children.
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Protections to Insure Children's Health and Safety

The tragedies resulting from unsafe child care are growing
at an alarming rate.

Current child care standards set by individual states vary
widely and are often so inadequate that they fail to provide for
the most basic safety of the children in these programs.

o] Thirty-one states do not establish any maximum group
si1ze for preschoolers, while twenty-five states do not
set a maximum for i1nfants. Research shows that a small
group s the key to each child's learning, health and
safety.

[} Ten states have no specific health training
requirements for staff in child care centers. At least
seven states do not require staff to wash their hands,
even after diapering youngsters.

<] Twenty-nine states have no regulat:ions guaranteeing
unlim:ited parental access to child care centers--
another key safeqguard of quality and safety. Thirty-
five states do not guarantee parents unlimited access
to family day care homes.

<] Only three states require centers to meet the crucial
recommendations of the National Association for
Education of Young Children that no more than three
1nfants should be cared for by one person. A low ratio
enables a caregiver to pay adequate attention to each
infant's feeding needs, safety, and development.

The absence of standards hurts children and fam:l:ies. A 1985
study of child abuse and neglect in North Carolina's day care
programs tound that complaints against unregistered family day
care providers were three times as likely to be severe as those
against registered homes. Furthermore, child care centers that
were sub)ect to lower state standards and less monitoring were
five times as likely tc be the subject of serious complaints as
p-ograms tha. met higher state standards and were monitored more
frequently.

Child development research clearly shows that low qualaity
care has negative effects on children regardless of income.

H.R. 3660 establishes a bare minimum safety floor for children
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in both child care centers and family day care homes and targets
funds to help child care programs meet standards which would
complement state licensing laws. States have five years to ncet
these basic standards as well as enforcement procedures t:at will
insure greater protections for parents. These protections include
the establishment of consumer education programs to help parents
make wise child care choices, setting up state child care hotlinea
for additional child care information, the expansion of trained
staff to monitor child care programs and the guarantee of
unannounced visits to child care programs. vhen states meet the
goals for standards and enforcement practices, their state match
would drop from 20 to 15 percent.

It is difficult to argue with the concept of setting a
minimum floor to protect children.

Other provisions to increase the supply of safe child care
include requirements that states establish low-interest loan
programs to start or renovate child care programs and that they
support organizations which offer help to family day care homes
and work to recruit new family day care providers.

The passage of the provisions included in H.R. 3660 would
represent a first step towards putting this country's child care
house in order. This is a modest bill that responds to a set of
extraordinarily serious problems that plague our child care
system. These problems are not confined to any one community or
geographic area. Across this country we hear growing numbers of
reports that point to an increasingly vulnerable child care
system which threatens the safety of our children. Too many
families have faced unspeakable tragedies because they cannot
locate or afford decent child care, too many programs are
considering closing their doors because they can no longer
recruit or retain staff, too many parents have no idea where to
turn in their communities to find help in locating minimally
decent child care, and too many staff in licensing departments
are 50 overburdened that they cannot do a minimally adequate job
of monitoring and providing help to child care programs in their
state.

We, along with our fellow members of the Alliance for Better
Child Care, urge this Committee to move quickly so that H.R. 3660
can be passed this year.

Thank you.
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Mr. Kipee. Thank you very much, Madame President, for your
testimony.

Before we go on to our next witness, I would like to make a spe-
cial introduction. We have with us today the first lady of the State
of Colorado, Bea Roemer, who is sitting down here in front.

We appreciate your honoring us with your presence today.
Thank you very much.

Our next witness is an old friend of mine, Thomas ). Donahue,
secretary-treasurer of the AFL-CIO. I will be very objective and
listen to your testimon{, but I will admit that I have a 32-year-old
card in one of your affiliates.

Go ahead, Mr. Donahue.

Mr. DoNaHUE. Thank you, Mr. Kildee.

We appreciate the opportunity to appear and the opportunity to
appear with a panel of distinguished experts and organizations that
have long been concerned with the issues which your bill attempts
to address.

I am only here to support that in the fuliest measure. Qur views
are set forth in the testimony which you have, and I won'’t attempt
to summarize that. Others will speak in more detail, I am sure, to
the questions of the need for quality care, the need to make that
quality care far more available than it is now, and the need to pro-
vide that quality care at costs which people can manage.

Let me try to address the issues from the perspective of the
AFL~CIO from the perspective of the workers of this Nation and
offer you some comments on how the worker has to address this
issue.

Most particularly, I look at the cost of child care, and we find
that the majority of people are paying about $3000 a year for child
care, though it obviously ranges in a very broad range. But if you
take a look at the median wage of all full-time wage and salary
workers in 1987, you find people at that level making $19,400 a
year. If they have two children in child care, they are spending
nearly 30 percent of their income for it.

Take a look at the median income of all households headed by
women, at $13,000 a year in 1987. A woman with one child is
spending 25 percent of that income, with two children nearly 50
percent of that income.

For the person at the minimum wage of $7,000, you can all do
the mathematics and figure out what that person has to try to do
to survive and what choice is left to that person, how difficult that
choice may be between welfare and working at the minimum wage.

Let me just ask you to think of the bill in terms of the large per-
centage of the members of the AFL-CIO who find {hemselves in
both elements of the group of Americans who seek quality child
care: those in the two-parent families where out of necessity both
work, and those in the single-parent families.

While the figures suggest, and Mr. Tauke notes, that a high pro-
portion of women in the United State at all economic levels with
children under 15 are now in the work force, cbviously at the level
of the workers who are members of the AFL-CIO, that is a signifi-
cantly higher proportion of people forced to work.

Workers real earnings have been eroding steadily in the last 10
years, and most significantly in the last seven, with little hope for
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relief in the short run. That fact alone has pressured families to
move into the two-earner category. The cumulative effects of our
unfair trade laws, runaway plants, plant closings, offshore produc-
tion, all the rest of the elements which beset the American worker
hurt that worker, hurt the American family and combine to lower
the value of many of the jobs both old as well as the newly created
Jjobs and again increase the need for that second income.

From the standpoint of decency and the need for quality care,
other witnesses will provide ample testimony.

From the standpoint of national prcductivity, quality child care
at an affordable price could do more than many of the other com-
petitiveness or productivity experiments now going on. A number
of studies tell us that the productive worker is not one beset with
constant concerns and stresses about what’s going on at home or
what’s going on in the child care arrangements.

We need the skills of those workers if we are going to compete in
the world, and this bill ought to be seen as another element of that
national drive to be competitive and, in our view, to win that com-
petition.

So, from the standpoint of individual productivity, national pro-
ductivity, and competitiveness in the world, this bill is important.

Secondly, from the standpeint of equal opportunity for women
workers, it is important on the same basis. In the mod);rn family, I
think we find a rather attractive sharing of responsibility, and I
would note we find that in some old-fashioned families as well. But
the reality is that in the vast majority of cases, the responsibility
for child care rests most heavily on the woman—and obviously, en-
tirely so in most single-parent families.

To the extent that that woman feels the heavy concern for the
child’s welfare and is nagged by that all day at work, to that same
extent her performance on the job is going to suffer, her opportuni-
ties for continued employment and for promotion are going to be
reduced.

So, this bill ought also to be seen as another piece of our efforts
to ensure equality of opportunity for women and equality of oppor-
tunity through quality care for their youngsters, to ensure those
younfsters the equal opportunity to develop their play skills, their
eocial skills, and their learning skills, and thereby ensure that they
will be able to compete equally with the children of the rich.

On a perhaps more parochial point, let me finally simplfy stress
the neecﬁ”or the improvement in the working conditions of people
in this field, which will be at least somewhat aided under the bill’s
call for State plans to encourage adequate salaries and other com-
pensation for full- and part-time staff in child care programs.

The biggest factor impacting the quality of child care is the qual-
ification and characteristics of the staff This bill would at least
provide some funds for training child care providers, along with
that encouragement of the consideration of improving wages and
conditions.

In 1984, 90 percent of home care providers and 58 percent of
center providers were paid less than the poverty level, with the
result of extremely high turnover rates and the loss of skilled and
experienced workers and the inability to attract new workers into
the fieid. I am sure that every one of us knows a number of bright,
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interested young people who came out of ou. colleges and graduate
schools with stars in their eyes and hope in their hearts about the
prospect of working in child care and in child development, only to
be forced to turn away in a very few years by poverty-level wages.
And I assure you that the problem is the same for the aides and
others who went to the field.

If you would permit, Mr. Chairman, a small commercial, I would
note that those problems will really only be resolved with large-
scale unionization of the child care work force.

But in the meantime, the small efforts of the encouragement sug-
gested in this bill are going to help. For all of those reasons, Mr.
Chairman, we fully support the bill as a modest effort to address
those questions, and we would be delighted to work with you and
other members of the committee in forwarding that prospect.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[The prepared statement of Thomas R. Donahue follows:]
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STATEMENT BY THOMAS R. DONAHUE, SECRETARY-TREASURER
AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR AND CONGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL ORGAN-"ATIONS
BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON HUMAN RESOURCES OF
THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR
ON H.R. 3660, THE ACT FOR BETTER CHILD CARE SERVICES

Febrnary 23, 1988

The AFL-CI0 apprediates the opportunity to appear here (oday to share with you our
views on one of the most serious social needs of our day--the lack of adequate child care
services. We are committed to the view that the family is the key to social stability,
community progress and national strength. in the conviction that work and the rewards of
work are the foundation of stable J\mily life, unions have sought to advance the welfare of
working peonle and their families through collective bargaining and through legislative and
political activity.

Radical social changes have been occurring in recent years which make work and
famlly Issues more vital than ever to the health of the American society. More than two-
thirds of tie entrants into the labor force in the past decade have been women and two-
thirds of these women have children--most 3 whom are under six years of age. By 1990,
more than half the labor force will be women and an estimated 33.2 million children under
the age of 13 will need to be cared for while their parents are at work.

Such a revolutionary change in the labor force ~the substantial growth of two wage
carner familles and the rapid rise in the number of single parents--has prefound implications
for famllies, children and all of society. To experts and advocates who have studied the
growing seriousness of the problem as well as Americans in all walks of life who are living
theough the effects of this transformation, it has become patently clear that a national child
care policy and the leadership to achiese it are long overdue.

The AFL-CIO has been urging the Congress for nearly 20 years to commit federal
resources to provide early childhood development and quality child care services in
communities throughout the country for the children who need them. We have spoken out on
behalt of all children who need services—abused and neglected children who require special
care, the nearly five million handicapped children, children of single parents locked into
welfare because they have no place to feave their children if they go to work, as well as the
26.4 ralllion children under the age of 13 whose mothers are working out of the home.

Though the need has increased dramatically aver the years, the role of the federal
govemment has decreased. Indeed, th= Reagan Administration has sought the removal of
any significant federal role by slashing funding for existing programs and eliminating all
federal standards which had been included in the Federa! Interagency Day Care
Requirements. Its response to the calls for action in this area is 10 suggest that parents
must rely on the {ree market place, for-profit centers and employer-sponsored programs,
with church and community groups expected to fill the remaining void.

Although state and local governments and employers recognize the need 1o contribute
more to {ill the current need for child care, the long waiting lists of parents of all incomes
for existing centers attest to the inability of the private sector to deal with this problem.
The number of employers providing some type of child care assistance to their employees
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has increased 4§00 Percent ;n the last 4 years, but that still means that only 3,000 of s:x
million employers provide some type of child care assistance to their employces.

1 can speak directly to the much heralded contributions of employer-sponsored child
care programs. A number of our unions have with very limited success pursued child care at
the bargaining table. The negotiating process on this issue is extremely arduous and in many
cases, where the union is able to overcome employer resistance, the result has been merely
an iﬁreemem to 53t p a joint labor-management committee to study the problem. In only
rare instances does the employer actually participate in providing child care services., It
should be noted that the vast majority of our Luccessful negotiations have heen with
hospitals who see [t to thelr advantage to provide child care in order to attract and keer
their mainly fenale professional staff.

In splite of our minimal success, we will continue to urge our affiliates to negotiate
child care assistance for their members through the collective bargaining process. Waorking
women will continue to search for the litnited church and other non-profit community-based
centers, but many will have to settle for proprictary centers regardless >f their cost and
the risk of poor quality and unregulated care.

But the evidence is in. All of these efforts--even as they expand to their capacity—
will never be enough. For the sake of the nation's children and their parents, it 1s time that
the {ederal government begin to assume a major role tn meeting the nation's rapidly growing
chlld care requirements.

The Act for Better Child Care Services, H.R. 3660, is a well conceived bill designed to
address the three major problems with the current chilu care situation--the quantit
allty and cost of scrvices. Here are the reasons why this committee shouls uve ths bl
early and favorable consideration.

The number of existing child care service arrangements is totally inadequate to meet
the need. There are about 21,6 million children under the age of sixin the country today.
though more than half of them have mothers who work, there are only between two and
three million slots available with licensed child care providers. There are areas where
walting lists for existing centers number as high as 25,000 children, and in some
communlities the limited number of centers that provide infant care can accept only one of
every three babies for whom care is sought.

1f enacted, H.R. 3660 will require the states to carry out an .mmediat> assessinent of
the chiid care, both center and family based care, that currently exists in each community.
Low interest loans and grants az well as business assistance will be made available for
construction and equipment of nc ¥ facilities as well as for existing centers which need to be
upgraded. Money will also be made available to train personne! needed to staff centers.
Systems will be put in%o place to help parents locate services to meet their needs. Each of
these measures is esseatial in 2liminating the barriers to increasing the supply of services.

The cost of decent child care—-if it can be found—is beyond the reach of all Lut the
most affluent American families.

Although there are significant variations in the cost of chuld care based on geography,
age of hild, and type of care ranging anywhere from $1,500 to $10,000 pv« year--.ne
majority of parents pay about $3,000 per child per year for child care. The median earnings
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of all full-time wage and salary workers in 1987 was $19,396. With two children in need of
day care, the cost in most cases would be nearly 30 percent of the median worker's income.
The median income of all households headed by women was $13,008 in 1987. The cost of
care for one child would take nearly 25 percent of their income and 50 percent if two
children need care.

For the person earning the minimum wage of $6,968 a year the cost of day care for
two children would be almost 100% of his or her gross income. It should be noted that over
half of the new jobs created between 1979 and 1984 paid less than $7,000 per year.
Moreover, over one-fourth of working people are able to secure only part-time employment.
Clearly there are millions of people in this country for whom the cost of chld care is simply
out of reach.

H.R. 3660 provides that 75 parcent of the funds authorjzed under the Act be spent on
helping people pay for child care services. Thus, enactnient of this bill will bring relief to
many of this growing number of desperate parents faced with supporting their children while
leaving them alone or in unsafe settings.

A The quality of much of the existing ~are ranges from barel\;.a!islactorx to life-

threatening. Throughout the country, there are almost daily reports of children who die
because the child care arrangements for them are unsafe. Given the frequency of these
tragedies, there can be no one who would deny the need to set minimum basic standards for
child care providers. Americans demand that minimum standards be met by hospitals,
doctors, nursing homes for the elderly, the restaurants in which we eat, and even the kenncls
which keep our dogs. The question should not be whether child care providers meet basic
standards, but what is the fairest and most offective way of accomplishing that goal.

Existing state child care standards and enforcement efforts are extremely varied--
ranging from minimal standards in some states to those that are so lax as to seriously
jeopardize the physical well being of children. H." 3660 requires that statc and local
standards be met immediately by all eligible serv .e providers; and, within 5 years, they
must come into compliance with national standards to be developed by the National
Advisory Committee the Act would establish. The process by which the national standards
will be developed involves the participation of a broad range of interests and expertise
including a public review process.

The biggest factor impacting the quality of care provided in child care--as in all
human service delivery programs—is the qualifications and characteristics of the staff. To
ensure the avilability of qualified workers, H.R. 3660 will provide funds to train child care
providers and encourages the states to begin to improve wages and provide fair
Compensation for these employees. In 1984, 90 percent of home care providers and 58
percent of center providers were paid wages less than the poverty level. Understandably,
the result has been an extremely high rate of turnover and inability to attract new workers
into the field.

To summarize, Mr. Chairman, the AFL-CIO feels that the Act for Better Child Care
Services has all the necessary eleme 1o begin to address the nation's current need for
child care. It is carefully designed to allow the greatest flexitality, within the prioriti~
established, to provide in-home, school, work or community-based centers which wili ...
meet locally determined needs. Admir.stration, operation and planning will involve a
partnership of parents, the community, and state and local government, it will improve the
quality, increase the supply and make child care more affordable for low- and moderate-
income families.

We strongly urge the enactment of H.R. 3660 so that workers will no longer be forced
to choose be tween econamic survival and their children's welfare.
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- - Mr. Kiuoee. Thank you very much.

h Now, an old young friend, Mary Hatwood Futrell, president of

- the National Education Association.

Ms. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and to the
members of the subcommittee. It is indeed an honor for me to be
here today to testify on what I consider to be one of the most im-
portant pieces of legislation before the Members of Congress.

: There is an inextricable link between quality child care and edu-

- cational excellence, but the fact that too many young children’s

: physical and intellectual needs are not met presents a substantial
challenge to my colleagues and the teaching profession, to the com-
munities, and to the Nation. Equally troubling is the growing
number of children who lack adult supervision before or after

7 school hours.

- As I look 2t the situation in America, I would say to you that
currently we have a two-tiered structure regarding child care. Fur
those who can afford it, they have the quality. For those who
cannot, they have to take whatever is left, and many times there is
very little left.

As Mr. Donahue stated, the average cost is around $3,000 to
$3,500 a year per child, and therefore child care is out of reach of
literally millions of low-income working families. You have spoken
eloquently about Jessica McClure, and 1 agree with you that she
was very, very fortunate to survive. We have heard about Ashley
Snead, who died because her child care provider gave her a drug
overdose, and about Germane James and his friend Amanda, who
died in a fire. And we could go on and on with tragic stories about
what has happened to children because they have not had access to
a child care program.

I wasalso very struck by a story I read a week or so ago in the
Los Angeles Times, speaking about the fact that many, many par-
ents are now beginning to take their children or tell them at least
to go to the public library and stay there because there is no place
for them to go. And so we find nationwide hundreds of thousands
of children on a daily basis being taken to the library so that they
at least hopefully have a safe place to stay until mom or dad can
come and pick them up. And sometimes mom and dad don’t pick
them up, and so we have to find places for them.

I would submit to you that the situation we face in the United
States regarding child care is not only desperate, but it is tragic.
The United States is the only industrialized nation except Italy
that does not provide universal child care,

I have seen firsthand the quality of public school child care pro-
grams in France, for example, making the contrast with our inad-
equacy in this area that much more disturbing, not only for its
educational consequences but for its impact on the very lives of af-
fected children.

We believe that there is an essential and an appropriate Federal
role in the establishment, support, and promotion of quality, afford-
able, and accessible child care. The Federal Government must es-
tablish high standards for the preparation and certification of child
care providers. The Government must make sure that we have
high standards of health and safety in child care programs, and it
must assure that child care legislation is in compliance with consti-
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tutional law and State and Federal statutes regarding the separa-
tion of church and State and protection of civil rights.

Given that promoting educational excellence should be a key ob-
jective in providing child care, child care programs must be con-
ducted with a high degree of cooperation with the public schools
and with the involvement of parents.

NEA is pleased that Congress bas signaled its recognition of the
importance of child care by consideration of the Act for Better
Child Care, H.R. 3660. NEA strongly supports the bill, as intro-
duced, and we urge your support, for its enactment.

There is a growing awareness of the tremendous need for quality,

affordable child care in this country. Many indicators point to the
breakdown of the extended family. I was fortunate when 1 was
growing up, even though my mother could not afford child care.
We did have a very strong extended-family concept, and so my
sister Ann and I were able to have family members to take care of
us.
We are very much aware of indicators such as the number of
two-income families that cannot afford to live on one income, the
number of one-parent families and families with special needs,
such as teenage mothers and low-income families. Demographics
clearly show that the need is growing. All the statistics that we
have seen indicate that the situation will become far, far worse as
we move toward the 21st century.

But it is generally agreed that child care and early educational
services serve only, as Mrs. Edelman said, a fraction of the con-
stituencies, especially low-income, single-parent, and non-English-
speaking families, the people who desperately need the help.

Hundreds of thousands of children, I am told by kindergarten,
first, second, and third grade teachers, these children are coming to
school unprepared for formal schooling. Many have poor vocabu-
lary skills. They lack the ability to recognize shapes and colors.
They have the most fleeting attention spans. They lack basic social
skills and personal habits and suffer from poor health, poor nutri-
tion, and low self-esteem. And these are the children who present
the most formidable challenge in the effort to provide true equality
in our educational system and in our society.

It is not only educators and researchers and social scientists and
parents who have turned their attention to the needs of our pre-
school youth. Economists, business leaders, and others dedicated to
preserving America’s place as a world leader now recognize that
nutrition, health care, and education, including early childhood
edu%ation, are essential elements in the drive to maintain our pros-
perity.

In our view, the Act for Better Child Care, H.R. 3660, represents
a major step forward in our Nation’s commitment to the national
goals of full social and economic opportunity for all citizens. The
proposed legislation recognizes that there is a need to ensure the
health and safety of children in day care centers and that there is
a need to promote cooperation among child care providers, families,
and other social agencies, including the public schools.

We are particularly pleased that the legislation before you in-
cludes a provision that wouid set aside Federal funds for public
school preschool programs, and it would also encourage coordina-
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tion of other child care services with the public schools. Public
schools sre an important national resource, not just as facilities
but in terms of the training, expericnce, and expertise of public
school employees.

There is no question that making quality child care accessible to
the people who need it is expensive. But I would like to ask you to
consider what will happen if we do not. The costs of the alterna-
tives cannot be counted only in terms of dollars; they must also be
tallied in human lives.

Authors of a study of the Perry Preschool Program cencluded
that the return on the investment in the program was approxi-
mately six times—six times—the $5,000 cost for one year of the
program. But they warned that urless program quality is carefully
defined and maintained, an early childhood program is just an-
other place for a child to be.

We have a choice—and I believe that that choice is extremely
clear—between using public resources to provide wider and wider
educational opportunities or paying later for remedial educational
or social services. We have a choice of providing for child care pro-
grams today, or we pay later by having to expend more for welfare,
vnemployment, and for people who end up in jail. America’s chit-
dren will be the ones to meet the challenges of tomorrow. We share
an obligation to meet their needs today.

Thank you very much for the opportunity to testify before you,
and I certainly hope that the Members of Congress will vote over-
whelmingly to support this legislation.

[The prevnared statement of Mary Hatwood Futrell follows:]
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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcrmmittee:

I am Mary Hatwood Putrell, president of the National Education
Association which represents nearly 1.9 million education
employees in elementary and seconcary, vocational, and
postsecondary education institutions.

NEA is pleased that Congress has signalled its recognition of
the importance of child care by consideration of the Act for
Better Child Care, H.R. 3660. NEA strongly supports the bill as
introduced, and we urge your support for its enactment.

I appreciate the opportunity to share with you our views on
this legislation. My remarks today will focus on Jjust a few
elements of this vitally important issue.

First, there is an inextricable link between qualivy <hild
care and educational excellence. Educational researchers,
psychologists, and social scientists agree that one cannot
overstate the importance of the early childhood years in relation
to future success in school or in life. Whether preschool
children spend the majority of time at home with their parents or
another adult family member or whether they are cared for in a
child care facility or some other arrangement, these children
must have opportunities tc explore the world around them, to grow
physically, emotionally, and intellectually. The fact that too
many of these children's physical and intellectual needs are not
met presents a substantial challenge to my colleagues in the
teaching profession, to our communities, and to our nation.
Equally troubling is the growing number of older children who

ck adult supervision before or after school hovrs.
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Second, there is an essential and appropriate federal role in

the establishment, support, and promotion of quality, affordable,
and accessible child care. Moreover, the federal government his
a particular interest in the support of child care for children
at risk.

Third, given that promoting educational excellence should be a
key objective in providing child care, child care ptograms must
be conducted with a high degree ¢f cooperation with the public
schools and with the involvement of parents of children served in
federally supported child care programs.

Pourth, to assure the success of these programs, the federal
government must establish high standards for the preparation and
certification of child care providers.

Fifth, the federal government must establish high standards of
health and safety in child care progranms.

Sixth, the federal government has a responsibility to assure
that child care legislation is in compliance with constitutional
law and state and federal statutes regarding the separation of
church and state and the protection of civil rights.

And finally, federal funding for these programs should be
viewed as an investment in our nation's future, with appreciable
benefits foc our educational system, economic vitality, and

national security.

Children At Risk
There is today a growing awareness of the tremendous need for

quality, affordable child care in this country. Many indicators
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point to it - the breakduwn of the extended family. the number of

two-income families, one-parent families, and famflies with
special needs: such as teenage mothers and low-income families.
Demographics clearly show that the need is growing. In 1986,
some 60 percent of the mothers of 3- to 5-year-olds were in the
labor force — 59 percent of the mothers in two-parent households.,
79 percent of single mothers. In 1984, the number of preschool-
aged children was 21.2 million, and the under-six population is
expected to rise to 23 million by 1990. Almost 20 percent of
these children are nonwhite; about one-fourth live in poverty.
By 1990, the number of children under six living in poverty is
expected to be 5.8 million; 3.°% million will live in single
family homes.

Comprehensive national data on the availability and
characteristics of preschool programs do not exist, but it is
generally agreed that child care and early educational services
gerve only a fraction of the constituencies — low-income, single
parent, and non-English-speaking families — that should be
served.

At the gsame time. some 27 percent of all high school students
nationwide do not graduate., and approximately one-third of all
Black youths and one-fourth of all Hispanic youths do not finish
school. In m&ny urban centers and in some states, the majority
of minority youth do not finish school.

What is perhaps most disturbing about these figures is that we
all know that educational programs — and developmental programs

prior £o the regular school experience — can make a tremendous
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difference in offsetting these disadvantages. Teachers have long
understood the importance of early childhood education. Whether
it takes place in the home or in a child care setting, it's
important that children learn the ABCs, how to zount, and to
recognize colors and shapes, as well as social skills and good
personal habits at an early age. We are not talking about a
rigorous, "superbaby" curriculum, but appropriate developmental
activities designed to ensure that children are fully prenared
for school.

Hundreds of thousands of children enter school each year
unprepared. Many have poor vocabulary skills, have the most
fleeting attention spans, and suffer from poor health care, poor
nutrition, and low self-esteem. These are the children who
present the most formidable challenge in the effort to provide
true equality in our educational system and in our society.

These conditions present a serious challenge to a nation striving
to improve its educational system so that more of its citizens
are fully prepared to be successful in the workplace and in life.
And yet for a variety of social and political reasons we have not
yet taken affirmative steps to deal with these problems in a
comprehensive manner.

It is nc* only educators, researchers, and social scientists
whe: have turned their attention to the needs of our preschool
yorth. Economiers, business leaders, and others dedicated to
preserving America's place as a world leader now recognize that
nutrition, health care, and education — including early education

—~ are essential elements in the drive to maintain our prosperity.
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It's clear that the answer to these needs will require a
cooperative effort among families. educational institutions, and
other social services., In no way do we diminish the importance
of parents and other family members in the developmentzl and
educational process. But far too many American families have had
to struggle to meet their children's needs. and their own
econopic needs, without help from any quarter.

In‘addition, according to the National Institute of Child
Health and Ruman Development. there are more than 2 million
children aged five through 13 who are not supervised by an adult
after school, and approximately 2.4 miilion children are in self-
care before school, after school, or at nijht, or are in the care
of someone under age 14. Some 230,000 S~ to 7-year-olds are in
self- or sibling care after school, and 32,000 of these are left
atlone for three or more hours. We can expect these numbers to
increase. Under current projections three-fourths of all school-~
age chiidren and two-thirds of all preschool children will have
mothezs in the work force by 1995, according to the Bureau of the
Census. 4

Care for our voungest children is vital, and so is *he need
for pre- and post-school ca:e. Pre~ and post-school care should
be part of a cor>rzhensive plan developed for our children.
Ptilizing unused public #uhool buiidings after hours, during
holidays, aud during schosl vacations makes fcr sound rccial and
fiscal policy, and shonld therefsre be consicered as we look for
efficient and effectiv vays to address the needs of affected

children and youths.
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Cooperation with Public Schools

We are particularly pleased that the legislation before you
includes a provision that would provide a minimum 10 percent set-
aside of federal funds for public school preschool programs, and
would also encourage coordination of other child care services
with the public schools. Public schools are a importanc national
resource, not just in terms of facilities, but it terms of the
training, experience, and expertise of public school employees.
Moreover, a high degree of coordination between public school
employees and rhild care provide-s inside and outside the public
school system can help assure that transition between preschool
and school both reassures to the child and the families and
contributes to the child's academic and intellectual development.

In addition, we support the development and maintenance of
appropriate programs before and after school that include study-
skill sessions, counseling, and guidance in addition to
recreational activities. And we support the availability of on-
site care for children of school-age youth so that teenage
parents have a full opportunity to finish school, and their
children are ensured a good start in life.

Coordination of child care and the public schools could be
greatly advanced by requiring that the national board for
maintaining child care standards include as members public school
teachers.

Child care itself is important, but NEA's emphasis will always
be on childhood education. Por many years NEA has maintained

that the demands of today's world have reached the point that the

i




.

[E

RIC 52

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

47

education of four-year-olds is an essential element for success
in school and in life. We look forward to the day — and that day
must come —~ when every four-year-old in America has access to
free, appropriate educational opportunities in the public
schools. But at the same time., we must work toward a
comprehensive plan that will take into account the needs of both

pre-school and school-age youth.

The Act for Better Child care

NEA members have long advocated pre-kindergarten childhood
education programs within the public school system as well as
meaningful before and after school programs for "latch key"
children. 1In our view., the federal government should help to
organize and support public school child care which includes
appropriate developmental curriculum and special education.
These programs must be staffed by trained and certified personnel
and trained support staff. We recognize, however. that we are
still & very long way from having sufficient capacity in our
nation's public schols to provide quality child care for all who
need or desire it. As a result, we have been working to improve
che quality and availability of child care through a wade variety
of providers and to enhance coordination between child care
providers and the public schools.

To this end. NEA was a founding member of the Alliance for
Better Child Care, a civerse group of more than 100 organizations
concerned with our nation's children and our nation's future.

NEA is committed to the principles of the Alliance that quality.
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’ able child care is an important national need and that the
feaeral government Has a responsibility to help establish and
support child care programs. particularly for disadvantage?
families and others with special needs. Moreover, we believe
that the federal emphas:is should be on ensuring high standards
for health and safety, for the preparation and certification of
child care providers, and for the quality of child care programs
and activities.

In our view, the Act for Better Child Care, H.R. 3660,
represents a major step forward 1n our nation's commitment to the
national goals of excellence and equity in education and full
social and economic opportunity for all citizens. It
demonstrates & recognition of the present realities regarding the
Ametican fanily, the relationship of individual needs and the
national economy. and the relationship between the quality of
programs that serve our youngest citizens and the quality of life
for Americans in the future. The proposed legislation recognizes
that there is a need to ensure the health and safety of children
in day care centers, tha: there is a need to promote cooperation
between child care providers and families. between public and
private institu-ions, and among child care., health care.
educational, and other social agencies at the iocal, state, and
federal level.

The proposed legislation has many features that we believe are
esgsential to making the federal government a positive force in
the drive to promote and support quality child care. H.R. 3660
requires that providers be properly trained and licensed. And it
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requires that child care centers provide developmental proqrams

appropriate for each age group. These features are essential if
a key objective of making child care widely available is to
enhance the national drive €or excellence :n education.

The NEA has historically been deeply concerned that federal
resources not be provided to nonpublic and sectarian schools. We
recognize that this legislation would permit public funds to be
used by such providers. And we are prepared to accept this as
long as Congress assures that none of the funds appropriated for
these programs would be used for sectarian purposes, practices,
or in ways that would have 2 sectarian effect.

Moreover, this legislation makes a clear delineation between
child care services and educationai programs. We believe this
delineation is crucial. PFunds appropriated for child care of
school-age children must not be used for any services provided to
students during the regqular school day, for which students would
receive academic credit, or that would supplant or duplicate the
academic program of any school.

In addition, NEA believes that discrimination cannot be
tolerated by 2 nation committed to equal opportunity. The
present legislation includes prohibitions against discrimination
by child care providers. Such prohibitions are an essential
element of this bill.

Pinally, concerning the provision of vouchers for child care
programs under H.R. 3660, NEA would have preferred that
assistance to eligible families under this Act be provided

through a public agencies. And it is our hope that ultimately
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many of the child care needs of families will be met through
cooperative efforts of federal, state, and local governmenr: —
including the public schools. But given the urgency of child
care needs, we are willing to accept this mechanism for child
care. However, it must be well understood that there are vast
differences between child care and public education. NEA will
continue to oppose vouchers for the provision of education

services at the elementary and sacondary level.

Punding issues

There is no question that making quality child care accessible

to the people who need it is an expensive proposition. 1In 1986,

the National Governors Association Task Force on Readiness
calculated that to serve an estimated 730,000 four-year-olds at
risk at a per child cost between $3,500 and $4,000 yould cost
between $2.6 to $3 billion.

But the costs of the alternatives cannot be counted only in
dollars; tihey must be tallied in human lives. The Perry
Preschool Program produced a cost-benefit analysis that showed
that participants had improved school placement and achievement
in the school years, decreased delinquency and crime, use of
welfare assistance, and incidence of teenage pregancy, and
increased high school graduation rates and frequency of
enrollment in postsecondary institutions compared to similar
children who Cid dot participate. The authors of the study

concluded that the return on the investment in the progre a was

O
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approximately six times the $5,000 cost for one year of the

program.
It is important to make a distinction between the Perry
Preschool Program and child care in ge-eral. In a 1986 article

for Educational Leadership, L.J. Schweinhart and J.J. Koshel

stated, "Unless program quality is carefully defined and
maintained, an early childhood program is just another place for
& child to be...If an early childhood program is to promote
healthy child development, research and experience show that it
must be conducted to high standards of gquality by competent child
development protessionals who establish an environment that
supports active learning by the child.”

The federal jovernment 1s already the largest source of
funding for programs for three- and four-year-olds, providing as
much as 85 percent ~f the public funding for such programs,
according to the National Center for Education Statistics. This
assistance, provided primarily through Head Start and Title XX
Sccial Service block grants, is important. However, the largest
federal expenditure for -hild care, the Dependent Care Tax
Credi%, is largely irrelevant to the incomes of poor families.

Up to now, the provision of federal assistance for child care
has been a piecemeal approach. Head Start, for example, serves
an estimated 450,000, or approximately 16 percent of the 2ligible
children. We need a more co:ryrehensive approach to the needs of
working families.

The $2.5 billion that would be provided for child care

programs under H.R. 3660 1s a reasonable, responsible approach to
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the needs of America‘s children and families, particularly whea
it is viewed — appropriately — as an investment. Federal funding
assistance tor child care programs is an important complimeat to
increased federal support for public education. We ask your
support for this figure as budget authority for the Act for
Better Child Care, and urge you to support appropriations to

fully fund these programs.

Conclusion

In short, educational, economic, and social research all point
to the need for quality, affordable child care. The question
éhat remains before us, as a nation, is how will we achieve that
goal?

is child care the responsibility of parents? Yes, there is ro
question that parents must be involved in a variety of ways,
personally and as the clients of child care providers. As
parents they must assume the responsiblity to assure that their
children's physical, emotional, and developmental needs are met.
And, as citizens, they must take part in the effort to promote
quality child care facilities through a cooperative effort of
private entities, local, state, and federal government.

Is child care the responsibility of local and state
governments? Yes, as the governments closest and most responsive
to the people, local and state governments must assume the
responsibility for monitoring private child care providers to
ensure the health and safety of children served in these

programs. They must also take part in the direct provision of
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child care, particularly for those who, primarily for economic
reasons, do not have recourse to private child care. It also is
a local and state responsibility because these communities will
be the first to experience the repercussions of our society's
decision to make quality, affordable child care available or not.
The spending choices we make today will truly determine what our
spending priorities will be in the next generation. We have a
choice, a clear choice, between giving our children a solid
foundation and using public resources to provide wider and wider
educational opportunities, or simply allowing children to make it
the best they can and paying later for remedial educational and
social services.

Is child care the responsibility of the federal government?
Yes, as the only entity capable of defining and implementing
national goals, the federal government has a responsibility to
sead a message that appropriate child care is a national need.

It must be involved in establishing high standards for health and
safety, preparation and certification of child care providers,
and for protecting the civil rights of participants. 1In
addition, federal government can conduct research and development
actis . with an eye toward disseminating effective child care
programs, projects, and procedures.

We look forward to working with you in the future to establish
a national initiative that will improve the quality of care for
America's youngest citizens. 1In that these children wi!" be the
ones to meet the challenges of the future, we share an cbligation

to meet their needs today.
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Mr. KiLpee. Thank you very much for your testimony.

Ms. Audrey Russell, Child Advocacy Working Group, of the Na-
tional Council of Churches.

Ms. RusseLL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, members of the subcom-
mittee. I am Audrey KRussell, recently retired as a director of
church and community involvement of the then-Lutheran Church
in America. I appear before you today representing the Child Advo-
cacy Working (%roup of the National Council of the Churches of
Christ, from its division Church and Society. I have been a member
of both that group and the NCC’s child day care project for several
years.

The NCC is the principal ecumenical organization in the United
States through which 32 Protestant, Orthodox, and Anglican
church bodies with a combined membership of 44 million Chris-
tians make a common witness to their faith and work together to
serve the churches and the world.

In our policy statement on child day care, adopted in November
of 1984, the governing board of the NCC said, and I quote, “Chil-
dren’s needs must be met for the sake of children and for the sake
of the fe iily and society as a whole. Children from all income
levels need care. Thus, access to services must be available to the
poor, the middle class, racial and ethnic minorities, and the afflu-
ent. Child care at its best is a family-strengthening service, not a
family replacement service. Its objective is to suppor. families in
their etforts to provide their children with a total atmosphere con-
ducive to meeting children’s needs for wholesome mental, emotion-
al, and spiritual development.”

Child care is a matter of great concern to the religious communi-
ty for many reasons, one of which is that the church is the largest
provider of church-based care in the United States. There are no
precise figures on the extent to which child care is provided
through the total religious community. But in the early 1980’s the
National Council of Cliurches conducted a survey among 15 of its
own member communions. In conducting the study, we mailed
questionnaires to over 87,000 churches, receiving 25,000 responses,
reporting that over 14,500 programs were being operated in nearly
9,000 churches.

Additionally, we know that denominations not within our mem-
bership alsc conduct child care programs in large numbers.

it is clear from the programs operated within our member com-
munities that churches make a significant contribution to child day
care both through providing space and through services given by
the churches and their members. In a high proportion of these fa-
cilities, the host church provides rent-free space. It also provides
utilities, janitorial services, and building repairs at little or no cost
to the day care centers.

Many of the churches also subsidize 2nrollment costs for children
from iow-income families. In nearly every case, the church provides
some sort of subsidy to the program operated within its walls.

As more and more mothers of young children are employed out-
side their homes, the need for safe, affordable, quality child care
has reached crisis proportions. All too often we hear stories about
children left either unattended or in unsafe child care settings
where they tecome the victims of tragedy.
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A civilized society simply cannot tolerate a situation in which
our most vulnerable neople are left unprotected. We must make
and implement a netional commitment to provide quality child
care to every child in the country who needs it.

We are grateful that Congress has recognized the importance of
this issue by holding these hearings and by considering a number
of bills that would contribute to solving the child care problem. We
are particularly supportive of the Act for Better Child Care Serv-
ices. This bill addresses most of our concerns about child day care.

. The ABC bill would increase the supply of quality day care avail-
* able to children in low-income families.

We have long known that the lack of affordable child care is one
of the main factors that keeps women in families on welfare from
working outside their home. With 75 percent of its funds targeted
on families with low and moderate incomes, this bill would make a
tremendous contribution to the well-being of the working poor.

By using both certificates and contracts to pay for care, ABC
would give families the ability to choose either family day care or
center-based care. Since the bill also provides funds to upgrade fa-
cilities and train providers, it would impr ve the quality of care.

Because providers will be reimbursed at market rates, they
would be then able to assume the extra financial burden of guaran-
teeing quality trained staff because of their increased ability to pay
decent salaries, a matter which is of particular concern to us. In
1984, over 90 percent of private household child care workers and
58 percent of all other child care workers earned less than poverty-
level workers. Tais situation must be corrected both in the interest
of equity and for the good of our children. The current high turnov-
er in child care providers deprives youngsters of the s.ability in re-
lationships which is so important in their development.

We are especially pleased with the provisions in the ABC bill re-
lated to standards and licensing for child care providers. In order
to receive funds uader this bill, a State must adopt and enforce
limited national health and safety standards over a five-year
period, one set for centers and one for family day care homes. Al-
though we know that some States exempt churches froin complying
with their existing child care standards, we have urged the church-
es in our member communions not to apply for exemption but to
comply with their State regulations because we believe churches
should not be in the business of providing unregulated or inferior
child care.

Mr. Chairman, I thank you for holding this hearing and for
giving us the opportunity to ap; ar before you. We look forward to
working with you and the members of your committee as you con-
sider the issue of compreheusive child care legislation.

[The prepared statement of Audrey Russell follows:)
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Testimony on Child Care Legislation

Presented before the
Subcommittee on
Human Resources
of the House Committee on Education and Labor

by Ms. Audrey Russe'l
on behalf of the National Council of Churches
February 25, 1988

Mr. Chairman, 1 anm Audrey Russell. I have recently retired as the
Director for Church and Community Involvement of the Lutheran Church in
America, which on January 1 of this year merged with two other Lutheran bodies
to form the new Evangelical Lutheranp Church in America. I appear before you
today representing the Child Advocacy Working Group in the Division of Church
and Society of the National Council of Churches of Christ in the USA. [ have
been a member of that group and the NCC Child Day Care Project for many years.

The NCC is the principal ecumenical organization in the United States
through which 32 Protestant, Orthodox and Anglican church bodies (see attached
1ist) with a combined wembership of 44 pillion Christians make a common
witness to their faith and work together to serve the churches and the world.
While I do not purpurt to speak for all members of the communions constituent
to the National Council, I do speak for our policy-muking body, the Governing
Board, whose 260 members are selected by those communions in numbers
proportionate to their size.

In our Policy Statement on Child Day Care, adopted in November of 1984
(copy attached), the Governing Board of the NCC said:

seechildren's needs must be met, for the sake of children and for the
sake of the family and society as a whole. Children from all income
levels need care; thus access to services must be available to the poor,
the middle class, racial and ethnic minorities and the affluent. Child
cere, at its best, is a family strengthening service, not a family
replacement service. Its objective 1is to support families in their
efforts to provide their children with a total atmosphere conducive to
meeting children's needs for wholesome mental, emotional and spiritual
development.....

Today most American children are the recipients of scme foru of child
care service and, as likely as not, that gervice is housed in a church
building. The church, 1ike the socievr, is generally without a coherent
child care policy. The continuing absence of a national child care
policy on the part of the government 1is not in the best {nterests of
children. The absence on the part of the church =-- the largest single
provider of child care =-- is a sgerious detriment to its child care
ainistry.

Child care 1s a matter of great concern to the religious community for
pany r.asons, one of which 18 that the Church is the largest provider of
center-based care in the United States. There are no precise figures on the
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extent to which child care is provided throughout the religious community. 1In
the early 1980s the National Council cf Churches conducted a survey among 15
of its member communions. The results of this work were published i{n a 1983
book entitled When Churches Mind the Children, published by High/Scope Press.

In conducting the study, we mailed questionnaires to over 87,000
churches. We received responsea from over 25,000 of them, reporting that over
14,500 programs were being operated in nearly 9,000 churches. Of course, we
cannot draw any conclusions about the extent to which child care is given by
denominations not within our membership, put we do know that they, too,
conduct child care programs in large numbers.

It is clear from the programs operated within our member communions, that
churches make a significant contribution to child day care, both through
providing space and through gervices given by churches and cheir members. For
exauple, among the centers operated by the host church, over 65% use space
without any rent charge. Among the programs that are independently operated
in churches, 21% et free snace. Over 20 more in each category are charged
rent that is below the market rate.

in & high proportion of these facilities, the host church provides
utilities, janitorial services, and building repairs at 1ittle or no cost to
the day care center. Many of the churches also subsidize enrollment costs for
children from low-income families. 1In nearly every case, the church provides
some sort of subsidy to the program operated withir its walls (98% for church~
operated programs and 87% in {ndependently opersted ones).

The religious community is uniquely suited cor providing child care.
Churches are located in communities where people live, ond where the need for
child care 1s centered. The rooms used for child cate are often constructed
specifically for the housing of children and have child-sized equipment. The
buildings would often be nearly empty during the week {f they did not house
child care programs. In our Policy Statement on Child Day Care, the Governing
Board of the NCC said:

With respect to space, location, and tax exempt status, the
Nationul Council of Churches and its member communtcas shou'd
conscientiously and imaginatively of fer tneir varied resources as local
parishes take on th- mantle of provider of child care services and
enable local parishes in a child care ministry. Thus, the church can
serve as an advocate for child care in its own life and provide a model
of stewardship for child care to the socliety at large.

As more and moce mothers of young children are employed outside their
howes, the need for safe, affordable, q 8lity child care has reached crisis
proportions. All too often we hear stories about children left either
unattended or in unsafe child care settings where they become the victims of
tragedy. A civilized society simply cannot tolerate a gituation in which our
mwost vulnerable people are left unprotected. We must mske and implement a
national commitment to providing quality child care to every chile ‘n thig
country who needs it.

We are grateful that Congress has recognized the importance >f this igsue
by holding these hearings and by considc:ing a number of bills chat would
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contribute to solving the child care problem. We are particularly supportive
of the Act for Better Child Care Services. This bill addresses most of our
concerns about child day care.

The ABC bill would increase the supply of quality day care available to
children in low~income families. Wc have long known that the lack of
affordable child care is one of the main factors that keeps women in families
on welfare from working outside thei: homes. With 75% of its funds targeted
on families with low and moderate incomes, this bill would make a tremendous
contribution to the well-being of the working poor.

By using both certificates and contracts to pay for care, ABC would give
families the ability to choose either family day care or center-based care.
Since the bill also provides funds to upgrade facilitie. and train providers,
it would improve the quality of care.

Because providers will be reimbucsed at market rate, they will be able to
increase the wages they pay tc child care workers, a matter which is of
particular concern to us because many of these individuals are women who are
themselves heads of .ow-income families. In 1984, over 90. of private
household child care workers and 58% of all other child care workers earned
less than foverty-level wages. This situation must be corrected both in the
interest of equity and for the good »f our children. The current high
turnover in child care providers deprives youngsters of the stability {n
relationships which is so important to their development.

We are especially pleased with the provisions in the ABC bill related to
standards and licensing for child care providers. 1In order to receive funds
under this bill, a state must adopt and enforce 1limited national health and
safety standards over a five year period -- one set for centers and one for
family day care homes. Although we know that some states excopt churches from
complying with their existing child care standards, we have urged the churches
in our member communions not to apply for exemption but to comply with thelr
state regulations, because we believe churches should not be in the business
of providing unregulated or inferior child care.

Mr. Chairman, I thank you again for holding this hearing and for giving
us the opportunity to appear before you. We look forward to worl‘ng with you
and the members of your Committez as you consider the issue of .umprehensive
child care legislation.
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MEMBER COMMUNIONS
of the
Natfomal Council of the Churches of Christ im the U.S.A.

African Methodist Episcopal Church

African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church

American Baptist Churches in the U.S.A.

The Antiochian Orthodox Christian Archdiocese of North America
Armenisn Church in America

Christian Church (Disciples of Christ)

rhristian Methodiat Epiacopal Church

Church of the Brethren

Coptic Orthodox Church in t'orth Amcrica

The Episcopal Church

Evangelical Lutheran Church in America

Friends United Meeting

General Convention, The Swedenborgian Church

Greek Orthodox Archdiocese of North and South America
Hungarian Reformed Church in America

Internstional Council of Community Churches

Korean Presbyterian Church in America

Moravian Church in Awerica, Northern and Southern Provinces
Nationsl Baptist Convention of America

National Baptist Convention, U.S.A., Inc.

Orthodox Church in America

Patriarchal Parishes of the Russian Orthodox Church in the U.S.A.
Philadelphia Yearly h.eting of the Religious Society of Friends
Polish National Catholic Church of America

Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.)

Progressive National Baptist Convention, Inc.

Reformed Church in America

Serbian Eastern Orthodox Church

Syrian Orthodox Church of Antioch

Ukrainian Orthodox Ch' rch in America

United Church of Christ

The United Methodist Church
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1. Social and Theological
Rationale )

A. The Cresting Tide of Need

Theawareness of need for child day
care in the United States is not new,
nor s the forging of a public policy to
undergird such care. Historically, such
policies were forged in times of war
and national crises and were adopted
to address other national priontics.
Thus, public policies regarding child
carc have not been developed from a
primary motivation to nicet the needs

yof children or to strengthen families.
1 Formalized child day care, the pro-
.grams provided to preschool children
.outside of their homes, has only
Irecently become a feature on the
Amencan family landscape. Late an
the nineteenth century **day nursenies’
sserved factory and mill workers, the
Jpoot, and the rapidly increasingly im.
migrant population, Day carc centers
sprang up dunng tath world wars to
accommodate the children of women
working to support the war cfforts.
Any sugges.ion of chld care outside
such emergencies was once thought to
be a remedial program for pathological
farilies, but child carc today has
become an American norm. In the last
decade child day care has emerged with
a sensc of permancncy and s2rvice 10
all social classes. Since 1980 2 majori-
ty of mothers of children under five
has been employed outside the home.
Other trends in birthing patterns and

dsvorce rates have contributed to the
rise in the need for chuld care both full
day and part day.

Since chilé care services were
historically associated with fanules
most in need, they were often looked
upon with disdain. Today’s ec
realitics have not succeeded fully n
removing the stigma attached to work
ing mothers. And the nation continues
to witness (o dramatic changes in fza-
ty life:

* morc parents of beth genders and all
soci0-economic classes are entering
the labor force, re:urning to school
and job traiming programs;

® there are more divorces, separations,
and unmarned parents,

* there are no indications of a future
dechine in the numbers of single
parent famhies with young children,

* there are more families with onc or
two children, thus fewer sibhings are
at home, and there1s less opportuni.
ty for children to gain important
socialization experiences;

* more men and wemen with establish-
ed carcer patterns are having
children later in bfe, making st more
likely that they will remiain in or re-
join the work force.

In the face of these trends, children’s
needs must be met, for the sake of
children and for the sake of the fam:
ly and socicty as a whole Children
from all income levels need care, thus
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access 10 services must be avalable to
the poor, the raiddle class, racial and
ethiue nunorties and the affluent.
Chutd care, at sts best, 1s a fanuly
strengthemng service. not a fanuly
replacemen: service. Its objecuve 1s to
support farulies i ther efforts to pro-
vide their cluldren with a total at.
mosphere conducive 10 meeting
chuldren s needs for wholesume mien-
tal, re¢mouonal and spintual
developnient.

Toaay most Amenican childran are
the reapients of some form of cluld
care scrvice and, as hikely as not, that
service 15 housed 1n a church building
The chuich, like th society, 1s general-
ly withont a crt.crent chuld care policy.
T he coutinuing absence of a national
shild care policy on the part of the
government 5 110t 1 the best uiterests
of children. The absence on ‘he part
of the church — the largest single pro-
vider of chuld care — 15 a serious detri-
ment (o its cluld care nunstry.

8. The Role of the Church

Chuld care 15 of urgent concern to all
famihies with Jhildren and to the coun-
try. Child care must also be an urgent
pastoral and prophetic concern for the
church.

Today, the church plays a major and
primary role as a provider of child care
and child care factlities within the na-
uon. For that reason communions are
in a unique position 10 affect child care
policies withun the society. To date, the
chuich as a whole has been unaware,

W-informed or indifferent to its role
and responsibilitics to the pressmig na-
tional concerns of chuld care. In addi-
tion 1o 1ts large-scale role as provider
the church may now find a major
teadership role in the development of
public policy 1 thus area of human
service.

Because of the magnitude of the pre-
sent mnvolvement of local churches in
chuld care, the charch has a deep, over-
nding responsibility to initiate, en-
courage and participate in a national
dialogue on child care. Such a dialogue
should ultimately yield a coherent and
equitable national plan for child care.
This plan should involve all sectors of
society and should replace the disarray
which presently charactenzes chid care
policy Existing policies fack coherence
as well as equity for all children.

Child care concerns are not of a
fleeting nature, but pose enduring
issues which reach deep into the na-
tion's ife. At the heart of a debate lies
the future well.being of America’s
children and families. The church can
ennch and strengthen, as well as gain
much from its leadersmp and par-
ticipation in a pational dialogue abcut
child care.

Inel in that
the church is consistently guided by its
vision that child care services must be;
available to all families on an cquitable
basis, draw resources from all sectors
of the society, support the develop:
ment of the child and the stability of
the famly, and be regulated in such a
manne that encourages the develop-
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ment of a variety of program types of
high quahty in which health and safe-
ty are assured. Finally, the church
comes to that _alogue prepared to
acknowledge it own responsibility to
work for quality child day care as a
part of its large; ministry to families
and th society .

C. A Yocatiou for the Church

Scnpture 1s replete;n b th Old and
New Testaments with instruction to the
faithful to do justice and to provide
nurture to persons, including the
young. In its historical witness the
church th;ough jts sacraments, as in
baptism and its rituals, as in dedication
of infants, has sought to remain
faithful to these scnptural injunctions.
Famuly life, too, has long been and re-
mains an smportant area of ministry «t
all levels of the fife of the church.
Drawing from this history, Chnistians
today are called to service in seeking
reconcitiation and the biblica! shalom
— within famulies and within the larger
society. The church seeks to offer the
Good News of Christ to families and
to support them in their critical activi-
ty of child reanng. The ministry of
child care 1s yet one more way yn which
the Chnstian community 1s called to
extend both the nurturing ministry of
the church and the prophetic nro-
clamation of justice to children,
families, parishes and the society. Few
in our socicty are as vulnerable as
child.en, dependent as they are upon
adult. for all means of support —

material, emotionz!, physical and
spintual Called to witness to God's
love and to love of neighbor 1n ad.
vocacy for child care, the church finds
again its vocation, and individuals
their ministry, 1n enabling persons to
tive the hves for which they were
created.

Thereflore, the church does not come
to the complex question of child care
devoid of resources. Ir addition to
buildings. so commonly used to house
child care pcograms, the church bnngs
a theology and tradition that offer
much to the pursuit of & more authen.
tic understanding of child care.

1L, TheChurch as

Child Care Advocate —
In Tis Own Life

A. Toward Intentional Mission

Child care within local parishes must
be assessed as an authentic expression
of discipleship as understood by the
host congregation. Thus, whether the
child care program is church-operated,
or merely church-housed, the govern-
ing body of the church should be con-
scientious about its involvement 1n
child care Congregations must
remember that the church’s name,
reputation and integnty in the ~ .n.
munity are called to account by all pro-
grams offered in thein bulding.
Parents who deliver thewr childrén at
the door of the church believe that they
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are entrusting these children to the care
of the church. The church must never,
therefore, see itsell solely as the
landlord or custodian of a child care
program. Refusing to enter casually in-
to child care, the congregation will
wish to offer all its services of work
and worship to children and families
which enter its doors. As a policy, con-
gregations housing child care need to
clanfy their own sense of ministry,
preparing pnnted materials to interpret
its sense of ministry to others. All sere
vices of the church should be offered
to families using the child care pro-
gram. However, participation in a pro-
gram of worship or mission should not
be require” as a prerequisite for pare
ticipation m child care. Through use of
its facilities or through the operation
of a day care program, the church is
carrying on a ministry which should be
consistent with the larger conception
of mission held by the church. A vane-
ty of conceptions of ministry may ine
struet the congregation in offenng
child care.Some of these may include:

1. Evangelism — In son.c instances
the church will view its child care pro-
grams as outreach and evangelism, in«
tending a ministry which proclams the
Gospel of Jecus Christ in a clear and
direct manner. If this 1s the case, the
intentions and purposes should be
clearly stated to parents so that their
deaistons can be well informed.

2. Minlstry/Service Child care may be

a parish program intended as a service
to the church's own members, an ex-
pression of pastoral care and nurture.
1( 50, the assumption should be made
explicit that participation in the child
care program implies a (urther com.
mitment to the church.

3. Community Miaistry ~— If the
church wishes to use its resources for
the good of the community as a whole,
the church must make clear that it is
providing a community service without
regard for religious belief, gender,
class, race, or nationa! origin and that
as a program is part of a broader in.
clusive ministry. In such an instance
religious education is not acomp

of the program. Once again, the
church must express clearly its expec.
tations of the famulies that participate
in the child care program.

4. Ministry to Unscrved or Underserv.
ed Populstions — The church may
decide that it is called by its social
justice ministry to focus its concern on
children with special needs. These
might include children from migrant
and rzfugee families,’ children who
have been abused or neglexed, o who
may have emotional or physical
disabilites, or for whom English is a
second language. If the governing
body of the church has made this
determination, the church must clear-
ly interpret ys cail to minister to this
particular populduon. Criteria must be
st forth defining the requirements for
entrance jnto the program. This
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ministry may Involve complications
and will call for particular expertise,
but may be the most urgently needi
and most supportive for the families
being served. Ordinarily, these pro-
grams will be non-sectarian and have
no Christian education component.
These conceptions of ministry are
suggestive, not exhaustive, and do not
rule out programs such as *‘sother’s
morning out,' and parent cooperative
nursery schools, which may represent
the ministries of some churches. In
reach instance the church must sec itself
tas an incluslve community.
, In all of the above categories of
 ministry, clear understanding of pur~
*pose and constancy are required. Con-
gregations must avoid responding
hastily to the expressed need for a child
care program. It is wise to make deci-
sions to enter ihe child care field orly
after a psriod of thoughtful and refiec.
tive study in order to evaluate the fac-
tors bearing on decisions and all of the
possible implications of those deci-
sions. The congregation has the
responsibility to be constant in its nur-
ture of any ministry it accepts,
especially since child care necessitates
day-to-dsy monitoring of activities and
aconcern for the general well-being of
the program. In many instances the
pastor or lay persons may become ad-
vocates, or take direct responsibility
for <pecific aspects of ths chiid care
peogram. In all instances the church
should understand that it has entered
into a partnership with the chil¢ care
program.

B, Church-operated Child
Care Programs

A church takes vn additional
responsibilities when 1t chooses to
operate a child care center as a part of
the congfegation’s own programming
These responsibilities may revolve
around the following concerns:

1 Quality of Program — In assuming
the op~ration of a child care program,
the caurch Is giving its pledge to
families that the quality of the pro.
gram will be of concern to the con-
gregation and governing body. The
high standards to be maintained
assume a commitment to the quabty of
the relationship 10 be achieved between
staff and families so that families can
plaee their children in the care of the
caurch with confidenee. This con-
fidence must be galned through stten-
tion to the children's physical and
emotional ¢ ety in an arca that is
child-centered, in ar environment that
encourages positive learning and
growth expesiences under the supervi-
sion of competent and emotionally
stable staff members. Programs must
be responsive to the individual child’s
needs as well as his/her cultural iden-
tity. Frenuent communications bet-
ween stai s and parents, as well as the
invitation 1o parents to participate in
decision making, will support the
family.

2, The Role of the Church as Chris-
tlan Educntor in Child Care — By the

o

very fact that the church has assumed
the operation of its own child care pro-
gram and opened its doors to young
children, the church is makeng a state-
ment about its Christian witness and
theology of mission. If the church
wishes 1o sncluds Chnstian education
as a part of its child care program,
parents must be riade aware of the
prograin philosophy before they make
the decision to enroll thesr children in
the program. Chnstian education in
child care programs may find expres.
sion in a number of ways, which may
include acquainting chiidren with the
biblica tradition, the history of the
church and confessional creed., Chris-
tian ethical teachings, Chnstian con-
cepts of love and justice, or other sub-
Jocts which the church mav deem
sustable for the age groups being serv-
ed. In some instances churches may
Jlect to offer programs, open to those
of all fasths, which do not explicitly
teach Christian doctrine but which still
en.brace and live by Chnisiian ethical
standards. In either case thecongrega-
tion must be explicit about its Chris.
tian education goals.

C. Conditions Favoring
the Church's Role
as Child Care Provider

As the steward of substantal
resources, including real estate, capital,
administrative services and health and
insurance benefits, the churches are in
an ideal position to make child care
delivery avauav s to families. Churches

taken in the aggregate are ,he largest
single provider of child care In the
United States today. Space, 1. :ation,
and tax exempt status contribute to the
desirability of church propetties for
child care programs. Of course, chur-
ches will want to consider carefully the
ethical implications of their fee policies
for the use of spaze for this ministry
of child care.

With respect to space, location, and
tax exempt status, the National Coun.
cil of Churches and its member com-

ions should ientiously and
imaginatively offer their varied
resources as jocal parishes take on the
mantle of provider of child care ser-
vices and enable Jocal parishes In a
child care ministry. Thus, the church
can serve as an advocrte for child care
in its own life and provide a model of
stewardship for child care to the socie.
ty at large.

HIL The Church as
(*ild

Advoeste 1ir
Care —

In Sﬂicl)

A. The Church's A pproach
to Advocacy

In matters of public concern the
churches have a responsibility to make
their viices heard, Since child care is
of utmes. importanc. to the present

&nd future well-being of society, the .
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church’s position on child care is an
appropnate public policy concern.
Further, as the major provider 2 child
care in the United Sates, the church has
a special responsibility to help raise
cthical questions about child care. It is
the obligation of the church to ad-
vocate & coherent, comprehensive, in-
clusive, and above all, equitable public
policy regarding child care. As it ap-
proaches public advocacy for child
care, the church must be guided by its
concerr for all sectors of society.

The federal government presently
provides subsidies for all child care ser-
vices through a variety of means to zil
socio-economic classes. In higher in-
come brackets indirect subsidy is given
through tax credits. In lower income
groups direct subsidy is provided.
These programs were not established
in a comprehensive spproach to child
care, but rather were established in a
cumulative fashion. As a result, these
programs are inequitable both in the
degree to which child care is subsidiz-
ed and the extent to which parents are
permitted to choose programs for their
children.

B. Basic Advocacy Issues

1. Parental Cholce -- In jts advocacy
for child care the church should be
vigilant in guarding the rights of
parents to exercise chotce tn selecting
appropriate child care for their
children. Government subsidies must

ving to parents the right to choose
from among programs to their lixing.
This goal can only be achieved by the
development of policies which allow
for some subsidies made directly to
parents through a variety of means. In
this way the interests of children, their
famihes, and child care providers are
all served.

Many factors influence and often
determite decistons made by families.
For example, programs must be both
affordable and accessible, and they
must meet requirements of appropriate
location, hours of operation, ages serv-
ed, and educauonal philosophy.

Parental choice can be maximized
and enhanced by the availabihity of in.
formation and referral services. Such
services can inform families about ex-
wsting child care optioas, documsnt
child care needs for the use of
policymakers, business and industry,
assist in the dev~lopment of new child
care services, and support existing set-
vices through the provision of technical
assistance. Children and their families
of all economic levels and ethnic
groups would be served by the
cstabhishment of such services.
Without access to these services.
families are unable to exercise
necessary opttons.

2, Standards of Quslity ~ jnter-
woven with 2l other aspects of chiid
care are questions of s(anda‘gﬂs 10 be
maintained, Although guahity /1 4

be designed 1o assure maxsmum stabuli-
ty fcr child care programs, while reser-

legitimate concern n publie pohcy
matters relating to child care, the

church must caution that this concern
ot be permitted to eliminate cultural
chozces, which should rightly be reserv-
ed to famihes. Rather. public policy
should be confined to regulations con-
cerning enforceable health and safety
swandards and ths requirement of
screening to determine the emotional
fitness and mental competence of all
potential staff persons to be employed
within child care centers.

a. Ta* Importance of Licensing

It 1s important that no child care
program be exempt from securing
a child care license, ordinarily 1ssued
by the state. Child care hicensing 1s
an official acknowledgment of the
public responsibility to marntain
healthy, safe, and developmentally
appropriate conditions for children
during the time they spend 1n child
care Licensing 1s a form of con-
sumer protection for children and
their parents.

The goal of child care licensing
should be to assure a level of good
quality care while taking nto ac-
count the different types of settings
and the numbers of children served
i each Agcnaes charged with en-
forcing licensing standards should
be publicly wisible so that in-
dividuals caring for children know
about them and can seek technical
assistance from them The stan-
dards represented 1n the licensing
statutes  should be widely
disseminated so that parents will be

in a better position to locate and
montor licensed child care settings.
In addition to licensing statutes,
health, building, and fire safety
codes must also be met. The inspec-
tion, monitoring, and enforcement
of all applicable statutes should be
coordinated to ensure that person-
nel and fiscal resources are wisely
used.

It 1s with such an understanding
of licensing that the churches should
urge local parishes to seek com-
phance with Licensing statutes which
provide differential standards for
centers, group homes, and family
homes, that include care of children
from nfancy through school age;
that cover full-time, part.time,
drop-in, and emergency care ar-
rangements, and facilities serving
children with disabilities.

b. Assuring Equity in Program
Quality

15 important that the church in-
sist that pubhic policy require that
all programs meet a common set of
mimmum standards that are in-
dependent of both the method or
form of payment to be made for
services and the source of funds for
payment, thus assuring an equity tn
program quality for ail children. A
comprehensive and equitable public
policy should be formulated in such
a way that 1t serves as an incentive
for all potential sources of child
care subsidy. These include federal,
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state, counly and local govern.
ments, business and industry, and
the voluntary and privats sector. It
is only through an cquity of
resources that high program qual-
ty and maximum choice for famihes
can be assured.

C. Church Exemptions:
A Challenge to the
Church’s Commitment

A special concern in regard to
regulation is the increasing pattern of
church groups that have sought to have
ct urcit sponsored, operated, or hous-
cd child care programs exempted from
state child care licensing regulations.
In this instance the important and
cherished rights of the free exercise of
rcligion need not be impeded by
government regulation. The regula-
tions of basic Lealth and safety condi-
tions in a building/program that serves
young children 1s the appropnatc
responsibility of the state and this need
not interfere with the free exercise of
religion. Thus, the church should
neither scek nor accept exemptions
from hcensing standards and indeed
should be responsible for mamntaining
compliance with these standards in the
programs that arc offerec within their
facilities This compliance oves not
presempt the churches ability and
responsibifity to actively seck reform
of licensing regulations when that ac-
twity is warranted and in the best in-
terests of children,

-

D. The Well-being of Previders

Child care providers as a group are
often poorly paic and undervalued. As
2 natural part of its advocacy for child
carg, therefore, the church must work
with other child advocacy groups to
upgrade the image and status of child
care professionals, both within and
outside the church, Likewisc, this ad-
vocacy stance should move congrega-
tions to a concern that all providers 1a
both church-operated and church.
housed programs receive adequate
remuncration and bencfits, consonant
with their experience and education.

\

E. The Church’s Social
Responsibility as Advocate

Recognizing the unique role of chur-

“che. tn the provision of child care ser-

v'wes, the church must be especially
dihigent and conscientious 1n its public
advocacy for child care. Member com-
munions of the National Council of
the Churches of Christ should:

1. Continue, through its Child Ad-
vocacy Working Group in the Division
of Church and Socicty, to provide a
forum in which its member commu.
nions may be assisted t7s develop, coor-
dinate and implemen child care ad-
vocacy strategies.

2. Become informed about the con-
ditions existing today and the issues in-
volved in the design of an adequale
public policy for child care.

ey
[

3 Use tnc appropriate councils and
agencies of the churches to monitor
public policy at federal, state, and local
levels of gover~ment.

4. Take an active part in promoting

a national dialogue in which the church

will help to frame the questions to be

ddressed in the formation of public
policy.

5. Call upon staff of church agen-
cies in Washington, D.C and within
the states who are charged with par-
ticular responsibility for the church’s
involvement 1n public policy processes,
to monitor, serve as an advocale, raise
1ssues, and bnng the voice of the
church to bear on chi'd care pohicy
development.

Price 75¢
Additional copres and bulk orders
available through,
National Council of Churches
Child Advocacy Office
475 Ryverside Drive
Room 572
New York, New York 10115
212) 870-3342
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Mr. KiLpee. Thank you very much, Ms. Russell.

Our next witness is Dr. George Sterne, the president of the
American Academy of Pediatrics.

Dr. SterNE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It is a pleasure to be here
among such distinguished company to testify about the needs of
children in day care.

Infants and children need a safe, secure environment with com-
petent, concerned caregivers. In traditional American society—and
I really should say stereotypical society—such care has been given
in the home by the full-time homemaking mother supported by a
full-time working father. This Norman Rockwell view of the Amer-
ican family has never been typical and today represents less than
10 percent of families in this country.

Those who decry the trend toward children to be placed in out-of-
home care must accept the fact tha* American society has changed.
More than 50 percent of mothers of children under one year of age
are in the out-of-home work force. Greater than 60 percent of
mothers with children under three are similarly employed. This op-
plies to both single-parent and two-parent households. Further-
more, it is estimated that 50 percent of infants today will spend at
llesast a year of their lives in a single-parent home berore the age of

Appreximately 75 percent of the jobs provide insufficient income
to support a four-person family in a modest life style. S0, in even
intact families, both parents usually need -0 work. Women, like
men, work primarily to provide the basic necessities of life. Chil-
dren in working-parent families need alternative care. Choices in-
clude care by extended-family members in their home or thz child’s
own home, family day care, group family care, or center-based care.

In our mobile society, the extended family is often unavailable to
provide care for the younger relatives. Many grandparents, aunts,
and others who might have provided this care themselves are
themselves in the work force.

There is every indication that this dramatic increase of children
receiving out-of-home care by nonrelatives will continue. The qual-
ity of this care has become the burning issue.

High-quality care is essential for optimal growth and develop-
ment. When standards for health and safety are drafted and pro-
mulgated and child care providers are trained to implement and to
maintain these standards, out-of-home care may well offer a
number of health benefits. An example of such benefits are im-
proved immunization status, early detection of vision or hearing
impairments, and hea'* education for children and their parents.

With appropriate prc ’ es and training, out-of-kome child care
settings should not pres.... undue health and safety risks. Poor-
quality care provided by inadequately trained, overworked, and un-
derpaid caregivers is not aczeptable.

Unfortunately, both the availability and affordability of quality
day care is severely restricted in the United States. Therefore, the
American Academy of Pediatrics strongly urges congressional
action to expand the supply of such care.

The academy supports the Act for Better Child Care, 1.R. 3660
not only because it would increase that availability of «hild care,
but because it would significantly improve the quality of care. The
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provisions of the Lill that would improve the child care system in-
cluae the following:

The expansion of the supply of affordable care for low-income
farmlies; the creation of a national advisory committee which
would set minimum child care standards in areas including staff-
child ratios, personnel qualifications, health and safety require-
ments; and parental access; the requirement that States have
active facility licensing and enforcement programs applicable to
day care homes and child care centers; the provision of funds for
programs that would expand caregiver training in areas including
health, safety, and meeting the needs of children with disabilicies.

The ABC bill would improve the quality of care for all families.
Horror stories of unsupervised children falling down wells or dying
in fires appear far too frequently. Inadequate licensing procedures
and haphazard enforcement allow too many unhealthful, even life-
threatening child facilities to operate.

The United States is one of the only industrialized countries in
the world that dces not uniformly regulate and promote quality
child care.

The American Academy of Pediatrics stands firmly behind H.R.
3660, which will help safeguard the health and well-being of chil-
dren in child care settings. While we are aware that the financial
obligations of H.R. 3660 are great, we believe that the goals are
well worth the price. What we cannot afford, as we have heard
from earlier witnesses today, is not to do it. Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Dr. George G. Sterne follows:]

I
&
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Good morning. My name is George Sterne. I am a pediatrician
and here today representing the American Academy of
Pediatrics. I am chairman of the Academy'’s Committee on
Early Childhood, Adoption and Dependent Care and a professor
of pediatrics at Tulane School of Medicine.

I would like to talk with you 2bout the needs of children
regarding child care.

Infants and children need a safe, secure environment, with
competent, concerned caregivers. In traditional American
society, such care has been given in the home by a full-time
homemaking mother, supported by a full-time working father.
This Norman Rockwell view of the American family has never
been typical, and today represents less than ten percent of
families in this country.

Those who decry the trend for children to k: pleced in
out-of-home care must accept the fact that American society
has changyed. More than 50 percent of mothers with children
under one year of age are in the out-of-home workforce.
Greater than 60 percent of mothers with children under three
are similarly employed. This applies to both single-parent
and two-parent households. Furthermore, it is estimated that
50 percent of infants today will spend at least a ye2ar of
their lives in a single-parent home before the age of 18.
Approximately 75 percent of jobs provide insufficient income
to support a four-person family in a modest lifestyle, so in
even intact families, both parents usually need to work.
womer, like men, work primarily to provide the basic
necessities of life.

Childr : in working parent families need alternative care.
Choices include care by extended family members in cheir home
or the child’s own home, family day care, group family care
or center based care.

In our mobile society, the extended family is often
unavailable to provide care for their young relatives. Many
grandparents. aunts and others who might have provided thais
care in th- past are themselves in the workforce. The most
common form of out-of-home child care is family day care.
This is care provided for up to six children in the home of a
nonrelative. Groups of 12 or more children in the

ca. .giver’s home, with at least one assistant present, is
referred to as group family care. Center-based care offers
care for a larger number of children in non-residential
quarters.

There is every indication that this dramatic increase of
children receiving out-of-home care by non-relatives will
continue. The quality of this care has become the burning
issue. High quality care is essential to optimal growth and
development. wWhen standards for health and safety are
drafted and promulgated and all child care providers are
trained to implement and to maintain these standar-ds, out-of
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-home care may well offer a number of potential health
benefits. Examples of such benefits are improved
immunization stat , early detection of vision or hearing
irpairments and health education for children and their
parents. With appropriate procedures and training, out-of
-home child care settings should not present undue health or
safety risks. Poor quality care provided by inadequately
trained, overworked, and under peid caregivers is not
acceptable. Unfortunately, both the availability and
affordability of quality day care is st erely restricted in
the United States. Therefore, the American Academy of
Pediatrics strongly urges conaressional action to expand the
supply of such care.

The Academy supports the Act for Better Child Care, H.R.3660,
not only because it would increase that availability of child
care, but because it would significantly improve the quality
of care. Provisions of the bill that would improve the child
care system include the following:

1. The expansion of the supply of affordable care for low
income families.

2. The creation of the National Advisory Committee, which
would set minimum child care standards in areas including
staff/cniid ratios, personnel qualifications, health and
safety requirements and parental access.

J. The requirement that states have active facility
licensing and enforcement programs applicable to day care
homes and child care centers.

4. The provision of funds for programs that would expand
care giver training in areas including health, safety and
meeting the needs of children with disabilities.

The ABC bill will improve the quality of care for all
families. Prnomulgating national standards, providirg
training for caregivers, and strengthening of licensing and
enforcement will positively affect the ent.re child care
system throughout this country.

Horror stories of unsupervised children falling down wells or
dying in fires occur far too frequently. Inadequate
licensing procedures and haphazard enforcement allow too many
unhealthful and even life-threatening child care facilities
to operate. The United States is one of the only
industrialized countries in the world that does not uniformly
regulate and promote quality child care. Pediatricians stand
firmly behind H.R.3660 which will help safeguard the health
and well-being of children in child care settings. while we
are aware that the financial obligations of H.R. 3660 are
great, we believe that the goals are well worth the price.
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Mr. KiLpEe. Thank you very much, Dr. Sterne.

Our next witness on this panel is Ms. Virginia T. Austin, presi-
dent of the Association of Junior Leagues.

Ms. AustiN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 1 appreciate the opportu-
nity to appear before you today on behalf of the Association and to
register our support for H.R. 3660, the Act for Better Child Care
Services of 1987.

I have submitted written testimony “>r the record, which I would
like to suiamarize now.

Mr. Kiupge. Thank you very much.

Ms. AustiN. The Association’s support for H.R. 3660 is consistent
with its active support for child care legislation and its role as an
international women'’s organization interested in ensuring women’s
economic progress. A member of the Alliance for Better Child Care,
the Association believes that H.R. 3660 makes a significant step
toward addressing the critical needs of families in every income
level for affordable, quality child care.

Mr. KiLpEE. Ms. Austin?

Ms. AusTiN. Yes?

Mr. Kirpek. If I could interru,* at this point —and I really apolo-
gize for this—I was hoping we would not have this, but it is prob-
ably our last vote 1or the day, and some of us want to go over to
the floor and cast that vote. In about 7 minutes we will be back, .o
%'ou can take a 7-minute break. We will be right back. I apologize

or it.

Ms. AusTiN. Thank you.

Mr. KiLpee. Thank you very much.

[Recess.)

Mr. KiLpEe. The subcoramittee will reconvene, again with apolo-
gies to Virginia Austin for the interruption. It happens from time
to time around here, but hopefully not when witesses are testify-
ing.

Ms. AustiN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would like to begin again by citing some Junior League activi-
ties that are targeted to improved child care services. Junior
Teagues throughout the United States have projects and programs
which are designed to incresse the quality of child care in their
communities. ‘These projects and programs range from increasing
the affordability and supply of child care to providing information
and referral services.

Because Junior Leagues have been active in improving child care
services, they have recognized the need for Federal leadership and
for Government funding to ensure quality child care. Consequently,
many Juuivs Leagues have supported legislation at the local, State,
and Federal levels. I will highlight aspects of Junior Leagues’ activ-
%)t')l'l regarding child care that point to the need fcr passage of this

ill.

I would likc to begin with the affordability of child cave services.
Several Junior Leagues have been active in projects designed to
make child care more affordable for low- and moderate-income
families. In Iowa, the Junior League of Des Moines provided seed
money and guidance for the deveiopment of the Child Care Re-
source Center, a branch of the Pol'z County Department of Sociul
Services. Working in collaboration with the resource center, the

Q .
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league helped to develop a computerized information and referral
service and provided startup funding and volunteers for the child
care subsidy and assistance program. The league also provided
training and equipment to caregivers necessary for infant care.

From 1984 through 1986, 365 families were served by the child
care subsidy assistance program. Approximately 15 to 20 families
monthly were on the waiting list. Because resources limit the
number of families that the program can actually serve, the pro-
gram does not advertise widely. Thus, the project staff assumed
that the waiting list figures represent a very conservative estimate
of the unmet need for subsidized child care in Des Moines.

Cencerning information 1ind referral services, many dJunior
Leagues have been active i1. ccmmunity child care information and
referral projects. Their experiences indicate that information and
referral services can increase the accessibility and the coordination
of the community’s child care services. Information and referral
services also improve the quality of child care by providing techni-
cal assistance to day care providers.

My own Junior League, the Junior League of Oklahoma City,
OK, also developed a child care information and referral project,
called the Child Care Connection, which provides assistance to par-
ents in locating and in choosing child care. The program also as-
sists in improviag the quality of care offered vy child care provid-
ers by informing them about training opportunities available to the
child care workers.

In addition, the program reports any complaint regarding possi-
ble child abuse and health and sanitation violations to the proper
authcrities.

In the project’s third year the Child Care Connection received
over 3,000 calls from individuals seeking child care and actually
gave out over 12,000 referrals. The Oklahoma City project is now a
collaborative effort between the Junior League there ar the not-
for-profit child cace service organization.

Now, in addition to information and referral services, Junior
Leagues have been involved in projects that address other aspects
of improving the quality of child care. Several Junior Leagues have
developed and collaborated in projects that provide direct training
to child care workers and potential child care workers. A substan-
tial number of Junior I.eagues have projects that advocate fo.' im-
proved and stricter State licensing and adequate standards for
child care.

Finally, in addition to providing training to increase the number
of child care providers in their communities, Junior Leagues bave
implemented other projects that respond to the need for an in-
creased supply of child care. For example, members of the Junior
League of New York City monitor State legislation that would
affect the supply of child care. The league advocates for legislation
that would fund and staff cnild care facilities, provide tax credits to
encourage the development of child care centers, and that promote
nonschool-hour programs for school-age children.

Based on the experiences of local Junior Leagues and the Asso-
ciation’s child care policy goals, we support H.2. 3660 because we
believe the legislation addresses the need for improving child care
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services for all families and for making quality child care more ac-
cessible and more affordable for low-income families.

In conclusion, my written testimony points out, and as I have
stated, that the need for improved child care is clear and it is well
documented as well. The Association believes that new initiatives
can and should be taken by the private sector as well as by State
and local Governments.

Hoewever, we are convinced that the need for child care cannot
be resolved satisfactorily without the assistance and without the
leadership of the Federal Government. The Act for Better Child
Care Services provides the Federal Government a unique opportu-
nity to meet this challenge and to take a leadership role to improve
child care services in this decade.

We encourage your support and urgs the swift passage of this
important piece of legislation. Thank yuu very much.

[The prepared statement of Virginia T. Austin follows:]
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Good morning. I am Virginia Austin, President of the Association of Junior
Leagues und a past president of the Junior League of Oklahoma City. In my
community, I am a founder and past president of Leadership Oklahoma City
and currently chair its executive commttee. I also am a regional director
and program committee chainman for the National Conference of Christians
and Jews and serve on the board of the Oklahoma County Chapter of the
AMrerican Red Cross and on the Mayor's Task Force on Economic Development in
oklahoma City.

I appreciate the opportunity to appear before you today on behalf of the
Association to register our support for H.R. 3660, the Act for Better Child
Care Services of 1987. The Association of Junior Leagues 1s an
international organization of women committed to prowoting voluntarism and
improving the commumity through the effective action and leadership of
trained volunteers. Today, there are 261 Leagues 1n the United States
representing approximately 170,000 members.,

The Association®s support for H.R. 3660 1s consistent with 1ts active
support for child care legislation and 1ts role as an 1nternational women's
organization interested in ensuring women's economic progress. A member ot
the Alliance for Better child Care (ABC), the Association believes that
H.R. 3660 makes a significant step toward addressing the critical needs of
families at every income level for affordable, qualaty child care.

The Association's commatment to the improvement of services for chiléren
and families is long-standing. Jumior League volunteers have been
providing such services since the first Junior League was founded in New
York City in 1901. In the 1970s, the Associction and 1ndividual Junior
Leagues expanded their activities to advocate for legislative and
administrative changes directed at improving the systems and institutions
which provide services to children and their families. These advocacy
activities have focused on such 1issues as child care, chld health, child
abuse and neglect and child welfare services.

Association of Junior Leaques Position on Child Care
The Association has been on record since 1981 witk the following position
statement on children:

The Association of Junior Leagues is committed to ensuring that
children have the opportunities and services essential for their
physical, intellectual, emotional, mental and social and economic
well-being and will advocate to see that such opportumties and
services are provided.

In 1981, the Association Board also approved the following child care
olicy goals:

1. child care should be easily accessible and affordable to all
parents who want it.

O
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2. A wide variety of ¢’ ild care programs should be available to
meet the needs and _references of child =n and their families.

3. Certain minimum standards of licensing requirements should be in
place to ensure tht health, safety and well-being of children.

4. Strong information and referrzl systems should be established.

The Association's interest in child care was further demonstrated at its
national con‘erence, "Child Care: Options for the 60s," held at the Wingspread
Conference Oenter in Racine, Wisconsin in 1982. Participants at this
conference developed an agenda for action which addressed the need for
affordable, quality child care.

Individual Junior League members' awareness of the need for child care
has been heightened by the changing demographics of our country.
Junior League members are experiencing many of the same trends as
those reflected in national statistics -- that is, many of our members
are working and more are having to combine work and family
responsibilities. Most Junior League members are married, have
children, and a substantial number are employed.

Trends Affecting Child Care

The dramatic rise in the number of women working outside of the home
has substantially increased the demand for child care. In the past 15
years, growing numbers Of nothers of children under the age of six
have returned to work. The numbers will only continue to increasc
since women will account for the majority of the growth in the iabor
force between now and 1995, Morcover, it is important that we
reoognize that most Of these women—-both as members of two-parent and
of single parent families--work because Of cconomic necessity. Some
important trends affecting child care are:

* Nearly two-thirds of all women in the labor ferce in March 1985
were either single (25 percent), divorced (12 percent), widowed
(5 percent), separated (4 percent}, or had husbands whose 1984
camings were less than $15,000 (17 percent).

A quarter of working mothers have husbands who earn less than
$10,000 per year; fifty percent have husbands who earn less
th.r. $20,000 per year.

Sixty-five percent of all women 18 to 64 years of age were in
the civilian labor force in 1985.

Seventy percent of mothers with school age children were in the
labor force in 1986: 59 percent of the mothers of pre-schoolers
and 47 percent of mothers with children under one also were in
the labor force in 1986. It is estinated that two-thirds of
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women with pre-school aged children and three-quarters with
school~aged children will be in the work force by the
mid~1990's.

+  Almost 68 percent of single mothers worked in 1985.

+ A woman working full-time at manimum wage would have to spend
approximately 40 percent of her paycheck for child care (based
on an average of $57 per week for one child). .

Junior League Activities co Improve child Care Services
Junior Leagues throughout the United States have projects and programs
designed to increase the quality of child care in their commmnities.

These projects and programs range from increasing the affordability
and the supply of child care to providing information and referral
services. Because the Junior lLeagues have been active 1n improving
ch1ld care services, they have recognized the need for federal
leadership and government funding to ensure quality child care.
Consequently, many Junior Leagues have supported legislation at the
local, state and federal levels. I will highlight aspects of Jumor
League act’vities regarding child care that point to the need for
passage of H.R. 3660.

Affordability of child Care Services
Several Junior Leagues have been active in projects designed to make
child care mo-r affordable for low and moderate-income famulies.

In Iowa, the Junior Leaque of Des #. .mes began a 12-year commitment to
improving child care services when it found that good, quality child
care was not available for every chilo in polx County. The Ieague
developed a variety of imitiatives relating to improvang child care
services including the development of a resource center and a subsidy
and assistance program. The league provided seed money and quadance
for the development of the Child Care Resource Center, a branch of the
Polk County Department of Social Services. Working in collaboration
with the resource center, the Ieague helped dsvelop a computerized
information and referral service and providec ..art-up funding and
wolunteers for the Child Care Subsidy and Assistance program. The
League also provided training and 2quipment to caregivers necessary
for infant care.

The Child Care and Subsidy Assistance program in Des Moines was
developed to provide child care assistance to qualified low-income
families because of cutbacks in federa and state subsidies. The
project provides vouchers which allow maxiimm parental flexibility in
choosing child care. From 1984 through 1986, 365 familics were served
by the Child Care Subsidy Assistance Program; approximately 15-20
families monthly were on waiting lists. Because resources limt the
numbers of families the program can serve, the program does not
advertise widely. Thus, project staff assune that the waiting list
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figures represent a conservative estimate of the unmet need for
subsidized child care in Des Moines.

The Junior League contributed a total of $42,000 to the project's
budget and 35 wolunteers for the first three years of the program.
The Junior League's formal commitment to the Child Care Subsidy
Assistance Program ended in March 1987. Funding for the program
currently comes from private foundations and government sources.

Information and Referral Services

Many Junior Leagues have been active .n community child care
information and referral projects. Their experiences indicate that
information and referral services can increase the accessibility and
the coordination of a camwmnty's child care services. Information
and referral systems also can imp..ve the quality of child care by
providing technical assistance to day care providers.

The Junior League of Salt Lake City developed an information and
referral project, the Child Care Connection, after a study of
cormmnity needs found that there were no centralized child care
information and referral services in Salt Lake City, or anywhere else
ir Utah. The Junior Ieague of Salt Lake City took the initiative in
developing the program because it found that businesses were reluctant
to become involved 1in child care without first having information
about commni‘y needs. The computerized service, designed as a
support systen to working parents, provides child care information at
no cost to anyere who lives in the Salt Lake Valley. Since the
project's . wception, the Junior league has committed $40,000 to its
support .

The Salt lake City League quickly found the demand for information and
referral services to be overwhelming. Further, it became apparent
that additional resources, including more leadership from the federal
government, were necessary if the multitude of child care needs in
Salt Lake City were to be met. Tsstifying in support of the release
of funds authorized for the State Grants for Dependent Care Planning
and Development, familiarly known as the Dependent Care Block Grant,
before the Subcormittee on Children, Family, Drugs and Alcoholism of
the Senate Cormittee on Iabor and Human Resources in March 1986 in
Washington, D.C., a representative of the Salt Lake City Junior League
stated:

A local television studio offered to produce for us a public
service announcement abou* the Child Care Connection. We

arranged with all four of the area t.v. station: to run thic
PSA for the entire month. What occurred stunned even those

“ho had compiled all the research for this project. In that
one month, the agency received more than 2,000 calls for
referrals. Volunteers could not handle the huge wolume of
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calls and were literally overwhelmed...As a result, the Child
Care Connection project asked the stations to pull the PSA's
after two weeks in order not to jeopardize the quality of our
service...We would like to run the PSA again but do not have
the resources to meet the need...The Child Care Connection has
been unanimously supported by every and all of Utah's public
and private agencies including the State Division of Family
Services which has agreed to pay the salary of our director
for the coming year. But, I'm afraid that if we are to be
true to our name and concept, we must expand beyond our
current ability of only being able to give referrals. We must
expand to be a resource...Funding for thi legislation would
send a strong message to private business that the government
recognizes the need and that business, too, should take the
time to look at this issue. The successful resource and
referral project, we feel, is one that combines a partnership
between private business, the federal government, the local
comunity, and volunteer Organizations, such as the Junior
League. With your support, this message could place the
federal government in a leadership position in the child care
area, since most states will not offer this service without
seed monies form the federal government. Someone needs to
assume the initiative to address this critical need because it
is inevitable and growing....

In .986, the Children's Service Society in Salt Lake City assumed full
r-sponsibility for the operation of Child Care Connection. Although
the project did receive a small grant from the federal Dependent Care
Block Grant program to be used for expansion, the current staff
director reports difficulty in securing adequate funding both for
project raintenance as well as expansion.

My own League, the Junior League of Oklahoma City, also developed a
child care informatiocn and referral project <.alled Child Care
Connection, which -vovides assistance to parents in locating and
choosing child cat.. The program also assists in improving the
quality of care offered by its child care providers by informirg them
about training opportunicies available for child care workers. In
additic . the program reports any camnlaints regarding possible child
abuse or health and saritation violations to proper authorities. In
the project's third year, Child Care Connectinn received 3035 calls
from individuals seeking child care and gaw.  t 12,075 referrals.
The Oklahoma City project is now a collakorative effort between the
Junior League and a mon-profit, child care service organization.

The Oklahoma City project works in conjunction with two national
information and referral networks. In 1984, Child Care Conn:ction
received a contract from IBM to provide services to its employees
working in Oklahoma City. Since that time, Child Care Connection has
received similar contracts with six other national corporations.
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Current 1y, efforts are being made to de'x op contracts with local
organizations as well.

Qualitx of Child Care Services

In addition to information and referral services, Junior Leagues have
been involved in projects that address octher aspects of improving the
quality of child care. Several Junior Leagues have developed and
collaborated in projects that provice direct training to child care
workers and potential :hild care workers A substantial number of
Junior Leagues have projec s that advocate for improved and stricter
state licensing and adequa.e standards for child care.

The Junior League of Oklahama City is among those Leac ses which have
been active ou the issue of state child care licensing. The League
supported legislation whi~h would require regulation of day care
prograns and would enccuraje greater collaboration between the
Oklahoma City Council and the Oklahoma City/County Health Department
to ensure safe, high quality, affordable child care. The Oklahoma
City League also took part in activities to educate both 1its
membership and the commumnity about the need for licensing to ensure a
minimem sta~dard of child care.

Because of its inwlvement with the Folk County Child Care Resource
center, in 1984 the Des Moines Junior League supported legislation
which would have mandated registration of family day care providers in
the state of Iowa. Such registration would have required the state to
take responsibility for regulating family day care by empowering it to
close family day care homes which did not meet minimm standards. The
House of the Iowa state legislature passed the mandatory registraticn
bill but it failed passage in tne Senate.

The Junior League of Philadelphia, in response to its growing concern
about the lack of trained child care providers, implemented Project
Independence. After studying econcmic concerns in their conrmnity,
Junior League members discovered that the lack of affordahle, quality
child care was a major difficulty for women in the work force. The
project, a collaborative effort of the Philadelphia League and the
Private Industry Council of Montgomery County, recruits low-inocme
women who then are trained and licensed as home day care provaders.
The project both improves the quality of ~.i'd care by providing
necersary training, as well as increasing the supply of child care in
the comunity. In addition, low-income women are given skills that
he'p them to improve their econamic situation. A similar type of
project was operated by the Junior League of the CQity of New York.

Pocessibility of Chi.d Care Services

In 2ddition to providing training to increase the number of -hild care
providers in their commupities, Junior Leagues have implemented other
projects that respond to the need for an increased supply of child
care.
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Menters of the Junior League of New York City monitor state
legislation that would affect the supply of child care. The League
advocates for legislation that would fund and staff child care
facilities, provide tax credits to encourage the develorment of child
care o.nters and that promote non-school hour programs for school-age
childres:.

Recognizing the need for increased child care services, the Junior League
of Orlando-Winter Park in 1984 launched a project to ercourage local
employers tc provide subsidized child care. The Junior League, working ir
collaboration with the Snively Oorporauon, prorotes tie Child Care
Assrance Plan (CCAP) to businesces in their commmity. OCAP, a program
developed by the Community Coordinated Child Care for Central Florida (4\.),
encourages businesses to contribute to the cost of erp'oyees' child care in
a manner similar to the way in which health care beietits are provided.
Under CCAP, a company agrees to pay @ percentage of the cost of child care
for each employee desiring child care. 4C then enrolls employees in tl'e
program at their worksite, detemines employee eligibilicty for public
assistance, assists parents in finding suitable care of their choio: at a
convenzent location, and :ends the employer one censolidated monthly bill
for his or her portion of the child care services. 1The program is designec
to be flexible to meet the needs of individual ccopanies. All & care
providers participating in the program, however, wust be license..

Although the project has been successful, the area still has a significant
child care crisis. In February of 1987, there were 23,610 children on the
waiting list for suboidized child care in Florida iwo thousand of these
children reside in the three counties served by 4C. Florida, as is e
case for virtually all other states, needs mary more quality, subsidi:ad
child care slots.

why the Association Supports H.R. 3660

Based on the experiences of individual Junior Ieages and :ts child care
policy goals, thc Association of Juniov Leagues supperts .i R. 3660. we
believe that the legislation addresses the need fo: improvimg child care
services for all families and for making quality child care rore accesstble
and affordable fcr low income families. H.R. 3660 would aake child care
more affordable by providirg fivancial assistance to low- und
moderate-income families who are most in need. Of the amoun: of fudds to
be allocated to t*-: states under H.R. 3660, a state would ke vequired 4o
spend at least 75 percent of its funds on chiidren wiwse famdly srocre does
not exceed 115 percent of the state median income. !n addit.r, tv
requiring that child care providers be reimbaxrsed at nc lesz than T. =
market rate of care in a community, H.R. 3660 ~ould .icrease acoes.. ' laty
o€ these services to low income Jamilies.

Consistent with these concerns, the Association of Junior Ledayies supponts
the development of minimm standards for child care, as well as support for
activ ties that would increase the quality of child rzre sexrvwi<es. H.R.
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3660 creates a set of minimm federal child care standards and enforcement
practices for all licensed and regulated child care -vithin a state to
ensure the health and safety of children. In addition, H.R. 3660 helps to
ensure that providers have at least some training by requiring that state.
fund training facilities and also that child care workers obtain 15 hours
of yearly, in-service training.

The Association of Juni~v reaques' Position on Parental leave

The Association also supports parental leave legislation that would provide
parents ith job protected leave for the birth, adoption or sericus illness
of a child. 1In addition to helping new families adjust, parental leave
coul” ease *he <hortage of infant child care. Parental leave legislaticn
woula complement the Act for Better Child Care Services. Parents would be
able to choose to stay home after child birth, but once returnang to the
labor force, H.R. 3660 would' provide these parents with expanded and
improved options for child care.

Mony Junior Leagues have become aware of the need for parental leave
because of their inwolvement with child care services in their
communities. A number of the child care projects that Junior leagues
support report a rising demand for child care services for infants. Foo
instanc2, the Child Care Subsidy Assistance Program in Des Moines reports
that requests for infant care ac-ounted for 51 percent of the rore than
2,200 calls received in the last six months of 1986. However, only six of
the 65 child care centers 'n the conmunity provide infant care.

The Junior Icagues of Salt L.ke City, Oklahoma City, Cedar Rapids and other
cities report the same problems — the mumber of requests for infant care
continues %o rise while the number of high—quality licensed care providers
for infants remains low.

Conclusion

As this testimony points cit, the need for improved chiid care 1s clear and
well documented. The Assoclation believes that new initiatives can and
should be taken by the private sector as well as by state and loval
governments. However, we are convinced that the need for child care cannot
be resolved satisfactorily without the assistance and leaderst.p of the
federal govermment. The Act for Better Child Care Services provides the
federal government with an unique opportumty to meet this challenge and to
take a leadership role to amprove child care services in this decade. We
encourage your support and urge swift passage of this important piece of
segislatior.

vargiria T. Austin
President
Assocration of Junior Leagues
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Mr. KiLpee. Thank you, Ms. Austin. We appreciate that.

Now, since we have a long witness list today, 1 am geing to try to
use the 5-minute rule for the members in their questioning. So, we
are using this device here. When the green light goes on we wiil
start. When the yellow light goes on, 1 minute to finish. When the
red light goes an, finish. However, if the witness—you have special
privileges—if the witness is still responding to the question put to
you by one of the members feel free to continue your response
until you feel that ynu have made vou.- point.

So, with that. we will begin. I will address this to Helen Blink.

Helen, is filling in for Marian, who had to leave—and anyecae at
the table may, at any of the questions, feel free to join in and add
what they would.

Some have told us through letters and various other contacts
that we underestimate the power of the informal arrangements
that can be made by parents for child care, that actually the infor-
mal arrangements with relativ-s and friends takes care of a great-
er percentage of the need thuan we estimate,

Could you respond to that? How good, and how effective, and
how widespread are those informal arrangements?

Ms. BLANK. We obviously think that parents should have choices,
and many of them prefer informal arrangements, and those are
fine as long as they are safe. We are concerned that the tragedlms
we are seeing are often related to unregulated—you know, “un-
regulated/informal”—arrangements. Marian talked about some;
other witnesses have talked about some. Tiffany Baptiste died, nine
childron in a basement of an unregulated family day care horsc.
Nine toddlers. She and another child couldn’t be carried to safety.

S», our first question is what is the quality of those informal ar-
rangemen's. Other studies are showing that parents buy what they
can pay. A report by Martin O’Connell, whe is with the Census
Bureau, says that parents use informal arrangements, but when
parents can ’t, child care is a large part of their budget. And if you
can't pay for it, you end up in _very unsettling arrangements.

Maurice and Anthony died in a fire in an informal arrangement;
those children in Florida. Their mother used a relative one day and
a friend the next day. .'hose arrangements aren’t stable. When her
cousin couldn’t come, she had to go to work because she was poor
and if you don’t go to work—you don’t get sick leave for your chil-
dren~—she left because she didn’t want to lose her income. And her
two children diec

I think we have another serious issue; that is, equity. Two-thirds
of parents who earn $35,000 a year or more have their child in a
preschooi program, but only one-third of parents who earn $10,000
or less—their 4-year-olds—because more and more parents are
seeking some soru of a preschoul, center-based arrangement. That
may not be what all families want, but they are for older children,
and we ought to have low-income parents have that choice if we
want children to be on an equal basis when they go to school.

Congressman Tauke talked about an increase in cenier-based
care. There ought to be that choice for all families. Whether it's
formal or informal, the choice should not be dependent on what
you have to pay.

&2
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So, we think many families are choosing what we call informal,
but not necessarily strong child care situations, because they can’t
afford to pay, not n>cesscrily that we would encourage all families
to use a center. We  ust want all families to have a choice.

Mr. KiLpee. Doer, anyone else at the table care to commer: on
that question?

[No response.]

Mr. KiLpee. Dr. Sterne, are federal standards appropriate for
child care, or as many have suggested, should these standards be
left up to the individual States? Would you comment on that?

Dr. SterNE. Yes. I thinn .he problem with leaving it up to the
individual Statez is that the expertise for developing standards is
quite variable. The interests of the States in developing standards
is variable.

The American Academy of Pediatrics is currently involved in a
joint project with the American Public Health Association, which
has a long experience in setting national reference standards—per-
formance su.ndards for tkings like health care in jails and in water
supplies—which have been used nationally, to develop some nation-
al reference standards. In setting standards, what we are trying to
do is to set a very basic floor of quality below which no program
shouid be allowed to go, particularly in terms of health and safety.

We are certainly working with early-childhood educators. We are
working with regulators. We are working with consumers, with
nurses, with dieticians, with everybody who has an interest in this.

But the primary concern of the academy has been in health and
safety, and the States frequently don’t have this expertise. It is a
difficult matter of trying to arrive at just what can you get away
with and what is really a minimal in terms of standards.

Mr. KiLpek. I think my orange light is on alre~dy, so I will defer
right now to Congressman Tauke.

Mr. TAUKE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Obviously, we could ask five minutes of guestions of each of you
and probably more in order to tap our expertise. But we don’t
have that luxury. So, I am going tc ask permission, with the con-
sent of the chairman, to submit Guestions in writing to you.

Mr. Kipre. Without objection, you may submit those questions
in writing.

Mr. Tauke. Thank you.

About 16 months ago I became a father, and it’s a wonderful
privilege. But as a result, one gets a new perspective ¢n child care
matters. I have a wife who is a professional and wants to continue
to develop her mind and her career as well, of course, as be a
mother and a good wife. And we have strt 3gled with child care
problems, and it’s not easy, especially when you don’t know if
you’re going to be in Iowa or Washington from one week to the
next.

It’s not easy to have a stable child care arrangemeut. I think
that anybody who is facing that kind of circumstance these days
understands that kind of problem.

It seemns to me that our basic question isn’t should we do some-
thing; the basic question is how should we do it. Let me focus a
little bit on that. Last week I had an opportunity to visit one of the
schools in my district, and it was delightful to ..2e what I consicer
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to be a wonderful child care arrangement. The school had child
care facilities for preschoolers right adjacent to the regular school
building. I was inere when parents were coming to drop their
second-graders off for school and their 2-year-olds off for child care.

After school, the sche.o: offered services for what we commonly
call the latchkey chiluren. That school, however, was a private
school. I don’t find an} Jixing like that i1 the public schools.

I guess, Ms. Futrell, I will start with you. Should we be trying to
use the schools? Are they a natural entity, a structure that is al-
ready in place for this kind of activity? Toes this bill do anything
tv move in that direction?

Ms. Furreir. Yes. The bill proposes that some of the funds
should be used to establish child care/day care centers in schools
as well as in other community centers. I think of one school in
Prince Georges County which several years ago decided to open up
its facilities not only to the children during regular school hours,
but to have the school open during the morning and late in the
afternoon so that parents who had to be at work, let’s say, at 8:30
could take the children to the school and there were facilities and
staff ready to help them. And they could leave them until 6, 7, 8 at
night; or if they needed other arrangements, to leave them longer,
they could do that.

So, schools are beginning to move in this direction. We believe
that schools could be utilized even more than they are being used.
And the bill does address that particular concern.

Mr. TAUuke. Some of the witnesses have suggested that this bill
will not serve that many children, znd also the amount of money
available to individual children would be very limited.

Do we have any good estimates as to how many children could be
served with the $2.5 billion in th's legislation under the structue
that is established?

Ms. Brank. The bill, it’s difficult to estimate because some of the
children would obviously be school-age and s0ome would get partial
subsidy under a sliding-fee-scale basis. The bill would scrve at a
minimum close to 700,000 children. But that is a minimum figure.

I think it is important to see the bill as 2 place to start. and the
bill is providing an infrastructure that States, local goverrmen s,
and employers could buiid on to ccntinue to serve more children.
But I think 700,000 is a minimal figu-e.

Mr. TAuke. Ms. Russell, one of the controversial sections of the
pill is section 19, which prohibits the expenditure of funds for cer-
tain purposes, and first lisied is for sectarian purposes. It is inter-
preted 15 suggsst that, for example, no church facilities could be
used for chiid care.

Dec you support that sect” n of the bill?

Ms. RusseLL. First of all, let me point out that religious groups
were part of the original coalition that worked together to creatz
this bill, and we are very aware of the controversy and discussion
that has ensued.

Elforts are under way now through interfaith groups meeting, in-
tergroup members of the coalition, for our continuing discussions to
reword it, to change the language so as to assure separation of
church and State but without unduly restricting the provision of
services by religious groups.
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Mr. TAUkE. All right. Do you think we can work something out
on this particular issue? Since we have so many church facilities
that are providing child care, can we ensure that church facilities
coul;i continue to oe ased and reccive the benefits of this legisla-
tion?

Ms. RusseLe. We are confide.. that something will be worked
out.

Mr. Tauke. Thank you.

Ms. RusseLL. Very soon.

Mr. Tauxe. Mr. Chairmar, I have a lot more questions which I
will submit in writing. Thank you.

Mr. KiLpee. All right.

I will add, in conjunction witk that, that there have been some
very productive discussions going on, and I am sure we will reach a
resolution to that problem. We have had good faith on both sides
and a lot of hard work, so I am sure by the time we move this bill
we will have that resolved.

Major Owens?

Mr. Owens. Yes. I was going to just follow up on that by asking
Ms. Futrell, who touched on the issue of constitutionality in ber
statement

Would you like to comment on that?

Ms. FutreLL. Well, basically, my reference tu the constitutional-
ity of the hil’ has t¢ - not only with the separation of church and
State but also the issue of nondiscrimination, making sure that all
children regardless of race, regardless of sex, ethnicity, or socioeco-
nomic background will have equat access to the programs and that
they will not be discriminated against.

Those were concerns that we have raised and which we believe
have been addressed. We will continue to participate in the debate
regarding those irsues and work with the coalition.

Mr. Owens. Now, Dr. Sterne has already been asked to comment
on the question of Federal standards versus State standards for «er-
.ification, training, health and safety. But I think in your testimo-
ny you went beyond that and talked about some standards for the
actt::l program content of the child care programs, the educational
content.

Ms. FutreLr. Well, in my comments, I allud=d to the require-
ments regarding certification licensure, regarding health stand-
ards, and the program itself. In cther words, what we are saying is
that we should take advantage of the opportunity not to simply
place children in front of TV where they can watch soap operas for
10 to 14 hours or more, but rather provide programs Lased on their
interests and maturation levels.

So, we could have dcveiopmental type programs to help young
people have better social skills or personal skills, help them with
things like shapes and colors, e. cetera. Bit it would be develop-
mental. It would not be a watered-down version of vhat we are
doing in our elementary schools, but we should certainly have a
productive pro:ram and have a conducive environment which en-
courages young people to learn.

Mr. Owens. So, you think we can service the same number of
children without resorting to warehousing.

I was just going to ask Ms. Blank about the 700,000 figure.
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You said you have served 700,000. Were you thinking about chil-
dren in programs with the kinds of standards that Ms. Futre}! is
talking about?

Ms. Brank. This whole alliance and we believe everyone who is
concerned about children supports child care that provides mini-
mally decent, safe, and good, sound developmental experiences for
children. And that is what the ABC bill would set out to provide.
We think it is time, with so many children in child care, that we
began to look holisticaiiy at the issue.

Mr. Owens. The Children’s Defense Fund supported the welfare
reform bill that I reluctantly voted for. It's a horrible bill, but it
was the best we had. In that bill the amount per child per month
for child care i3 $175. We want to move on a fast track and certain-
ly want to move this bill. That one is already out of the station
with $175 per month per child.

Do you feel it is going to undermine any standards with respect
to this bi""” What can you provide for $175 per month per child?

Ms. B° k. We had hoped that that bill could be higher. The
welfare reform bill gives the States some flexibility that will pro-
vide more per child. Per State, that amount which is higher for in-
fants, is more than Statcs currently get under title IV(A) and
States will have—and we have talked with some welfare adninis-
trators who see that as new money that they can supplement to
provide a higher amount. That amount can be used if a mother
uses part-time care. She can use the full amount. If a mother is in
a training program or has a 5-hour job, she can have good child
care that costs $175 per part-day. We thought that was a very im-
portant provision.

We believe we need ABC because it was very difficult under wel-
fare reform to fill in all the gaps in child care. And we have to deal
with child care in a comprehensive fashion, and we found that with
so many issues on welfare reform, we could only take so many
steps.

We think every step that was taken is an improvement over cur-
rent law. We agreed, it is certainly not enough, but an improve-
ment over carrent law that we hope the States will supplement.
And we are anxiously awaitiag this bill to pass so we can take an-
other step.

Mr. Owens. Mr. Donahue, let me just ask this. The assumption is
made, I think, in a lot of the cos'ing of child care that the very low
wages that are paid to child care workers are going to continue.
And I think the AFL-CIO or most unions supported the welfare
reforru bill, and they were making assumptions of the very lowest
wages being paid to child care workers.

Would you care to comment? You know, I live in a State and a
city where, thank God, the child care workers are organized,
they’re unionized, they get a little better wages than nationwide.
But the costs are high, as a result. Would you care to comment?

Mr. Donanuk. 1 think that is the conundrum that is presented is
that we need to pay child c~re workers more so that we can have
qualified people coming into that field and staying in it, and yet we
are faced with what are already high costs for child care.

I think if you analyze any industry from at its lowest level, you
conclude that you can’t afford to raise the wages of workers with-

GD
«

IToxt Provided by ERI




e

88

out raising the cost of the product. That simply hasn’t proved to be
true, and our experience in every industry tells us that that is not
true.

I come from the Janitors and Elevator Operators Union in your
city, and that was a union which was historically the bottom of the
barrel in that city. It is not su today. The union has succeeded in
raising the wages, .nd all sorts of efficiencies have grown up in the
business. .

I am confident that in the child care industry, seen as an indus-
try, the same will be true. As wages are raised, you will have a
more stable and more capable work force, efficiencies wil! be made,
and I think you can do that without exorbitantly increasing the
price of care.

Mr. OweNs. Thank you.

My time is up.

Mr. KiLDEE. As a corollary to that, in Head Start, which this sub-
committee has jurisdiction over too, we have a very strong training
requirement for all those involved. And to our knowledge, there
has never been a case of child abuse in a Head Start program. I
think that training does helo minimize that, and I think that is
something we can learn from Head Start and try to apply to other
areas of child care.

I want to thank this panel. You have been very, very helpful. We
will go to Mr. Grandy.

Mr. GRaNDY. I have no questions. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Kipee. You have no questions, Mr. Grandy? I am sorry I
didn’t see you come in. Mr. Grandy from Iowa.

Mr. Solarz from New York. Go ahead.

Mr. SoLarz. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I just hzve a
few ques.ions.

You have all made a very persuasive case in favor of the need for
a much more positive Federal response to the day care problem in
this country. One issue however, is not clear tc me. How much of
the resources in this legislation, would be available to create new
child care slots in order to help fill the need for additional places
that are not now available, and how much of it would be used to
defray the expenses of those parents whose children are already in
such{)facilities but who are finding 1t very difficuit to make ends
meet!

Do you have any sense as to how many new slots will be created?
Can you compare this to how many people who have a low income
or a moderate income and can burely afford to scrape up the
money would end up having some portion of their own expenses de-
frayed by virtue of the assistance which this would provide?

Ms. BLANK. You have two things working which would create
more slots: one, that because 75 percent of the bill is reserved for
affordability, if you add more money into the system, more families
will have the money and that will help to create a greater demand
in new slots. The States have to ~reate a low-interest loan program.
A number of States—Massachusetts, Maryland—have those loan
programs in place. New York has a grant program in place to help
start new centers or renovate old. That money doesn’t even come
out of the bill. That will create new slots.
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States also have to have grant programs in place, and that will
also help to create new slots.

Mr. Sorarz. Do yoi. have any estimate as to the number of new
slots that would be created?

Ms. BLaNk. We don’t, because we give the States flexibility on
how they use the money reserved in ‘%o bill for grants and for
strengthening family day care. Another way that will create new
slots is they have to support family day care programs that recruit
new family day care providers.

Mr. SoLArz. How many slots are there in the country now?

Ms. BLANK. It’s kard to say. There are about anywhere from 2.5
to 4 million chiid care center slots; more like 2.5 million.

Mr. SoLArRz. How many people do you estimate would take ad-
vgilt;age of child care slots if as many as were necessary were ¢ vail-
able’

Ms. BLANK. Again, those are center slots. There are also family
day care slots as well.

Mr. Sorarz. Right.

Ms. BLANK. And the bill does a lot to increase family day care.
There are 10.5 million children under six with working mothers,
but not all of them need formal child care arrangements.

Mr. SorLarz. That's right. Well, could you work up some esti-
mates as to the degree of the unmet need and how far you calcu-
late this bill would go 'n terms of meeting that unmet need? I
think along the way people are going to want some sense of wheth-
er this Lill will enable us to take care of 50 percent of the unmet
need or only 10 percent or 80 percent or whatever, and how many
more children will actually benefit than are already in such pro-
grams and how many parents would be able to pay less because
they meet the income criterion.

Mr. Sorarz. The next question I have is that this bill authorizes
$2.5 billion, and my understanding is that the summit agreement
on the budget for the next fiscal year provided a grand total of $3
billion for new domestic initiatives. If that is in fact the case, do
you think it’s appropriate to spend $2.5 billion, set aside $2.5 bii-
lion for child care out of a grand total of $3 billion for all new do-
mestic Initiatives?

Ms. Brank. I think our goal should be to authorize a sound,
decent child care program this year, and that we may not be able
to move ahead with full funding in the budget for it, but we have a
very good blueprint here and I think our goal ought to be to put
that blueprint un the books this year.

Mr. SoLARz. I mean, obviousiy this is a worthwhile program and
the money would be well spent. The only question is in terms of
allocating priorities, there may be demands for othe new money.
Are you saying that virtually all of it should go to this?

Ms. Brank. We can move ahead to implement this program and
start it without taking that full $3 billion from the budget.

Mr. Sorarz. The $2.5 billion?

Ms. BLank. Right.

Mr. SorArz. Finally, do any of you have any suggestions for
amendments or any changes in the bill, or would you like to see it
enacted exactly the way it is?
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Ms. BLANK. It's a big bill, and obviously there is room for techni-
cal amendments. And I think that we all feel, as we talk to people
across the country, there are some minor modifications that are
necessary, and we as an alliance are going tc be looking at that
and working with the committee.

We think the basic structure is very sound. It took a year to put
this bill together because the alliance consulted with policymakers,
parents, providers, and administrators across the country to lay out
what we needed for children. And we think the basic structure is
there. There is room for some modification, obviously, and we will
be looking.

Mr. SoLarz. Well, Mr. Chairman, I see my time is expired.

Mr. KiLDEE. Yes.

Mr. SoLarz. May I say that if we are going to move ahead with
this, and I gather that we will, thanks largely to your leadership, I
would certainly hope that we could do it with the best bill possible.

Certainly, I would welcome any suggestions that any of you m;
have for making it even better than it alrecdy is, assuming that
that can be done and it’s politically possible.

Mr. KiLpee. With that in mind, we will reserve the right to
submit to you other questions, and both the questions and your re-
sponses will be made part of the hearing record of this hearing.

Again—I did it prematurely before—I want to thank you for

our testimony this morning. You have been very, very helpful.
hank you for what you have done even prior to the introduction
of the bill.

Mr. WiLLiAMs. Mr. Chairman, if I may.

Mr. KiLpge. I wil] have to thank you one more time.

Mr. Williams from Montana?

Mr. WiLLiAms. I am sorry to appear to barge in. I was listening
in the back and didn’t realize you were so close to concluding. I
joinkrry colleagues in appreciation of this panel’s concern and
Y OrK.

Mr. Chairman, I want (o make a point that may seem somewhat
d.fferent from day care, but it is a general point about how, in my
view, the people of America do not fully understand how badly this
Nation treats its children.

Let me give you an unpleasant example—and I appreciate the
witnesses waiting to hear this.

America has heard of a place called Potters Field. It is a burial

round, a public burial ground for New York City. It is out on an
island called Hart Island in Long Island Sound. There is a prison
facility there, and the prisoners have the unhappy job of being the
buriers of the deceased.

There are no v.sitors allowed on that island, so during the cere-
mony, the burial ceremony, if we can aggrandize the horror that
takes place there, the families of any children that are buried
{hre are not allowed to attend the buria'.

The - it works is like this: If you can't afford to have your
child bw..ed becavse you're homesless, or because you just can’t
come up with the couple of thousand dollars required by most mor-
tuaries and burial facilities, then your child is taken with others,
unembalmed, in a wooden box costing $40, by truck «n the ferry
out to Hart Island. Trenches are dug. Those wooden boxes are laid
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end to end. They're two wide and three high, put in the trenches.
Dirt is pushed over them.

About every 40 years a bulldozer comes along and turns that soil
over and pushes the boxes aside to make room for the bodies of
new little children and others to be buried there.

Someone wrote that it serves not to memorialize, but to diminish
the existence of these people wh- once lived. And here is the
horror of it, Mr. Chairman: For th. .irst half of this decade, half of
the children who died under the age of two in New York City were
buried in that manner.

America doesn’t understand that. We don’t know how we're
treating the youngest among us. If our Nation is going to come to
full grips with itself as we enter the next century, we are going to
have to reach down and find the will, including legislation such as
Chairman Kildee's, to say we can do a lot better for our infants
and Americans in the early years of their growth than we have
done in the past.

I thank the commitment of this panel to see that America does
better with its children, and I join the chairman in suppcrt of this
legislation and of ending the kind of horrors that go on in this
country with regard to children.

Mr. TAuke. Would the gentlemun yield?

Mr. WiLLiams. Yes.

Mr. TAUKE. The gentleman makes a very touching point, and I
along with our colleague Congressman Rowland from Georgia serve
on the Infant Mortality Commission, which has been holding hear-
ings around the country on this issue of infant mortality.

But there is one implication that I think needs to be challerged,
and that is the implication that American’s don't care. I find that
Americans do care very greatly when they are made aware of the
problems and made aware of the facts. I don’t think that we have
an uncaring society, I think that we have a society that occasional-
ly may be ill-informed but, when people are aware of the facts, is a
caring society.

The reality of life is that most infant mortalit; does not occur
because of a lack of care on the part of society. The young people
in New York who are dying are very much the victims of some of
the curses of our society. The vast majority are victims of drug
abuse, and the drug abuse usually not just of their parents. Some-
times the children themselves are inflicted with drugs.

The next biggest percentage are victims of alcohol abuse. Then
the next biggest problem is that we have adolescent - ~egnancies.

Ard all of those problems need to be dealt with in a very respon-
sible and responsive way. But I don't think that we should con-
clude because of the problems that you have mentioned that people
in New York don’t care or that those in Iowa care a lot more be-
cause we seem to have a very low infant mortality rate.

I think that, ir.stead, we need to recognize that we haven't found
good solutions for many of th problems, and we have not made
our people aware of many of those problems. That is where our re-
sponsibility lies. .

Mr. WiLLiams. I thank the gentleman. 1 would just note that—

Mr. KiLpEE. You are on the chairman’s time right now.
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Mr. WiLLiams. If the chairman would yield 30 seconds, I would
appreciate it.

Mr. KiLDEE. Proceed.

Mr. WiLLiamMs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would note that in the beginning of my statemeut I said that I
don’t think Americans fully understand Low we're treating our
children. After enough turning away of one’s head, hcwever, it
seems o me not terribly inappropriate to begin accusing citizens of
not only understanding it, but of not demonstrating enough care
either.

Mr. Owens. If the gentleman would yield?

Mr. KiLDEE. You are on the chairman’s time again.

Mr. Owens. Just one minute of your time, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. KiLpek. All right. Go ahead. )

Mr. Owens. I think Mr. Williams’ example of Potters Field in
New York City was just one specific example. There are Potters
Fields all over the country, and the tragedy he cites takes place all
over the country.

If Americans do care and I t*ink they do care; the American
people do care—the problen is that their Government and their
leaders are in the way. We are too preoccupied with deficits. We
are too preoccupied with an overinflated defense initiative. We are
too preoccupied with the things that matter the least and not pre-
occupied with those that we should be most concerned about. It is
the Government, Congress, Members who choose to focus on details
at a time when the tragedy is obvious and the need to ameliorate
that tragedy is obvious to all of us.

The American people do care. The Government should get out of
the way and express the will of the people.

Mr. KiLpee. I have always said that you can judge the humanity
of a socie.y both historically, and geographically, looking »+ound
the globe today, by how 1t treats its very young and its ola. it’s a
very 3ood measure of the humanity of a society. I think all four of
us up here would agree when we're talking about care, that care
has to be transferred into programs. We care about national de-
fense, and that care is generally translated into programs—MX
missiles, B1 bombers. I think our care for our children has to be
transferred into _rograms too.

Again, I want to thank this panel for your help today. Thank you
very much.

Our next panel, panel two, will consist of: Mr. Gerald W. McEn-
tee, president of the American Federation of State, County, and
Municipal Employees; Charles Hayward, Child Care Task Force,
American Public Welfare Association; Evelyn K. Moore, executive
director of the National Black Child Development Institute; Mr.
Morton Bahr, president of the Communications Workers of Amer-
ica; Mr. Jim Scheibel, St. Paul City Council president and also the
National League of Cities; and Ms. Nan Rich, the executive com-
mittee me mber of the National Council of Jewish Womer..

Mr. McEntee, it is good to have you again before this committee.
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STATEMENT OF GERALD W. McENTEE, PRESIDENT, AMERICAN
FEDERATION OF STATE, COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL EMPLOY-
EES, ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES HAYWARD, CHILD CARE
TASK FORCE, AMERICAN PUBLIC WELFARE ASSOCIATION; -
EVELYN K. MOORE, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, NATIONAL BLACK
CHILD DEVELOPMENT INSTITUTE; MORTON BAHR, PRESIGENT,
COMMUPNYCATIONS WORKERS OF AMERICA; JIM SCHEIBE(,, ST.
PAUL COUNCIL PRESIDENT, AND NATIONAL LEAGUE OF
CITIES; AND NAN RICH, FXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEMBER, NA-
TIONAL COUNCIL OF JEWISH WOMEN

Mr. McENTEE. Thank you, very much, Mr. Chairman.

I am the president of the American Federation of State, County,
and County Fmployees—AFSCME/AFL-CIO. It is indeed a great
pleasure to appear here today to call for speedy passage of the Act
for Better Child Care and to compliment you, Mr. Chairman, on
your leadership on this bill. I would like to submit my entire state-
ment for the record and then make a number of comments.

Mr. Kipee. Yes. I appreciate that, and your prepared statement
will be inserted immediately following your oral presentation.

Mr. McEnTEE. Child care is a legislative priority of our union.
Finding reliable, affordable, and quality child care is a critical con-
cern for all AFSCME families with young children. AFSCME is
aiso the bargaining agent for thousands of child care and Head
Start workers. In that role we have sought to improve iheir wages,
benefits, and working conditions. We also have lobbied at the Fed-
eral and State levels for additional support to reducs child-staff
ratios and expand services.

Our efforts and the Federal response, however, have fallen far
short of producing a comprehensive and reliable child care system.
Indeed, Federal support actually has declined since 1983, even in
the face of an explosive increase in the number of working moth-
ers. That is why we so eagerly joined in the formatisn of the Alli-
ance for Better Child Care and the development of the Act for
Better Child Care.

AFSCME s.rongly supports H.R. 3660 because it will help bring
today’s disconnected, ad hoc services into a more comprehensive
child care system. It will also expand child care services, improve
the quality of child care, and help more families afford good care.

I would like to make a number of points today. First, the public
supports additional Government assistance. In a po}l conducted for
AFSCME by Martilla & Kiley last year, 71 percent of the respond-
ents supported Government policies to make child care services
more avaiiable and affordable. The greatest support came from
middle-class Americans earning $20,000 to $30,000 a year.

Second, there is strong public support for Government standards.
In the same poll, an overwhelming 74 percent supported strict, uni-
form standards for licensing all child care facilities, even though it
could raise the cost of services.

Frankly, we don’t see why the question of standards is so contro-
versial. If we regulate cars on the roads and airplanes in the sky
and drugs on the market, why shouldn’t we regulate the kind of
care our children receive day after d~y?
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Third, the private sector cannot meet the demand for quality
cnild care without Government assistance. AFSCME'’s experience
in New York State clearly illustrates this point. In 1979,
AFSCME's affiliate, the New York State Civil Service Employees
Association, negotiated the first, and what may still be the only,
Statewide day care system in the United States. Today, 32 centers
serve 2,200 children.

The growth of these centers, created through labor-management
cooperation is the good news. The bad news is that there are still
long waiting lists, low salaries and benefits, and sign:ficant staff
turnover.

At the Children’s Place in Albany, the waiting list is twice as
long as the number of available spaces. Some families have waited
as long as four years.

While the 32 centers receive startup assistance, their operating
costs are sumported exclusively by parent fees and, by necessity,
fundraising events. At the Children’s Place fees range from $49 to
$100 per week per child. Child-staff ratios are better than required,
but low salaries discourage staff from staying. The center even has
lost employees to McDonald’s and Burger King.

Low salaries are also a problem in the New York City day care
and Head Start programs. Many child care teachers go to the
public schools because the salary disparity between Head Start and
day care teachers on the one hand and public school teachers on
the other grows as educational level and length of services in-
creases.

Ii is generally agreed that continuity of care is critical, especially
for young children. The problem is that reducing turnover by im-
proving salaries and career opportunities mears raising fees, and
that prices many parents out of the system.

Congressional action is necessary to help keep child care costs
reasonable and begin to improve quality at the same time. H.R.
3660 offers the necessary assistance ana incentives to do both
through subsidies to parents and providers, resources for staff
training and recruitment, improved enforcement of stronger stand-
ards, and incentives to upgrade child care employees’ compensa-
tion.

Equally important, H.R. 3660 would begin to create a comprehen-
sive child care infrastructure in each State and community. Both
Congress and some of the Federal agencies already have begun to
respond to the new realities of the workplace by establishing child
care centers for their own employees. Clearly, it is also time for the
Federal Government to offer the same opportunities for the chil-
dren of non-Federal vorkers, many of whom languish in inad-
equate and unsafe circumstances.

We now have a real chance to make it possible for many more
children to grow and flourish in stable, loving, and enriched set-
tings. You can be assured that AFSCME will use its full range of
resources to gain enactment of H.R. 3660.

If you nave any questions, at the appropriate time I will be
happy to answer them. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[The prepared statement of Gerald W. McEntee follows:]
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Mr. Chairman, my name is Gerald McEntee, and I am President
of the American Federation of State, County and Municipal
Employees (AFSCME). It is a great pleasure to appear here today
to call for speedy enactment of the Act for Better Child Care and
to compliment you on your leadership on this bill.

Child care ic a legislative prior:ty of this union. It is a
priority because our members are both consumers and providers of
child care services. It also is a priority because child care
has become a2 major concern of American workers in general. Just
last month I sent a letter to our entire lo<al leadership asking
for their active assistance in getting this legislation passed.

The rapid entry of both single and married women 1into t-e
workforce, primarily for economic reasons, has created an
enormous demand for stable and iffordable child care. It
probably is no exaggeration to say that almost every two-earner
and single parent family -- no matter how rich or poor -- has
suffered throuyh the stress and anxiety cf worrying about whether
their children are receiving quality care or whether they can
maintain reliable or affordable arrangements. When child care
breaks down everyone suffers: the children, the parents and the
employer.

Li.2 the American workforce, AFSCME has experienced profound
demographic changes over the last 15 years. Over half of our 1.1
million members, who work in state and local governments, are

women. Over 60 percent of them earn less tuhan $20,000 a year.
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Tte avaiiability of reliable, affordable and quality child care
is a critical economic and social concein not only for them and
their families, but for all AFSCME families with young children.

our union also is the bargaining agent fotr thousands of
child care and Head Start workers. In that role, we have sought
to improve their wages, benefits and working conditionms which, as
you know, are grossly inadequate given their responsibilities and
the need to attract qualified people to the field. We also have
lobbied at the federal and state levels for additional suppport
to reduce child/staff ratios and expand services.

AFSCME's efforts on behalf of expanded child care
opportunities go back at jeast 17 years when we supported the
last comprehensive federal child care bill. Since the
disappointing veto of that $2 billion bill by President Nixon, we
have lcbbied Congress for assistance through Title XX and Head
Start. We aiso have made some progress negotiating child care
benefits for our members 1in our local contracts.

Let me give you two short examples of AFSCME working mothers
who now have child care provided benefits through our union
contracts:

¢ Lynne McNally 1s a CSEA/AFSCME member working for the

state of New York. Her union negotiated child care site
for her 2-1/2 year old daughter 1is within walking
distance of her Albany office. 1'11 talk more about this

landmark ch:ild care system later in my testimony.
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® Chris Metro is a librarian and an AFSCME member from Los
Angeles working for the city. She and her husband both
work and have a two year old daughter enrolled in -~ new
city child care center negotiated by the union.

These are outstanding success stories. But they are the
exception rather than the rule for most working parents. Let me
cite the example of an AFSCME working parent in Illinois who is
not so lucky:

e Patti Hazelip is an AFSCME membev in Springfield working
for the state. She's a clerical worker and has a six
year old daughter. “~,ast year she spent about 15% of her
grnss salary on privately-provided child care that is not
always convenient and sometimes doesn't fit her work
schedule.

Paggi Hazelip is one of the reasons we need a national child
care policy. Our efforts and the federal response have fallen
far short gf producing a comprehensive and reliable child care
system. Indeed, federal support actually has declined since 1980
even in the face of an explosive increase in the number of
working mothers.

That is why we so eagerly joined in the initial discussions
that led to the formation of the Alliance for Better Child Care
and the development of the Act for Better Child Care. H.R. 3660
e'..ved during a year of careful discussions amcng all of the

major organizations wi:th an interest in child .are. In seeking
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consensus on a bill, some of us moderated long-standing positions
on some controversial issues, such as the role of the schools,
for-profit providers and family day care, because of the obvious
and overwhelming crises in child care that confront and affect
American workers, families and employers. We believe that the

bill achieves a balanced framework that maximizes parental choice

by providing funds for the many diverse ways in which child care
presently is provided while also creating appropriate mechanisms
to upgrade the qualilty of care and avoid potential abuses.

I would like to limit my remarks to several major points
today.

First, the public supports additional government assistance.

Last spring, AFSCME commissioned the polling firm of
Nartilla and Kiley to conduct a survey on child care. A key
finding of that poll was that 71 percent agreed that govermment
should develop policies to make child care services more
available and affordable. The greatest support for expanded
child care came from middle-class families earning
$20,000-$30,000 a year -— families like many AFSCME families.

Second, there ig strong public support for government

standards.

In the same poll, an overwhelming 74 percent supported
gtrict, uniform stancards for licensing all child care
facilities, even though it could raise the cost of services.

Frankly, we don't see why the quection of standards 1s so
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controversial. If we requlate cars on the road, airplanes in the
sky, and drugs on the market, wu, shouldn’t we regulate the kind
1 of care our children receive day after day?

In our view, it would be irresponsible not to require
accountability in exchange for federal assistance. While the
child care industry is still very fragmented, it has become so
widespread throughout the United States that uniform federal
standards are defensible and essential. At stake is the safety
and healthy development of literally millions of children.

Third, the private sector cannot meet the demand for quality

child care without government assistance.

The economics of child care make it .mpossible for the

private sector to solve the interrelated problems of

availability, affordability and quality. Indeed, the private and
nonprofit sectoxs provide most child care now, but they are
constantly struggling to balance these triple goals. Usually one
or the other objective suffers. AFSCME's experience in New York
State is a clear illustration.

In 1979, AFSCME's affiliate, the New York State Civil
Service Employees Association (CSEA), negotiated an agreement
with the State of New York to establish the first, and what may
| still be the only, statewide day care system in the United

States. A private non-profit corporation, Empire State Day Care
Services, Incorporated, was established to initiate non-profit

day care centers and coordinate management with the state.

-5 -
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The first center, The Children's Place, opened in 1979 with
a $50,000 start-up grant from the U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services. By 1984, when CSEA Secretary Irene Carr
described the program to the House Select Committee on Children,
youth and Families, 18 centers serving 1,000 children were
operating. Today, there are 32 centers serving 2,200 children
and Seventeen more are proposed.

The steady expansion of these centers created through labor-
management cooperation is the good news. The bad news is that
there are still long waiting lists, low salaries and benefits,
and significant staff turnover.

The Children's Place today has 265 families on its waiting
1igt. The Center serves 135 children, about 110 ful! time. Some
families have waited as long as four years to have their child
enrolled . One mother, expecting her child in June, has been
told she will have to wait two years. Another mother who has
enrolled her 21 month old daughter, placed her name on the
waiting list the day she learned she was pregnant.

A critical financial fact about the centers is that they
must be seif-supporting. while they receive start up assistance,
their operating costs are supported exclusively by parent fees
and, by necessity, fund-raising events.

At the Children's Place, fees range from $49-73100 per week
per child. The Center tries to enrich its program with a better

child/teacher ratio than required, but low salaries discourage
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staff from staying. According to the Center's director, the
Center has lost employees to McDonald's and Burger King. That's
not surprising when a night porter for a fast food establishment

can earn $5 an hour, while assistant teachers and teacher aides

earn $4.96 and $4.66 respectively.

inferior compensation and high turnover rates are not
limited to the state employee centers. In New York City, where
AFSCME District Council .707 represents the Head Start and city
day care workers, the union found that almost 50 percent of the
day czre center classrooms had no head teacher this past fall.
Many child care tezchers go to the public schools because the
salary disparity between Head Start and day care teachers on the
one hand, and public school teachers, on the other, grows as
edycational level and length of service 1ncreases. There 1s a
strong financial incentive to leave the child care system after
several years.
This salary disparity also was noted in a 1987 statement by
the Research and Policy Committee of the Committee on Economic
Development (CED). The statement cited findings of the National
Day Care Study by ABT Associates that the only teacher
characteristic that predicts qual.ty anl effectiveness 1is the
extent of training in early childhood education. Yet, the CED
reported, the salaries and career paths for child care workers
and pre-school teachers lagged far below that of teachers in
1985, with the average pay of Head Start staff being only one-
tnird of the average public school salary.
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the situation with New York City's family day care system is
much worse -- and can only be called disgraceful. Family day
care providers under contract with the city do not even receive
wages and benefits; they siuply get a stipend.

Continuity of care givers is a critical element in quality
care, especislly for young children. So too is good training.
The pzoblem is that raising fees would price many parents out of
the system. While our state employees are very happy with the

centers, their one major and recurrent complaint is the cost.

Congressional action is neces¢ary to help keep child care
costs reasonable and begia to improve quality at the same time.
H.R. 3660 offers the necessary assistance and incentives to do
both through subsidies to parents and previders, resources for
s-afy training and recruitment, improved enforcement of stronger
standards, and incentivef to upgrade child care employees'
compensation.

Equally important, H.R. 3660 would begin to crezte 3
comprehensive child care system in each state and community.
Child care today, is merely a fledging industry characterized by
a hodgepodge of unrelated providers, low compensation, and often
inadequate and unsafe physical facilities. MHoreover, f:nding
suitadle child care arrangements can be a desperate and
frustrating search. The state planning mechanism, as well as
resource and referral services, created by the legislation would

assist in bringing the many unconnected child care providers
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together into a system that will make quality care easier for
parents to find.

Reducing stress on parents and families and improving
productivity through reduced abtsenteeism are imminently good
dafenses for H.R. 3660. But, the people who really need this
bill are our children. They are our future. Many of them now
languish in cheap and even dangerous situations. Many must
endure the stress, insecurity, and confusion of frequent changes
in caregivers.

Congress and some of the federal agencies already have begun
to respond to the new realities of the workplace with respect to
their own employees. Both the Housec and Senate have day care
centers now. General Services Administration (GSA)
administrator, Terence C. Golden, has a newly appointed assistant
for child care and is moving to speed up the establ ishment of
centers throughout the federal government. and recently the
Defense Department announced it will expand its child care center
program.

Clearly, it also is time for the federal government to help
provide the resources for similar opportunities for the children
of non-federal workers. We have a chance to make 1t possible for
many more children to grow and flourish in stable, lovinT and
erriched settings. It will be a very sad commentary on our
society if, once again, we fail to pass comprehensive federal

child care legislation.

You can be assured that AFSCME - 11 use its full range of
resources to gain enactment of H.R. 3660. If you have any

questions, I will be happy to answer them at this time.
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Mr. KiLoee. Thank you, Mr. McErtee.

Our next witness is Secretary Charles Hayward.
Secretary Hayward?

Mr. Haywarb. Good morning, Chairman Kildee, and members of
the subcommittee. Thank you for the opportunity to present testi-
mony today regarding H.R. 3660, the Act for Better Child Care
Services of 1987.

My name is Charles Hayward. I am the secretary of the Dela-
ware Department of Services for Children, Youth, and Their Fami-
lies. I appear here today in my capacity as chairman of the day

care task force of the National Council of State Human Service Ad-
ministrators, a member agency of the American Public Welfare As-
sociation.

The ABC bill and the process 1- ding up to today is different
from past efforts in a very signif .t way. Instead of the rath fol-
lowed in the past, the develop..ent of this bill is truly an effort
shaped from a single-minded purpose, to better serve America’s
children and families, by people and organizations who have orga-
nized and recognized the need to solve the growing problem of the
day care trilemma—that of affordability, accessibility, and quality
care—and resolves these problems through a comprehensive, multi-
faceted approach. '

The single-minded purpose of all those involved has forged a con-
sensus through debate and compromise, the result being a major
new effort to attack the problems of child care at all levels.

Let me be perfectly honest. In past decades, on national child
care legislation it sometimes seemed that policy discussions oc-
curred outside the context of implementation and operational con-
siderations—issues almost as critical to States as worthy service
goals. We are pleased that this bill, on the other hand, addresses
the needs of children and families and integrates policy, funding,
implementation, and operational concerns. Otherwise, we might
have the best project on paper but with no chance of achieving suc-
cess.

A major strength of this bill is that it incorporates the building
of a child care infrastructure. It strikes a balance between the
needs of families and children, providers, advocates, and State
agencies. It approaches the task by establishing programmatic and
fiscal incentives for States_to reach minimum national standards
rather than attempting to implement sanctions for the inability to
meet rigid Federal requirements imposed without the benefit of
input or equivalent funding.

In the ABC bill reasorable national standards are assured. In at
least two of the five areas, standards will be determined by estab-
lishing the median of all States. In the other three areas, a nation-
al deliberative body made up of those knowledgeable of day care
programs developmental and educational issues, program adminis-
tration, and other related fields will hold public discussions to de-
velop the proposed standards. I cannot emphasize enough that we
as State administrators prefer this input at the front end.

Mr. Chairman, as you and other members of the committee are
well aware of the provisions of the bill, there is no need for me to
expound on them. Other speakers have provided statistics, exam-
ples, and well-founded and researched reasons for the bill. I have

16
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provided written testimony which spells out those items which are
of concern to us. We as a group have worked very hard over there
last eight months to analyze the impact of the bill and offer sugges-
tions which will enhance the bill.

As we have digested this bill and the ramifications for the
future, one thing is obvious. This bill will have a major impact on
the care, nurturing, development, and treatment of this and sever-
al generations of young children and infants. If we do not seize this
opportunity, we will have failed this and succeeding generations.

We as the National Council of State Human Service Administra-
tors have pledged our support to work for full funding of this bill.
The provisions of this bill are many, and they are important. To
gain the full measure of their intent and effect, the bill requires
full funding, or we will be forced to rethink the bill and make some
extremely difficult decisions about what provisions can and will be
implemented and those which must be altered.

This is a choice none of us wants to make. That is why we have
agreed to work for passage and full funding. If we are to adminis-
ter a new day care program, we want to be associated with one
that provides the best service for everyone. The makings of that
system are here before us.

Having spent several years in day care myself as a young child, I
can look back and remember some very good times with loving
caretakers who provided me with a major step forward towards a
good education. That is what we wish to provide for those we serve.

Thank you again for the opportunity to speak, and we at APWA
and the staff would be more than happy to work with you on the
passage of this bill.

[The prepared statement of Charles E. Hayward follows:]
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GoOD MORNING. CHAIRMAN KILDEE AND MEMBERS OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE,
THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO PRESENT TESTIMONY TODAY
REGARDING H.R. 3660. THE ACT fOR BETTER CHILD CARE SERVICES OF
1987.

MY NAME IS CHARLES HAYWARD. I AM THE SECRETARY OF THE DILAWARE
DEPARTMENT OF SERVICES FOR CHILOREN, YOUTH. AND THEIR FAMILIES.
T APPEAR TODAY IN MY CAPACITY AS CHAIRMAN OF THE Day CARE TASK
FORCE OF THE MATIONAL CouNcIL OF STATE HUMAN  SERVICE
ADMINISTRATORS, AN AFFILIATE OF THE AMERICAN PuBLIC WELFARE
ASSOCIATION. APWA IS A 60 YEAR 0D MEMBERSHIP ORGANIZATION
REPRESENTING STATE AND LOCAL HUMAN SERVICE OFFICIALS THROUGHOUT
THE COUNT2Y.

THe ABC BILL AND THE PROCESS LEADING UP TO TODAY IS DIFFERENT
FROM PAST EFFORTS IN A VERY SIGHLIFICANT wav. MR. Cualrman. IT
WOULD HAVE BEEN EASY TO ENGAGE IN RHETORICAL DESATES. EACH FROM
OUR STRONGLY FEL POSITIONS FROM ALL SIDES OF THE ISSUES.
INSTEAD. OVER THE PAST YEAR AS WE PARTICIPATED IN DEVELOPMENT OF
THE 8ILL. ORGANIZATIONS AND ELECTED OFFICIALS FROM ACROSS THE
SPECTRUM HAVE BEEN FORGING A NEW COMSENSUS ON BOTH CHILD CARE
POLICIES AND SERVICE DELIVERY SYSTEMS. AND COMPROMISES. WHERE

THEY HAVE BEEN MADE. HAVE STRENGTHENED RATHER ThAN UFAKENED THE
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LET ME BE PERFECTLY HONEST. 1IN PAST DEBATES ON NATIONAL LHILD
CARE LEGISLATION, IT SOMETIMES SEEMED THAT POLICY DISCUSSIONS
OCCURRED OUTSIDE THE CONTEXT OF IMPLEMENTATION AND OPERATIONAL
CONSIDERATIONS --ISSUES ALMOST AS CRITICAL TO STATES AS WORTHY
SERVICE GOALS. WE ARE PLEASED THAT H.R. 3660, ON THE OTHER HAND,
ADDRESSES THE NEEDS OF CHILDREN AND FAMILIES. AND INTEGPATES
POLICY, FUNDING, IMPLEMENTATION AND OPERATIONAL CONCERNS.

CHANCE FDR ACHIEVIN SuCCESS.

WEe ARE  ALSD PLEASED THAT IN BULLDING A  C4ILD CARE
" INFRASTRUCTURE", THE ABC BILL STRIKES A BALANCE BETWEEN THE
NEEDS OF FAMTLIES AND CHILDREN, PROVIDERS. ADVOCATES AND STATE
AGENCIES. IT APPROACHES THE TASK 8Y ESTABLISHING PROGRAMMATIC
AND FISCAL INCENTIVES FOR STATES TO REACH MINIMUM NATIONAL

STANDARDS RATHER THAN BY ATTEMPTING TO IMPLEMERT SANCTIONS FOR

THE INABILITY TO MEET RIGID FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS IMPOSED MWITHOUT

THE BENEFIT OF INPUT OR EQUIVALENT FUNDING.

IN THE ABC 87TLL. REASONASLE NATIONAL STANDARDS ARE ASSURED. In

AT LEAST TWD OF THE FIVE AREAS. STANDARDS WILL 8f DETEIMINCL BY

[24)

ESTABLISHING THE MEDIAN OF ALL STATES. 1IN THE OTHER THRE AREAS,
A NATIONAL DELIBERATIVE BODY WILL HOLD PUBLIC DISCUSSIONS 79

DEVELOP THE PROFOSED STANDAPDS.
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THE BILL ALSO ASSURES ACHIEVABLE IMPLEMENTATION PLANS BY ALLOWING
STATES TO CLAIM ONE PERCENT OF THEIR ALLOTMENT UP-FRONT TO BEGIN
MAKING THE SYSTEMIC CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THE BILL. STATES ARE
THEN ALLOWED FIVE YEARS OF CONTINGOUS FUNDING T0 REACH THE
MINIMUM STANDARDS. ANOTHER PROVISION--REDUCING THE  REQUIRED
STATE MATCH FROM 20 PERCENT TO {5 PERCENT AS SOON AS THE
STANDARDS ARE MET--WILL SERVE AS AN INCENTIVE FOR STATES TO MOVE
FORWARD AS QUICKLY AS POSSIBLE.

MR. CHAIRMAN, I WILL NOT OWELL ON ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THE BIIL
BECAUSE T KNOW YOU ARE VERY FAMILIAR WITH ITS CONTENTS. WE HAVE
WORKED VERY HARD TO IDENTIFY THE ELEMENTS NECESSARY TO MAKE A
CHILD CARE SYSTEM SUCCESSFUL AND WE HAVE DESCRIBED MANY. OF THE
METHODS THAT ALLOW IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SYSTEM. Butr I WANT TO
MAKE A VERY IMPORTANT POINT: WE CANNOT GET AWAY WITH RHETORIC
Now. IT IS NOT ENOUGH TO SIMPLY BUILD THE STRUCTURE. IF ME
REALLY WANT THE ACTIONS TAKEN AS WE DESCRIBE THEM IN THE BILL. WE
HAVE TO GET SERIOUS ABOUT PROVIDING ADEQUATE RESOURCES. IT Wit
ALSO BE CRITICAL TO INCLUDE A PHASE-IN STRATEGY IN THE 8ILL IN
THE EVENT THAT FULL FUNDING IS NOT IMMEDIATELY AVAILABLE. APWA
LOOKS FORWARD TO WORKING WITH YOU IN BOTH ENACTING THIS
LEGISLATION AND OBTAINING THE REQUIRED FUNDS.

|
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IN ADDITION., WE LOOK FORWARD TO WORKING WITH YOU ON MAKING THIS
BILL THE STRONGEST. MOST RESPONSIVE AND WORKABLE BILL THAT IS
POSSIBLE. 1 HAVE ATTACHED A LIST OF AREAS WHERE APWA WOULD LIKE
70 STRENGTHEN THE BILL 3Y ADDING OR CLARIFYING PROVISIONS. AND A
LIST OF AREAS WHERE WE BELIEVE THE BILL CAN BE STREAMLINED AND
HADE MORE RESPONSIVE TO INDIVIDUAL STATE SITUATIONS.

THANK YOU. AGAIN. PLEASE FEEL FREE TO CALL UPON ME OR THE STAFF

OF APWA FOR ANY ASSISTANCE WE CAN PROVIDE.
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Additions or Clarifications

to Strengthen the B1ill

Assure That Requirements Approximate Available Funds

1. The Act for Better Child C.re Services includes a 3$2.5
i billion authorization level to pay for child care services
E and the substantial new activities required in the bill.
[ However, state administrators are concerned that the
appropriations provided will be smaller than the author-
1zation level while all the requirements of the bi1ll will be
in force. To be realistic, the bill must include a phase-in
strategy up to the point of full appropriations when all

provisions would be required.

2. Of appropriated funds. 15 percent 1s to be used '"to 1mprove
the quality and availability of child care for all families".
The list of activities requared of states from this po® of
funds 1ncludes such things &s establishing a loan and grant
fund to help nonprofit providers upgrade existing facilities
or come into compliance with standards, funding community
resource and referral agencies, purchasing training, and
hiring additional enforcement personnel. State adminis-

. trators are concerned that the cost of the activities

required of 15 percent of the total funds will exceed the

actual available funds.
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3. The bill only allows 1uspectlos of the porticn of buildings
used for child care services. Ffire m~rskalls, 1n particular,
but also state licensing staff, mus* have avtnority to
inspect entire buildings 1f the 1nspecilo.s are to be
meaningful.

Standards

4. 'The bill requires the National Advisory Commitree tn develop
standards for family day care and center-based care., States
recommend tha: the Adviscry Com~ ttee also develop standards
for ygroup care, addr:ssing the same 1ssues as addressed n
the other two areas the maximum nimber of children wiich
define group care, the total number of infants Permitted an
crre, the minimum age for caregivers, health and safety
1equirements for children and caregivers, minimum appruprigte
staff-chrld ratios, and qualification of personnel,

Training

5. The National Advisory Committee 1S a4iSO required to develop

requirements regarding the training of child care personnel
woth for new hires and for n-service training of existing
and future employees. However, the bill requires the state
to establish a requirement that all licensed or regulated

child care personnel complete at least 15 hours of training
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per year. State administrators support a 15 hour requarement
bat recommend allowing the Advisory Committee 1O deliberate
on this issue since the number of required hours of training
should take into acesount the amount of federal funds

available.

caregivers are required to meet certain specific training
requirements, including that they must recelive training on
nealth and safety matters such as the recognition of
communicable diseases, and the detection and preventlon of
child abuse and neglect. State administrators recommend that
caregivers also be required to receive training on

cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR) technigues.

Salaries

The bill requlres states to “encourage adequate salartes™ for
child care workers in the state plan. The most likely
response to this requirement would be to raise reimbursement
rates. However, this may not have the desired effect, since
states reimburse providers based on the aumber of children in
care rather than based on the number of personnel 10 any
particular setting. In actuality, state administrators have
little influence over this variable. it s unclear how, 1R

economic terms, states could comply with tms requirement.
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et Rate of Care

The bill requires states to reimburse at the "market rate of
care”. States propose that & more specific approach would be
to require a description of the state reimbursement
methodology and its relationship to the market rate of care.
1f the state iS not paying the market rate ot care, they
chould Justify the reason for the gap between their payment

rate and the market rate of care,

Data Collection

O
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The bill requires states to establish data collection
procedures in order to collect data--by race, sex, and ethnic
origin--regaraing the number of children being assisted by
tunds under this legislation and under other state and
federal child care and preschool programs, the number of
child care positions 1n the state, the type and number of
child care programs, child care providers, caregivers, and
support personnel located in the state, the regional cost of
child care; and other information the Secretary considers

necessary to establish how funds are being used.

Additionally, the data collection system must also collect
information regardiag the extent to which the availability of
child care has been i{ncreased, 1i1ncluding the number of
licensed or regulated child care slots, &nd how the purpose

of this legislation and the objectives of the state described

-4~
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10 the state plan are being met, i1ncluding efforts to improve

the quality, availability, and accessibility of child care.

State administrators cautton that this a costly undertakiag,
first, and second, requires collection of informattion about
children and families for whom there is  no governmental
involvement or responsibtlaty beyond the licensirg of the

child care facility.

Eligible Children

¢g. 1In the Jefinition of "eligible child™, the bill uses the age
of 15 or under. States rocommend that all children 12 and

under be eligible, with state option to go higher.

Human Services Licenslng

10. The 'i1ll limits inspectors to child care tacilities only.
Some states and localities use inspectors to ltcense foster
cape and child care homres within the same licensing pProcess,
and this flexibility 1n staffing and human services licensing

<hould be matntained.

vationn! Advisory Commirtee Statf

11. Staft to the National Advisory Committece should be qualified
in at  least (a)y chld duvelopment  or  (b) agsessing.

developiog, ot implementin regulations,
¥ & P
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State Advisory Committee Staff

The State advisory committees are required to “review and
evaluate Child care programs and services assisted” under the
Act. States recommend that the advisory committe:s roview
evaluations and the work of evaluators rather thsn perform

evaluations directly.
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Prescriptive Fiscal, Legislative and
Administrative Provisions Which Should Be

Streamlined or Made More Flexible

Delivery Systems

The bill describes current service delivery mechanisms (such
as grants, contracts, child care cert!” cates) 1in detail.
The delivery systems would not be prohibited 1f they weren't

addressed in the bill.

Wrap-around Funds

The bill 'equires that 10 percent of the funds available to
help finance child care for poor families be spent extending
part-day programs to full-day. States would like flexibility
in determining the amount of funas used to "wrap-around"

existing part-day programs.

Special Populations

The bill requires states to give special attention to the
following rvoups 1in developing the state plan: infants,
preschool children and school-age children, particularly the
low-income, migrants, disabled children, foster children,
children in need of protective services, children of
adolescent pirents who must have child care to remain the

school and children with limited English-language ability.
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Some of these populations simply do not exist in Some states.
State administrators suggest that the state be required to
specify which popuyigxons will recei1ve special attention and

vhat type of special attention they will receive.

Reasonable "Mix"

4. The bill requires 2 "reasonable mix of children” 1n child

care programs. Ianstead, the bi11l1 should say that the

population 1in child care programs should reflect the "mix" 1n

the community.

Loan and Grant Fund

5. The state plan section of the bill requires states to
establish a loan and grant fund available only to not-for-
profit agencies. This should be allowed at state option, not
required, and the loan (but not grant) funds should be
available to for-profit agenciess For-profit agencies are
barely making 1t 1D many instances and this would &allow
assistance to those agehcies, thus expanding supply or
maintaining the existing supply. The state would have the
discretion to refuse to provide loan funds to highly

profitable for-profit agencies.

Funding for Family Resonrce Services

6. The bill contains & requirement that providers offering
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family resource services be reimbursed at & higher rate.
Since this type of service s available under other funds
(such as Title IV-B), states would like to keep the morey ir

the ABC bi11l targeted on provision of child care services.

Child Care Database

7. The bill requires resource and referral zgencies to maintain
a chi1ld care database. In some areas, such & database exists
in the private sector, so this provision should be at state
option or should only be required 1f 1t cannot be developed
outside the Act.

R&R Requirements

8. In a related requirement, the bill places numerous

Changes i1n State Licensing Laws

.equirements on the resource and referral agencies, from
training providers to providing technical assistance on
budgeting ard tax policies. "R&R’'s” may not always be the
best source for all these activities, while they may be very
good at performing most of them. States should be allowed to
choose the activities that individual resource and referral

agencies can best perform 1n order to maximize efficiency.

9.

The bill also does not allow the state to "reduce the

categories of child care licensed or regulated by the State".
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In many instances, the categories of child care licensed ov
regulated are defined in state law and these laws are updated
periodically. This provision in the Act could prevent states
from updating their laws. States recommend instead that
state advisory committees be notified if changes are being

recoamended or are being considered by the legislature.
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Mr. KiLoee. Thank you, Mr. Secretary.

Evelyn K. Moore, executive director of the Nati 2l Black Child
Development Institute.
Ms. Moore?
Ms. Moore. Chairman Kildee and members of the subcommittee,
I thank you for this opportunity to testify before you today on what
I believe to be a real critical need in this country for a comprehen-
sive child development bill. The legislation before us, the Act for
Better Child Care, I believe responds to the dire need for a compre-
hensive program.
Chairman Kildee, I am really grateful v you, for I believe that
child care time has to be now.
The issue of child care for the National Black Child Development
Institute has been a central part of our mission for the past 17
years, and I personally have participated in every attempt that we
lg?ﬁ/e made in the Congress since 1970 to pass a child development
The reason that we have participated so vigorously is that we be-
lieve that quality child care within the black community is an eco-
nomic imperative. As all of us know, a disproportionate number of
black families are headed by single women, and too many of our
black children live in families that are at and below the poverty
line. Furthermore, the approximately seven million children receiv-
ing AFDC payments, of those roughly 40 percent of those families
children are black.
Because of the time limitations today, though, I want just to
briefly focus on what I consider ‘o be a critical portion of the bill,
and that is the question of standards. We also have submitted a
written testimony which comprehensively responds to the bill in its
entirety.
Not too long ago, in Fairfax County, Va—and it has been men-
tioned earlier today—we witnessed the tragedy of Ashley Snead, a
10-month-old child who was poisoned and died while in the care of
a babysitter who had been found guilty of neglecting her own chil-
dren in 1968.
I believe this sad account is a reflection and demonstrates the
vital need for child care standards that are Federal.
November 1986, Tiffany, age 2, and Asif, age 4, were killed when
a fire broke out in an unlicensed family day care home in Brook-
lyn, NY. Their provider was serving more children than allowed by
State standards, and she could not get all of the children out in
safety—a point for enforcement of standards.
July 1987, 20-month-old Antonio of Bowie was found floating in a
swimming pool at his babysitter’s home. This babysitter’s home
was unlicensed.
These are just a few of the reported incidents. There are many
more untold stories. Our history will forever be marked by these
senseless tragedies, tragedies which may not have occurred if mini-
nium national ctandards and State monitoring procedures were in
place.
We have before us an opportunity, a real opportunity, to enact
comprehensive child care legislation which will make life better for
our children in this regard. The Act for Better Child Care sets
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forth such standards and enforcement practices for family day care
homes and child care centers.

The National Black Child Development Institute believes that
these standards, as embodied in this legislation, represents the
very least we can do—the least we can do—as a Nation to improve
the quality of services, the skills of child care workers, and the pro-
tection of children. Maurice, Anthony, Tiffany, and Asif should not
have had to die before this country became aware of its responsibil-
ity to its children. We cannot afford any more victims. We must
insure that standards are established and maintained.

Chairman Kildee, colleagues, child care advocates, and policy-
makers, 1 believe we have before us an obligation to the country
and, most of all, to our children to create a foundation for the
- growth and development of our children through the enactment of
the Act for Better Child Care.

Both the human cost to families and children and the economic
cost to taxpayers of America would be greatly reduced in the long
run if we invested in our children early on. The productivity and
competitiveness of the United States that we are hearing more and
more about would be greatly enhanced if we invest in our future
leaders at the most critical stage of their development, their early
years.

The time is now. Let us not ever again have to bow our heads in
sorrow or shame for failing to protect young children. Chairman
Kildee, we believe in this legislation, and we stand ready to assist
in any way that we can for its passage.

[The prepared statement of Evelyn K. Moore follows:]
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TESTIMONY BEFORE THE
EOUSE SUBCOMMITTEE ON HUMAN RFSOURCES

by

Evelyn K. Moore

Executive Director

National Black Child Development Institute
1463 Rhode Island Avenue, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 387-1281

Thursday, February 25, 1988
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on behalf of the National Black Child Development Institute,
I would like to thank you for this opportunity to testify before
the Subcommittee on Human Resources on the critical need for
comprehensive quality child care services. It is with great plea-
sure that I Jjoin my colleagues on behalf of the Act for Better
Child Care Services. The legislition before us today responds to
the dire need for a comprehensive child care delivery system in
this country and fosters a coliective effort to ensure that the
welfare of all of America's children is protected. Chairman
Kildee, your leadership in addressing the needs of the children
and families who would be affected by this legislation under
consideration is greatly appreciated, particularly by membé}s of
the Black American community. On behalf of the National Black
Child Development institute's 33 affiliate chapters, I applaud
your sensitivity and attention to the need for quality, affordable
child care for all of America's young.

phe issue of child care has been central to the mission of
the National Black Child Development Institute since its inception.
The Institute was founded in 1970 by a group of people intimately
involved in day care including parents, pediatricians, psycholo-
gists and other interested persons. Since that time, NBCDI has
addressed child care issues by providing technical assistance to
commun’.ty groups in southern states that wanted to respond to the
need for child care programs for Black children in the 1970s, by

1
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conducting child care forums at our nhational conference each
year, and by convening the Ad Hoc Day Care Coalition, composed of
over 60 organizations. Most recently we published a report en-
titled, "Safeguards: Guidelines for Establishing Programs for
Four-Year-Olds in the Public Schools," which details NBCD1's ten
requirements for ensuring quality child care programs.

NBCDI believes that quality child care must be available to
all families in need of such services at affordable prices.
Moreover, we believe that every child is entitled to a child
care experience that is developmentally appropr.ate to the age of
the child and that meets the social and economic needs of the
family. In addition, we believe that there is a need for increased
public and private support for child care, and finally, we believe
that we must pursue -- immediately -- a national comprehensive
child care policy that will achieve these objectives.

A national, comprehensive program must:

<) facilitate the provision of child care in diverse

facilities such as chuxches, family day care homes,
full- and half-day center programs;i

[} provide optional health and nutritional services
for use by consumers;

[} include a strong parental involvement component in
the planning, monitoring and evaluation of programs;

o coordinate all federal programs which support the
delivery of child care services;

o promote the development and enforcement of federal,
state and local licensing standards to ensure the
health and safety of children in out-of-home care;
and
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o address the neced for child care services in each state
for infants, preschool and school-aged children, with
special attention given to meeting the needs of victims
of abuse and neglect, handicapped children and children
of teenage purents.

The Act for Better Child Care effectively articulates a compre -
hensive delivery program which would accomplish each of these

objectives.

The Child Care Demand

The need for low-cost, quality child care within the Black
community is compelling. Currently, 48 percent of Black families
are headed by single women, and among Blacks living in poverty.
the proportion headed by single women increases to 70 percent.
purthermore, there are approximately 7 million children receiving
AFDC payments; roughly 40 percent are Black. The parents of
these children are the individuals targeted for employment and
training e;forts under the pending welfare reform initiatives.

NBCDI recognizes that the provision of child care services
to this population is imperative if they are to realize economic

self-sufficiency. Ve desperately want to see a future for Black

children where poverty and despair will not be the cnly option.
The Act for Better Child Care is a step toward providing enhanced
opportunities for our children.

While the availability of child care services to AFDC parents
and low-income families s critical, the need is not limited to
these populations. It is an issue affecting the very fiber of the

American family at all socio-economicC levels, as well as the
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American labor force and the American conscience. Today, there

are more single mothers than ever before, and these mothers are 2

part of the workforce. BY 1995, two thirds of all preschoolers-

- or nearly 15 million children -- will have working mothers.

This will represent an increase of almost 50 percent over the

1985 figure of 9.6 million children. obviously, the view that child

care is a problem faced only by poor, single, minority parents
and AFDC recipients is a fallacy. The need for a quality child

care delivery system is a societal imperative for all families.

Let me remind you of the trigedy of Ashley Snead, a ten-
month-old child who was poisoned and died while in the care of a
babysitter, who had been found yuilty of neglecting her own cnil-
dren in 1968. Ashley Snead came from a two-parent household;
she was not from a minority population, and her parents were not
welfare recipients. I believe this example demonstrates that the
need for a quality child care system is universal.

I would emphasize, however, that unless we have an accessible,
affordable child care system, low-income Black families may never
attain economic parity with the broader society. All children
can benefit from a quality early childhood development experience,

but the disadvantaged child may have the most to gain.

The Child Care Crisis and the Crimes
NBCDI has for many Years attempted to bring child care issues
to the table for debate and resolution, and we are pleased that

child care is finally receiving the attention 1t deserves. Un-
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fortunately, during this period, we lost a significant number
of children who may have been future workers, leaders, and produc-
tive citizens because there was no national policy to help ensure
their safety and well-being. Let me remind you:

o November 1986, Tiffany age 2 and AsLif age 4,

were killed when a fire broke out in an un-
licensed family day care home in Brooklyn,
New York. Their provider was serving more
children than allowed by state standards, and
she could not get all of the children to
safety. Tiffany and Asif perished.

o July 1987, 20-month-old Antonio of Bowie was
found floating in a swimming pool at his
Yabysitter's home. The babysitter's home was
unlicensed.

[ November 1987, in Plorida, Maurice and Anthony

climbed into a clothes dryer to look at a
magazine in a seemingly cozy place, closed
the door and burned to death. The children's
mother left them alone because her child care
arrangements had temporarily fallen apart.

Oour history will, forever, be marked by these senseless
tragedies . . . tragedies which may not have occurred if minimum
national standards and state monitoring procedures had been in
place. But, let me hasten to add that we have before us an oppor-
tunity to enact comprchensive child care legislation which will
make life better for our children in the years to come. The Act
for Better Child Care sets forth such standards and enforcement

practices for family day care homes and child care centers.

The Child Care Costs_-- Human and Economic

Today, the average annual cost for child care :s between
$2,500 and $3,500. For many families, this is one of the largest
S
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household expenses, second only to rent, and a nhecessary cost
which may be prohibitive. According to the California Child Care
Resource and Referral Network, the average cCOSts of full-time
center care across the State are approximately $470 per month for
children under two years of age; $342 per month for preschoolers;
and $467 per month for school-aged children when school is in
session. Family day carc homes are compensated at an average
rate of approximately $344 per mcnth for children under two; $329
for preschoolers; and $434 per month for school-age children when
school is in session. These figures represent the fiscal weight
of child care scrvices, but there is also a human cest involved
when child care services are unavailable to a family.

Linda Grant, the mother of the two children who burned to
death in a dryer, knows the human cost when child care is unavaila-
ble. The high cost of child carc forzes fanilies to accept ar-
rangements for their children which are less than adequate.
additionaly, when an individual is unable to carn a living, is
unable to realize personal goals, and is unable to improve his/her
life oprions, the despair and hopelessness which set in can lead
to family dysfunction and deterioration, and as a result, children
suffer. These are the frustrations which lead parents to become
abusive toward their children.

NBCDI is painfully aware of the cyclical nature ot poverty
which entraps poor Black children from birth. It is the Black
child in 1988 who is over-recpresented in every single public in-

stitution that serves children:
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the mental hcalth system,

the juvenile Justice system,

the child welfare systam, and

the urban public cducation system.

Too often, these institutions are over-loaded, under-financed,
and unable to provide children with the quality of scrvices they
deserve.

A high quality preschool cxperience for low-income ch:ildren
provides a foundation apon which to develop the skills which they
nced to become successful throughout their academic years and
into adulthood. According tc a report issucd by the National
Governors Association, quality carly childhood development programs
wreduce the high school dropout rate, increcase the college atten-
dance rate, incrcase employment, and reduce the welfare and crime
rate after high school."

while the poorest of families represent the targeted popula-
tion, the Act for Better Child Carc also provides assistance on a
sliding scale to modcrate-income families carning up to 115 percent
of their state's median income and continues to provide support
to these families as they meve up the cconomic ladder. All of
smerica's children should be entitled to share in the pot of gold

at the cnd of the rainbow.

child Care Standards_and Enforcement

In 1980, NBCDI was called upon by the Department of Health,

gducation and Weclfare to review Federal Interagency Day Carce

O
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Requirements. Regulations were being developed based on the find-
ings from the ABT study, conducted by ABT Associa;es of Cambridge,
Massachusetts. This study, known as the National Day Care Study
(NDCS) examined center based day care. The report noted that both
traditional measures of center care group size and caregiver-
child ratio have a major impact on quality, but it emphasized
that "the most powerful element of classroom composition for
quality is absolute group size -- the total number of children
for whom one or more caregivers is responsible."

NBCDI recommended that the federal regulations incorporate
the following:

1. Incentives for states to recognize the Child
Development Associate Credential.

2. Requirements for periodic health assessment
for all children.

3. Parental access and involvement.

NBCDI also advocated that states be required to conduct
onsite monitoring inspections of child c- e centers more than
once every three years. Additionally, we cautioned against mixed
age groupings and waiving staffing requirements for centers if
less than 20 ©rercent of their enrollment received federal sub-
sidies. We knew then, as we knov now, that all of the afore-
mentioned standards would be required to ensure the maximum pro-
tection and well-being of our children in out-of-home care.

It is for this reason that we support, without hesitation,
the initiative to establish national child care standards and

enforcement practices as articulwa.ed in The Act for Better Child
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cace. The standards set forth in this legislation would help to

ensure that there would be:

1. a maximum number of children per family day
care provider,

2. a maximum number of jinfants among those child-
ren,

3. a minimum age for caregivers,

4. health and safety provisions for providers and

children, and

5. parental involvement and access
These are the essential protections needed to safeguard children
in family day care placements. additionally, to ensure that a
minimum floor of standards is in place, the legislation:

o requires that there be an adequate number of

trained caregivers to inspect child care
programs;

o requires that inspectors make one unannounced
visit to each child care center each year
and that they visit 20 percent of family day
care homes annually;

o requires unlimited parental access; and

o requires that child care centers and family
day care homes post a phone number that parents
may call to lodge complaints.

NBCDI believes that these standards represent the very least
we can do as a nation to improve the quality of services, the
skills of child workers and the protection of children. Maurice,
Anthony, Tiffany and Asif should not have had to die before
this country became aware of its responsibility to its children.

wWe cannot have any more victims. We must ensure that standalls

are established and maintained.
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while we recognize the importance of the child care standards
and enforceéent aspects of this child care initiative, NBCDI
would be remiss i1f we failed to address some of the other major
areas of the child care quandary and how the Act for Better Child

Care is responsive to them.

child care Staff Wages and Training

Child development research clearly shows that training of
staff is a key factor affecting the quality of care provided.
Inadequate wages and the lack of opportunities for on going train-
ing of child care workers represents a major flaw %n our current
child care delivery system. Yet since 1981 the most significant
federal investment made toward improving the skills of child
care workers was a mere $1.5 million toward the child Development
Asscciate credential.

Coupled with the lack of training opportunities, the quality
of child care services is further compromised when one considers
that in 1984, 90 percent of private day care home providers and
58 percent of the remaining child care workers earned less than
poverty-level wages. Much like their clients, child care workers
are at the threshold of the revolving welfare door. Low salaries
paid to child care workers effectively reduce the number of well
trained and educated persons to care for children.

1f we are to increase the reservoir of child care staff, we
must increase the salaries of child care workers. Increasing the

salaries of child care workers would aid in attracting qualified

10
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persons to the child care field. Presently, a substantial number
of child care workers earn wages which are less than those paid to
animal caretakers. If we do not recognize that caring for our
children is as important as caring for animals, our nation is
provoking its destruction. The Act for Better Child Care addresses
this vital concern by reguiring states to develop a strategy to,

at minimum, raise the wages and compensation for child care work-

ers.

Funding

To date, Federal funding for child care has primarily come
from funds under Title XX of the Social Services Block Grant pro-
gram. In the last seven years, this program has been severely
jmpacted by budget cuts. The Act for Better Child Care legislat:ion,
if passed, would reprecent a major first step toward creating a
national infrastructure for the delivery of quality child care
services. However, the $2.5 billion appropriation which would be
authorized for FY 1989 would support less than 10 percent of the
over ten million children under 13 living in poverty. in fact,
if the full range of benefits incorporated in the ABC legislation
is to be realized, it will require a conglomerate investment
among employers, parents, and both federal and state governments.

The ABC lecislation calls for

o the maximum utilization of existing resources;
o the coordination of federal and state resour-
~es;
o 1 20 percent state match; and
11
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o assurances that states would use new funds to
supplement existing federal and state child

care funds.
The $2.5 billion by itself is far less than what is truly

required to exchange an unpredictable and fragmented child care

system with one which incorporates the fundamental ingredients

of a coherent s¥stem:
o quality,
o affordability, and
o accessibility.

Welfare Reform and the ABC

From our considerable research concecning the families re-

ceiving public assistance, NBCDI is aware that the majority of

AFDC recipients are at home rather than in the workplace due to
the lack of adequate, -affordable child care. The welfare reform
legislation pending before Congress acknowledges the correlation
betwesn employment and child care for welfare dependent families,
by enabling AFDC recipients to purchase child care services.
However, the welfare reform bills do not address the issue of the
quality of the current child care delivery system.

The Act for Better Child Care is focused on improving the
quality of child care services available to all families, including

The Act for Better Child Care extends what is being
quality of

AFDC parents.
proposed, through welfare reform, by inproving the
child care services and enhancing existing programs (Head Start,
chapter I preschool and state funded preschool programs). In an
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effort tn establish a more coherent System of delivery, the ABC
bill reserves funds which can pe used to extend the service day
in programs which provide only half-day services. The majority of

parents work full time and need full day services.

child Care Choices

NBCDI endorses the provisions in the Act for Better Child
care which would grant states th2 flexibility to use vouchers as
a means of allowing parents to purchase child care services which
meet their individual needs. Vouchers could afford parents greater
flexibility in the selection of a child care placement. A large
number of states are currently using vouchers to help low-income
families buy child care. Massachusetts uses a voucher day care
program for welfare.recipients participating in its Employment
and Training Program (ET). This program 1is designed to remove
the lack of child care services as a barrier to securing and main-
taining employment for AFDC recipients. an advantage to the

system is that it offers clients broader child care choices.

Resource and Referral for Parents

The ABC legislatior. targets funds to establish or 1mprove
child care resource and referral agencies. These agencies would
assist parents in identifying and selecting appropriate placements
for their children. The rervices provided by resource and re-
ferral agencies would help parents to access child care arrange-

ments of which they would not otherwise re knowledgeable. The
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Act for Better Child Care legislation effectively incorporates
the variables required to achieve a comprehensive child carz

delivery system

The Solution

Chairman Kildee, colleagues, child care advocates and policy
makers, we have before us an obligation to the country and, most
of all, to our children, to create a foundation for the growth and
development of our children tPtrough the Act for Better Child Care.

Both tne human cost to families and children and the economic
cost to the taxpayers of America would be greatly reduced in the
long run if we invested in our children early on. The productavity
and competitiveness of th2 United States would be greatly enhanced
if we invest in our future leaders at the most critical stage of
their development, the early years. The time is now. Let us not,
ever again, have to bow our heads in sorrow or shame for failing
to protect our young children.

Chairman Kildee, we believe your legislation addiesses this

serious social and economic problem, and applaud your effort.
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Mr. KiLpEE. Thank you very much, Ms. Moore.

President Bahr?

Mr. BaAHR. Mr. Chairman, thank you for this opportunity to testi-
fy on behalf of one of the single most important issues before the
Congress, the care and nurturance of our Nation’s children. As
president of the Communications Workers of America, I represent
a union of 700,000 workers employed in a wide range of occupa-
tions, including communications, public employment, and health
care. In many ways, our union has been among the first to confront
the workplace issues of tomorrow. Our members work in the serv-
ice sector with high technology, and they are predominantly
female. We are the work force in the workplace of tomorrow.

Let me describe the crisis we are facing in that workplace of to-
morrow, with this one example. In the first seven months of last
year, New York Telephone had to screen 90,000 applicants to fill
2,000 entry-level jobs. I think the human and economic tragedy in-
-alved in that is quite apparent. I suggest to you that quality day
vare is one of the todls in the arsenal that we are searching for as
we look for the solution to this type of problem.

In my mind, there is no question that our future depends on
making the family oriority No. 1. What could possibly be more im-
portant to our futures as individuals and as a society than the
family? Yet, today, families constantly are being forced to make
wrenching choices between very basic needs. Too many parents—
usually mothers—face incredible stress and anguish wondering
whether they can keep their job and whether they will be able to
care for their child.

This, simply, is wrong. We are the richest Nation in the world.
How can we desert our families? How can we let these terrible
choices exist? We must work toward eradicating these problems,
lest the backbone of America, the family, begins to fall apart.

Families have changed. Less than 10 percent conform to the so-
called traditional two-parent norm. Mothers must work, certainly,
as heads of hcuseholds, and even when both parents are present.

The Joint Economic Committee has reported that without the
shift of women into the labor force, real family income would have
fallen 18 percent since 1973. Yet, our public policy still conforms to
the outmoded “Father Knows Best” notion of family life.

Since family members must work to survive. the need for child
care is crucial. But there is virtually nothing there. There is space
available in existing licensed child care centers and family homes
for only about 6 million children, or only one-fourth of the 24 mil-
lion children under the age of 13 in need of such care.

But care alone is not enough. It must be quality care. There are
too many stories of children left in poor-quality care arrangements
who suffer tragic consequences, as we just heard. Yet, quality child
care is very hard to find. About 75 percent of infants in day care
arrangements are left with largely unlicensed family care provid-
ers.

Moreover, only eight States require training for child care work-
ers, and these workers usually are paid appallingly icw wages,
averaging $9,204 for workers in care centers an‘. $4,421 for home
care providers.
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The problems with quality care are not the fault of those who
work in centers or those who try to provide some arrangement for
friends and neighbors. The probiem lies, instead, with the complete
lack of a child care structure in America today.

The Communication Workers has made child care a bar aining
issue for years. Indeed, we negotiated in 1979 a parental leave
agreement with what used to be known as the 8ell S stem, cover-
ing some 500,000 workers nationwide. And we secured a variety of
child care options for our members that include:

Three subsidized child care centers for New Jersey State workers
have already heen opened in Trenton as a result of joint bargaining
with the State of New Jersey.

And in mid-1988 a unique 24-hour child care center serving em-

loyees of a consortium of companies will open in Tempe, Arizona.
1S is a direct result of joint labor-management child care com-
mittees established last year by CWA members and their employer,
U.S. West. It will serve six work sites of our members as well as
other emplogers. Partial financial and administrative support will
be provided by the employer, again as part of our negotiations.
ther examples of negotiated child care arrangements are in my
written statement, which I would like to submit to the committee.

Our experience has demonstrated some important points: First,
that child care must be designed to meet the needs of those who
use it. Poorly designed care is little better than no care at all; simi-
larly, care must be affordable and available; third, that employees
must be involved in the process; and fourth, that in today’s econo-
my, especially the service sector, the support needs to be universal.

But perhaps the biggest lesson we have learned and the most dis-
appointing is that despite long-term, censistent, and committed ef-
forts, the results are too few and far between. Even with employers
who want to work with us, we all are stymied by the serious lack of
available, affordable, and quality care. That is why it is so essential
that the Federal Government provide some support. The private
sector simply cannot do it alone.

Furthermore, our Nation’s policymakers must set appropriate
standards for care. The Act for Better Child Care is an essential
step toward decent family care. It should be a top priority for Con-
gress, just as tte 1 °ed for child care is a top priority for American
families. Quite frankly, even more than $2.5 billion should be de-
voted to our Na ion’s children.

Furthermore, the bill sets up : ‘i-important basic standards for
care and provides the training and other support which will help
child care providers improve their services. The legislation estab-
lishes a Federal-State partnership that wili encourage flexible ar-
rangements to meet needs, and it does not create a big, unrespon-
sive })ureaucracy. It gets the support out there quickly and effi-
ciently.

The Communications Workers will continue to push hard for
child care support through our collective bargaining relationships.
Yrt, the plain ‘ruth is that even if we secure complete child care
support in all of our collective bargaining agreements, it still would
leave nillions of workers without this critical support.

Furthermore, only the Federal Government, in partnership with
the States, can establish the child care infrastructure that will
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open up child care opportunities for the private sector. The Federal
Government must set an example and must provide support. We in
labor and in the private sector, despite our efforts and commit-
ment, cannot do it alone. We only ask that the public policy catch
up to the reality that we know exists and finally provide some sup-
port for the all-important, eves-growing child care needs.

We urge quick action, Mr. Chairman, on the Act for Better Child
Care. Thank you very much.

[The prepared statement of Morton Bahr follows:]
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Testimony of
Morton Bahr, Prcsident
Commuunications Workers of America
before the
House Education & Labor Subcommittee on
Humais Resources

February 25, 1988

Mr. Chairman and members of the Subcommittee, thank you for
this opportunity to testify on behalf of one of the single most
important issues before Congress -- the care and nurturance of our
nation's children.

As president of the Communications Workers of Americs (CWA), I
represent a union of 700,000 work :rs employed in a wide range of
occupations, including communications, public employment and
health care. 1In many ways, our union has been among tne first to
confront the workplace issues of tomorrow. Our members work in
the service sector, with high technology, and our members are
predominantly female. Ours is the workforce, in the workplace, of
tomorrow, and as such we are dealing wita the critical matters
which determine whether we as a nation w’'ll be able to meet future
challenges.

In my mind, there's no question that our future depends on
making the family priority Number One. What could possibly be
more important to our futures as individuyals and as a society than
the family? This indeed is the critical and fundamental builaing
block.

The family is a web of support in good times and bad. But
that web i3 >nly as strong as the strands within {t and when those
2trauas are frayed or broken, what {s basic and valued in our
society {s in jeopardy.

TiSs mu.t be remembered, especially when considering important
public policy matters. Ve cannot view our actions a3 having
separate, discrete effects on only some people but not others. A
good education {s no less important than quality health care, for
example, nor {3 a roof over heads any less essentifal than a decent
paying job. 1If a family cannot afford health care for {ts
grandparents, then educational opportunities for the children may
have to be sacrificed. The lack of education in turn may diminish
future earning potential and standards of living.

These are not some abstract thecries, however, these are daily
realities for many American families., Families constantly are
being forced to make wrenching choices between very basic needs.
Their hope remains strong, but in the darkest hours of nighi they
confront the gut-wrenching reality that their children's future
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grows dim. Too many parents must lie in bed at night knowing that
their children had only a few meager meals, perhaps supplemented
by lead paint chips. Too many parents, usually mothers, face
incredible stress and anguish wondering whether they can keep
their job and whether they will be able to care for their child.

This simply i{s wrong. We are the richest nation in the
world. How can we desert our families? How can we ignore these
problems? How can We let these terrible choices exist that really
are not choices at all?

We must work towards eradicating these problems lest the
backbone of America, the family, begin to fall apart. What could
be more important than taking care of our children at their time
of greatest promise and greatest need?

Decent, quality, affordable child care must be one ot our top
priorities. The need for it is overwhelming and we must act on
that knowledge.

Families have changed; less than 10 percent conform to the so-
called "traditional®™ two-parent norm. Mothers must work,
certainly as heads of households and even when both parents are
present. In the absence of two wage earners, family income
declines. The Joint Economic Committee has reported that without
the shift of women into the labor force, real family income would
have fallen 18 percent since 1973. Yet our public policy still
reflects the outmoded "Father knows Best" family concept instead
of recognizing the reality of today's family needs.

It is no surprise, given the increasing economic demands on
families, that more and more children are without care. There is
& litany of statistics reflecting this new reality:

* 57 percent of women with children under the age of three
are in the workforce;

® 25 percent of American femilies are headed by a single
parent;

* Over half of the 45.6 million children in two-parent
families have both parents in the workforce; and

* More than half of all mothers with infants under the age of
one mus. work.

Since family members must work to survive, the need for child
care is crucial. But there is virtually nothing there. Only
about six percent of all full-time workers have flex-time work
schedules available. Very few employers provide parental leave
for the care of new~born chilaren. And according to federal
government reports, there .s space available in existing licensed
child care centers and family homes for only about six million

Sc 143

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



-3 -

chilaren, or only one-fourth of the 24 million children under the
age of 13 in need of such care.

In ¥ wrk City, 144,000 children are age six or younger, yet
only d{ «ull time day car slots are available. 1In Seattle,
licenses .are is accessible for only 8,800 of the 23,000 children
who need {t. .

4 But child care alone is not enough, it must also be quality
care. There are too many stories of children left in poor quality
care arrangements who suffer tragic consequences. Yet child care
is hard to find and quality care is even harder to find: 75
percent of infants in day care arrangements are left with largely
unlicensed family care providers.

Moreover, only eight states require training for child care
workers. And these workers usually are paid appallingly low
wages, averaging $9,204 for workers in care centers and $4,421 for
home care providers. Apparently a higher value is placed on
parking lot attendants than on those who take cares of our
children.

The problems with quality care are not the fault of those who
work in centers or those who try to provide some arrangement for
friends and neighbors. By and large these people are well-
motivated, compassionate and caring people. The problem lies
instead with the complete lack of a child care structure {in
America today.

CWA has made child care a bargaining table issue for years.
Indeed, we negotiated in 1979 a parental leave arrangement with
what used to be known as the Bell System, covering some 500,000
workers nationwide. And we have secured a variety of child care
options for our mecmbers including:

* The first subsidized child care center for New Jersey state
employees; in this case, Transportation Department workers in
Trenton, just was opened pursuant to contract negotiations with
CWA;

®* In mid-1988, a unique, 24-hour child care center serving
employees of a consortium of companies will open in Tempe,
Arizona. This {s a direct result of our 1986 contract agreement
with one of the participating employers. It will serve six
worksites of our members, as well as other employees. Partial
financial and administrative support will be provided by the
employer, again as part of our negotiations;

* CWA-represented nurses in a Buffalo hospital negotiated an
agreement to provide on-site child care services. The facility
cares fo- about 55 children a day but there is a long waiting
list;
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* A group of Tennessee telephone workers ¢onducted a needs
survey and, together with state assistance, succeeded in getting a
state-wide rcferral service for Bell workers. This aids both
urban and rural employees; and

* In 1985, a committee representine operator services in
Michigan produced a directory of licensed child care facilities
and referral service. They have worked particularly with a 24-
hour care center that provides a discount for these Bell
employees.

Our experience has demonstrated some important points. First,
that child care must be designed to meet the needs of those who
use it. Poorly designei care is little better than no care at
all. Similarly, care must be ailcrdable and available. Third,
that employees must be involved in the process. And fourth, that
in today's economy, especially the service sector, work is a 24-
hour a day matter. So “hild care cannot simply be 9-to-5 or only
located {n urban centers; the support needs to be universal.

But perhaps the biggest lesson we have learned, and the most
disz,pointing, is that despite long-term, consistent and committed
efforts, the results are too few and far becween. At times it's
due to ewployer resistance; {n part, it's because we recognize
that a well-planned program is important. But even with employers
who want to work with us, we all are stymied by the serious lack
of available, affordable and quality care.

That is why it is so imperative that the federal government
provide some support. The private sector simply cannot do {t
alone.

Furthermore, our nation's policy makers must set appropriate
standards for care. T%here must be a uniform, consistent level of
quality provided. OQur children deserve no less.

The Act for Better Child Care (H.R. 3660) is an essential
first step toward the all-important goal of decent family care.
It should be a top priority for Congress, just as the desperate
need fc~ child care support {s a top priority for American
families. Quite frankly, Congress should go even further than the
ABC bill as there needs to be more than $2.5 billion devoted to
sur nation's children. This is an important investment in our
nation's future. Yet we recognize that Reagan era deficits have
restricted resources.

Furthermore, the bill sets up all-important basic standards
for care and provides the training and other support which will
help child care providers improve their services. The legislation
establishes a federal-state partnership that will enccurage
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flexible arrangements to meet need. And it does not create a big,
unresponsive bureaucracy; it gets the support out there quickly
and efficiently.

Just as the family is a web of support, so too is our
government. We cannot ignore child care needs and not expect
consequences. Indeed, there is sverwhelming evidence that the
failure to support our children only costs us far more in the long
run.

Billions of dollars are spent on MX missiles and money is
funneled into the pet care of military officers. But the people's
representatives must set better priorities. Our money would be
far better spent on our future, our children.

CWA will continue to push hard for child care support through
our collective bargaining relationships. It will be one of our
top priorities. Yet the plain truth is that even if we secure
complete child care support in all of »ur collective bargaining
contracts, it still would leave millions of workers without this
eritical support. Furthermore, only the federal government, in
partnership with the states, can establish the child care
infrastrunture that will open up child care opportunities for the
Frivate sector. The federal government must set an example and
must provide support. We in labor and in the private sector,
despite our efforts and commitment, cannot do it alone. We only
ask that public policy cateh up to the reality which we know
exists and finally provide some support for the all-important,
ever-growing child care needs.

Thank you.
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Mr. Kipee. Thank you very much, President Bahr, for your tes-
timony.

President Jim Scheibel, St. Paul City Council.

Mr. ScuemBEL. Good afternoon, Mr. Chairman. I will summarize
my remarks.

r. KiLore. Thank you.

Mr. ScHEiBEL. I am Jim Scheibel, president of the city council in
St. Paul and past Chair of the human development committee of
the National League of Cities. I am here this afternoon represent-
ing the board of the National Leagie of Cities. I am testifying
today on behalf of the publicly elected officials of 16,000 of the Na-
tion’s cities and towns. We appreciate this opportunity to appear
before this subcommittee to present our views on the Act for Better
Child Care, which is supported by the National League of Cities,
and to thank you for your outstanding leadership in the area of
chi. 1 care.

I am here to speak to an issue that greatly affects the hea.ch and
safety of our Nation’s children, the economic, social, and education-
al conditions of American families has necessarily become a high
priority of city officials. As the closest, most accessible level of Gov-
ernment, local officials are increasingly charged with finding solu-
tions to the problem of children in poverty which were previously
handled by the family.

Today’s discussion is a result of the reality that by 1995 two-
thirds of all preschool children will have mothers in the work
force, and four out of five school-age children will have working
mothers. According to a 1983 New York Times poll, 71 percent of
the mothers who work do so t2 support their families—not just to
have something interesiing to do. The legislation under consider-
ation today attempts to address the national child care crisis. The
pace by which we are increasing the number of safe, affordable,
quality child care opportunities is falling far short of the critical
need of parents. To link the pace of providing child care to the
demonstrated need, a substantial financial commitment must be
made by all levels of Government as well as by the private sector.

We realize that $2.5 billion in the ABC bill is a cause of serious
consternation at the Federal, State, and local level. At a time when
we are all seeking to cut expenditures, it appears contradictory to
encourage passage of so costly a proposal. Without question, the
National League of Cities views an investment in our children now
as one which will save far more later. The concern for adequate
provision of child care incorporated in this and other legislative
proposals moving through the congressional process is but a foun-
dation to a national child care agernda.

The up-front costs of providing children with quality preschool
activities, according to the results of one study, resulted in a sav-
ings of $6 for every dollar invested in the l-year programs. Such
savings reduced the cost to society in more than dollars. The reduc-
tion in crime, poverty, and illiteracy are significant.

I would.like to address the relationship between the issue of
child care und the pending welfare reform legislation. The majority
of the 33 million Americans living in poverty live in the Nation’s
cities and towns, and 61 percent live in metropolitan a:ess, the
other in rural towns and cities.
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While every American should have the opportunity to lift him-
self or herself and family out of poverty, nearly two-thirds of those
responding to a 1986 study of welfare participants cited difficulties
with child care arrangements as a primary problem in seeking and
keeping jobs. Of the women who had given up job hunting who
were surveyed, 76 percent cited child care difficulties as the reason.
About 60 percent work program respondents were prevented
from participating in work programs because of a lack of child
care.

The success of weifare reform proposals presently before Coa-
gress depend on transitional services such as the availability of
safe, affordable child care. While we know some parents are able to
afford $3,000 per year, the average cost of child care, spending
$3,000 on child care is out of the question for those employed in
jobs paying the minimum wage of $6,700. Not even a two-wage-
earner family paid the minimum wage, $13,000, could manage
these costs.

Imagine the frustration of a welfare recipient desperately trying
to loosen the grip of poverty, only to face another barrier to inde.
pendence: the lack of affordable, safe child care. If we cannct pro-
vide child care to the very people welfare reform is supposed to
help, its passage is labor lost.

We do not believe we can address welfare reform without ad-
dressing the critical need for child care in this country. As the
level of Government closest to the problem, local Governments
need a basic level of resources to help them meet the child care
needs of ur citizens. Mr. Chairman, we believe the ABC bill ad-
dresses this important issue. Your approach is one which we be-
lieve will increase the availability of cent~r and home-based care,
increase a family’s ability to afford care .or their children, and
most importantly, ensure an increase in the quality of that care.

In introducing H.R. 3660, you have brought to light critical ele-
ments missing in the haphazard approach we have witnessed na-
tionwide. Without a more unified approach, we are playing Russian
roulette with the future of our most important natural resource:
our children.

Cities are becoming information centers for child care programs
and are role models by providing quality child care for their own
employees. Cities are also working with private industry to help
provide parents with the resources necessary to meet the cost of
purchasing care.

Mai.y local Governments are working to expand the availability
of child care opportunities within their communities. A recent pub-
lication by the National League of Cities entitled “Children, Fami-
lies, and Cities” cites numerous examples of what cities are doing
to increase the availability of child care.

Inasmuch as we are already moving in the same direction as the
proposed legislation, we have experiences that we can share at the
State and Federal levels. Although the legislation seeks to unify ex-
isting experience and programs, it has omitted consultation with
what is already available at the local Government level. We would
like to express our concern about the lack of involvement of local
elected officials. The legislation includes a role for the Federal and
State Government, yet omits the role for local Governzaent. It is
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like a craftsman who uses fine wood in constructing a stool, but
you cannot sit on it, for it only has two legs.

As mentioned earlier, cities and towns are a majority of where
people live and work. We know where the greatest need is within
the community. Consequently, we believe we can offer a consider-
able resource to State interagency advisory cornmittee.

Yesterday a report was released about the infrastructure in our
cities. Many cities, many mayors and council members and other
city officials, are also beginning tc address another important part
of our infrastructure: child care centers. I believe this bill would
help us address this part of our infrastructure as well. Thank you.

[The prepared statement of James Scheiktel follows:)
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JIM SCHEIBEL, PRESIDENT OF
THE ST. PAUL CITY COUNCIL
AND IMMEDIATE PAST CHAIR
OF THE HUMAN DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE OF

THE NATIONAL LEAGUE OF CITIES

GOOD MORNING, MR. CHAIRMAN. I AM JIM SCHEIBEL, PRESIDENT OF THE

ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA CITY COUNCIL AND IMMEDIATE PAST CHAIR OF THE HUMAN
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE OF THE NATIONAL LEAGUE OF CITIES. I AM
PRESENTLY REPRESENTATIVE TO THE NLC BOARD OF DIRECTORS FROM THE

COMMITTEE.

I AM TESTIFYING TODAY ON BEHALF OF THE PUBLICLY ELECTEL OFFICIALS OF
16,000 OF THE NATION'S CITIES AND TOWNS. WE APPRECIATE THIS
OPPORTUNITY TO APPEAR BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE TO PRESENT CUR VIEWS ON
THE “"ACT POR BETTER CYILD CARE" BILL AND TO THANK YOU FOR YOUR

OUTSTANDING LEADERSHIP IN THE AREA OF CHILD CARE.

I AM HERE 70 SPEAK TO AN ISSUE THAT GREATLY APFECTS THE HEALTH AND
SAFETY OF OUR NATION'S CHILDREN. THE ECONOMIC, SOCIAL AND EDUCATIONAL
CONDITIONS OF THE AMERICAN FAMILY HAS NECESSARILY BECOME A HIGH
FRIORITY OF CITY OFFICIALS. AS THE CLNSEST, MOST ACCESSIBLE LEVEL OF
GOVERNMENT, LOCAL OFFICIALS ARE INCREASINGLY CHARGED WITH FINDING

SILUTIONS TO PROBLEMS OF CHILDREN IN POVERTY WHICH PREVIOUSLY WERE
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HANDLED BY THE PAMILY.
TODAY'S DISCUSSION IS A RESULT OF THE REALITY THAT:

- BY 1995 2/3 OF ALL PRESCHOOL CHILDREN WILL HAVE MOTHERS TN THE
WORKFORCE AND FOUR OUT OF FIVE SCHOOL-AGE CHILDREN WILL HAVE WORKING
MOTHERS.

- ACCORDINC TO A 1983 NEW YORK TIMES POLL, 71 PERCENT OF MOTHERS WHO

WORK, DO SO TO SUPPORT THEIR FAMILIES, NOT JUST TO HAVE SOMETHING
INTERESTING TO DO.

THE LEGISLATION UNDER CONSIDERATION TODAY - THE ACT FOR BETTER CHILD
CARE SERVICES - BETTER KNOWN AS THE "ABC* BILL - ATTEMPTS TO ADDRESS
THE JATIONAL CHILD CARE CRISIS. THE PACE BY WHICH WE ARE INCREASING
THE SUMBER OF SAFE, AFFORDABLE, QUALITY CHILD CARE OPPORTUNITIES IS

PALLING FAR SHORT OF THE CRITICAL AND OFTENTIME LIFE-THREATENING NEED
OF PARENTS.

TO LINK THE PACE OF PROVIDING CHILD CARE TO THE DEMONSTRATED NEED, A
SUBSTANTIAL FINANCIAL COMMITMENT MUST BE MADE BY ALL LEVELS OF
GOVERNMENT AS WELL AS THE PRIVATE SECTOR.

WE REALIZE THE $2.5 BILLION ABC BILL IS A CAUSE OF SERIOUS
CONSTERNATION AT PEDERAL, STATE AND U?CAL LEVELS. AT A TIME WHEN WE
ARE ALL SEEKING WAYS TC CUT EXPENDITURES, IT APPEARS CONTRADICT(;RY TO
ENCOURAGE PASSAGE OF SO COSTLY A PROPOSAL.
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WITHOUT QUESTION. THE NATIONAL LEAGUE OF CITIES VIEWS AN INVESTMENT IN
OUR CHILDREN NOW AS ONE WHICH WILL SAVE FAR MORE LATER. THE CURPENT

CONCERN FOR ADEQUATE PROVISION OF CHILD CARE INCORPORATED IN THIS AND
OTHER LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS MOVING THROUGH THE CONGRESSIONAL PROCESS
IS BUT A FPOUNDATION TO A NATIONAL CHILD CARE AGENDA.

THE UP FRONT COSTS OF PROVIDING CHILDREN WITH QUALITY PRESCHOOL
ACTIVITIES: ACCORDING TO THE RESULTS OF THE IPSILANTI, MICHIGAN
PRESCHOOL PROGRAM STUDY, RESULTED IN A SAXINGS OF SIX DOLLARS FOR
EVERY DOLLAR INVESTED IN A ONE-YEAR PROGRAM. SUCH SAVINGS REDUCE THE
COST TO SOCIETY IN MORE THAN DOLLARS. THE REDUCTION IN CRIME. POVERTY
AND ILLITERACY ARE SIGNIFICANT.

AS YOU KNOW, THE HIGH/SCOPE EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH FOUNDATION CONDUCTS
EARLY CHILDHOOD SURVEYS TO SHOW THE CONNECTION OF EARLY CHILDHOOD

LEARNING AND ITS IMPACT UPON A CHILDS EDUCATIONAL, £JCIOLOGICAL AND
ECONOMIC OUTCOME.

TO BEGIN, I WOULD LIKE TO ADDRESS THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE ISSUE
OF CHILD CARE AND THE PENDING WELFARE REFORM LEGISLATION.

THE MAJORITY OF TEE 33 MILLIOK AMERICANS LIVING IN POVERTY LIVE IN THE
NATION'S CITIES AND TOWNS. SIXTY ONE PERCENT LIVE IN METROPOLITAN
AREAS, THE OTHERS LIVE IN RURAL TOWNS AND CITIES.

WHILE EVERY AMERICAN SHOULD HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO LIFT HIMSELF OR
HERSELF AND FAMILY OUT OF POVERTY NEARLY TWO~THIRDS OF THOSE
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RESPOMDING TO A 1986 STUDY OF WELFARE PARTICIPANTS BY THE NATIONAL
SOCIAL SCIENCE AND LAN CENTER CITED DIFFICULTIES WITH CHILD CARE
ARRANGEMPNTS AS THE PRIMARY PROBLEM IN SEEKING AND KEEPING JOBS:

* 76 PERCENT OF THE WOMAN SURVEYED WHO HAD GIVEN UP JOB-HUNTING OITED
CHILD CARE DIFFICULTIES AS THE REASON.

* ACCORDING TO THE U.S. GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE, ABOUT 60 PERCENT
OF AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN, (AFDC) WORK PROGRAM
RESPONDENTS WERE PREVENTED FROM PARTICIPATING IN WORK PROGRAMS BECAUSE

OF LACK OF CHILD CARE.

THE SUCCESS OF THE WELFARE REFORM PROPOSALS PRESENTLY BEFORE CONGRESS
DEPEND UPON TRANSITIONAL SERVICES SUCH AL THE AVAILABILITY OF SAFE,
AFFORDASIE CHILD CARE. WHILE WE ALL KNOW PARENTS ABLE TO AFFORD THE
§3,000 PER YEAR AVERAGE COST OF CHILD CARE, SPENDING $3,000 PER YEAR
ON CHILD CARE IS OUT OF THE QUESTION FOR THOSE EMPIOYED IN JOBS PAYING
THE MINIMUM WAGE OF $6,700. NOT EVEN A TWO WAGE-EARNER FAMILY PAID
THE MINIMUM WAGE ($13,00) COULD MANAGE THESE COSTS.

IMAGINE THE FRUSTRATION OF A WELFARE RECIPIENT DESPERATELY TRYING TO
LOOSEN THE GRIP OF POVERTY ONLY TO FACE ANOTHER BARRIER TO
INDEPENDENCE - THE LACK OF AVAILABLE, SAFE ANC APFORDABLE CHILD CARE.

1P WE CANNOT PROVIDE CHILD CARE TO THE VERY PEOPLE WELFARE REFORM IS
SUPPOSED TO HELP. ITS PASSAGE IS LABOR LOST.

.

THE PURPOSE OF THE HOUSE-PASSED HR 1720 LEGISLATION AND THE
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LEGT"LATION (S. 1511) PENDING BEFORE THE SENATE IS TO REDUCE THE
RISING WELPARE COSTS BY HELPING WELFARE RECIPIENTS CAIN FINANCIAL
INDEPENDENCE THROUGH JOBS THAT PAY ENOUGH TO SUPPORT A FAMILY.

WE DO NOT BELIEVE WE CAN ADDRESS WELFARE REFORM - OR THE FEDERAL
DEFICIT - WITHOUT ADDRESSING THE CRITICAL NEED FOR CHILD CARE IN THIS

COUNTRY .

A5 THE LEVEL OF GOVERNMINT CLOSEST TO TILE PROBLEM, LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
NEED BASIC LEVELS OF RESOURCES TO HELP MEET THE CHILD CARE NEEDS OF
THEIP CITIZENS. MR. CHAIRMAN, WE BELIEVE THE "ABC" BILL ADDRESSES

TH. IMPORTANT ISSUE.

YOUR APPROACH IS ONE WHICH WE BELIEVE WILL INCREASE THE AVAILABILITY
OF CENTER AND HOME-BASED CARE, INCREASE A FAMILY'S ABILITY TO AFFORD
CARE POR THEIR CHILDREN, AND, MOST IMPORTANTLY, ENSURE AN INCREASE IN

THE QUALITY OF THAT CARE.

IN INTRODUCING HR 3660, REPRESENTATIVE KILDEE HAS BROUGHT TO LIGHT

CRITICAL ELFMENTS MISSING IN THE HAPHAZARD APPROACE WE HAVE WITNESSED
NATIONWIDE. WITHOUT A MORE UNIFIED APPROACH, WE ARE PLAYING RUSSIAN
ROULETTE WITH THE FUTURE OF OUR MOST IMPORTANT NATUPAL RESOURCE - OUR

CHILDREN.

THE LEGISLATION PROVIDLS GRANTS AND LOANS TO STATES TO MEET MINIMUM
STANDARDS TO OPERATE PROGRAMS OR SUBCONTRACT OUT FOR SIRVICES. THIS

Is PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT AS THE NEED TO EXPAND THE AVAILABILITY OF

]
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CHILD CARE GROWS B LEAPS AND B)UNDS.

MUNICIPALITIES ARE BECOMING MORE SO THE INFORMATION CENTER FOR
COMMUNITY CHILD CARE PROGRAMS WANTING TO EXPAND BUT UNABLE TO DO SO
BECAUSE OF LIMITED PINANCIAL RESOURCES. CITIES ARE ALSO COMMUNITY
ROLE MODELS BY PROVIDING QUALITY CHILD CARE FOR THEIR OWN EMPLOYEES.,
CITIES ARE ALSO WORKING WITH PRIVATE INDUSTRY TO HELP PROVIDE PARENTS
WITH THE RESOURCES NECESSARY TO MEET THE COST OF PURCHASING CARE.

FINDING RESOURCES TO FINANCE THE MANY FACETS EXPANDING CHILD CARE
INCLUDING, RENOVATING FACILITIES, STAFF TRAINING, GREATER SALARIES FOR
PROVIDERS IS DIFFICULT AT BEST. TO ALSO PROVINDING FINANCIAL
ASSISTANCE TO NEDY FAMILIES IS TOO LARGE A TASK TO BE HANDLED AT THZ
LOCAL LEVEL ALONE. CITIES NEED THE FINANCIAL SUPPORT OF THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT IF IT IS TO MAKE A DENT IN ADDRESSING THE CURRENT CRISIS.

MANY LOCAL GOVERNMENTS ARE WORKING TO EXPAND THE AVAILABILITY OF CHILD
CARE OPPORTUNITIES WITHIN THEIR COMMUNITIES. A RECENT PUBLICATION BY
THE NATIONAL LEAGUZ OF CITIES ENTITLED CHILDREN, FAMILIES AND CITTES.

SITES NUMEROUS EXAMPLES OF WHAT CITIES ARE DOING TO INCREASE THE
AVAILABILITY OF (HILD CARE.

FOR EXAMPLE:
*  SAN FRANCISCO DEMONSTRATES THE LINKAGE BETWEIN DOWNTOMN OFFICE

DEVELOPMENT AND CITY GOVERNMENT. IN SEPTEMBER OF 1985, THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS ADOPTED THE DOWNTOWN ~ °, WHICH REQUIRED DEVELOPERS OF
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ALL NEW OFPICE BUILDINGS OR OFFICE RENOVATIONS IN EXCESS OF 50,000
SQUARE FEET MUST EITHER PROVIDE AN ONSITE CHILD CARE FACILITY OR MAKE
A CONTRIBUTION TO A CHILD CARE FUND.

* SEATTLE, WASHINGTOR HAS USED ZOMNING TO INCREASE THE AVAILABILITY OF
SPACE FOR CHILD CARE. INCENTIVES TO BUILDERS GENERALLY INCLUDE
BUILDING SQUARE FOOTAGE BONUSES.

*  ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA.....

IN AS MUCH AS WE ARE ALRFADY MOVING IN THE SAME DIRECTION AS THE
PROPOSED LEGISLATION, WE HAVE EXPER‘ENCES THAT WE CAN SHARE AT THE
STATE AND FEDERAL LEVELS. ALTHOUGH THE LEGISLATION SEEKS TO UNIFY
EXISTING EXPERIENCE AND PROGRAMS, IT HAS OMITTED CONSULTATION WITH AND

OF WHAT 1S ALREADY AVAILABLE AT THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEVEL.

WE SUGGEST THE UTILIZATION OF THE CURRENT STRUCTURE OF THE JOB
TRAINING PARTNERSHIP ACT (JTPA). MONEY PASSES DIRECTLY TO CITIES OR
COUNTIES, OR CONSORTIUMS OF CITIES OR COUNTIES, THEREBY ENHANCING THE
VAIUE OF LIMITED RESOURCES. PROVIDING FUNDING DIRECTLY TO UNITS OF
GENERAL PURPOSE LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND WOULD ELIMINATE \ LEVEL OF
BUREAUCRACY AND REC CE ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS AND WOULD THIS INCREASE
THE NUMBER OF CHILD CARE SLOTS, WHICH 1S THE PURPOSE OF THE BILL.

JTPA 1S SERVING THE SAME CLIENTELE AS THE TARGET POPULATION IN THE
BILL. AS PRIMARY ADMINSTRATORS OF JOBS PROGRAMS, WE ALREADY SERVE

TH1S POPULATION AND HAVE A LINK AND ACCESS TO THE COMMUNITIES BEING
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MOREOVER, AS NOTED EARLIER, MJNICIPALITIES ARE ALREADY DOING THIS SO

WHAT WE ARE SUGGESTING IS A WAY TO EXPAND EXISTING PROGRAMS.

BECAUSE THE GRANTS AND LOANS REVOLVE AROUND A FEDERAL-STATE
PARTNERSHIP, IT PROVIDES NO ALLOWANCE FOR CITIES AND COUNTIES THAT MAY
COMPLY WITH ELIGIBILITY RULES BUT LOCATED IN A STATE CHOOSING NOT TO
PARTICIPATE.

WE WOULD I,IKE TO EXPRESS SKRIOUS RESERVATIONS AND GRAVE CONCERNS ABOUT
THE LACK OF INVOLVEMENT OF LOCAL ELECTED OFFICALS. THE LEGISLATION
INCLUDES A ROLE FOR THE FEDERAL AND STATE GOVERNMENTS YET OMITS THE
INCAL GOVERNMENT. IT IS LIKE THE CRAFTSMAN THAT USES FINE WOOD IN
CONTRUCTING A STOOL BUT YOU CANNOT SIT ON IT FOR IT HAS ONLY TWO LEGS.

AS MENTIONED EARLIER. CITIES AND TOWNS ARE WHERE A MAJORITY OF TH}
PEOPLE LIVE AND WORK. WE KNOW WHERE THE GREATEST NEED IS WITHIN THE
COMMUNITY. CONSEQUENTL!. WE BELIEVE WE CAN OFFER A CONSIDERABLE

RESOURCE TO A STATE INTERAGENCY ADVISORY COMMITTEE.

AS A CENTRAL GATHFRING POINT, WE ARE ALSO IN A POSITION TO INCLUDE
CHILD CARE IN OUR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PLANNING. THUS, WE ARE IN A
POSITION TO COORDNINATE THE NEFD POR CHILD CARF WITH NEW RUSINESSES
ENTERING THE COMMUNITY. AS MENTIONED EARLIER IN OUR TESTIMONY. CITIES
ARE ALREADY INVOLVED IN THIS EFFORT.

MANY CITIES, SUCH AS ST. PAUL: ARE....
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WE BELIEVE THE USE OF AN EMPLOYER SPONSOREL TAX CRFDIT TO ENCOURAGE
EMPLOYRR~SPONSORED CHILD CARE 1S A WORTHY ENDEAVOR. AS COMMUNITY
LEADERS, LOCAL ELECTED OFFICIALS HAVE THE RESPONSIBILITY TO ENCOURAGE
ALL MEW BUSINESSES AND EMPLOYERS TO DO ALL THEY CA{ TO FILL THE CHILD
CARE NEEDS OF THEIR EMPLOYEES. WHILE THERE ARE NUMEROUS ALTERNATIVES.
ALL AVENUES SHOULD BE LEFT OPEN.

LIABILITY INSURANCE:

IN RECENT YEARS, CITIES HAVE EXPERIENCED UNPRNCEDENTED INCREASES IN
COSTS IN PROTECTING THEMSELVES FROM PUBLIC LIABILITY. MOREOVER.

CITIES AND TOWNS HAVE FOUND THAT WHILE THE AVAILABILITY OF LIABILITY
INSURANCE HAS IMPROVED, THE ASTRONOMICAL COSTS CONTINUE TO MAKE IT

IMPOSS1BLE FOR THEM TO PURCHASE COVERAGE.

WHILE CITIES MUST FPIND BETTER WAYS TO IMPROVE THEIR OWN INTERNAL
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM3S AND POLICIES TO IDENTIFY, REDUCE. ELIMINATE AND
PROTECT AGAINST THE RISKS OF CARRYING OUT SERVICLS SUCH AS PROVIDING
CHILD CARE WE SUGGEST FURTHER CONSIDERATION BE GIVEN TO IHCLUDING
PROVISIONS TO INCREASE THE AVAILABILITY AND COST EFFECTIVE LIABILITY

INSURANCE.

WE APPRECIATE THE REASONS TO NOT INCLUDE LIABILIT{ REFORM MEASURES IN

THE LEGISLATION. HOWEVER, PAILURE TO ADDRESS THE ISSUE MAKES IT

DIFFICULT FOR CITIES AND TOWNS TO BROADEN THEIR PARTICIPATION IN CHILD
CARE EXPANSION. 1P THE NEED TO EXPAND CHILD CARE SLOTS IS INDEED THE
POINT OF THIS BILL, WE BELIEVE THE INCLUSION OF LIABILITY INSURANCE

REFORM 1S AN ESSENTIAL PART OF A CITIES ABILITY TO CONTRIBUTE.

O
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Mr. KiLpee. Thank you very much.

Nan Rich?

Ms. Rich. Good afternoon. I am Nan Rich, a member of the exec-
utive committee of the National Counc_; of Jewish Women.

Since NCJW’s establishment in 1893, our organization has been
concerned with the rights, needs, and quality of life of America’s
children and youth. I want to mention before I begin that our orga-
nization had an advocacy institute in Washington in November,
and at that time I was privileged to represent NCJW at the press
conference where you introduced this bill. And it was a very excit-
ing experience, and I am happy to be back here again to represent
our organization and to talk to you about why NCJW supports the
Act for Better Child Care Services.

I also have submitted written testimony and will summarize
here.

The lack of affordable, available, quality child care is not a new
issue, neither for the Nation nor NCJW. In 1972, Windows on Day
Care, NCJW’s landmark survey of day care in America, cited an
acute and intensifying shortage of developmental day care services
and reported highly disturbing qualitative deficiencies in the serv-
ices available.

Unfortunately, the problem of yesterday has become the crisis of
today. The issues we identified more than 16 years ago are the
same, with one significant change: the number of women in the
work force. Yet, our national policy does not reflect this very sig-
nificant and permanent change. The NCJW Center for the Child, a
research institute, has been addressing child care and work/family
issues.

“Mothers in the Workplace” is the center’s national study of how
working parents reconcile the conflicting demands of work and
family life. The field research has been conducted by more than a
thousand NCJW volunteers, and it has revealed much about the
infant care problems of the 2,620 women who v :re interviewed.
When moderate- and low-income parents are forced to arrange
child care outside the extended family network, the cost becomes
onerous and the quality of care may suffer.

For example, families with household incomes below $25,000
spend 17 percent of household income for full-time child care, and
that percentage continues to increase as household income de-
creases.

The same forces that are pushing more and more mothers of
voung children into the labor force and keeping women in the
labor force for longer periods of their lives will make it increasing-
ly difficult for low- and moderate-income working parents to find
relatives who are willing to provide child care services at no or low
cost.

And also, I am sorry that Representative Tauke is not here, but
maybe you will share this with him. The written testimony does
address this area more extensively, and we will have results
coming out of stage III of the “Mothers in the Workplace” study
which do deal specifically with the fact that extended family or rel-
atives are becoming less and less available for child care. -

More importantly, we are fostering and perpetuating a two-tiered
child care service system. For those lower income working parents
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who must increasingly purchase the least expensive child care
services, inevitably the quality of care received by their children
will suffer by comparison to the quality of care received by the eco-
nomi~ally advantaged. As a society, we simply cannot allow such
inequity to persist and worsen.

NCJW believes as you do, Representative Kildee, that the re-
sponsibility for the provision of child care services must be shared
by many partners. Some say it is the responsibility of the State to
meet the child care needs of its families, and that is partially true.
However, a State’s response to the child care crisis is more depeund-
ent on its economy than the number of children needing child care.
With such an uneven response from States, they alone cannot fill
the child care needs o. their families.

Others say it is the resronsibility of the employer to meet the
child care needs of their employees, and this is also partially true.
Findings from a recent Government study indicate that 11 percent
of the Naticn’s workplaces provide some child care support.

Contrary to some reports based on employcrs’ experiences, find-
ings from the “Mothers in the Workplace’ study indicated that
working mothers were quite likely to find employer-provided child
care benefits useful. About 50 percent of working mothers who
were offered child care benefits made some use of them and 74 per-
ce.at of women using these services found them very helpful.

As research coordinator for the mothers study in Dade County,
Florida, which is Miami, I personally interviewed over 25 women 4
to 5 months after their return to work. The overriding issue and
concern, which cut across all ethnic, racial, and sociczccnomic
backgrounds, was child care. These womer. expressed high levels of
stress and guilt at leaving their children during periods when they
were unhappy with their child care arrangements. Yet, most, due
to econcmic necessity, had to return to work.

Clearly, employers play an important role in any child care part-
nership, but they alone are unable to meet the needs of working
parents. NCJW believes that the Federal Government must assume
the lead role in responding to the child care needs of Ameiica’s
families. And yet, the role of the Federal Government has de-
creased over the past several years, as evidenced in the dramatic
cutbacks in title XX cocial services block grants, the largest source
of Federal child care assistance.

Let me share with you the real impact of what those cuts in title
XX and the lack of child care resources mean for my State of Flori-
da. As of December 1987, 27,975 children are on a documented
waiting list for subsidized child care. These include 2,463 children
whose mothers have applied for employment ana training pro-
grams, but can’t participate due to lack of child care. In 5 of 11 of
the State social service agency districts, more children are waiting
outside the door than those receiving child care inside.

Ir. addition, if you look at the growth in Florida, second only to
the population over 85 is the growth of population from zero to 4
years of age. Estimates are that the waiting list for subsidized day
care in Florida will increase next fiscal year by 6,200, and we know
that to be true because when the two grandchildren were killed,
the \ggi;’i?%g list last year was 22,000 and this yea- as I mentioned,
it is 27,975.
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NCJW’s Windows on Day Care 16 years ago called for a Federal
appropriation of $2 billion for fiscal year 1973, to expand and im-
prove child care. It is saddening that there has been so little
progress over the last 16 yeurs ago, but it is heartening that today
there is renewed interest and fervor in the child care issue across
the political spectrum.

NCJW is proud to join with our colleagues here today in support
of the Act for Better Child Care Services. It is time that we take
the first important step in developing a national child care policy
that provides the resources to support America’s families in their
quest to be both productivz workers and caring parents. T thark
you.

[The prepared statement of Nan Rich follows:]
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Good morning. I am Nan Rich, a member of the National cCouncil of
Jewish wWomen's (NCIW) Executive Committee. NCIJW is the oldest
Jewish women's organization in America with 100,000 active
volunteers in 200 communities nationwide. Since NCJIW's
establishment in 1893, when volunteers worked to gain the passage
of child labor laws, the corganization has been concern. 3 with the
rights, needs and quality of life of the nation's chiidren and
youth. Research, advocacy and community service form NCJW's
combined approach to its six priority areas of women's 1issues,
Israel, aging, Jewish life, constitutional rights, and children
and youth.

Today I wovld like to talk abocut why NCIW believes that the Act
for Better child Care Services (ABC/H.R.3660) is an important
response to the current child care crisis and a necessary
investment in the future of this nation.

ABCc, a comprehensive child care initiative, provides an
infrastructure solution and begins to respond to a critical need
of America's low and middle income families with children. It
would provide states with new federal funds to make child care
more affordable for low and moderate income families;

increase the number of child care facilities and qualified day
care staff available to all families; arl improve c.he gquality of
day care Services, help coordinate child care resources, and
encourage a range of day care options so parents can find
appropriate services for their children.

Th=>_Ch“14 care Crisis

The lack of affordable, available and quality child care is not a
new issue--either for the nation or NCJW. Hipdows_on Day Care,
NcJW's landmars study of the 1970's, was one of the first to
bring attention to the problens of our day care systenm.

The report tells the story of what nembers of our organization in
77 of their local Sections saw when they examined existing day
care needs and services in their communities.

Q 16\:
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In 1972, reported that not only was there
“"an acute shortage of developmental day care services in the
United states... but (that) this shortage is intensifying.
Millions of children are being deprived of opportunities for the
care and development which should be their birthright." 1In many
communities volunteers found that "an eight or tenfold or even
greater expansion of comprehensive quality day care would be
nNecessary to meet existirg needs.®

All 77 city reports summarized in the study indicated not only a
serious quantitative shortage but also highly disturbing
deficiencies in the quality of services available. One-fifth of
the centers visited were regarded as "poor," nearly one-half--
primarily custodial--were rated “fair,* and less than one-third
considered of "good" or "superior® quality.

Unfortunately, the problem of yesterday is the crisis of today:
over-crowded conditions; long waiting lists; under-funded svpport
systems; growing numbers of latch-key and lock-in children;
inadequately trained and poorly paid providers.

The issues identified more than 16 years ago in NCIW's Kindo:s on

are the same--the times, however, haie changed. In 1972,
there were only 12 million working mothers. siice the 1970's,
there has been a 108% increase in the number of married mothers
with infants under the age of one in the workforce.

Today, there are 50 million women in the workforce who make up
44% of the total lobor force. And over 80% will become mothers
during their working lives.

In 1985, B4% of black working mothers, 69% of white working
mothers, and 79% of Hispanic working mothers workea full-time.
1.7 million of these wo*.ing women becamr pregnant. Most of these
women took only brief feaves of absence from work for childbirth.

With the influx of women in the labor force comes the increased
neea for child care. Presently an estimated 9 million children
in the U.S. need day care--a figure estimated to rise by 3
million in the next three years. and by 1995, 2/3 of all pre-
school clhildren and 4 out of S school-age children will have
mothers in the workforce.

Women are in ‘he workforce to stay, and yet our national policy
does not ref ct this very significant and permanent change. As
the number of children with .Jorking mothers has grown so
dramatically, there has been no corresponding commitment on the
part of the federal government to invest in gcod child care.

our failure to meet this nation's child care crisis is reflected
in the growing number of senseless tragedies. I come from Dade
County, Florida. Many of you may know the story of Linda Grant,
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also from Dade County. In 1986, her three- and four-year-old sons
tumbled and burned to death while playing in the clothes dryer
when their mother went to work and left them at home alone after
her child care arrangements fell through. She was on a waiting
list with 22,000 other families for government-subsidized child
care. That list has now climbed to 28,000.

There is no policy in place to prevent such tragedies in the
future.

The NCIW Center for the Child has -en addressing child care and
other work-family issues in its Mothers in the Workplace study.
Established three years ago as an outgrowth of NCIW's deep
concern for children and families, the Center's mission is to
promote the well-being of America's children and families through
research that can be put to practical use in shaping pregrams and
policy in both the public and private sectors.

Mothers in the wWorkplace--the Center's inaugural project--is a
national study of how working parents reconcile the often
conflicting demands of job and family life. Field research has
been conducted by more than 1,000 trained NCIJW volunteers in 100
comnunities across the country. While the sample was not randomly
drawn from tne population of all pregnant women in the United
States, every effort was made to reflect the diversity of that
population with respect to education, ethnicity, income, age,
occupation, industry, parity, marital status, and other socio-
derographic factors.

Interviews with 2,620 working women during their third trimester
of pregnancy and follow-up interviews with these same women four
to seven months after childbirth, reveal much about infant care
problems and solutions in the lives of working parents. Hhile
the unavailability of affordable child care makes it impossible
for some new mothers to re-enter the labor furce, most find some
solution.

Moderate anu lower income working parents frequeantly turn to
relatives r assistance. Among parents in our study with total
household incomes below 525,000, 30% rely upon relatives for
infant care services, while 22% of these parents mneet their
infant care needs mainly, or entirely, by sharing child care
responsibjlities among themselves. When relatives provide care,
47% are not paid for their services, and when relatives are paid
for infant care services, 97% are paid at below-market rates.

When moderate and lower income parents are forced to arrange
infant care outside the family and extended family network, the
costs become onerous and the quality of care may suffer.
Families with household incomes at or above $25,000 per year
spend on the average 7.5% of their total household income for
full-*ime (35 o: more hours per week) infant care purchased from
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non-kin. For families with household incowes below $25,000, the
cost of infant care provided by non-kin rises to 17% of household
income. That percentage rises as household income decreases.

Moreover, when moder»“e and lower income parents have to purchase
child care services om non-kin, they pay less on the average
for services of the same type than do higher income families.
This finding suggests that lower and moderate income parents seek
out the 1least expensive services offered in the 1local
rarketplace, which are the only services they can afford, but
which may be of questionable quality. N

The same fOrces that are pushing more and more mothers of young
children into the labor force, and keeping vomen in the labor
force for Jlonger periods of their 1lives, will make it
increasingly difficult for 1low and moderate income working
parents to find relatives who-are willing to provide child care
services at nc or low cost.

Thus, in the absence of public and private efforts to increase
the supply of affordable, high quality chila care, lack of access
to affordable care will become a growing constraint on the labor
force participation of women. fThe constraints on working women
with lower earning power and fewer household resources may force
them out of the labor force entirely, with negative economic
consequences for themselves, their children, and society.

As for women on welfare who maintain families, their entry into
the labor force will become increasingly d*-ficult.

Last, but cerctainly not least, what will happen to the children?
our child care service system is already two-tiered and becoming
more 3o. Az lower income working parents must increasingly
purchase child care services from non-kin in a "sellers market,"
it seems inevitable that the quality of care their children
receive will suffer By comparison with services purchased for
¢hildren of the economically advantaged. This makes neither
moral nor economic sense. We simply cannot allow such inequity
to persist and worsen. *

While the responsibility for the provision of child care services
must be shared by many partners--including all 1levels of
government, business, labor, the voluntary sector, and parents--
NCIW believes the federal government must take a leading role in
responding to the child care needs of American families.

Rather than mertinj its responsibility, the federal gove:rnment

has only diminisheu its role while other sectors of society have
attempted to respord to the child care crisis,

17%
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The Role of the State

Some say it is the responsibility of states to meet the child
care needs of its citizens--and that is partially true. However,
a state's response to the child car=s crisis is more dependent on
its economy than the number of children nseding child care. For
example, a state that has a stronger economy, such as New York,
has a stronger child care policy than a state with a weaker
economy, such as Georgia, which was forced to cut already minimal
standards and salaries by 37% last year

With such an uneven respon-se regarding child care policies,
states alone cannot £ill all the child care needs of this nation.

ABC addresses the importance of the states' participation in the
child care partnership by building upon the existing
infrastructure of each state and allowing states to use funds to
recruit and train family day care providers, to help providers
neet child care standards, and to provide for training and
technical assistance to child care staff. ABC would facilitate
the coordination and delivery of each state's wide variety of
child care systems to best meet the needs of its working
families.

The Rele of the Fmployer

others say it is the responsibilit; of employers to meet the
child care needs of their employees--and that is also partially
true.

Although some employers are beginning to view child care
assistance as a good investment in their workforce, very few have
yet invested in child care benefits. Findings from a recent
survey by the U.S. Department of Labor Bureau of Labor Statistics
indicate that only 11% of the nation's public and private
"establishments” (or workplaces) with 10 or more employees
provide any child care benefits or services. Employer sponsored
day care is available at or near only 2% of workplaces. Only 3%
of workplaces provide any assistance with child care expenses,
while 5% »>ffer child care information and referral services.

These findings on the availability of child care assistance
closely parallel findings from NCIJW's Centar for the Cchild
study bacsed on interviews conducted with
working women late in their pregnancies. 1In follow-up interviews
after childbirth, these same women were asked about their
utilization of any child care benefits oftered by employers and
how helpful they would find such benefits if they were offared.

Contrary to some reports based or employers' experiences, working
mothers in our rssearch sample were quite likely to find employer
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provided child care benefits useful. Fifty percent (50%) of
working mothers who were offered child care banefits made some
use of them. When available, 51% made use of employer sponsored
child care centers at or near work; 52% accepted help from theiy
employers in covering the expenses of child care (including
discounts at independent child care centers and family day care
homes}; and 51% made use of information and referral services.
Moreover, 74% of women using these services found them to be very
helpful .

when wor ing mothers who did not have child care benefits on the
job were asked whather they would find them helpful, their
responses were overwhelmingly affirmative: 70% said employer
sponsored child care at or near work would be very helpful; S6%
s2id child care inf)rmation and referral would be very helpful;
and 80% said that assistance pa-ing for child care would be a
very helpful benefit.

Further findings from NCJW's Center for the child Mo

study reveal that among women wrs went back to work
four to seven months after childbirth 46% are having some
problem arranging child care. Those who reported having child
care problems experienced much higher levels of stress and much
more work-family couflict that "made it difficult for them to do
their jobs." When child care is a problem for working parents,
it is also a problem for their employers. Finding a solution to
the nation's ~hild care problem not oniy serves the interests of
werking parenis, but also employers and the national econonmy .

Clearly, employers play an important role in anv child care
partnership, but tr2y are also unable to meet the ..eeds of all
those families seeking good child care.

The Role of the Fedexal Government

While the roles of state governments and the private sector have
increased in some cases, the role of the federal government has
decreased. over the past several years, the Title XX Social
Services Block Grant--the largest source of federal shild care
assistance--has been dramatically reduced.

Title XX has never exceeded $3 billion for the many social
services it funds, including child rare. The combined impact of
the Congress' and the Administratior's cuts in Title XX with
inflation, has made .he value of Title XX monies less than half
of what they were a deccaae ago.

The real impact--29 states spent less money for Title XX child

care programming in 1986 than in 1981, although demand for child
care grew.
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Let me share with you what cuts in Title XX funding meant for my
state of Florida. 1In one recent 90-day period in the counties of
Orange, Osceocla, and Seminole, the following were refused help
due to lack of funds: 176 children whose mothers applied for an
employment and training program but remained on welfare because
they lacked child care help, 200 children whose AFDC mothers had
found Jjobs but could not work because of child care probler;, and
2,073 children whose families were eligible for chi 1 care
assistance to keep them from needing AFDC.

While the federal government does offer the Federal Dependent
Cara Tax Credit which allows a family to deduct part of its
annual child care costs from its federal income tax bill, neither
it nor Title XX (even if restored to its original funding level)
offers working parents and their children the comp.ehensive child
care options needed.

ABC-—An Investment in the Future

Sixteen year:: ago NCIW's HWindows on Day Care called for federal
appropriaticns of $2 billion for Fiscal Yo 1973, rising
annually well into the 1970's to expaud and improv=: quality day
care services, and that the program funds be allocated to public
and private non-profit programs, and to *he upgrading <I family
day care homes.

It is sad that there has been so little progress over the last 16
years and that the child care problem of yesterday is the child
care crisis of today.

It is heartening, however, that there is renewed interest and
fervor in the issue of child care across the political spectrunm.

NCIW is proud to join today with such an impressive cross-
section of organizations in support of the Act for Better ( ila
care Services. It is time that we take the important first step
in developing a nationai child care policv that provides the
resources to support American families in their quest to be both
productive workers and caring parents.

Thank you.
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Mr. Kiupee. Thank you very much for your testimony.

I nave a couple of questions here, and maybe Mr. McEntee and
Mr. Bahr will try to answer them, and others may join in too.

Particularly, you two, you talked about negotiating some child
care benefits through the union contracts. Can you tell us more
about scme places, perhaps, where that has been done, and would
the enactment of this bill, the ABC bill, be complementary to your
efforts to secure child care benefits through negutiations?

Mr. McENTEE. We have negotiated themn in about 11 States, and
we would be happy to present to the commi‘tee all the data in
terms of what kind, what type, and where they are in terms of the
States.

Mr. KiLpEe. If you could submit that for the record, we would be
pleased to have that.

Mr. McENTEE. Yes, we will.

[Material to be supplied follows:]
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AFSCME's Child Care Initiatives

Arizona

At the urging of Phoenix Local 2960 the Phoenix City Council
and Maricopa County Board of Supervisors contracted with a
private child care program, Sunrise Preschools, to provide
services to city and county employees at a 25 percent weekly
discount on child car. fees for three years. The discounted
weekly rate is $69 for infants and one year olds, $61.50 for two-
year olds; and $54.00 for preschoolers. Sunrise has eight
schools in the area.

California

Loc Angeles City Council 36, Local 3090 in cooperation with
Los Angeles Mayor Tom Brad.ey's child care committee surveyed the
4,000 city clericals which confirmed the local's opinion that a
child care center was desperately needed. The next step was to
locate J site for the child care facility.

A former Department of Water and Power facility owned by the
city was selected and the city will provide the funds to renovate
the space. The center will accommodate 60 children initially,
but Local 3090 President Betty Ballard expects the center will be
expanded or more centers will be opened ir the future. The city
also will provide start-up funds for the center and the center
will be administered by a labor-management child care committee.
Mayor Bradley and AFSCME announced the opening of the center in
August, 1987.

Hawaii

AFSCME Local 152, Hawaii Gocvernment Eaplovees Association in
Honolulu, in cooperation with the Honolulu City Council, have
gtarted the State's first government-sponsored child care center
with priority reqistration for public employees.

Illinois

AFSCME Illinois Council 31 fought for the Illinois S-ate
Agency Employees Child Services Act which allows agencies to
provide child care services to their employees in state-owned or
leased facilities. Governor James Thompson signed the bill in
1985 and the first child care center was started in 1986. It 1s
located ir the Illinois Department of Revenue facility in
Springfield. The center serves approximately 40 children between
the ages of 2 and S. Fees range from $54 to $62 per week,

Q j l"/' ~
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depending on family income. rouncil 32 was {instrumental in
having the center staffed with early childhood education
specialists affiliated with the Lincoln Land Community College.
Lincoln Land subsidizes the teachers salaries so that the best
teachers were hired while keeping cost competitive. The state
subsidizes the effort by providing free rental, utilities, and
squipment.,

Maine

In a recent contract covering 1,400 state employees in Maine
AFSCME negotiated a new child care article in their contract
providing annual payments of $500 for APSCME families with an
adjusted gross income of less than $25,000 in the preovious year.

New Mexico

Local 624 in Albuquerque has set up a Child Care Committee
to develop child care proposals for negotiaticns coming up soon.

New York State

CSEA/AFSCME and the State of New York were successful in
establishing the first only worksite child care facilities on a
massive scale in state government. There are currently 32 such
centers across the State that accommodate some 2,000 children.
“he centers are self-sufficient, supported by parents' fees hased
cn income. The largest center cares for 160 children and
operates from $:30 a.m. to 12 midnight. Fees range from $40 to
$86 per week per child. The average highest rate is $70. The
centers are prepared to handle children from £ weeks to § years
old. Ssome also provide certified, year-round kindergarten
programs as well as summer and after-school care for 6 to 9 year
olds. The centers are monitored by a Statewide Labor-Management
Day Care Advisory Committee of which CSEA/AFSCME is a member.

.

Ohio

AFSCME Local 2415 members at the Medical College of Ohio
have uaccess to an onsite child care center. The hospital
subsidizes the center by paying for supplies, equipment,
utilities and staff salaries. The center enrolls some 40
children a year and provides meals and diapers for infants so
that parents do not have to bring them. Parents pay $6.50 per
day for one child and $5 for a second child.

Pennsylvania

AFSCM7 Local 2345, West Chestar State College Employees,
along with cther university personnel, was instrumental in
starting an onsite child care center on campus. The center is
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adninistered Ly the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and is staffed
with student teachers. Children 3 to 6 yerrs old are enrolled at
the center. Parents pay based on their incume.

Texas

AFSCME Council 42 was successful in lobbying for a bill
which would allow County Cominissioner Courts statewide to set up
child care facilities at the court for employees of the county
and perspective jurors. The legislation also allows the courts
to contract with nonprofit child care providers to operate the
centers.

Washington State

The Washington Federation of State Employees/AFSCME has
improved child care for state employees by successfully lobbying
for expanded facilities and a new income tax reduction benefit to
crver child care costs. 1In 1987, the union successfully lobbied
for mcney to triple the size of the state employees center in
Olympia as well a: completed remodeling of a similar facility on )
the gronnds of Eastern State Hospital.

O
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Mr. McENTEE. But our experieace has been mixed. We have
some good ones, we have some not so good, and we have some bad
ones. And the experience has convinced us that we really do need
Federal assistance to subsidize this in terms of low- and moderate-
income families, and so that what we have seen happen across the
collective bargaining table and then put into effect in those States
would really—the Federal law, the bill that you are talking
about—would complement what is alre.dy happening out there.
But we definitely need Federal assistance to go beyond what we
have.

Mr. KiLDEE. Mr. Bahr?

Mr. Banr. I would agree with what Mr. McEntee has just said.
¥~ have had two experiences, one where the employer is willing to
n. . part of the cost but there is nothing available in the communi-
ty. And so certainly the ABC bill will complement that. We do
have in a very few instances, however, where there is day care on
the employer’s premises. Now, unfortunately, it is insufficient, and
it doesn’t take into account the need factor so that you can have
someone earning $100,000 and above taking advantage of employer-
furnished day care facilities where those in dire need who couldn’t
afford outside facilities go wanting. So, there is that problem as
w~ll on employer premises.

M. KiLDEE. Cn that latter point, we have a day care center here
for the House of Representatives, and it is very nice, bvt it is very
expensive. And when I look at the wages—the Members make a
fairly good salary down here, but the others that work for us don’t
make chat kind of salary. And even with that center there, the
ability to purchase that tyre of service is very, very difficult. And
there is still a waiting list. People are still willing to make that
sacrifice.

So, I think we do need something to complement your efforts.
There is probably enough need out there that it will be a long time
before we would ever actually be able to fill that need.

Mr. BaHr. You know, I think we also have to keep in mind that
there are 17 million workers covered by union contracts, that even
if we were 100 percent successful, there are another 100 m:llion
who are not covered. So, we think that the progressive employers
are demonstrating, giving a sound and good demonstration for the
Congress and others to follow, but they cannot carry the load them-
selves, but even if they did, it wouldn’t touch more than the tip of
the iceberg of the problem.

Mr. KiLpEe. Which leads me to my next question. In my city of
Flint, MI, very often the people who need child care the most are
the people who are working in the coney islands, in the restau-
rants, in service jobs, and their wages are generally minimum
wage. And yet they need child care. and they ordinarily don’t have
union negotiators to assist them in securing matters like that.

Furthermore, as a corollary to that, many a time I have had
women come to me looking for a job, and I have helped secure
them a job say, in one of the coney islands or restaurants in Flint,
and then they came to me with new nroblems. There is no question
they really wanted to work. They felt ashamed they weren’t work-
ing. They wanted to work.
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But they found out two things that made it difficult for them to
move from AFDC to the work force. One was the fact that they
would lose their Medicaid card. That would deter me if I didn’t
have any other resources and I had three children whose health
perhaps wasn’t all that good. The other was lack of good, available
child care. Those two things tend to keep people on welfare prob-
ably more than any other two things.

So maybe Mr. Ilayward or Mr. Scheibel, you could comment on
how you have experienced similar problems and how perhaps the
passage of a child care bill might eventiially reduce the cost of wel-
fare for cities and for States.

Mr. Hayward?

Mr. Havywarp. OK. You speak of two specific issues. The Medic-
aid issue is one in our State and I know that in most other States
has been a problem. It has been addressed. There has been a
number of demonstration projects which are out there right now.
Specifically, in Delaware there is a project which provides and
helps those who need that medical care to extend them beyond just
the time that they are on AFDC so that they can help to ma'-e that
transition. That is extremely important.

I think that anybody who is faced with the decision of risking
whethe. or not your child is going to be able to have accessible
health care or not having that health care, it’'s a decision which
one cannot take lightly. And I think it is something that has to be
provided.

As far as the passage of this bill in helping in the day c2re, there
is just absolutely no question that again, ‘whether there are more
slots provided—and I think that when the programs are designed
in the States that !  to be a key issue that is addressed; we have
to provide more slots in addition to helping those who are already
in slotc—we need to make sure that new day care services are
available. +7e need to make sure ti.at they are affordable. And I
think that the bill really does help to address that.

Mr. KiLpEe. President Scheibel, and t. . » 1 will defer to Major
Owens.

Mr. ScHEIBEL. Mr. Chairman, I think the purpose of the bill is to
create more affordable, quality day care. In that sense, being the
key purpose of the bill, it would Lelp cities. The people are coming
to you in Washington, DC, looking for jobs and saying, “I want a
iob. How do I provide day care?” People throughout city halls
throughout this country are faced with it, and tha! is why it is
such an important priority ror mayors and council members today,
is because we have ; eople. we see peopie willing to work, and one
barrier is the loss of the Medicaid card, child care, and some of the
other programs, and this bill we believe is a start to addressing
these people we are seeing at our doors asking for work and asking
for child care.

Mr. KiLpee. Thank you.

Congressman Owens?

Mr. Owens. Mrs. Rich, you said that more than 16 years ago you
participated in a process where we ralled for $2 billion for child
care. I think rou were raferring to the Mondale-Packwood legisla-
tion that President Nixon vetoed on the grounds that it was a bit
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socialistic or communistic and we prefer t~ have American children
taken care of by their parents.

There was not a deficit problem preseited at that time. On this
go-round, we are going to have a situation where we are going to
be drowned in goodwill and eidorsements, and this authorizing
committee and the whole authoriz.ng committee process is a bit re-
dundant and every year becoming a bit more and more of a joke in
that you can authorize and you car pass legislatiorn, but in the
final analysis it’s the approvriations prcess, the budget process in
those final hours, which this year will probably take place after the
national elections have been held. We will be dowr to the wire, and
they will be saying, “We don’t have the money. We agree with ev-
erything, but we -on’t have the money.”

Now, can we depend on the very diverse set of supporters and
people endorsing this biil to wage the last and final and most im-
portant part of that war and say, “I believe that child care is so
important that I am willing to pay higher taxes if it means money
for child care. I believe child care is so important that I am ready
to pull back our defense forces out of Japan and Europe, v here
they can probably pay for their own defenses anyhow,” and get in-
volved in the fray in terms of what really counts in the final appro-
priations process?

Ms. RicH. Yes. You certainly can count on us, and I am sure my
colleagues here today feel the same way.

When we were here in November, Representative Gray ad-
dressed us, and cne of the questicns that I asked him had to do
with the fact that what ke suggests—we are in a budget deficit sit-
uation—and his r.nswer, I think, is the one that I respond with
when anyone says to me it's a lot of money: I am here teday to tell
you that this is my highest priority and that we all have to estab-
lish priorities, and it is possible that the way in which we are
spending some of our dollars are not as high a priority or are not
as important to me and some of the other people here as this par-
ticular piece of legislation.

I think Mr. Solarz mentioned we only have $3 billion in new do-
mestic inoney. Well, my answer to that is that I flew up here from
Miami and people came from all over this country ‘o tell you today
that child care is a priority to us and we are in a crisis situation,
and we will-ali be there advocating and lobbying with our congres-
sional people to support you in this

Mr. McENTEE. May I add to that that we have and will give cace
again for the record, we took a number of public opinion polls in
terms of where the American people stand on this issue, and they
know that it is not an issue of low-income wcrkers but of moderate-
and middle-income workers as well It is a priority, and right now
we believe that we have a vast political consensus behind th:s kind
i)f bill, beh..d this kind of legislation to correct this kind of prob-
em.

I think w: stand ready, whether it takes new revenues ¢¢ some
sort or whether it takes a reprioritization of what now exists out
there. I get a little tired of looking at that defense budget and hear
people talk about child care and talk about education of ou.
young—th's bill asks for $2.5 billion and that may sound like a lot
of money, but a C-17 cargo aircraft—one of them—casts $2 billior
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and one nuclear aircraft carrier costs $3.2 billion. And the;, could
take that Star Wars program, cut it in half, still have mon.-y for
research and development, and save $5 billion.

I think any priority like this, in terms of education and child
care, that we ought to knock those others off the table and then
use that money for the kids in America.

Mr. Owens. My final question is——

Mr. Banx. Could I respond, Congressman Owens?

Ms. Moore. May I make one final comment on that?

Mr. OweNs.:As long as you are commenting, I have more time.
Yes.

Ms. Moore. OK. I would. since we are on the record today, point
out that in the 1970 White House Conference on Children, chiid
care was established as the highest priority for children in the
country. That was 18 years ago. So, I think the record is clear.

Mr. OweNns. And meanwhile we have thrown aws r a whole gen-
eration, just about.

Ms. RicH. That’s right.

Ms. MOORE. Yes.

Mr. OweNs. In terms of training, that is.

Mr. Basr. I would just like to point out again, as Ms. Rich said,
as to established priorities. In the budget, I am told that we have
custodial day care for oats, peas, beans, ard barley which have
been taken off the market to support farm prices totaling $3.7 bil-
lion. Conservation of agricultural lands, converting existing 1arm-
land into protected habitats for living things so that they can de-
veiop naturally, to add to our Nation’s future living resources, $2.8
billion. If we can’t take some of tihiat for the most important re-
source, then there is something wrong with our priorities.

Mr. Owens. 1 think the cry of Shakespeare’s King Lear is very
much in order at this point, “Fool me not to bear it tamely. Touch
me with noble anger.” We should all rally behind that.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. KiLpee. Thank you, Mr. Owens. I shouldn’t count any time
against you because the responses were so good there. [Laughter.]

I think Mr. McEutee mentioned the defense budget. I carry this
with me from time to time to remind myself that I am not being
greedy when I am going before the Budget Committee and the Ap-
propriations Committee asking for money for children. This is the
famous 39,606 allen wrench that Cap Weinberger purchased.
[Laughter.|

As a moatter of fact, you know, my twe >y are Boy Scouts, and
each year they sell Christmas trees in the Washington area. Last
Christmas I was helping them m a Saturday afternoon, and a big
car drove up. It was being driven by Cap Weinberger. He wanted to
buy a Christmas tree. I had two temptations. First of all, he asked
whether he could use a check. That was right after the Iran thing
broke. I was going to say, “As long as it’s not on a Swiss bank ac-
count.” [Laughter.]

But it being the Christmas-Hanukkah season, I thought I should
be in a better mood than that, so I didn { say that.

But then I was going to sell him the tree, you know, for about
$600, because he probably would have purchased it. [Laughter.]

Q. T&2
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Bt I restrained myself in that. 1 suld it to him for $40. Of
course, it was a $30 tree. {Laughter.)

No, actually it vrasn’t.

Ms. RicH. It was for a good cause. [Laughter.]

Mr. KiLoee. No, I gave him the right price, but I was temptel,
I'll tell you. [Laughter.]

I think Majo~ Owens has raised the essential question here. So,
when we go before the Budget Committee or the Appropriations
Committee, which is where we have to get, those dollars, just think
of these thi..gs here and be a little outraged.

[ just heard on the news this morning—it is only a charge, and I
recognize it is only a charge, and the President reminded us of that
last night that we should be careful of charges—but the company
that is building the Stealth bomber for the U.S. Government, for
the taxpayers of the United States, has allegedly overcharged the
Government anywhere from $.5 to $1 billion. That, you know, could
help fund this bill right here.

I want to thank the panel. You have been very, very helpful to
us today. Thank you very, very much.

Ms. RicH. Thank you.

Ms. Moore. Thank you.

Mr. ScuEeiBeL. Thank you.

Mr. McENTEE. Thank you.

wir. Haywarp. Thank you.

Mr. Banr. Thank ynu.

Mr. KiLpee. We hud notified, and I think we will do it, since
hunger does intervene, that the next panel will start at 1:30. This
is a good time to break. I will tell you, that, being a schoo! teacher,
Ihwill be back at exactly 1:30 and we will finish up this afternoon
then.

So, we will stand temporarily in recess.

[Whereuporn, at 1 p.m., the subcommittee was recessed, to recon-
vene at 1:30 p.m., this same day.]

AFTERNOON SESSION

Mr. KiLpEE. The subcommittee wil! come to vrder following our
brief break to take care of the inner self.

Our third panel today consists of Bishop C. Dale White, General
Board of Church and Society, United Methodist Church; Gwendo-
lyn Calvert Baker, Ph.D., national executive director, Young
Women’s Christian Association of America; Wilhelmina D. Goff
Ed, director of program and development, National Council of
Negro Women, Inc.; James M. Jones, Ph.D . executive director for
public interest, American Psychological .sociation; and Joyce
Strom, deputy director, Child Welfare League of America.

We welcome you here this afternoon. Bishop, you may start the
testimony. You may summarize 1n any fashion you wish, and your
entire statement will be made part of the record of the hearing.
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STATEMENT OF BISHOP C. DALE WHITE, GENERAL BOARD OF
CHURCH AND SOCIETY, UNITED METHODRIST (t1URCH, ACCOM-
PANIED BY GWENDOLYN CALVERT BAKER, PH.D., NATIONAL
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, YOUNG WOMEN'S CHRISTIAN ASSOCIA-
TION OF AMLRICA; WILHELMINA D. GOFF, ED. S.D., DIRECTOR
OF PROGRAM AND DEVELOPMENT, NATIONAL COUNCIL OF
NEGRO WOMEN, INC.; JAMES M. JON®S, PH.D., EXECUTIVE D}-
RECTOR FOR PUBLIC INTEREST, AMERICAN PSYCHOLOGICAL
ASSOCIATION; AND JOYCE STROM PEPUTY DIRECTOR, CHILD
WELFAFE LEAGUE OF AMERICA

Mr. Warre. I thank you very much, Congressman Kildee. We are
grateful for your tremendous work in this area and your interest in
it.

Committee and guests. my name is C. Dale White. I am a United
Methodist clergy and bishop of the New York area, which inciudes
New York City and eastern New York, the State of Vermont and
western Connecticut.

The need to provide daily care for children in a safe and health-
ful environment has been a concern of those of us in the religious
community now for several decades. The Act for Better Child Care
was developed as model legislatior to address carefully and clearly
the speciai. needs of children whose parents are in the paid work
force and unable to be with them in the home. As all of us know,
that group of citizens is growir< rapidly.

I believe there is no more concrete way of providing support for
families than through helping with the care of children. Our
churches provide a variety of types of care and contribute to the
total public need in this regard. Mother’s day out programs, for in-
stance; full day care while the parents are working, and halfday
enrichment programs. And we are backed up by the United Meth-
odist principles which state, “We urge social, economic, and reli-
gious efforts to maintain and strengthen families in order tnat
every member may be assisted towards complete personhood.”

In 1982, a project through the National Council of Cuurches iden-
tified over 5,000 United Methodist Church-based child care pro-
grams within the United States. Several types were identiied, and
21 percent of the programs were infant or tcddler, 47 percent were
aimed at preschool children, 7 percent were after-.are programs,
and 3 percent were crisis-respite care programs.

T would like brietly to provide some of the statistical data about
church-based child core programs built upon that National Council
of Church's survey. The same populations that are targeted in this
bill are served directly by churches around the country, and a
reasurable proportion of our programs receive the benefit of Fed-
cral money so that they can serve a larger number of childrec or
serve them more effectively.

L.arge numbers of churches provide a quality environment for
t.¢ children in their care. I will share with you how churches pro-
vide a valid subsidy for child care throughout this country. We
hope we can maintain a cooperative relationship with Government
relative to the provision cf care for those families in need.

For instance, 96 percen’ of the progtzms serve preschoolers age 3
*9 5, 50 percent operate during tradit’onal workday hours, 9 to 5

HEEN

by




180

plus; 78 percent operate 5 or more days a week; 46 percent operate
12 months of the year; 42 percent are provided rent-free space from
the church; 22 percent pay orly $100 or less per montk; 16 rercent
of the programs serve families whose average income is below
316,000: 25 percent sere families whose income is below that of
the host church.

About 2 percent of the programs require membership in the host
church. About 42 percent stated the person’s religious beliefs are
not a factor in staff selection. Eighteen percent serve title II social
services block graat children, 10 »ercent served AFDC or other sub-
sidized working parents, 24 percent utilized the child care food pro-
gram, 26 percent received other Federal, State, or local governmen-
tal funds.

Of the teachers, 97 percent had a college degree or graduate
degree, and 52 percent specialized in early childhood education.

The provision of child care is definitely a valid ministry of the
churches, not a. an evangelistic tool but as a means of addressing
the needs of the community beyond the parish. And it is a valid
task of Governmental structures to e<sist by providing for the gen-
eral welfare of the populace in this way.

I would like to enter two items as written testimony for the
record. One is our denominational statemen: on dependent care.
The other is an editorial that I wrote for the newsletter of the Or-
ganization of Church-Based Child Cace Providers.

Mr. Xripee. That will be made part of the record, and your pre-
pared statement will be inserted immediately following vour oral
presentaticn. Thank you, Bishop.

Mr. WaiTE. Thank you.

I will close with this quote in that newsletter. I said

“It should be stated it is not our goal tn help alt children or their families in these
weekday programs to become members of our United Methodist Church, but rather
to e.:rich the lives of youny children socially, emotionally, u.teilectually, physically,
and spiritually, and to empower families to raise ¢ iren in accordance with their
beliefs and values. In doing this, we believe we ar /itnessing to the love of God,”

Thank you, M:. Chairman.

[The prepared statement of Bishop C. Dale White follows:]

Q. 185
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General Bo=r4 of Church and Society
The United Methodist Church

Written Statement of Bishop C.Dale White on: Act for Better
Child Care

Chairman Hawkins, members of the Committee anc guests, my name

is C. Dale White, I am United Methodist clergy and the Episcopal y
leader, or Bishop, of the New York (City) Area United Methcdist jﬁ
Churches. The need for the orovision of daily care for children

in a2 safe and healthful environment has been a major con.ern

of mine for several decades. The Act For Better "hild Care was

developed as model legislaticn tu carefully and clearly address

those special needs of children whose parent (s) are in the paid
workforce and unable to be with them 1n the home

I believe that there is no more concrete way of providing support
for families than th.ough helping with the care of children.
Ou:r churches provide a .ariety of types of care. Some churches
provid2 a "Mother's Day Qut" prograu. That sounds rather
simplistic. Yet,our church in Corning, N-w York, when faced
with massive reductions in the workforce a few years ago,viewed
""Mother's Day OQut ' programs as a time when mothers or parents
could just get away and blow off stiam, rather than creating

a blowub at home. Many of our churches provid. full day care
while parents are working , or theyv provide half day enrichment
pregrams. Indeed our United Methodist Social Principles state
that,

"We urge social, economic and religious efforts tc maintain
and stcongthen fumiiies in order that every member may be
assisted toward complete persontocd. "

Ir 1982 througl a project of the National Council nf Churches,
over 5,000 United Methodist church based child care prog:rams
were identified throughout the Uniied States. Several types of
programs were identified: 21% of the programs were infant or
toddler programs, 4 % were preschool programs, 7% were after
school programs and 3% were crisis/respite care programs.

I would like to provide some background informnation about church
based child care programs based or the National Couuncii of
Churches Survey. The same populations that are targeted in

this bill are served directly bty churches around the country.

A measuraole proportion of our [rograms receive the benefit of
Federal money so that they can serve a larger number of children.
or gerve thez. better. Large numbers of churches provide a qualaty
environment for the children in their c¢-~-e. 1 will share

w. th you how churches provide a2 -alid subsidy for child care
throughout this country ard I he,.e that we can maintain a

coo, erative relationship with government, relative to the
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provision of care for those families in need.
+96% of the prop ams serve preschoolers (ages 3-5).
+50% operatr during traditional workday hours (9-5 plus)
+78% operate five or more days per week
+46% operate twelve months of the year
+42% are provided space reu’ free from the church

+22% pay only $100 or less per month

+16% of the programs serve families whose
average income is below $1 ,000

+25% serve familivs whose income 1s below that of
the host church

+2% of the programs require membership in the
host church

+42% stated that a person’'s religious beliefs are not
a factor in staff selection

+18% served Title XX (social services block grant)
children

+10% served AFDC/or other subsidized working parents

+24% utilized the child care fooA program

+26% received other Federal, State or local governmental
funds

+97% of the tescher< had a college degree or graduate
degree,52% sp -°lized in Early Childhood Education,

The provision of child care is definitely a valid ministry of the
church. not as an evangelistic tool, t t as a means of addressing
the needs of the community beyond the parish. It 1s also a valid
task of governmental structures in provaiding for the general
welfare of the populace

I would like to enter two 1tems, as written testimony for the
record. One is our Denominational statement of Deperdent Care,
The other is an editorial that I wrotu for the newsletter of the
organization of church based child care providers. In the Fall
1984 issue of the Ecumenical Child Care Newsletter, I presented a
goal of church based child care, and I will use 1t to conclude ny
comments.
"It should be stated that i1t is not our goal to
help all children or tneir families in these weekday
programs become members of the United Methodist
Church. It is our goal rather to enrich the lives of
young children socially , emoticnally. intellectually
, bPhysically and spiritually and to empower families
to raise children in accordance with their beliefs
and values. In doing this we are witnessing to God's
love.
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Dependent Care

The Problem

Almost all families atune ume or another need
assistance trom persons outside the immediate
fanuly structure increasing numbers of families
require some degree of help in the dayetosday
care of tamily members who. because of age or
disability. need constant supervision With a
growing number of women entering the paid
labor force and with the increased mobilitt of
tamilies away from communities + here elderly
parents and relatinves restde. more ane more
tamilies need some kind of supportive care

I Need for a Safe Environment for Children
Children are often victims at an age when they
should be developing trust and confidence in
persons and in hfe usef Children determine
neither what food th will eat nor who will care
for them Aduits «¢ these and other bife-
affecing decisions . them

The church has a special responsibility to
children and their families 10 demonstrate con-
cern for and responsiveness to human need The
Chnistian faith proclaims that children are to be
valued not as potential adults but as persons in
their own right—persons deserving of dignity.
J0y. and a protected environment Because of
thewr vulnerabihty. children need defenders and
guardians both withit, the family circle and in
the larger extended famuly of the community
The! must be protected from prejudices that
=y vicumize them because of their racial.
2thnic and soci0-economic backgrounds

In many commumities are large numbers of
latchhey children—children vho are unsuper-
vised during parts of the day or night because
their parents are at work and no o: = 1s avarlable
to cate tor them Unfortunately tacse children
are often vicumized by persons who prey on the
unprotected To avert potenual problems. the
LS Department of Agriculture and the 4-H
community clubs have natiated a natnonwid~
program to teach laichkes children various
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techmiques for survival and self-protection But
these cnildren also need to have yomeone reach
out to them, shanng love, care and secunty

2 Need for Long-term Dependent Care The
ability of families 1o remain intact i\ severe iy
strained when a child. a spouse or an older
relative 1s disabled and ne*ds constant health-
monitoning or supervised care Famihes often
need help with these situations 1n the tgrm ot
in-home health care or custodial care In mam
caves a small zmount of assistance could enable
these familes to function well and maintain
healthy relatonships with mimimal stress Byt
without aid stress related to these circumstances
can result indivorce. separation. or intitutional-
17ation of loved ones—eventuahtics neither
wanted nor necessary

The need for long-term dependent care tre-
quently arises from several trends 1 modern
society Among them. the tncreased mobinty ot
persons v or'dwide and the movement tram rural
to urban areas often result in the nolauon ol
farmly units from 1heir network of relanves
Olderrelatives then find themsehves wepara .d b
long distances from other famly membery

Too the need ot many families to reh on the
cash economy has moved more women  tradi-
tionally the care-givers for family membe s with
long-term needs —into the pard work loree
rendening them no longer available to provide
free care Recent staustics show that in 1he
United States

® Eghty perce 1 of home health care v
provided by female relatives whose average age
55 Fifty-four percent of these care-gners ar.
also in the paid work force

® Two-thirds of the women 1n the paid work
force are either sole providers or have husbands
who ern less than $15.000

¢ Forty-six percent of all preschoul Chuldren
and 46 percent of ali school-age children have
mothers in the paid work force

A myriad of problems—ranging trom inade-
quate facihties to the high ot ol seunmg
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persony who can proude care-—is placing an
unnecessary strain on Many modern tamilics
who have limtted resor :ces and nowhere to turn
for help

The Call

The Christian faith mandates us * 5 recogmize
and respond to the value of each kuman person
Our task as the church s to minsster to the needs
ol all persons and 10 insure for them a caring
community where all may be nurtured 1n a
dignified and loving manner This mandate 1 10
be scen not as a burden. but rather as an
opportunity  We are called to participate in the
creatne, redemptine work of God Jesus who
provides our example. said “The Spurt of th-
L.ord 15 upon me. because he has anointed me to
preach the good news to the poor He has vent
me to proclaim release to the captnes and
reco.cring of sight 10 the blind. to set at liberty
those who ars oppressed. to proclatm the accept-
able year ot the Lord™ (Luke 4 18-19}

Chnistians who take their commuestonseriously
willaccept the challenge to become responsie to
the needs of families forexternal support systems
God has gnen each perstn an element of
sacredness by the very nature of having been
born into the world This blessing carries the
need for a commitment by families church. and
communiy 10 help enable persons to Ine lie in
the fullness that Jesus proclaimed

We have answered the call in the past by
building hosputals. homvs for the elderiy. and
inshitutional settings for chtldren who need them
This has been done on a worldwide vasis “ow
we musf take seric 'sly the opportunity to cfeate
and support respousnesystems of child care .x‘nd
long-term care tor those persons who are cldgrl.\
or who have handicapping condiions (in 'nd.g-
pendent living sttuations or within family set-
tings)
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The Task

In matters of public concern the church bas
responsibility 1o make 1ty voice heard Since
dependent care (such as child dav cyre semor
duy care. home health care. in-home gides for
persons with mental or phyvucal handicaps) w
importanttothe present and tuture well-being of
ranots segments of our soc., the churchs
position on the sy stem of dependent | yre dedin e
constitutes an appropriate public polics concern
The role of dependent care in its various tornis
should be seen av a wupport shstem tor tamihies
Such services enable rather than usLp the
traditional role of families

A national survey of church baved child care
dincovered that in the United States churches
e the major providen of out-of-home chld care
These child care workers listed as priomy task
the prov _1on of care that benefits the emational
social and learning needs of children W itmn
this centext persons sponsoring or overseeing
church-based programs and churches with speaial
minitres to tamilies have a responsibihity to be
imelved 1n policy discussions on the torm and
function of dependent care

It becomes the obligation of churches to urye
and promote coherent, inclusive, and » ®
policies that affect families Thercisatemptation
to weparate dependent care Irom the vanous
programs designed to support and wid famihies 1n

their hfe 1n the church ~nd commumts but 1t
must be recognized 1 ost famihes at vame
time or another, rely on formal or infornial
support ss~tems refative to the care of children
weelderly or persons with handicapping conur-
nons

ANV IT 4gprenunes puoies ady ocacy for depen-
dent care the Jhurch myst be guided v (he
varcty of forms of its ministry The .urch muy
achnowtedge the importance and rapleinent the
provision of affordable and high-quality suppart
swstemns that are equitably distnibuted 1o those
who need them

Toward this end. the ~aurch on all fevels
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called to advocate the following policies

t Publ policies that enhance the avaability
of dependent care in 1ts varied forms to meet the

needs of families by providing

a Adequate financial aid (such as private
foundation grants. tax credits. tax reim* sre-

ment, sliding fees) to allow families to¢..

-t

loved ones at home rather than having these
persons institutionalized when that option is
not desired. necded. or economically possible

b Sufficient information onthe availabuity
of dependent care services as well as on

methads of evaluating the care provided

2 Church policies and mrnustries that enhance
.he spirituat and psychological needs of famihes

who care for dependent members.

3 Community services that help families indi-
viduals who are under psychologicaland psycho-
social pressures resulting from the responsibilities

of caring for dependent family members

— Adopted by the 1984 General Conference

of The Unnted Methodist Church
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GUEST LD!TORIAL
by Bishop C Daie White

We are convinced that it {3 important for
Pastors to be knowledgable end invohed
1 child cere Bishop C Dale White ts such
3 pasror He Aat pur ks considerable
weight and ;nfluence dehind the support
Of child care servaces (n the Northern Yew
Jersev Conference of the Unired Merhod
8t Church We ere very pleased 10 web
come hum a3 our guest edionaliss for
ths edition of the Ecumenical Chiid
Gare Newsletier
Your extensive look atchild cate in the
church has prompted us in the United
Methodist Church 1n New Jersey to take
inventory of our own weekdav outreach
munntry 1o children Chald care progtams
17 out local Jhurches have been inimared
wherever there hay been 3 needin 2 3pect
fic communite  Out churches have
responded bv sponsonng their own pro-
grams or have worked out an rtangen.ent
whereby othet sponsots may house 3 pro
$1am in theit budding
Certainl) thete 130 more comtete way
of prowding suppurt for tamilies than
through helping with the care of children
ather by providing full day ¢yte while
patents are wotking or by pronding half
day ennchunent progiams Indeed our
United Methodlst Sovial Prinpies state
that “We wige soctal economx aad febi
gious efforts to mantain and suengthen
famalies 1n order that every member may
be anisted toward complete personhood
Our Notthern New lersey Conference
9t completed 1ty annual sesuon in early
June ang out of the workshop of the
Boxd of Discipleship came the following
tesolution
WHIREAS the churay needs to lepimure
VAUS B1e 31 4numpOrtant and valid par of the
Ao of the chuleh to childen and tres

Sy
3C IT THIRITORE RESOLVED that the
United Methodists of the Notths.n New Jersey
Conference be inIAtioAL Lo s muustsy 1o
chidren by
I DOg 3 rvey 415008 &) putsible of 4l
CORLTEEANONS 10 delermane
< WRKR CRUNRE &8 openIling o2 Rows
g weedday O care ploeTams

~ whstl typs of A cure b Deing pro-
vided 4ad 1o what iges,

= how many chidren st being Cared for

= whil ethel MPPRMIRLIY wetvices A2
bemg ollered 1o chidsen

Iachuding B the annual report of each con

greghuca the sbove iafermition

Exercising Jadershup i adéresang the crith

cal and tisnely tmues of chBd Card o1 they

-~

wnege
4 Formung 1 sk force ol the purpon of
= developing Sn SITUMenL for the NIT
veywg and nporting of Al an

maistries
- creatig 3 mesns fol ung the taformse-
ton codected 43 2 bams for plamniag
And policy Making 89 well 29 ddvecmy
It should be stated that it 1s not owr
goal to help all ldren ot thex famdues
wn there weekday program become mem
bers of the Unsted Methodust Chutch Ttis
our goal tathettoennch the Lives of young
children secially, emotonally, intellecty
ally, physically and spuitually and toem
powes families to raise children 1 accor
dance with theiz beliefs and values Indo-
g this we are witnesting to God's love
tia my hope that in the years to come
the church will see its greater tole 43 an
advocate for all chidren i thu country
and throughout the world The voxce of
the church, through its nurtunng munstey
can help create the public policy which
il lead to greatet justice for all Jhildren
We ask God 1 help in finding that voice

Mixoncepuons regarding the value of
child care abeund' There are peopie who
thunk that <hud care o an unnecessary
expense bechuse after 4il mothers should
stay home and take vare ot thewr own chil
dren Church buards when they plan thetr
budgets see nura vosts and fad to appre
wate the ext 5t of this wvital munisery
Church membens are more often annoyed
than pleased by t~e 3dded noise wear and
tear on the properry Some parshionets
tesent seeing patents dnve Nto the patk
ing lot 1n expensine vafs 10 pick up theit
chidren Others seem to have Litile svm
pathv with the plght of uingle patents of
the need for two profesmonal parents to
cont.nue 10 work in thes respestive fields

Some feel, Quite emphatically that 2
chusch should not fund child vare at aif
undess it s stnctly a sepace to the very
poot To many, day care 15 never more
than glorified Mabysuting, and thev are
totally unaware of the brosder cutrcy
lum tnvolved

On the other hand the staff and dues
tors aze rarely aware of these mis.onvep-
tions and find 1t hatd 10 undesstand the
lack of support they fee! from ne age
panshioners who .ce mote Likely 1o vom
plunabour ne dirt ot the noise . the halls
than 1o see the postive benefits of the
program At the same time *hes 'ind 1t
hard tC convey to the Vst snd £ nanse
Commuttee of the hurch ther deep sease
of satnfaction 1 thes watsh the Jhldrens
gtowth and derelopment und o 'her
reach out €0 famihies 0 153

Muunderstandings are dwint save o
deal withona one to-one Bans ot 0 smal
groups It has been pasnc e ' me at
St George s to talk with bod wiesin ot
malls and respond tu the.r Guetions gnd
soncerns As 2 resylt [ hive hec oo
he!p both church members and ente 1137
10 gun 2 better undentand ny o cah
other defore 3 Lk 01 wom™.n g'ion
leads to confrontations °'n ne ithvial
tevel that of course ate tar mure J Iult
tu tesolve

I am conwvinced that “inding wavs 10
develop on the spol Luison pecple be
tween churches 14 the 14y Lure .entens
they house i3 not wds 1mpord ol he
duly opetation of the program "u’ wun
383 immeasutably tuwdrd sy e
lnes o communnaton Pen s Tat e
two van work togedher fur e nu Ly
benefit
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Mr. KiLbEg. Thank you, Bishop.

Gwendolyn Calvert Baker.

Ms. Baker?

Ms. BAker. Thank you. As the national executive director of the
YWCA of the U.S.A,, Mr. Chairman,  thank you for the opportuni-
ty to speak to you today and to the members of the subcommittee.

The YWCA of the U.S.A. firmly supp. -5 H.R. 3660, the Act for
Better Child Care Serviczs and appreciates the leadvrship that you
heve given and have taken in acknowledging the need for quality
and affordable day care.

In its 130 years of existence, the YWCA of the U.S.A. has been in
the forefront of assisting women and girls i achieving their full

tential. More than 100 years ago, the YWCA recognized the need

or child care, and in 1864, in Philadelphia, the organization estab-
lished the first day care center in the United States.

The YWCA of the U.S.A. is a voluntary organization which has
responded to the call for child care, and around the country there
are presently over 200 YWCA'’s that provide day care services and
more than 100,000 children are served at these centers.

YWCA programs extend throughout 49 States and in the District
of Columbia. We have major child care centers in Los Angeles,
California; Flint, Michigan; Akron, Ohio; Gary, Indiana; Dubuque,
Iows; Sioux City, Iowa; and in New York City.

Some of these centers provide child care services for soc.al serv-
ice recipients at the cost of only $1.85 per hour. Unfortunately, the
cost of actually caring for a child is much higher. Even though
some States have attempted to address the problem of child care
costs, the Federal Government has yet to respond in the form of a
national policy.

The Act for Better Child Care Services is the best response for
which American parents could have hoped, and H.R. 3660 would
build a much needed infrastructure for the care of this country’s
children. The measure would not only ensure the health and safety
of our children, but would guarantee that providers would be
trained.

The YWCA lauds the bill for recognizing provicers as profession-
als. A plan to increase the salaries and compensation of caregivers
is vital if staff turnover is to be avoided.

The inability to maintain a consistent staff is detrimental to our
children. YWCA child care directors indicate th_t their charges
learn much better and are more responsive when they are taught
continuously by the same person. YWCA directors also indicate
that uhere is a financial void. Parents cannot pay enough to cuver
the expenses of the actual care.

Congress has a chance to fill the child care void. The Act for
—etter Child Care Services would serve huga numbers of preschool
children throughout the Nation who are not receiving quality care.
Our children need phrsical, emotional, and intellectual stimula-
tion, and they require it at a very early age.

The Act for Better Child Care Services is not just a piece of legis-
lation. It is a national program to improve the quality, affordabil-
ity, and availability of child care. In addition to setting up an infra-
structure, the Act for Better Child Care Services has many other
attributes. A Federal-State relationship will be created, and parent
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involvement is encouraged. Providers will be afforded the opportu-
nity of retooling through training, and a national advisory commit-
tee would be developed to recommend standards, and these stand-
ards will assure the well-being of our children.

As an organization which has operated programs for women and
girls for more than 100 years, we know that it is very important for
the health and safety of America's youth to be safeguarded.

The Act for Better Child Care Services does mandate standards,
but only the most basic standards, to protect children. Day care
centers must have supervision ratios and maximum group size re-
quirements. Parents do not want their children in unregulated set-
tings or unsafe environments, plagued by a lack of inadequate su-
pervision.

As an employer with concerns about workers’ welfare, the
YWCA of the US.A. praises the Act for Better Child Care Services
for finally addressing the needs of employed parents. Our work-
place suffers when employees must leave their offices to deal with
child care problems. Unemployed parents are also prevented from
seeking jobs due to lack of adequate care. Consequently, the econo-
my must bear the burden of these individuals who stay at home to
care for their children and remain dependent on welfare.

The Federal contribution towards child care has been limited.
The only way families who cannot afford child care can be helped
is through massive new resources. Child care is a national problem.
It will not be solved until Congress sets the pace for adoption of a
nationwide policy. This country can 1o longer afford to ignore the
important role that early childhood programs play in the future de-
velolpment of our children’s lives. Working parents have been silent
too long.

T’ e time for a national policy is now, and the YWCA of U.S.A.
urges your committee to support the first comprehens: . child care
initiative in 17 years. The bill is a needed investment in a sound
future for parents and for our children.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. «

[The prepared statement of Gwendolyn Calvert Baker follows:]
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Mr. Chairman. Thank you for the opportunity to speak before the members of the
Subcommittee on Human Resources in support of H.R. 3660, the Act for Better
Child Care Services. The YWCA of the USA appreciates the leadership the
Subcommi tteeghas taken in acknowledging the need for quality, affordable day
care. The YWCA thanks you for making a commitment to structure a child care
system which would provide access to care for all American families. One of
the organization’s major concerns has been the fact that many poor children and
children of the working class are receiving marginal, inadequate care, or no
care at all.

Commitment to Child Care

In its 129 years of existence, the YWCA of the USA has been in the forefront in
assisting women and girls in achieving their full potential. More than one
hundred years ago, the YWCA recognized the need for child care, and in 1864 in
Philadelphia, the YWCA organ.ced the first day care centar in the United States.
In the face of unreasoning preju-ice and misinterpretation, the Cleveland YWCA
opened a residence for unwed mothers in 1569. Today, the YWCA of the U.S.A is
made up of 400 commnity and student Associations operating at over 3,000 loca-
tions throughout the nation. YWCAs have long been recognized as important com-
mnity resources for vocational, educational, and personal devclopment prcorams.
There are special activities for infants, children and teens, as well as for
seniors, refugees, and the handicapped.

The YMCA of the USA is a vol. tary organization which has respcnded to the call
for child care. Around the country, there are presently over 180 YWCAs that
provide day care services. More than 97,000 children,from infants to school
age youth, are served at these centers. Dur services extend throughout 49 states

and the District of Colusbia. Ye have major cen*ers in Los Angeles, CA,
Flint, NI, Arron, OH, the Calument area in IN and Gary, IN, Dubuque, IA and
Sfoux City, IA. Additional centers in the state of New York provide child abuse
counseling, teen pregnanCy prevention programs, day carp ard remedial education
for the disadvantaged. Iowa day care ceaters have established programs for
children who have been abused, nursecy schools, und programs for adolescents and
unwed mothers. The provision of these services are very important to the fami-
lies we serve. -

Because many local YWCAs are direct providers of child care and others provide
information and referral services, the YWC: of the USA has a special interest
in child care services. At its 1982 national convention a resolution was
approved supporting quality child care services. The resolution gave support to
the establishment of an extensive network of child care services with adequate
funding from all levels of government and the private sector, a strong basis of
interagency cooperation, and consideration of non-traditional alternatives, with
public licensing processes for child care facilities to set minimum standards
for adequate child care.

It further recommended that the National Board and member YWCAs urge all agen-
cies providing child care to examine the possibility of raising wages and bene-
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fits for child care workers and support extension of pension benefits to those
who earn their 1iving as child care providers.

At its 1985 national convention, child care was adopted as one of the organiza-
tion's national Public Policy Priorities. Since then, a Task Force has been
established to study child care services currently being offered by the YWCA, to
develop guidel ines for special emphases, and to formulate recommendations for
future program development.

<hrough participation in the National Collaboration for Youth, the Ad Hoc
Coalition on Child Care, and the Alliance for Better Child Care coalition the
YRCA continues to advocate for federal legislation that would increase the
supply of qality, affordable, and accessible child care for women and their
fanilies.

The Need

The YWCA of the USA recognizes that at no time has the need for affordable day
care been more vital than the present, when the average cost of day care in this
country is $3,000 per year for one child. Many Americans cannot afford this
price tag.

The Act for ietter Child Care Services is long overdue. It has been nearly
seventeen years since President Nixon vetoed a major child care bill. In 1971,
the concept that children would be left in the care of someone other than their
mothers almost was considered an offense. Today, America is being forced to pay
the price for this short-sighted decision. Our country is faced with a major
child care crisis because the number of children with working mothers has grown
tremendously. Half of all married mothers with infants younger than One-year
old are in the wrk force. By 1995, two-thirds of all pre-school c:ildren will
have mothers in the work force; and four out of five school-age children will
have working mothers.

The YWCA of the USA appreciates the fact that our legislators are moving to
address our nation's need for child care. America's parents need help despera-
tely. Whether someone is a single mother on welfare, a member of the working
poor, or the working middle class, each one needs child care. In some states,
less than 10 percent of the eligible children are being served. In Florida
there are 20,000 individuals on the waitig 1ist for subsidized care. The nation
has 21.6 million children under the age of six, but less than three million pla-
ces are available in properly licensed day care centers.

Many American industrialists are beginning to take interest in child care and
they have begun to realize that an early investment in a productive work force
fs good for business. The lack of affordable, quality child care has contri-
buted to absenteeism among many parents in the work force. Although the nusber
of employers providing some type of assistance to their employees has risen 400
percent since 1983, only 3,000 out of over six million U.S. employers provide
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any type of child care. The service is the least frequently offervd of all
employee benefits.

Furthermore, there is no evidence that the corporate world can be counted upon
to take the lead in child care for low-income families. A study found that
these corporate centers have very few openings, and they tend to be located at
their headquarters where the higher paid employees work. The factory locations
of these industries remain without child care services.

Employers that do provide assistance in purchasing child care generally offer
help through a salary reduction, an approach that tends to benefit mostly higher
paid employees. One corporation, American Express, sponsors communi ty-wide
resource and referral programs and family day care recruitment campaigns.
Unfortunately, few employers have followed this example where resources are used
to help their own employees as well as families living in the community.

The work place suffers when employees nust leave their offices to deal with
child care problems. A poll conducted by the American Federation of State,
County, and Municipal Employees (AFSCME), found that 28 percent of parents
interviewed with children under 12, had given up a job or promotion due to lack
of child care. A Fortune magazine study found that disappointment with child
care was the most reTiabTe predictor for absenteeism and unproductive work time.

Unemployed parents also are deterred in even seeking jobs due to the lack of
adequate care. Consequently, the economy must bear the burden of these people
who stay home to care for their children and remain dependent on welfare.
Survey results indicate that child care arrangements are the primary problem in
seeking and keeping a job. Many women give up looking for work because of the
difficulty in finding child care. Conversely, a public investment in child care
has been found to be cost-effective. The Colorado Department of Social Services
estimated that providing child care assistance to low-income working families
costs only 38 percent of what it would cost to provide these same families with
AFDC and Medicaid benefits, if they were unemployed. Child care afiords
unemployed parents the opportunity to work and allows working parents greater
flexibility.

The Act for Better Child Care Seryices

The ~werican public now realizes that child care is an issue with which the
country's families will require help. Even though there is demand for child
care and some states have attempted to address the issue, the Federal Government
has yet to respond in the form of a national policy.

To date, the Federal contribution toward chil¢ care has been limited. The twy
major vehicles for aid have been the Title XX Social Services Block Grant and
the dependent care tax credit. Title XX cannot meet the demands of all American
families. While the program's funding was cut 20 percent in 1981, the need for
child care grew tremendously. Even before the cuts, child care programs using
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Title XX monies served only 14 percent of the children under six living in
poverty.

The Act for Better Child Care Services, H.R. 3660, responds to the rally of
parents who cannot aftord care by providing financial assistance for child care
to families earning up to 115 percent of their state's median income. The bill
also creates a set of minisum federal child care standards and enforcement prac-
tices for a1l licensed and regulated child care within a state, and, thus,
insures the health and safety of our children. The measure will further provide
funds to increase the nusber of qualified and trained providers and maximize
existing resources by building upon Head Start, Chapter I pre-ichool, anu tate
funded pre-school programs. Head Start is a salient program, but it currently
serves nnly 16 percent of elfgible children. The Act will also help states
coordinate its services, thereby helping to insure efficient use of resources
and enabling parents to gain access to the most appropriate child care services.

Affordability

The Act for Better Child Care Services is a national program to improve the
quality, affordability and availability of child care. H.R. 3660 should not be
looked upon as a spending authorization, but as an investment in the country's
future. One of the major concerns of the YWCA is that child care be provided to
children in poverty.

Federal support is essential to make child care affordable for low income fami-
1ies. A good early childhood development experience relps low-income children
begin school on an equal footing with other children.

The YWCAS child care programs are continuously faced with the dilemza of pro-
viding affordable child care while trying to meet the increasing costs of admi-
nistering these programs. They recognize the importance of maintaining sliding
fee scales to serve families with limited ircomes but must struggle with expen-
ses related to facility and equipment maintenance, fair wages, benefits, and
training for staff, and meeting the various licensing and regulatory require-
ments especially if they are serving infants, toddlers, and school-age children.

Financial assistance to families, higher rates of reimbursements to programs
serving fnfants and children with special needs, and reimbursements at no-less-
than the market rate of care in a commnity provided by this bill will greatly
enable YWCAs to continue to provide quality, affordable and cost-effective care.

Quality of Care

The Act for Better Child Care Services fills a Federal void which has existed for
many years, and also designates a viable role for the states.

O
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The private nonprofit sector has played a vital role in the provision of child
care. The United Way of America contributed more than $36 mllion to child care
programs Tn 1986. Many local YWCAs were recipients of this fundin:. Some
states have taken steps toward greater child care subsidies, but states cannot
fil1 the large gaps left in the child care system. The Federal Government mus®
play @ major role in the process. There is no time 1like the present for the
Federal Government to work in partnership with the states.

We are past the time when a small piecemeal approach will solve the child care
crisis. Child care is a national problem; it will not be solved until the
Federal Government sets the pace by adoption of a nationwide policy.

The YWCA sees federal leauership as being very necessary in this area. One of
the many attributes of the Child Care for Better Services Act is that it
establiches a very needed infrastructure and creates a Feder-’-State
relationship.

H.R. 3660 will require states to set up a process for reviewing and
strengthening their licensing laws and developing schooi-age child care regula-
tions if there are none in place. The designation of staff-child ratios is
essentiai. Currently, thirty-two states do not regulate group size for pre-
schoolers, and 26 states do not regulate size for infants. Centers will be
gives time to meet regulatory requirements and states will be allowed to reduce
their match from 20 percent to 15 percent once all goals are met, an incentive
to encourage states to upgrade tneir programs.

The bill will aiso set standards for the enforcement of a state's regulatory
system. This will insure that regulations and enforcement practrces are fair
and applied uniformly throughout the Country.

Because YWCA child care programs s+rve infants through school-age children and
in a variety of settings, e.g., itc own buildings, in school settings, churches,
recreation centers in a public housing project, etc., making available funds, as
allowed in the Act for Better Child "are Services, for technical assistance, to
help centers meet regulatory requirenmts, and for scholarship assistance to
caregivers will strengthen the YWCA's capacity to provide quality child care.

The YWCA is commited to developmental day care, and the Act for Better Child
Care Services responds to this concept. We also agree with the bill’s priority
to programs providing meaningful opportunities for parental involvemen: and
family support services.

In addition, the YWCA of the USA supports the need for well-trained personnel.
Currently, only 29 states require ongoing training for teachers in day care cen-
ters, and only 14 require training for home providers of family care. The
measure would reouire that child care providers must complete at least 15 hours
per year of in-service edication in areas essential to working successfully with
young children.

We support personnel receiving training in child development, health and safety
program management and law enforcemert. It 15 the very least that our country's
children deserve.
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These goals are achievable, and establish a precedent for quality; higuer
quality care has been shown to be safer care. Studfe» indicate that child care
centers which receive periodic monftoring and meet higher standards are less
1ikely to be beseiged by serious comolaints. Improved standards can ony
assist centers in their quest to ohtain insurance. We hope it would follow that
carriers should not be as inclined to deny coverage to centers that are in
compliance.

The YWCA appreciates the fact that the Act for Better Child Care Services would
finally give providess the recognition as professfonals which they so justly
deserve, The b11) reserves fifteen percent of the funds allocated to states for
a range of services to improve the quality of care, including training programs
for child care providers, state clearinghouses of child care training materials,
2 sunolarship assistance program for caregivers seeking their credentials, a
state-wide resource and referral system, support networks to provide recruitment
and technical assistance to family day care providers, and a plan to increase
salaries and other compensation for caregivers working in programs funded under
the Act. These benefits are long overdue.

The status and salaries of child care workers are at dismally low levels. In
many instances, higher salaries are sacrificed when decisions are made about
cuts in expenses, in order to mintain affordable fees for low income families.
Child-to-staff ratios are at times below standards, and the training of those
entrusved with our children is in many instances minimal. To avoid frequent
staff turnover which is presently occurring, providers will need to be compen-
sated at competitive rates. If this is not done, trained and experienced staff
will continue to seek better paying positions elsewhere. The salaries at fast
food restaurants are in some cases, better than those of providers. We must do
anything we can to upgrade the pay, and increase the status of those individuals
who care for our nation's children #hile continuing to provide affordable child
care. The country should question the fact that 75 percent of all adults Caring
for children are barely making the minimum wage. Despite nigher levels of edu-
cation, child care providers are paid less per hour than animal caretakers, bar-
tenders, or parking lot and amusement park attendants. If we perpetuate this
system of giving our caregivers poverty level wages, it will remain increasingly
difficult to attract the best care for our children. Moreover, better compen-
sation is the only manner in which we can reverse the trend of educated pro-
fessionals leaving the field, We cannot expect early childhood professionals to keep
the cost of child care affordable by asking them to accept a standard of living
that the Government defines as unacceptable. We must make the early childhood
profession an attractive caree~ option for young people. Trained and
experienced staff with the knowledge to implement developmental Curriculums are
the single greatest determinant of quality in early childhood programs.
Furthermore, research reveals that children davelop and learn better when they
are in child care programs that can provide consistent and reiliable staff.

Increased Supply of Child Care

W)
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The Act for Better Child Care Services will make new federal funds available to
states to increase the number of child care facilities and quality providers.
The zvailability of grants and low interest loan funds will encourage non-profit
organizations to respond to their community's child care needs to develop new
programs or to expand current ones. Without such assistance, at times costs for
increased staffing, training, and renovations to meet regulatory requirements
are prohibitive and discourage an agency from becomino tnvolved.

Coordination of Resources

The need for a coordinated comprehensive approach to assess, plan and delfver
child care services in a community is long overdue. The Act for Better Child
Care Services will provide the incentives for states to involve a broad based
diverse group in the planning of comprehensive child care services so that there
is a solid partnership between public agencies, private for-profit and not-for-
profit organizations, and consumers. Efforts will be coordinated, duplication
of services minimized, and accessibility to services insured.

Conclusion

The time for a natfonal policy is now. Full funding of this bill must be
approved. Families who have been making sacrifices to pay for child care have
waited long ¢1ough for help. The bill {s cost-effective. Child care is the key
to any strategy to move families away from dependence on welfare benefits. One
dollar invested in pre-school educatfon returns $4.75 in savings through lower
education costs, lower welfare costs, and higher worker productivity. America
must respond to those who need or want to seek employment and to the nearly two-
thirds of all women in the workplace who are either single or have husbands
eadrning less than $15,000.

Congress has a chance to fill the child care void. The Act for Better Child
Care Services would increase the numbers of children throughout the nation who
are receiving quality affordable child care. Our children need physical, emo-
tional, and intellectual stimulation, and they require it at an early aye.

The Act for Better Child Care Services is the vehicle to meet this country's
needs. The bill would assure that people of every socfo-economic status will
have their child care needs met.

This country can no longer afford to ignore the important role that early
childhood programs play in the future development of our children's 1ives. The
YWCA of the USA urges your committee's support of the first major child care
initfative in seventeen years. The bill is a needed investment in a sound
future for America's parents and chil.ren.
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Mr. KiLpie. Thank you, Dr. Baker.

Dr. Goff.

Ms. Gorr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. KiLoeg. Pull the mike quite close to you. They aren’t that
sensitive. Thank you.

Ms. Gorr. Thank you. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much for
allowing me to speak on behalf of an outreach of four million black
women 1n this country. We welcome this opportunity to talk about
the necussity for child care for black families.

The National Council of Negro Women, since its inception by
Mary McLeod Bethune, hes been concerned about the plight of
black women and their children. The National Council through its
work for many years has learned over and over agiin that black
women have limited possibilities and options when it comes to
child care. This means that the economically disadvantaged woman
who needs c.ild care for her children find it hard to expand their
potenti~ls, to find jobs, and for growth and development. In fact,
som: ‘times these women meet such obstacles that they just give up
on themselves, on trying to work, and on finishing school.

Adequate child care has always been a concern for black fami-
lies. The employment of both parents is not uncommon and has
been a survival issue. a necessity, in order to provide the mere
basics for their homes. Years ago, the extended family helped the
young families with children. Dependent grandparents w“o needed
their families to support them cared for the children. This no
longer takes place.

The current statistics about working black parents support the
fact that the child care issue is a priority and will increase as we
move to the year 2000, Child Care, which was once thought to be a
women's issue, is fast becoming a major concern of men as a result
of more men caring for their children as single parents. Daily, fre-
quent reminders underscore the importance of quality child care.
Policies and practices that affect day care services have to be
strengthened.

Th=re is a need for national child care standards which will be
supported by Federal dollars and implemented by local Govern-
ments. It makes more sense to support people early in life through
quality child care rather than late in life through welfare and the
criminal justice systems.

Teenage parents, who have limited incomes and in some in-
stances must rely on their parents to support tnemselves and their
children, presents a major crisis for us in child care. It is necessary
for these young pzople to have quality child care for their children
so that they can advance in life and become self-sufficient, inde-
pendent individuals who can take care of their children.

As early as 1960 and 1970, the National Council of Negro Women
recognized the need for child care in rural as well as urban com-
munities, and in January of 1970 the National Council established
the Fannie Lou Hamer Center in Rulesville, Mississippi, for the
women who were being trained in the silkscreening process and
garment making. This child care effort not only helped the women
to become independent and self-sufficient, it also assisted in the de-
velopment of their 4ildren’s learning skills and growth process. In
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addition, the children received almost two-thirds of their daily nu-
trition while at the day care center.

We have learned from Head Start programs that good day care
alternatives for children contribute to their total development and
readiness. Children who participate in Head Start programs make
better social and academic adjustment. We know that the literacy
level of a person determines a skilled or an unskilled individual,
which leads to an employed person or a recipient of public assist-
ance or a person who resorts to the criminal activities as s means
of making a living.

Mr. Chairman, in summary, the National Council of Negro
Women supports the passage of H.R. 3660 because the economic
plight of black families demands that parents be employed in order
to make ends meet and (hat they become trained for the jobs of the
21st century. Child care is essential for working males and females
who are heads of households. Federal and local Gevernments sup-
port for day care centers can help eliminate social problems such
as child abuse, the educational disadvantage, dependent citizens, il-
literacy, and unemployment. Quality day care contributes to the
total development and readiness of tomorrow's citizens and en-
hances their social and academic development, especially those
children from disadvantaged backgrounds.

All citizens with children should have equal access to quality
child care. In order to have a level of excellence in child care,
standards and regulations have to be established on the national
level and implemented by the State mechanisms. If the State regu-
lations are effective, the local Governments will need Federsl sup-
port. The national revenue is needed for overseeing the State ad-
ministrative processes and for subsidizing child care for those fami-
lies with limited funds.

The National Council of Negro Women urges you to pass the Act
for Better Child Care immediately. And thank you very much for
the opportunity to speak.

[The prepared staterent of Wilhelmina D. Goff follows:]
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NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 701 NORTH FAIRFAX STREET ALEXANORWA, VA 22314
TELEPHONS 703'684-5733

YESTIMONY BY
WILHELMINA D. GOFF, E4. S. D.
DIRECTOR, PROGRAM AND DEVELOPMENT
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF NEGRO WOMEN, iNC.
CONGRESS 07 THE UNITED STATES
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON EDUTATION AND LABOR
SUBCOMMITTEE ON HUMAN RESOURCES
2175 RAYBURN HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC 20515
FEBRUARY 25, 1988
Mr. Cchairman, the Honorable Dale E. Kildee, and
distinguished nmembers of the House Committee on Education and
Labor Subcommittece on Human Resources, I am Wilhelmina Goff,
staff member of tho National Council of Negro wWomen. The
National President is Dr. Dorothy I. Height and the organization
lhas an outreach of four million women through its 232 coamunity-
based sections and 32 national affiliate ovganizatfons. Thank

you for the opportunity to speak abovt the important matter of
better child care, especially why Black families neced it.

The National Council of Negro Women, Inc.(HCHW) since its
founding by Mary Mcleod Bethune has always been concerned about
the plight of Black women and their children. NCHW has for many
years worked as a volunteer organization to help Black women
elevate thefr status in society. We have learned frow our many
program ef.orts over and over again that Black women have limited
choices in support services which are great handicaps. The
possibilities for {dentifying and affording high caliber child
care secrvices are limited. This mneans that eccononically
disadvantaged women who need day care for their children find 1t
hard to expand their potentials and to find jobs growth and
development. In fact, sometimes these woumen meet such obstacles
that they just give up on themselves, on try:ing to work and on
finishing school.
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Alequate child care has always been a concern for Black
fapilies. The employment of both parents is not uncommon and has
been a survival issue, a necessity in order to provide the mere
basics for their homes. It has 2ot been unusual for Black
families to address the following concerns and questions:

What's going to happen %o my child while I am working?

Who's going to keep my bawy or children?

Is this a good place for me to leave my child whlle I work?
wWill my child be gafe?
How can I afford day care for my children ?

Years ago \he extended family helped the young families with
children. Dependent grandparents who needed their children to
support them, cared for the children while the parents worked.
For many that support of the extended family is no longer
available. This meant "that the family support system for the
working parents changed and the concern about child care
increased.

The carrent statistics about working Black parents support
the fact tuat the child care issue is a priority and will
increase as we move toward the twenty-first century. child care
which was once thought to be a woman's issue is fast becoming a
majer concern for men as a result of more men caring for their
children as single parents. In 1987 there were:

3,052,000 Black female heads of households

481,000 Siack single male heads of households
These working single parents are trying to be independent
citizens and to support their children. TheY are makirg an effort
to provide the best possible environment for their families and
they need access to suitable child care services.

Daily frequent reminders underscore the importance of
quality child care. Policies and practices that affect day care
services have to be strengthened, There is a need for national
child care standards which will be supportad by federal dollars
and implemented by local governments. It makes mor2 sense to
support people early in life through quality child care rather
than later in life through welfare and the criminal justice
systems. !

Supporting families through high caliber day care services
can aelp eliminate social problems such as child abuse,
dependent citizens, illiteracy and unemployment. T h i s is
particularly true when we look at what is happening to the
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teenage parents who have limited incomes and in some instances
aust rely only on the money that their families provide. Teenage
_parenting is a greater concern now than in earlier years because
teenage parents today will more than likely be single. Between
1970 to 1985 the proportion of unmarried teenage parents has

- doubled. In 1985, 8 percent of all births were to unmarried
T teenagers, 90 percent of the births to Black Teenagers were
* unmarried. These teenage mothers are more likely to be are the

educationally disadvantaged with consequent difficulties in the
labor market. They are 2 » more likely to be poor and remain
poor therefore, not bf  able to afford adequite support
services for their chil” .a.

The 1987 statistics from the Women's Bureau of the
Department of Labor emphasize that women are in the labor market
and that they are requiring support wervices for their children.
The statistics state that there are:

o 19,798,000 working women who have children under 18
years of age;

o 2,663,000 Black working mothers who have children under
18 years of age;

o 84 percent of Black working mothers who have full-time
jobs: ana

[-] 71 percent of mothers who work do so out of economic
necessity.

Statistics also reveal that between 1967 and 1985 from 19.4
percent to 30 percent of Black = families with children income
contributions were made by wives., The average income of two
parent families with children dropped 3.1 percent between 1973
and 1984. The decrease would have been more than three times
greatsr (9.5 percent) had mothers not increased their
participation in the work force.

As early as 1960 and 1970 the National Council of Negro
Women, Inc. recognized the need for child care in rural as well
as urban communities. In January, 1970 NCNW established the
Fannie Lou Hamer Day Care Center in Rulesville, Mississipp: for
the women who were being trained in the silk screening process
and garment making. This child care effort not only helped the
women to become independent and self-sufficient, it also assisted
in the development of their children's learning skills and growth
process. In addition, the children receive almost two-thirds of
their daily nutrition while at the day care center.
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We have learned from head start programs that good day care
alternatives for children contribute to their total development
and readiness. children who participate in head start programs
make better social and academic adjustments. We know that the
literacy level of a person determines a skilled or unskilled

individual which leads to an employed person, or a recipient of’

public assistance or a person who resorts to criminal activities
as a means of making a living.

In the September, 1986 issue of OWING
it is reported that high-quality day care promotes self-
contrel and the aptness with which children comply with adults
requests and orders, in short they learn to be obedient and
respect authority. The article also emphasized that: -

-] Children attending high-quality day care facilities
scored higher on tests of self-regulation ang
compliance than youngsters in low-quality centers or
those cared for at home.

-] Youngsters enrolled in high-quality centers were also
"more socially mature" than those in low-quality
facilities or those who spent their days at home.

-] Boys appear to oe more sensitive than girls to the
quality of their day care surroundings. There was a
strong correlation between each boy's ability to
regulate his own behavior and the quality of the
center attended.

The above research information is important to Black families of
lower-economic status because often times it is their children
whose academic skills and training are lacking. This means that
if they have access to excellent child care, the children’s
socia! and aczdemic development will be enhanced. This "~ is
important in the advancement of the skills ang literacy of
tomorrow's future citizens to take their rightful plzces in
society.

Mr. Chairman, in summary the National council of Negro Women
supports the passage of the better-child care bill because:

-0 the economic plight of Black families demands that
parents he employed in order to make ends meet and that
they become trained for the jobs of the twenty-first
century. Therefore, they need ‘quality affordable child
care services are needed for their children.

o child care is essential for working male and female
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heads of households with children.

-] federal and 1local government supported day care
centers can help eliminate social problems, such a s

- child abuse, the educational disadvantaged, dependent
citizens, illiteracy and unemployment.

o quality day care contributes to the total development
and readiness ot tomorrow's citizens and enhances their
social and academic development, especially those
ctildren from disadvantaged backgrounds.

All citizens with children should have equal access to
quality child care. In order to have a level of excellence in
child care, standards and regulations have to be established on
the national level and implemented by state mechanisms. If the
state regqulations are effective, the local government will need
federal support. The additional revenue is needed for overseeing
the state adminstrative processes and for subsidizing child care
for those families with limited funds. _

The Na' ‘onal Council of Negro Wemen, Inc. urges Cohgress to
pass immed .tely the Act for Better child Care Services (H.R.
3660). Mr. Chalrman, thank you for the opportunity to bring to
this hearing some of our concerns and our support passage of the
ABC bill.
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Mr. KiLpee. Thank you very much.

Dr. Jones.

Mr. Jones. Thank you very much, Chairman Kildee, for offering
the American Psychological Association the opportunity to speak to
you today in support of H.R. 3660, the Act for Better Child Care
Services.

I am James M. Jones, executive director for public interest at the
American Psychological Association, which is an association of over
90,000 members who conduct research and provide social and psy-
chological services in child development and in child care. It is the
implications of the research that many of our members conduct in
this area that I will address today. I will specifically address what
we know about the needs of young children, the characteristics of
high-quality child care, and how those facts relate to H.R. 3669, the
Act for Better Child Care Services.

First of all, I think it is very important to recognize that our re-
search paints a different picture today of the infant and toddler
than it did many years ago. The infant is not a passive, inert orga-
nism with limited capacity for observing, responding to, and indeed
influencing his or her environment. Rather, we hav> learned that
very young infants are clearly aware of what is going on around
them and are capable of remembering how adult caregivers behave
and the contingencies between their behavior and their caregivers’
behavior. This makes the child a very active part of his or her envi-
ronmeat.

We have learned that infants, toddlers, and preschoolers learn
from adults both in an active way—that is, they learn what adults
attempt to teach them—but they also learn in a passive way, by
observing and imitating those behaviors. This learning is further
enhanced when the child has established a strong, positive emo-
tional attachment with the adulit.

We have also learned that children are incredibly resilient, but
that there are limits to how they can adjust to negative circum-
stances. Not only is there a decided disadvantage to threats of ex-
treme negative influences such as physical and mental abuse, but
the absence of positive emotional attachments can lead to apathy
and indifference and a failure to thrive. This, too, is a damaging
situation that leads to increased risk ~° emotional and behavioral
problems later in life.

Children benefit from close emotional attachmerts to adults so
that continuity of care and consistency of treatment are elements
crucial to positive childhood Jevelopment. Although we do not
mean to suggest that a child should have only one caregiver, the
more discontinuity there is in the caregiving, the less positive are
the expected developmental outcomes.

We should also make note that children’s needs do not differ ac-
cording to who is caring for them. A child’s needs are the same
whether a parent, a friend, a relative, or child care workers are
providing that care. What does the child need? The ckild needs a
caregiver who understands normative development and is able to
translate that knowledge to effective care as appropriate for chil-
dren of different ages. Emotional, physical, and intellectual devel-
opment varies with age, and the caregiver must provide experi-
ences that vary appropriately with those developmental levels.
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They also need continuity in the child caregiver :lationship.
This means turnover among caregivers must be minimal and the
number of caregivers in a given site must be appropriate to the
need for consistency, continuity, and the development of positive
emotional relationships.

What do we know about quality child care? For the most part,
the research on child care outcomes in nonparental settings has fo-
cused on predictors of positive outcomes. The results of this re-
search can be summarized fairly briefly. First, we know that the
caregiver-child verbal interaction is a very important predictor of
positive social development, as indicated by higher levels of consid-
grlﬁten&es in these children, an ability to focus on tasks, and socia-

ility.

Second, we know that low child-staff ratios contribute positively
to child outcomes, as does a lower number of children in the set-
ting. Both of these factors have the effect of limiting the number of
children with whom each adult interacts.

As already suggested, caregiver stability bears a positive rela-
tionship to child outcomes, as indicated by lower levels of aggres-
sion and higher levels of sociability. Caregiver training and experi-
ence increases the chances that more frequent, constructive, and
age-appropriate levels of interaction will take place, with corre-
sponding positive consequences for child development.

The research does not address the question of whether or not
nonparental child care is good or bad. It simply makes the point, I
think, and makes it very well, that quality child care is positively
related to positive outcomes for children.

Wha. are the implications of H R. 3660 for these research results
regarding child development? Well, it is clear that this bill would
put in place an infrastructure that would address several aspects of
a child care provider system that would enhance the overall qual-
ity of child care services. It would establish Federal child care
standards which for centers directly addresses three issues found to
be related to quality child care. It addresses child caregiver ratios.
It addresses group size. And it addresses caregiver training and
qualifications. In addition, the standards for family child care
would regulate the child-caregiver ratio.

Secondly, the legislation would offer financial assistance to
States to help them upgrade training and provide technical assist-
ance to child care providers. The child development associate certif-
icate woulid, hopeffllly, become the criterion for such training and
does provide training in normative development and child care
strategies.

Third, the bill would also require States to develop a plan to
raise wages and compensation o? child care providers and provides
grants to assist in upgrading the pay and facilities for child care
services. This helps keep providers in the system and makes avail-
able both continuity of care and a larger variety of care to children
and their parents.

In closing, I would like for the members of this subcommittee to
reflect for a moment on how the status of child care in this country
reflects on us as a Nation. What does it say when two children die
in a fire when left unattended at home after school because they
could not get adequate child care? What does it say about our
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Nation when a teenage high school dropout is allowed to care for
eight infants? What does it say about our Nation when we pay
those who care for animals in research laboratories more than we
pay those who care for our children?

We should want for all children no less than we want for our
own, not only because children represent—indeed are—our future,
but because children are wonderful, innocent creatures who en-
trust themselves to our care. They are wonderful and special and
must be valued not only for their potential in our adult world but
for what they are right now: children.

Thank you for the opportunity.

[The prepared statement of James M. Jones follows:]
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Chsirman Klides and members of the Subcommittes on Human Rescurces, |
am pleasaed to hsve this opportunity to present this testimony on bahalf of
the American Psycho'ogical Assoclation. My name Is James M. Jones, Ph.D.,
and | am Executive Director for Public Interest of the APA. APA IS the
1srgest sssocistion of psychologists (n the worlid; Its $0,000 members
repreasnt s broad spectrum of research and professional apectalitiss. Many
of APA°S members have conducted rasearch on child development and child
care, and It le the tmplications of this research for tha lagisiation you
sre conslidering which | Intend to address todsy.

Others who have testifled earller today have spoken tc the magn)tude of
the chlidcsre problem in this country. You have heard some polgnant storles
of the tragedies which hsve happenad, and which are walting to happen., when
we fall to provids qustity childcare. | won’t repest the storlas or
ststistics. Instead, |1°d |1ke to review what we know about the needs of
young chlldren, what we know zbout the characteristics of high quallty
childcare, and how those ‘acts relate to H.R. 3880, the Act for Setter
Childcare Services.

¥nat we know about young chlldren

We have tearned e grest deal about the capabllities of Infants and
toddlers over the past twenty years. Where we once thought nawborns to have
limited visual sculty and no capacity for remembaring e\ents, we now know
that very young Infants are clearly aware what |s going on around them and
are capable of remembering how to get adult csregivers to pehsve In spacific
ways. These are findings which parents recognized long bafore the experts.

We have also learned a yrest deal about how Infants, toddiers and older
praschool age chiidren learn about thelr worid. Parents and other adult
caregivere sre the most Important teachers for chitdren. Some of what young
chlldren learn from adults Is expilicitly taught to them; adults will often
reward a chiid for engaging In approved behaviors. Much of what tha chlld
learns, howaver. comes from simply observing and modaling, or Imitating, the
behavior of aduits. Those of you with chlidren recognize the truth of this
statement. We also know, however, that chlidren ore much more !1kaly to
learn from and model the actions of adults with w.om the chiid has a strong
and positive emotional relationship.

We also know that close emctlional relationships with adults are
Important for the emotional well-baing of the chllid. Research on
deprivation of care Includes studies of Institutionallzation, child neglect,
and social Isolation. Chlldren are remarkably resiilent to all manner of
threats to thelr development. Stifi, recent research suggests that this
resiilence has Its Iimits; children who receive Iittie positive soclal and

1200 Severtoonth Sreet NW
Washgn 0C 20036
{202) 9557600

C




209

phyalc®! contact with acuits are at Incressed risk for developing emotional
and other behaviora® problems jator In life. Studles of young chlidren with
positive +moticnal a tachments to adult ceregivers Indicate that the
positive .elstivnghip con®ributes ‘¢ ennanced soclal, emotionat, and

intel lectual grin.td.

A grea’. desl Of aviden.e alvd sugyesta that close emdtionat attachments
to sdults sre fostered b “jtua.lons which !Imit the number of caregivers a
chlild ssws and which allow for co.tlinucus contact «#ith these caregl.ers for
® subetentiet period of time. This finding should not b8 Interpreted as
®osning that children should be cared for by on!y one person. Research
suggeete that chlldren can benafit from sontéct with othet aduits, as long
28 they have developed a cloae primary reiationship «lth one aduit.

- Continuity of care Ia important for other rezsors Chlidren need
consletency In their lives, Studies of the & fects o ’'niwensistencies
between parents, esneciaily with apbroaches to disciplza. Indlcate that
chitdren sre I1kely to show behavioral probiems, especial!y sggression, In
response to Inconsistent treatment.

Finslly, we know that the needa of children change significantiy is
they grow and develop both Physically and mentatly. The four-year-oid‘'s way
of processing Information 8nd understanding the world sre zualltativaly and
fundamentslly different than the younger chlld’'s. Similarly, the amcunt of
physicel contsct moat beneficisl to & chlid's development clanges wiith age;
too much bhysics! contact 8t the wrong atage of d~velopment zan te
detr Imentsl.

implicationa for non-parantal ¢2r~ It Is imPortant to recognize,
firat and foremost, that the neede of cnildren don’t change accord‘iig to who
Is caring for them or whers that care Is taking place. Parents are
rightfully concerned sbout the nature and quaiity of care their chiidren
recelve. The quslities of good chllidcare, whether provided by garents,
relatives, friends, or other careglvers, don’t change.

Good qual ity chlidcare must be structured In & ray that accomodates the
davelopmenta| differences samong chlldren of varied agea. The Derson
uroviding care should understand normative development, that Is, '-w
chlldren grow and change and what can be expected, emotionaliv.
intellectusllv, and physically, from difforent aged chllidren. Careglveis
must 8180 be able to transiste thelr knowledge of normative development (nto
forms of care appropriste for chlidren of different agea. Older children
nsed to be afforded more Independence the younger chlid, who may In turn
n&ed more warmth and nurturance. While visual and mental stimulation s
Important for normal development, it must be pltched at the right level Yor
the child If it Is to contribute to the child's development. The va. lety,
quality, and developmental abdroprtateness of stimutation Is far more
Important than the quantity of stimulation.

The need children have for a warm relationshiP with their caregiver,
rpeciatly true for younger children, cannot be met (n & system where
turnover of providers is as prevalent as Is the case In most areas In the
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U.S. The development of nurturant retationships requires continuity In the
child-caregiver retationahip. Lack of continuity of caregiver Is Jtke!ly to
contr Ibute to iInconsiatency In chiid-rearing approaches, posalbly

contr lbuting to iater discipting y problema. Thus, the developmental needs
of the child are not well served when that chiid i3 moved from caregiver's
home to caregiver‘a home, or when the chiid interacts with eight different
caregivers In a chiidcare center.

¥hat we know abkout quality chiidcare

Research on the effecte of non-parental chiidcare on chiid deve lopment
has, over the past ten yeare, focuaéd on the components of qQuality chiidcare
or, put more prectsely, the predictors of positive chiid outcomes. Much of
«hat has been iearned, not aurprigingtly, meahea weil with what the more
basic ressarch on chiid development telia us with respect to the needs of
chiidren.

Several otudiee have indicated that the extent and quality of
caregiver-chiid verbal interaction is an important predictor of poaitive
soclal development. Chliidren in aettings whore careglivers apend more time
talking with them, for example, ahow higher ievele of conaidarstensas,
ability to focus on tasks, and socisoiiity than do chiidren in settings
whore caregiver-child verbal Interaction le iesa frequent.

Another consiatent predictor of positiva chiid outcomes la 3 jow child-
ataff ratio. A related variabie, a lowsr number of chilidren In the care
asetting, hae also been found to be a good predictor of child deveiopment.
Both of these variables are Ilkely to poaitively affect chiid outcomos In a
similar manner: they iimit the numbers of chiiCren an adult interacta with,
which incresses the amount of time the aduit haa to verbally iInteract with
each chiid.

Caregiver stability, sa one would expect, hae been found to predict
positive development. Chiidreén In settinga characterized by high j1eveis of
caregiver turnover have fared poorly on messurea of aggresaion and
sociabtiity; children In more atabie settings ashow higher levaia of
prosocial behavior and lowsr leveia of aggreasion, conaiatént with ths
findinga of developmental researchers in studies of continuity among primary
caregivers.

Studiea alao indicate that the level of caregiver training and
experience affect the chiid's expe: lance in childcare sottings. Caragivers
with knowladge of chi!d development and early chlldhood oducation have beén
found to be more iikely to engage In forms of interaction with chtidren,
such aa Increaasd verbal Interaction and developmentaliy-appropriate leveis
of play, that are predictive of positive deveiopment than have untralned
caregivers.

Note that | have not addressed the issue of whether non-parental
childcare Is “good* or "bad.” Putting the Jszue fn this way overeimplifies
a compliex question. Geéneral statements about compiex Issuss are nearly
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aiways misieading, but It la fatr to say that the research evidence
accumuilated over the past two dacadas auggesta that quality ch!idcare
promotes DOsitive devetopment arong chiidren. Poor qQuailty chilidcare. of
courae, can place a chitd at riak for deveiopmentai problems

lmglicatiopa far pollcy

H.R. 3860, the Act for BSetter Childcare Services. woulid put In place an
Infraatructure which wou!3 begin to addreaa several aspecta of the chilidcare
provider eyetem In a way that would enhance the overall quality of childcare
services. One key aspect of this legisiation s the estadb!ishment of
federat chiidcare etandarda. The etandards for centers addreas three of the
lesuea freaquontiy found by reaaarchera to be ralated to chiidcare quality:
chiid/caregiver ratto. group size. and caregiver training and
qualificatione. Standarda for family daycars would reguiate the
chlid/ceregivar ratlo.

H.R. 3680 would also provide financial aasistance to statea to hetp
them offer training and technical assiatance to chilidcare providera.
1deally. etatea wiil mova, ae some aliready have. towarda the adoption of the
Chiid Develooment Associate (CDA) certificate aa the criterion for |icensing
chilidcare providara. The (DA program providea trainees with a baalc
grounding In normative child devsiopment and childcare strategloes.

Critical to the development of an tdequate childcare system Is the
ability to attract and retain commttted chitdcare providers. Ouatity
chlidcare la not Poasible If provider turnover rates cannot be reduced.

H.R. 3860 addresaas this critical lesus In several ways. First. and most
I1mportantiy. the bill would require states to develop a plan to ralse the
wages and compenaation of chilidcare providere. No one can realistically
oxpoct providere to remsin in 8 freld which generaily pays less than poverty
wages. Second. the bill would asalst Providera by providing grants to start
up or expand chilidcare programa.

In closing, | would t1ike to ask members of this Subccmmittes to juat
refiect a moment on what the status of chiidcare In thia country says about
ue as a nation. What does It say about us when chilidren die bacause they
remain on walting tista for months and yeara to gat Intu a chilidcare
program? What doea It 88y about our nation whon we altow a teenage high
schoot dropout to provide care for olght Infanta? What does It say about us
when we Day thoase who care for our chlilidren less than thoae who look after
tho animals in our reasarch iaborstoriea? My cotieague, Or. Urle
Sronfenbrennor, haa aald that a8 soclety should be judged according to how It
pays those who care for Iits children. We stould want for all children what
those of ud here would want for our own chitdren, and not only because
chiidren represent our future 88 a nation, but because children deserve the
best we can give them now, and bacause chiidren are to be valuoed as chitdren
and not Juat as future waga-earnera and taxpayera.

Thank you for this opportunity to teatify.
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Mr. TAUKE [presiding]. Our next witness is Ms. Strom.

Please proceed.

Ms. StroM. Mr. Chairman, and distinguished members of the
panel, my name is Joyce Strom, and I am the deputy director of
the Child Welfare League of America. On behalf of our 500
member agencies and 1,000 affiliates throughout North America,
thank you not only for the opportunity to appear before you this
afternoon, but for your leadership on the issue of child care and
more particularly for the leadership in introducing H.R. 3660, the
Act for Better Child Care.

I have had approximately 25 years of involvement in the day
care community. I owned and operated a private day care in Ver-
mont. I ran Head Start programs in two States and did State and
national Head Start consultation for several years. As director of
the Massachusetts office “»r children, I was responsible for licens-
ing and monitoring all child care in the State. In the late 1970’s I
came to Washington to serve as associate commissioner of the Fed-
eral Government’s Administration for Children, Youth, and Fami-
lies, and perhaps most importantly, I have three sons who grew up
very well—I might add—in day care.

1988 is the year for day care. You know day care is an idea
whose time haz come when your colleagues in the House and
Senate are introducing a new bill for day care every other day.

In terms of pending child care legislation, the Child Welfare
League and its membzrship acress the country consider H.R. 3660
as our number one priority. It would establish for the first time a
responsible national framework for assu.ing quality, accessible, af-
fordable child care, which we have detailed in our written state-
dmer;t. c}’Ve commend the thoroughness with which the bill has been

rafted.

I would like to use my time to focus on two issues which H.R.
3660 would address and which the Child W<ifare League feels par-
ticularly strongly about: availability ard standards. And then I
would like to make one suggestion fur what we believe is critical to
an effective implementation of the bill, the establishment of local
community councils.

Availability: In my written statement we outlined s+ sample of
our membership programs with respect to their present capacity
and waiting lists. I will not take the time to recite the specifics of
those numbers, rather provide you with the aggregates. In just five
States and one urban city there were 463,000, or close to helf a mil-
lion, children waiting to get into an available day care center.

The question of primary concern to our league is what is happen-
ing to these children. Unfortunately, the answer for too m iny of
them is that they are simply left unattended, many as young as
five years old. For the parents of these children, in order that they
might be able to w: rk, this is sometimes the only option. Stories
abound of the tragedies that have befallen these children. They
have died victims of fire or a dryer t} at got turned on inadvertent-
ly, or a gun in the hand of a playmate.

As a Nation, we cannot continue to allow this to happen. This
bill would provide the first important step in the direction of build-
ing a supply of day care. We speak of this not ir: terms of sufficien-
cy, but instead the prsviding of a framework or infrastructure for

.
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States and communities to continue to enroll new public and pri-
vate partners for expansion.

Regarding standards, in 1960 we first published standards for
day care services, and we would like to take this opportunity to
offer a copy of our 1984 standards for the record.

We read in here daily the recital of children fataily injured or

rmanently injured because of inadequate day care, children like

essica McClure, who fell in the well in Texas while in the care of
an unlicensed day care center. It is easy to say (hat it is up to the
parents to see that their children are in ¢af: care. But this care of
children away from their families involves certain hazards and
takef place during hours when the family's attention is on their
work.

We believe that, as a bottom line, we have a responsibility to see
that appropriate safeguards are set up and enforced to ensure the
well-being of children cared for outside of their home under public
or voluntary auspices and in privately operated facilities or inde-
pendent heines. Experience and history have shown us that the
most effect.ve approach is for the public bodies which pay for child
care to any extent, whether directly or indirectly, to require com-
pliance with a minimum quality standard as a condition of receiv-
ing public funds, like “drive under 85 in your State or lose your
money.”

We cppland and strongly support the waﬂ in which H.R. 3660
proposes to guarantee quality in day care, which we have outlined
1n our written statement, and m{)eanswer to any question regarding
should the Federal Government be requiring States to sel and meet
minimal requirements is a strong “Yes,” yes because States and
the general public are uneven about their knowledge and commit-
ment to children and the needs of children are not uneven. States
are also very experienced about standurd-setting and regulations.

I live in a State, for instance, very committed to the well-being of
my car. They want to know that my car has a home with an ad-
dress and if it has a garage. They want to know that my car is
well. They require a physical every year. And now they want to be
sure that its emission is even inspected.

In this same State, inembers of the %eneral public almost got
passed legislation that would move the licensing of for-profit da{
care centers into the commerce agency, where certsinly the knowl-
edge and prioritf' for children is less substantial. I will say that the
State is currently reviewing its licensing function, just as this bill
would ask all States to do.

Yes, we strongly support section 18.

Finally, I would like to suggest that consideration be given to the
establishment of local coordinating councils. As director of the
Massachusetts office for chiid~in, I was responsible for licensing
and monitoring all day care. Based on this and other experiences, 1
{gel strongly that such councils are critical to effective 1nplementa-
ion.

Coordinating councils would not operate service programs, but
would coordinate and strengthen existing services and support the
development or appropriate new services. They would recoinmend
how public day care funding is allocated to meet community needs.
They would be composed of and represent all sectors of the commu-
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nity directly or indirectly concerned with day care as well as ethnic
and geogrephic groups. The councils would be composed of volun-
tary, nonpaid community representatives and would make the
mechanism for moving the new funds into the community fairly,
efficiently, and effectively to maximize local capacity. The costs
should be minimal and within an administrative ceiling, and most
of the potential designated State agencies currently have a struc-
ture to house and accommodate the staff person needed.

Let me give you an example. There had been a quality problem
when I was in Massachusetts in one of the ethnic communities of a
day care center in that community. The State bureaucracy had
been trying to do something about it for 4 years. Every time it
moved in, they would go to the State reps and State legislators, and
there would be a big fuss, and you coulaa’t do it because of the
ethnic nature of it. So, the bureaucracy kept moving past, you
know, backwards.

So, when we established the councils and the councils were in-
cluded, ethnic representatives of that community, they didn’t want
that bad quality day care in their community, but they wanted
community day care that was representative of their community.
So, they changed that funding to another center, also in the com-
munity, also ethnically representative because before, they had

n powerless to deal in the structure and we had been powerless
as a bureaucracy to pull it off.

So, I am saying that there is a lot of stuff you have to work out,
and if you don’t have a structure that doesn’t look like one group
or a vested interest, it's a difficult issue.

We applaud you for your commitment to and for taking a stand
on this issue. Please know that the Child Welfare League and all of
our member agencies stand with you in moving H.R. 3660 to enact-
ment in this Congress. We know we will face some hurdles, includ-
ing the funding of the program. We also know that there are other
people who are asking for additional and new funding this year.

The President, for example, in his budget, asked for a 44 percent

increase to upgrade this country’s air traffic control system. The
total would be $1.6 billion. He also asked for a 19 percent increase
for the Securi‘ies and Exchange Commission and 8 percent for the
Commodities Futures Trading Commission to permit those agencies
to Jeep pace with major changes in the markets’ corresponding in-
creased workloads.
We don’t quarrel with those requests. But we highlight them rel-
ative to what H.R. 3660 requests. Are our unattended children not
equally as important as unattended airline passengers and lug-
gage? Can we not compare the needs—the workloads, so to speak—
of families needing quality care for their children with the work
loads, benefits, and salaries of the SEC and Futures Trading Coru-
mission?

Thank you for your leadership. This is very important legisla-
tion, the most important of this decade, for children. We are a pow-
erful national collaboration with all the groups you have seen here
ig%gy, and we want to be your partners to make this a victory in

[The prepared statement of Joyce Strom follows:]
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Mr. Chairman and members of the Subcommittes. My nam.a is
Joyce Strom, and | am Deputy Director of the Child Waelfare
League of Amaerica. | began my career as the owner and operator
of a private day care center in Vermont, following which | was a
local and state Head Start Director and Trainer and a national
Hea Start consuitant. For the next four years, as Director of the
Massachusetts Office for Children, | was responsible for
licensing and monitoring all day care in that state. | came to
Washington in the 1970's to serve as Deputy Commissioner of the
federal government's Administration for Children, Youth and
Families. | have been intimately aware of the mounting day care
crisis, and, on behalf of the nation's children and their families,
| can assure you that the crisis is real and merits your most
serious attention.

The Child Welfare League of America is a privately
supported voluntary organization comprised of 500 child welfare
agencies and 1,000 affiliates thr~ ghout North America whose
efforts are directed toward improving services for needy
chiidren and their families. For example, among our members are:
the Michigan Federation of Private Child and Family Services; the
Coalition for Family and Children's Services in lowa; the Ohio
Associafon of Child Caring Agencies; and the California State
Department of Social Services. . )

CWLA agencies have been providing child day care for the
greater part of this century. During World War Il, when large
numbers of mothers were working outside the home in defense
plants, the League played a substantial roie in ensuring that the



massive growth of day cars was safe and supportive for the
children placed in care. After 1946, when the federal government
dropped out of the day care partnership, the League played a
major role in developing day care services as a high quality child
welfare service with multi-disciplinary emphases, through
publications, training, and standards formulation. CWLA first
published Standards for Day Care Services in 1960. | wish to
submit for the record a copy of the 1984 revision of the CWLA
Standards which was published by the Department of Health and
Human Services in lieu of the 1985 Mode/ State Day Care
Standards which the Federal agency was mandated to deliver by
the 1984 Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act, following the
series of alarming reports of child sexual abuse in day care
centers.

We thank you for the opportuniiy to appear before the
Subcommittee this afternoon to testify on behaif of H.R. 3660,
The Act for Better Child Care, which we regard as a weicome
reawakening of the federal consciousness with respect to a
federal role in Wiy’ care for the nation's children. We would
especially liko to express our gratitude to you, Chairman Kildee,
for taking the lead in introducing this critical legisiation.

The Child Weifare League is proud to have been an active
participant in the careful year and a half consensus process of
drafting The Act for Batter Child Care, the comprehensive
legislation we believe is necessary to establish an all-important

federal framework for positive state action to assure that our

children are in safe, affordable, quality care. CWLA membe-
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agencies throughout the United States ..e committed to
enactment of H.R. 3660 in this session of Congress. We have taken
the position that, in terms of pending child care legislation, ABC
is our number one priority because of the way in which it would
establish, for the first time, a responsibie nationa! framework
for assuring quality, accessible, affordable care for the nation's
children.

We are convinced that, in order to address :he critical
condition of today's day care resources, each of the components
in the ABC bill is necessary. Availability and affordability must
¢o hand in hand, end neither is sufficient without firm evidence
of quality. The ABC bill approaches the existing problems and
deficiencies with a variety of necessary provisions to assure
that a firm foundation is established for buikding a workable day
care system that aliows for a diversity of services and settings.
We commend the thoroughness with which the Alliance for Better
Child Care has incorporated: assistance for low and moderate
income families; flexibility for States and localities; parental
choice and parental invoivement; grant and low-interest loan
programs; recruitment, training, and salary initiatives; resource
and referral mechanisms; technical assistance; consumer
education and child care hotiines; incentives for licensing
standards review, monitoring, and enforcement; and extended
hours to accommodate parents' work schedules. All of these
elements contribute to a sound, practical federal program to
solve the nation's day care dilemma and assure responsible care
for our children.

nY
LW
o




LRI

CHILDREN ON WAITING LISTS

-

With respect to the issue of availability, there has fong been a
body of data indicating that families cannot find care for their
children while they are at work. We would like to add to that body
of data. In preparation for our testimony we contacted 36 of our
private, nonprofit member agencies, large and small, from ail
over the country. Togather, they provide day care services for
9,475 children (chiefly children from low income and homeless
families). Currently these agencies have 2,693 children on their
waiting lists. Our public agency members likewise document
substantial shortages:

* Florida's Child Care Program (Title XX Social Services Block
Granf) served 32,000 children in 1986-87, while another 25,000
eligible children waited.

* New York City reports thers are 250,000 children in the city
under age five who are competing for 44,000 licensed day care
siots.




+ The Tennessee Governor's Task Force finds that licansed day

care programs are available for only one out of five infants and
toddlers who need care; and licensed day care is largely unavail-
able to many children in rural areas and to most handicapped
children.

* The Arkansas Governors Task Force finds that the state has
regulated family day care homes and day care centers for ap-
proximately 45,700 preschool and school-age children, whereas
the 1980 Census indicates that Arkansas has 273,245 children
under the age of 13 with working mothers. Availability of day
care is a major issue, outside the four industrialized county ar-
eas - 21 counties have no Head Start and 38 counties have no Ti-
tie XX siots.

* The Kentucky Department of Social Services provides day care
for 4,600 children from low income families, but there are 2,230
eligible children on the waiting list.

* The Louisiana Division of Children, Youth and Family Services
has 4,309 vendor day care slots serving 4,309 children, with
9,925 children on the wait list.

* The Alabama Department of Human Resources reports 55,000
children in licensed day care; 6,500 paid for by the state. Eight
hundred children are on the waiting list.
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The question of primary concem to the Child Welfare League

is "what is happening to the children on these waiting lists?* The
May 1987 Census Bureau report 'providn the only hard data
available, listing 488,000 as °child cares for seif,” and 143,110
mothers missing work because of child care arrangement
failures. Maine's Child Care Task Force reports an estimated 500
children age five or younger spend some time during a typical
week caring for themselives, and another 2,500 children under age
three and 1,000 children ages three to five were sometimes left
at home alone with only a neighbor or frienc fooking in to check
on them. oo ’

According to a February 15th report in the New York Times
and a dramatic television report last Sunday morning, large
numbers of children are being left unattended at public libraries.
The parents leave them off in the morning or after school and,
hopefully, but not always, pick them up wifen the library closes
or at the end of the parent's work day. A Los Angeles survey
came up with between 1,500 and 2,000 unaftended children using
the city's public libraties as "day care.® Similar incidences are
reported imm Dallas; Atianta; Montgomery County, Maryland; and
Flags'aff, Arizona, and some of the libraries are posting notice
that parents who continue this praciice will be reported for child
neglect. '

When we asked our member agencies why they are not or
cannot serve the children on the waiting lists, the majority
indicated they wouid be delighted to serve more children but
cited as constraints or barriers:
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+ Flscal constraints (unfunded government subsidized care
and/or parents cannot pay and are above the income eligibility
line). - The ABC bill addresses this by providing funds for states
to assist families with incomes under 115 percent of the state
median inccme to secure day care;

* Difficulty in recruiting and retaining staff because of low,
low salaries (competing with Burger King ‘which pays more).
The ABC bill addresses salaries and fraining and p:ovides
incentives for increasing the supply of licensed day care;

+ Lack of space. The ABC bill contains provisions for grants
and low-interest loans to assist in renovating <1y care space;

* Transportation. The ABC bill encourages extended day
programs and allows for necessary trensportation expenditures.

The Act for Better Child Care addresses each of these
barriers t0 service In some detail, in addition to providing an
overall structure around which to develop a sound, nationwide
care systom. For example, the ABC bill speaks to the salaries
problem and also to the very important issue that we cannot just
authorize a substantial expansion in day care services without,




at the same time, providing for a trained work force. Day care is
a labor intensive service, and, without a comprehensive plan such
as ABC, we would create a day care system statfed by marginally
prepared care workers.

THE ABC BILL, A LONG OVERDUE FEDERAL RESPONSE TO
A DANGEROUS NATIONAL PROBLEM

The ABC bill would be & first step toward assuming
responsibility for protecting and developing a basic structure
for children in our country. CWLA member agencies throughout
the United States are committed to pursuing enactment of this
significant legisiation. It is exciting to finally see many day care
bills introduced in Congress by Members of quite divergent views.
This wiill constitute a ready constituency for passage of the
basic bill, H.R. 3660, which would create the meaningful
framework for a diverse system of day care programs throughout
the nation.

in addition to strong support for the ABC bill, the Child
Weltare League has two specific concerns: (1) that standards for
day care services be regarded as an essential component of this
legisiation; and (2) that consideration be given to including a
provision which wouid establish local advisory councils.

(1) The Child Weltare League's long history of standa:d
setting and maintaining high standards among our member
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agencies makes particularly odious the recent movements to
abundon requirements for care services to children, our most
vulnerable and most valuable citizens, in the interests of de-
valuing the service and decreasing the cost of the service. This is
incredible in view of the appallingly low d=y care salaries now
paid, counterproductive on the face of it, and totally
unjustifiable,

We have have heard the recital of children fatally injured or
permz2nently restricted because of inadequate day care -- Jessica
who fell in the w~'l in Texas while under the care of an
unlicensed day care provider, tha children who died in the clothes
dryer in Florida, the baby poisoned to death by a Fairfax County,
Virginia  family day care provider; the Montgomery County
Maryiand child apparently drowned by an unlicensed day care
irovider; the two-year old Connecticut boy run over by a bus
while under the care of an unlicensed day care provider; the two
unsupervised six year ok girls who died in 2 fire in Reston,
Virginia; and the several cases of alleged child sexual abuse in
day care still in litigation.

It 15 casy to say that it is up to parents to see that their
children are in safe care, but care of children away from their
own families involves certain hazards. The Child Welfare League
believes that the commurity has & responsibility to see that
appropriate safeguards are set up and enforced to ensure the
welibeing of children cared for outside their own homes, under
public or voluntary auspices, and in privately operated facilities
or independent homes. In the long run, the only way to guarantee
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quality in child care programs is for the public bodies which pay
for the care to any extent, whether directly or indirectly, is to
require compliance with a minimum quality standard as a
condition of receiving public funds.

We appiaud and strongly support the way in which the ABC bill
proposes to guarantes quality in day care programs. The bill
provides: that all programs and providers receiving funds under
this bi, meet minimum day care mndards in key areas affecting
children's health and wo!l -being; that stam bo required to
review and updato thoir chiid clro Iiconslng standards
periocically; that a National Advisory Commiftse on Child Care
Standards be established to recommend' minimum child care
standards; that states receive fiscal incentives to implement
these standazds over a five year period. The bill also makes funds
available to help states improve standards compliance by
training and hiring additional st;ff to monitor day care programs.

(2) A second recommendation that the Child Welfare League
would like to make concerns the uta‘bllshmont of local councils
to ensure the malntenance of oxl;{ing resources as welil as the
expansion of resources to dovelop a diverse and broad based
delivery system. K s important to build on and expand existing
community structurss, and the existence of a representative
local coordinating entity will help to ensure that communities
Genefit from all possible resources and that funds and services
get to those most in need.




The Child Weltare League would like to request consideration
of an amendment to provide for tocal coordinating counclls. The
coordinating council wouid not operate service programs but
would coordinate sxisting services and expanding structures and
support the development of appropriate new scrvices and
structures. They would recommend how public day care funding
is allocated to meet community needs. Councils would be
composed of and represent all sectors of the community directly
or indirectly concerned with day care, as well as all ethnic and
geographis groups. The councils would be composed of voluntary
(nor-paid) community representatives, and would constitute a
mechanism for moving the new funds into the community fairly,
sfficiently, and effectively to maximize local capacity.

Expenditures for local coordinating councils would be
min.~al, since the major function of coordination could be
undertaken by a very limited professiona! staff {depending on the
size of the community) serving as statf for the community
councils. A cap could be placed on aliowable expenditures for the
Coordinator, who coud, in many Instances, ooccupy space in the
local headquarters of the designated state agency.

Ceordinating Councils could be appointed by the lead
state V for each geographic area. Membersnip should include
representalives from parents, providers of center and family day
care, Head Start and child development programs, resource and
referral services, local social service and education agencies,
local businesses, and other day care related groups.
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The responsidllities of Local Coordinating Councils appoint-
od under this section would include, but not necessarily be
limited to:

(1) Assessing their communities' da care supply and unmet
needs;

(2) Recommending how public day care funds should be
allocated in the community;

(3) Facilitating cooperation and collaboration among
service providers and involving government agencies, voluntary
groups, local businesses; and

(4) Encouraging the expansion of day care services in the
community.

To preclude conflict of interest no member of the
Coordinating Councils would cast & vote on any matter which
would provide personal financial benefit to that member or
otherwiee give an appearance of a conflict of interest.

k
The evidence is in. We need to improve and expand the nation's
day care resources to assure a healthy, competent workforce in
2000. More Iimportantly, children deserve safe, developmental
care, and this takes on much greater significance as a national
priority as more and more of our children are in day care, many



for most of thelr waking hours and days. The Child Welfare
League believes that the Act for Better Child Care is the
ossential framework for fulfilling this responsibility.

We do not have another decade to engage in more research and
deliberation. We cannot kid ourseives that we have met the day
care challenge by funding litle demonstration programs. The day
care crisis is upon us. We have no choice. Let's act to pass this
critical ABC bill now.
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Mr. KiLoekg [presiding). Thank you very much.

st to comment on your last statement there about fighting
within the priority system of the budget, you just put your finger
on the essence of the struggle in front of us. It is a struggle we can
win, because I think children are a very, very high priority. People
who have been here before have heard me say this many, many
. times and I will say it again: Government’s prime role is to pro-
. mote, protect, defend, and enhance human dignity. And our chil-
dren certainly are an essential in that human dignity.

e Ms. StroM. Hear, hear.

3 Mr. Kiunee. They are. You know, I have three children, and I
have been blessed in many, many ways in being able to provide
them with many of the things that they need for the human digni-
ty. And we as a society have to provide not just the material things
for those kids but to give them that chance to develop—I think the
bishop uses the term— total personhood. It is a very good expres-
sion, “total personhood.”

I really commend all of you for your testimony, and we will have
some questions now.

Bishop, obviously from the record your church has a very deep
commitment to child care. Do your programs have a problem re-
cruiting staff people?

Mr. WHITE. Our staff is paid just about on the average according
to the most recent research, just about on the average of other care
providers in ... community. And the turnover is really very dis-
tressing. To hold the professional quality of caregivers that we
need in our centers, we are facing the same problems that other
community agencies are facing.

That is very serious when you stop to think about the fact that
churches are probably the major organization offering center-based
child care in the country. We are serving over 1 million children a
year. And their resources are limited, but churches do subsidize
those operations by providing space, capital improvements and so
forth. But to offer the quality care that we believe is a central part
of our mission, it is very difficult financially.

The research shows that some 30 percent of our centers surveyed
indicated that is their most serious problems, especially if they can
serve low-income youngsters as they all wish that they could do.

Mr. KiLDEE. It reminds me when I first began teachir. 3, I taught
in one of the schools of my own church, and was paid $3,000 a year
and lots of prayers. I got way ahead in prayers and behind in
money. So, I moved out, too.

So, I know the dilemma you are in. You want to provide these
services, and you want to provide as many as possible, but you are
limited in your resources.

I really think that that is true throughkout the child care system
and as you point out, that the turnover is high because very often
people can go to McDonald’s and do better economiczily, and that
is a problem that we have to address.

I am sorry, I didn’t mean to get on my platforn. I only have 5
minutes here.

Some people are telling us, and I think some maybe that this is
not really the Federal Government's role. Is the State and private
sector really responding to the need, from your experience out
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there, or is there really a need for the Federal Government to get
into to try to close this gap?

Ms. Baker. Well, I can speak for YWCA’s. We can do a certain
amount, but we need some help, and with the passage of this bill
we able to have the help. And of course, the kind of day care and
our problems vary greatly from community to community, and
even with the passage of this bill, again our problems will be cer-
tainly less, but the degree to which we can solve them again will
vary.

But we do need the resources, and this bill can provide what it is
that we need.

Mr. KiLDEE. As a continuation of that question, you represent
various areas of the country; do we need to have some Federal
standards, or should we depend upon State standards that exist out
there now?

Ms. Strom. .

Ms. Strom. I would be glad to answer that. I think we do need
Federal standards because, as I said, I think the States are very
uneven at this point in both their knowledge and experience in get-
ting standards set up. There are many States struggling with exact-
l);dv;hat to do, and I think there has to be a minimal base of stand-
ards.

Mr. KiLDEE. Yes, Dr. Goff?

Ms. GoFF. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident to us that we need
State standards. We have tried to establish day care services in
many States, and we find that it is difficult to bring it up to par in
some States because of the low standards as far as education is con-
cerned. And when we are talking about developing people to be
self-sufficient and developing people to be trained, it is critical to
start from the very beginning so that when the children go into
schools, they can be competitive because we do live in a competi-
tive society.

Mr. KiLDEE. Mr Tauke.

Mr. TAUkE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairmaz,, I regret that I have so many meetings going on
today that I have been in and out of this one. I guess it is a matter
of priorities, as they say, and I am trying to place this at the top of
the priority list, but there are votes elsewhere.

I just want to take a few moments to comment on this question
of priorities because I think wz are very much oversimplifying the
issue when we suggest that this is just a question of priorities and
it is the FAA versus child care or the Pentagon versus child care or
various other agencies versus child care.

I don’t think that it is the issue at all. First of all, in this Nation
today we spend $3.7 billion on child care as a Federal Government
just through the Tax Code. The only problem is that a lot of the
money goes'to those who probably don’t need it very much.

But it isn’t a matter of being unable to make the commitment
for some money, it is a question of the way in which it is delivered.
I think that the question, it seems to me, really goes far beyond
that. The question is, in large part, a question of the role of the
Federal Government. There isn’t anybody, if you will permit me to
say so, other than the Federal Government who is going to regu-
late the securities industry, and there isn't anybody other than the
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Federal Government who has ‘e power to do anything about the
airline industry and ensuring that the planes that fly are safe.

But there are great debates raging in this country about who
most properly provides child care. What is the role of tiie Federal
Government versus the State government? What is the role of the
State government versus local government? Where do the churches
fit in? Where does the family fit in? The debate about this bill cen-
ters around those issues.

Why should this bill prohibit any child care services offered in
churches, Bishop White, from even receiving any assistance? Why
should this bill take that kind of approach? We have had a number
of witnesses suggest that churches do a great job, and I think they
do. Well, read what the bill says about the role of churches. Why
should this bill say that the only people who receive assistance are
those who provide child care to their children in centers? Are we
suggesting that it is preferable for individuals to put their child in
a center than it is to have grandmot~r take care of the child?
Why ;lo we want to give assistance in one instance and not in the
other?

Now, there may be good reasons for it. I just want to highlight
that those are the kinds of issues that come up in this debate. It
isn’t just a matter of priorities.

I think it is a matter, too, cf what we say to individuals who
decide to stay at home and take care of their children. There are
many individuals in our society who make the choice to sacrifice
economically in order to stay hoine and take care of their own chil-
dren, and there is a strong group in this country who says we
should not say to them that they are worth less because they do so.
And if we are willing to pay sorieone else to take care of their chil-
dren, why won’t we give them some kind of break if they decide to
take care of the children themselves?

We will say to a woman, for example, who is on welfare:

If you go out and get a job and send your children over to somebody else, we will

do more for you in terms of paying for child care than we will if you decide to do
that for your uwn children.

Now, these issues are not easy to grapple with. They are tough
issues. I think this bill makes a good stab at it. But to suggest that
tho. -vho may raise questions about the bill don’t share priorities
or th. t this is simply a matte- of priorities, in my judgment, really
misses the point, does not contribute significantly to the debate,
and I think will not help in the formulation of the best possible
child care program which addresses all of these very tough issues.

Now, having used all my time to talk rather than to listen, Mr.
Chairman, let me just say that I will submit some written ques-
tions to the “vitnesses.

But I just hope that in the course of this discussion and debate,
that you will keep an open mind to the various segments of our
population that have differing interests and those who want to per-
haps provide child care to their children in a way that is different
from the center-based care, which is the only care that receives as-
sistance under this particular proposal. I think there is a lot of
good ideas in this bill, but it seems to me that there are some
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things that perhaps conid be improved. I hope that we can all work
toward that goal.

Ms. BAKER. Mai; I respond to that? I can’t help but do this be-
cause I wear two hats. In my other hat I serve as a member of the
New York board of education. When I walk in and out of schools
and T see literally grandmothers attending high school and I see
students going in with babies in their bellies and babies on their
backs and taking children to child care and I see people in New
York City, huge populations of young people who need child care,
who have no choice—they can’t make a decision as to whether or
not they can stay home, because if they stay home, they sit there
and they starve with their children or they sleep on the streets
with their children. It is not a matter of choice.

This bill does not provide all the relief that we need in this coun-
try. It is only a beginning. And with that beginning, some people
can be relieved and maybe at some time in their life they will be
able to have a choice or their children will have a choice as to
whether or not they can stay home.

Until this country gets to the point that we begin to hook up
child care with education and we look at teenage pregnancy and
we look at the drug situation and we look at school dropouts and
realize it’s child care, what happens, as my colleagues here have
said, to very young children when they are being cared for either
by family or in centers, is that care and that attention that makes
the difference as to whether or not that child is going to graduate
from high school, and the research is there to prove it.

I say to you it is not just child care. We are talking about the
future not just of our children, but our future.

Mr. Tauke. I agree with everything you said, but it seems to me
that that statement is fine but that doesn’t address the rezl chal-
lenges that we face during the course of this debate, which is not
whether or not we care about children or whether or not there
should be decent child care, but it is all of these other issues that
arise. Who has the responsibility to do what, and what form should
thilsl care take? Those are questions that need to be addressed as
well.

In my mind, for example, if we tripled the Head Start program
to deal with some of the problems that you mentioned in some of
the areas of our Nation where children really do need some educa-
tional assistance before they get into the classroom at the tradi-
tional school age, we probably could be doing a great deal of good.
Maybe that is the answer for some.

There are going to be different answers for different groups of
people, depending on home settings and the communities in which
they live znd the circumstances in which they find themselves, and
we have to be very careful that we don’t formulate a program that
slliea.ks only to the needs and concerns of one group within the pop-
ulation.

So, I concur with everything that you have said. I think that you
have made an eloquent statement. But I hope that we also remem-
ber that there are individuals who face much different circum-
stances.

Ms. Strrom. May I make a comment?

Mr. TAUKE. Sure.

e Xarn,
<37




233

Mr. KiLpee. Yes, Ms. Strom.

Mr. Tauke. I would ask for more time for you to make a com-
ment.

Ms. Strom. OK. It is really in response to that, because just put-
ting out more Head Start money—and I have been involved with
Head Start at one time, and ihat is money well spent, we know
that now—the beauty of this bill, the comprehensive nature of this
bill, is that it won’t just have an impact on Head Start populations
or poor populations. It will set up an infrastructure which will de-
velop a system and support a system of day care.

For instance, the standards, the training and the requests or the
issue of each State reviewing their wage system for workers, I
mean, I know of a woman I heard about yesterday in Minnesota, a
well-off professional woman who had a baby. At 3 months she put
her baby into an absolutely expensive day care, infant day care
center. In four months that child had four different teachers. She
took a leave of absence last week because she has that choice; she
doesn’t have to work. She is a very well-known professional woman
in Minnesota, and she is raising the dickens.

But she really wants to look at what we are paying people, and
because, you see, with people with no choice, who leave childrern in
any center they can find, our institutions and our system will be
paying for those children for a long time when we can’t offer the
base care. This bill is really about all children.

Mr. Tauke. That is the area in which we have disagreement. I
don’t think it is for all children, because if you go to the rural com-
munities of Iowa, for example, this bill does nothing because we
aren’t going to provide day care centers in the rural communities
of Towa. That is not the form in which day care is going to be deliv-
ered in those particular communities. It seems to me we should do
something to help those parents as well.

So, again, it does a lot of good things. But it doesn’t speak to the
needs of all of our citizens. And I think that that is one of the ques-
tions that we have to grapple with.

Ms. StroM. We will fix it.

Mr. Tauke. OK. {Laughter.]

Ms. StroM. Just give us a year or two. It will just get better.
After we get this one funded, then we will fix it up for the next
year.

Ms. Gorr. But I must say that the bill does not eliminate rural
communities.

Mr. TAuke. No, it doesn’t eliminate them. But the problem is
thut what it does is it biases the benefits toward one form of day
care, in my humble opinion. And maybe that is where we have a
disagreement. But ! think it is biased toward institutionalized day
care, which is great for some sectors of our society, but is not great
for others. It is biased against church-provided day care, which is
what we have in most of the smaller communities of northeast
Iowa, and I don’t see why assistance should be provided to people
in Cedar Rapids who happen to use a facility that is not church-
affiliated when the church-affiliated day care center in another
community, which is probably the only institution in the communi-
ty that could provide it, doesn’t get that kind of assistance.
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There are some things in the bill like that that I think need to
be addressed. I don’t mean to argue with on you. I have been lis-
tening today to all of these endorsements that suggest that this is
the answer to all of our prayers. It is a nice start, but it isn’t the
answer, at least to all of my prayers.

Ms. Baker. I think your concern is addressed in this bill because
it does, in essence, strengthen family day care. I also want to say to
you that there are YWCAs that serve rural communities.

Mr. Waitk. I would say a word about the churches.

Mr. TAUKE. Let me just observe that there is great question
whether YWCAs under this bill would be able to provide services.

Ms. Baker. Yes, we would, because we are not a religious organi-
zation. We are an organization with a Christian purpose, and there
is a big difference there.

Mr. WHiTE. Let me just say a brief word, if I may, Congressman,
about the churches.

Mr. TAUKE. Sure.

Mr. Waite. The NCC, the National Council of Churches, survey
demonstrated that 26 percent of our churches receive some Govern-
ment subsidy for their day care programs. The vast majerity do
not.

But let me say that it seems to me that if we could, through Fed-
eral incentives, cieate standardized safety standards, training, and
professional qualifications, that would assist ail of our day care
programs. And I would hope that even though the funds of our
churches are not limited, that we would not enter the day care
business at all unless we could live up to reasoncole standards for
safety and proper care ard adequate care for all those children.

Mr. Tauke. Bishop, with all due respect, I don’t think that is the
issue. The issue is whether any facility that is affiliated with a
church or provided in a church is going to be able to receive assist-
ance.

Now, I think that we could all agree that it would be a mistake
to say that Medicare patients could not receive assistance if they
went to Mercy Hospital or St. Luke’s Hospital or any church-affili-
ated hospital. We would all say that doesn’t seem reasonable. But
here we are saying—and I hope that this is correct, as the chair-
man indicated there 1s an effort under way to deal with the issue—
but here we are saying, as we have had a number of witnesses tes-
‘tiify, that that kind of situation should not be permitted for chil-

ren.
. Clearly, we don’t think that we ought to have substandard care
in the churches, but the question is whether churches vught to be
able to be involved in this business and receive services under this
act.

Mr. KiLpEk. If I may on this.

Mr. TAUKE. My time is expired, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. KiLpee. No, I appreciate it.

I think there is no question that my top priority in this bill is to
resolve the problem of some of the language in the bill, as drafted
now, on churches. I think we are very close to that resolution. We
have had the parties involved working very closely on it. I thought
indeed that we might have the resolution by today. We are very
close to it with the various elements working to formulate im-
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proved language with regard to the churches. It is my highest pri-
ority to get that delivered.

I don’t think, Nir. Tauke, that there is a bias, you know, towards
the institutional. We clearly state that this also would be used for
family day care providers, and that takes care of a great percent-
age of the need. We do not want to diminish that role, and the bill
very clearly addresses itself to the family day care providers. We
went over this time and time again. So, I don’t think that it has a
bias towards the institutional.

Mr. Tauke. Mr. Chairman, we will talk about that at another
time.

Mr. KiLpEE. Sure. .

Mr. Tauke. At a later time I will give you lots of examples of
family day care providers that will not be able to receive any as-
sistance, as the bill is currently constructed. Knowing your good in-
tentions, I am sure we will be able to work this out—-—

Mr. KiLpeke. I am sure we will.
bﬂl}dr. Tauke. With you in a positive way with that aspect of the

Mr. KiLpee. With the bishop present, he will know what I speak
of when I say that no bill written here is written on Mt. Sinai, it is
written on Capitol Hill. So, we will always go back to that. Even
Moses went up the hill the second time, if I recall. [Laughter.]

Let me ask a question of Dr. Jones.

From your studies in your association, do you have much re-
search data on the effects of quality child care, because there is
child care where you can put a kid in front of a TV set and let him
or her sit for 4 or 5 hours. Do you have any data on the effects of
quality child care?

Mr. Jones. I think that is the effect that is the basis for our
whole testimony, that when we do have quality child care as meas-
ured by the conditions of caregivers having knowledge of norma-
tive development, of caregivers being trained in broad child devel-
opment research and theory, and further, of caregivers having a
sensitivity and understanding of the family cultural climate from
which the children come and can provide care that is consistent
with that and provides a continuance of their development and
their home development.

When those conditions exist, the data are consistent that the re-
sults are positive, that the outcomes predicted for children are posi-
tive, and that at worst, the child is no worse off than in the home
environmeni—that is, there are certainly no negative effects of day
care. So, T think our results are quite consistent in support of that.

Mr. KiipEE. You are probably familiar with the Head Start pro-
gram and the Ypsilanti studies finding that the money, let alone
the human investment, but the fiscal investment in quality early
childhood programs and pays off later on down the line with lower
welfare costs. These kids are more likely to enter the job market
and pay into the treasury rather than draw out of the treasury.

You know, Mr. Tauke always brings up interesting things—and
we do work together, by the way, very well. When we reach the
floor, we generally have some good bills out there, aad he is the
ranking Republican member and a very produ.tive member of the
committee. But you know, we do have always the age-old debate:
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What is the Federal role? Of course, one extr'me would be the de-
fense of the country and all, and basically some interstate com-
merce.

But back in the mid-1930’s, I presume we could have said, “Well,
let the 48 States develop a social security system, each one their
own social security system.” But we determined that that wouldn'’t
work, for some reason. It would not have worked at all, I don’t
think. So, we had a Federal social security system, and I think we
are all very thankful for that.

I think one of the arguments why—and I am testifying rather
than askiug you—but one of the reasons why there needs to be a
Federal role here is that the child who does or does not get good
child care in Alabama or in Michigan will be working or commit-
ting a crime in New York or Oklahoma. We are a very mobile soci-
e}?;é The mobility alone indicates that there is a Federal role in
this.

So, the debate of what the Federal role is and what actions can
best be done by the State, that will continue to go on. But I think
that from the mid-1930’s we have indicated that in certain social
programs the Federal role can set certain standards and because of
the mobility of the society, people moving from one State to an-
other, that is probably justified.

Is there anything that anyone wants to add to your testimony?
You have been excellent here. Is there any conclusion or any rebut-
tal of anything that either I or Mr. Tauke has said?

[No response.]

Mr. KiLpEE. I want to thank all of you. You have been very, very
helpful to the committee and very helpful as we take this bill and
try flo push it through the legislative process. Thank you very
much.

Mr TAUKE. Mr. Chairman, for the record, I want to make it
clear that I think there is an important Federal role in providing
child care,

Mr. KiLDEE. I know that. I know that. Your record is clear on
that. Thank you.

Our next panel will consist of: Nancy Duff Campbell, managing
attorney of th. National Women’s Law Center; Beth Wray, presi-
dent <f the National Federation of Business and Professional
Women’s Clubs, Inc,; Sarah H-rder, president of the American As-
sociation of University Women; Barbara J. Reisman, executive di-
rector of the Child Care Action Campaign; and E. Robert Goedkind,
chairman of the Family Policy Task Force of the American Jewish
Committee.

All right, Ms. Campbell, you may start.
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STATEMENT OF NANCY DUFF CAMPBELL, MANAGING ATTORNEY,
NATIONAL WOMEN'S LAW CENTER, ACCOMPANIED BY BETH
WRAY, PRESIDENT, NATIONAL FEDERATION OF BUSINESS AND
PROFESSIONAL WOMEN’S CLUBS, INC; SARAH HARDER, PRESI-
DENT, AMERICAN ASSJCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN; BAR-
BARA J. REISMAN, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, CHILD CARE ACTION
CAMPAIGN; AND E. ROBERT GOORKIND, CHAIRMAN, FAMILY
POLICY TASK FORCE, THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

Ms. CampBeLL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would like to begin by saying that I am very pleased to be here
today to testify and to thank you and the other cosponsors of the
bill for their effort in introducing this legislation and in holding
these hearings today and to thank the members of the committee
who are not yet cosponsors of the bill for trying to become better
informed about the bill and, hopefully, to support it in the end.

My testimony today is not only on behalf of the National
Women’s Law Center but on behalf of 26 other national groups
who are listed on the testimony. I will not read the group names
because that would take my entire five minutes, nor will I read the
testimony. But I just want to make a few points that are also in-
cluded in the testimony.

My focus today will be on why we need the approach that is em-
bodied in the ABC bill as compared to the approach that is em-
bodied in the bill introduced by Nancy Johnson two days ago and is
cosponsored by Senator Orrin Hatch.

What we need, as many people have said today, is:

One, an infusion of resources frnm the Federal level into our
child care system;

Two, the development of an infrastructure. As you just said, Mr.
Chairman, when we compare the situation in 1935 and how family
welfare programs were then being handled by the States and why
we thought at that time we nieeded a Federal rcle, both in terms of
Social Security, in terms of public assistance programs, later in
terms of food stamp programs, Medicaid. There is a whole history
of efforts where at a certain point in time the Federal Govenment
has recognized that it is time to give support and help to State ef-
forts in this area. That is wl.ere we are right now in child care. So,
we need that infrastructure.

At the same time, as Mr. Tauke has said, we need State flexibil-
ity, and we need to make room for State development, and we need
States to understand that their role is respected and that we want
to encourage and to supwort the diversity of care that is out there
now. I think that the A3 bill {5 aa atteripr to do just that: give
the money to provide t!. infrastrusture and at the same tima o
maintain and encourage :reater State fiex.bility ard experimenta-
tion in particular a eas.

So, why is the ABC bill preferable to the bill intreouc. . Ly Rep-
resentative Johnson’ First and foremost, it infuses more money
into the « ystem. It recognizes that $250 million i. Federal funding,
as the Johnson bill proposes, is just not enough. It gives far more
than that o the provision of direct servi.es to help low-i- ~ome chil-
dren and it rec.gnizes that you canno. take a smaller amount of
money and spread it over both the provision of direct services and
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alhthe other fine child care efforts that she wants to aid under her
bill.

We all agree that homeless children need help, that sick ci.ildren
need help, that low-income children need help. But you can’t fund
all of those efforts with $250 million in Federal child care money
and do anything more than a drop in the bucket. We know that
California in 1987 spent about $300 million just in California and
only served seven percent of the eligible population.

So, to the extent that I can emphasize as much as possible that
we need more Federal dollars, I will do so. And to the extent that
that, Mr. Tauke, is a priority issue, I think that it is.

Obviously, there are other issues: What should the infrastructure
look like, and what are the kinds of resources that should be sup-
ported within a State?

The standards is another point of departure in the two bills.
Probably that is where the biggest point of departure is. I am very
pleased to see that in the Johnson bill there is a requirement that
States establish licensing and accreditation standards.

There is a recognition in that effort that we must have stand-
ards. The problem is that we need minimum Federal standards, as
others have said. Why do we need that? Why can’t we leave it to
the States? We cannot because the States are not doing it suffi-
ciently. We have 31 States that do not regulate group size. You
could have one provider for 15 children. That is too mar. s. It is like
1935 and the sociul welfare system.

The other problem is, as I reai Mrs. Johnson’s bill—and I must
emphasize, as I do in the testimony, that my reading is based on a
summary because there is no legislative language yet—she would
exempt for two years underground chilc care providers from regu-
lation, requiring them only to register. We can’t wait another two
years. So, that is a major problem with her bill.

I have limited my remarks really to addressing the primary dif-
ferences: the amount of money and the standards issue. There are
other differences. She proposes other efforts having to do with the
tax code, some of which we support but which are not under the
Jjurisdiction of this committee.

But the main points are that it is not enough money, and it is
not enough recognition of the minimum Federal role. ABC both
recognizes those two and gives States flexibility. Again, in response
to Mr. Tauke’s point, if the State wants to fund rural child care or
family day care, it can do that under the ABC bill. Where the
money goes is left, in large part, to the States. And that is a very
important part of the bill.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[The prepared statement of Nancy Duff Campbell follows:]
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Mr. Chairman and members of the Subcommittee, the National
Women's Law Center is a national legal organization that has been
working for over fifteen years to protect and advar.ce women's
legal rights. We are pleased to have this opportunity to testify
on the Act for Better Child Care Services (HR 3660), which
provides the infrastructure and funding needed to begin to
addr our national child care crisis. The organizations on
whr dalf we offer this testimony belijeve that nothing less
the. .he comprehensive approach embodied in this legislation will
provide meaningful assistance to the millions of families who are
so in need of help in meeting their child care needs.

The need to improve the quality of, and access to,
affordable child care is a critical concern for women, on whom
the responsibility for arranging or providing care usually falls.
The labor force participation of mothers has more than tripled in
the recent decades, Currently over 70 percent of mothers of
school-age children are in the paid labor force, as are 60
percent of mothers with preschool children and 51 percent of
mothers with a child under the age of three -- and these numbers
are expected to increase. The result has bee.. and will continue
to be a dramatic increase in the number of children in need of
child care.

Mothers are in the workforce because of economic necessity.
Nearly two-thirds of all women in the labor force are single,
divorced, separated, widowed or have husbands whose annual
earnings are less than $15,000.

In particular, the past two decades have seen a dramatic
rise in the number of single-parent families, the overwhelming
majority of which are headed by women. Indeed, the number of
female-headed famjilies nearly doubled between 1970 and 1986, with
the result that today more than 10 million families are
maintained by women alsne. Despite high labor force
participation rates -- over 62 percent cempared to 55 percent for
married women -- the median income for female-headed families is
only $13,647. Moreover, although female-headed families make up
only 16 percent of the total number of families nationwide, they
are over half of the seven million families in poverty.

Married women, too, are in the workforce out of a need to
contribute to their family's income, on average providing 18 to
30 percent and often making the difference between household
income that is above rather than below the poverty line. Between
1973 and 1984, the average income of a two-parent family with
children dropped >.1 percent; without women's economic
contribution, that decrease would have been three times greater
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{5.5 percent). 1Indeed, poverty was 35 percent lower in 1984 than
it would have been had married women not worked.

Women who work outside the home to provide financial support
for themselves snd their families often have great difficult:
finding adequate, affordable care for their children. The
majority of working mothers are cc..centrated in low-paying jobs.
In 1985, for example, 45 percent of working mothers of newborn
children held clerical or sales jobs, 31 percent held blue collar
service Jobs, and only 24 percent held higher-paying professional
or managerial jobs. Moreover, the average cost of child . are is
high -- approximately $3,000 per child, per year. For a single
woman working full time at minimum wage, this amount is over 40
percent of her annual income. It is over 10 percent of the
median family income. And even for higher-earning, two-parent
families, the cost of child care is significant: after shelter,
food and taxes it is a working family's highest expense.

Yet, child care is key to women's ability to work and to
work productively. There are many women who are either
unempgoyed or underemployed due to a lack of thild care. This is
particularly true for low-income wcmen. According to the U.S.
General Accounting Office, about 60 percent of AFDC work program
respondents were prevented from participating in work programs
because of lack of chi:ld care. Almost 35 percent of women
working or looking for part-time positions said they would prefer
longer hours if child care were available, according to the
National Association of Working Women. A 1982 Census Bureau
survey reflects the same result: 36 percent of mothers in
families with incomes under $15,000 a year said they would look
for work if child care were available at reasonable cost.

Moreover, concerns about the dependability and safety of
child care services afiects the productivity of womea who are
employed. A Foctune magazine study of 400 parents revealed chilé
care dissatiszaction 2s the most reliable predictor of
absenteeism and unproductive wocrk time. A study of 5,000 workers
at five midwestern corzorations showed that 58 percent of the
women with young chiléren felt their child care concerns had a
negative impact on the.r work.

We cannot continue to ignore the .urrent ch:ld care cris:s
that is threatening the well-being of so many American families.
Despite fanily expenditures of over $11 billion annually in child
care, there are orly about three million providers for over 23
million children. When sdjusted for inflation, there has been an
over 50 percent drop in the past decade in federal Title XX
spending for child care. Even states that have added to their
budgets for child care cannot serve the many families that need
care -- Florida, for example, served 40 percent more children in
1987 than 1981, but has a waiting list of nearly 30,000 children,
which is growing daily. The result is that nagionwlde one out of
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every 10 children age five and under is left unattended part of
each day while adults in their household work outside the home.

The national crisis in child care is not a simple problem of
too many children and too few facilities; it is a complex problem
that requires a comprehensive solution. The Act for Better Child
Care Services is a first step towards that solution. Its
comprehensive approach establishes a basic framework for making
child care more affordable for low- and moderate-income families,
for improving the quality of care for all families, and for
increasing the supply of care available to all families. Other,
more limited, approaches are an insufficient response to the
current child care crisis. A brief discussion of the Act for
Better Child Care Services, especially in contrast to the
alternative approach embodied in the Child Care Services
Improvement Act introduced by Representative Johnson just two
days ago', will illustrate the advantages of ABC's comprehensive
approach.

Most significantly, the Act for Better Child Care Services
commits the overwhelminy majority of tho federal funding it
authorizes to the direct provision of child care services.
Seventy-five percent of the total funding is devoted to providing
child care services to families whose income does not exceed 115
percent of state median income, adjusted for family size. States
would decide whether to pruvide the assistance through contracts
with child care providers or certificates given to parents. 1In
erther event, the amount of subsidy a family received would be
based on a sliding fee scale designed by the state, and the
assistance would be available not only to employed parents and
parents looking for employment, but also to parents in school or
training.

This infusion of over $1.8 billion in federal funding and
$375 million in matching state funding to help low- and moderate-
income families pay for child care is in stark contrast to the
$250 million in federal funding authorized under the Child Care
Services Improvement Act as a block grant, with a 20 percent
state match ($50,000), to support a variety of efforts --
including costs for employer-sponsored care, temporary care for
sick children, training for providers, expansion of existing
part-day programs, } -ograms to serve homeless children, programs
that provide linkages with programs for the elderly, and start-up
or renovation costs for child care c._nters, as well as

' The analysis of Representative Johnson's bill contained
in this testimony 1s tased on a section-by-section summary of the
bill provided by her office; the full text of her bill was not
available at the time this testimony was written. The analysis
is limited tc those sections of the bill over which the Committee
on Education and Labor has jurisdiction.
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certificates or scholarships to help low-income families pay for
child care.? 1In FY 1987 California alone spent approximately
$300 million to help low-inccme families pay for chald care and
served only seven percent of the eligible children in the state.
The Chilu Care Services Improvement Act does not assure even $300
million in funding for the direct provision of child care.
Clearly the Act for Better Child Care Services is 2 more direct
response to the need for more affordable child care.

In addition to tne increase in the supply of affordable
child care for low- and moderate-income fam:lies that will flow
frem ABC's subsidy of direct services, the Act increases the
supply of child care 1n other ways as well. The Act contains an
express set-aside of funding to enable part-day programs that
serve low- and moderate-income families -- such as Head Start
programs, preschool programs fc. handicarped children, Chapter I
preschool prcgrams ancd prescnool pregrams receiving state/local
axd -- to extend their hours of operation and p ovide full-day
child care services throughcut the year. 1In additaon, 2an
recogn:ition of the particular need to expand the number of
providers caring for children 1n tneir hcmes, the Act provides
funding expressly for the recrurtment apnd training of new family
dey care providers. Finally, 1t reguires sta.es to prcvade
Jraonts and low- 1nterest loans for thre start-up ané expansion of
Both child care centers andé family day care hcmes. In contrast,
The Chiii Care Services Improvement Act contains no earmarked
funding t2 enanle part-day programs tc move to full-day or to
recrurt, tra:n or provide start-up funding for new providers or
programs -- all such in:itiatives must be funded frem the overall
$25C .11llion autherized.

Bevcad 1ncreasing the supply of affcrdable child care, the
Act for Better Ch:.d Care Services recognizes the desperate need
Lor a ccwprehensive aggroacn to improving the quality of care
provicded to children. Up to 13 percent of tne funding authorized
1S earmarked to helr s:ates improve the guality and availabil:ty
of chilcé care services.

First, specific reasures are mancated that will ensure that
children receive a miaimally-accerctanlie level of care. A
national advisory committee w:ill te established to develop
manimum federal standards of protection that will apply +o all
child care programs. Chi:id/staff reti0s and group size
standards will be based on the med:an standards currently used by

! In add:ition, the Ch:ld Care Services Improvement Act
rovides trnat state ad ”Lqu»ratzve costs of up tc 10 percent are
1ncluded 1n the $250 m:llion; in contrast, ABC separately
provides 10 percent cf 1ts total funding for administrative
costs, so that necessary admis strative expend:itures do not
deplete tne funding for experd.tures on services.
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the states, to ensure that reasonable and achievable goals are
established. Health and safety requirements, caregiver
qualifications, and parental involvement requirements will be
determined by the advisory committee pursuant to a public review
process. 1In addition to these minimum federal requirements,
providers receiving federal financial assistance will be required
to be licensed or meet specified regulatory standards established
by the state. Funds will be available to improve state
monitoring of compliance with, and enforcement of, state
licensing and regulatory requirements, and to help provider: meet
federal, state and local requirements. States will have five
years to meet the federal standards and when they meet these
standards, ané the enforcement provisions, their required funding
match will drop from 20 to 15 percent. In short, the Act goes
beyond simply identifying the need to improve the quality of
child care; it provides a process for arriving at both national
and state minimally-zcceptable levels of care, as well as the
funding to ensure that these minimums are implemented within a
reasonable period of time.

Second, the Act seeks to improve the quality of child care
by requiring providers to take part in at least 15 hours of
training annually, recuiring states to cffer training ari
technical assistance to prov:ders, and authorizing funding to
carry out this training. The training will address the provision
of services to special pogulations of children, such as disabled
cnildren; health and safety issues, such as first-aid techniques,
recogaition of communicable diseases, child abuse detection and
prevention; child growth and cevelogment; guidance and discipline
techniques; linkages with community services and cemmunicat:ion
with families.

Th:rd, the Act seek: to improve the quality of ch:1d care by
previding funding to ensure adequate salar:es and compensation
for child care providers. 1In addition, the Act requires that
cnilé care services assisted by tke Act be reimbursed at not less
than the market rate for such care i1~ the geograghic area within
the state in which care :is being provided, i1ncluding the
additional costs r f services to spec:al populations of children
such as infants or handicapred chilédren.

All of these provisions are critical to improving the
cuality of ch:ld care. with respect to standards, minimum
feceral standards are essent:ial because state child care
standards vary so widely. For examgle, although research
indicates that group size is the key to learning, health and
safety, 31 states o0 not regulate group size for preschool-age
chrldren and 25 states do not regulate group size for infants.
Twenty-nine states do not cuarantee unlimited parental access to
ch.1d care centers, and 35 states do not gearantee such access to
family day homes. Indeed, since 198! when federal child care
standards were eliminated entirely (after their implementation
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had already been delayed for several years), several states have
abandoned or reduced significantly their standards for the
provision of care. A study of abuse and neglect in North
Carolina day care programs found that child care centers that met
lower standards were five times as likely to have serious
complaints as programs that met higher standards. Complaints
against unregistered family day care homes were three times as
likely to be severe as those against registered homes.

Similarly, the need for staff training is critical. 1In 22
states no specialized teacher training is required for day care
center workers and in seven states no training of any kind is
* required. In 42 states nc training is requirec¢ for family day
care providers. The Act for Better Child Care Services takes a
modest first step toward increasing the training reqguirements for
providers.

Finally, child care workers are grossly underpaid. In 1984,

90 percent of private household child care worxers and 58 percent
of all other child care workers earned less than pc.erty-level
wages. Child care providers are paid less per hour than animal
¢ retakers, bartenders or park:ing and amusement pack attendants.
Tuese depressed wages contribute to the high turnover rate among
child care professionals -- 42 percent annually in child care
centers and 67 percen: annually in family care homes. To attract
qualified and dependable caregivers for children, providers must
be offered a respectable wage. The Act's authorization of
funding to raise wages, and reguirement that child care be paid

. for at the market rate 1S an important component of ensuring
quality care.

The results of poor quality child care are all too faril:iar:
Anthony and Maurice Grant burned to deatn in a clothes dryer when
their mother was forced toc choose between leaving them alone for
the day or losing her Job; Jessica McClure fell down a well
because there was one caregiver for nine small children at an
unlicensed family day care center; Xshley Snead, a ten-month old
baby, was poiscned wnile in the care of her home day care
provider whc gave her a prescription drug to keep her subdueé.

In contrast to the Act for Better Child Care Services'
apprr ch to ensuring cuality care, the Child Care Services
Improvement Act reguires merely that states adopt their own
licensing r- accred:itetion standards. More sigrificantly,
hcwever, Child Care Services Imprcvement Act permits
"undergrouLw child care providers" to "register with the state
and work toward licensing requirements” for a two-year period,
thus exempting from meaningful regulation a large category of
providers. Moreover, although the Child Care Services
Improvement Act author:izes a $25 million revolving loan fund to
help family day care providers make capital improvements
necessary to become licensed or accredited, this fund is wav too
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low in amount, and few family day care providers cre able to
repay loans easily. <7he result is that in many states inadequate
standards would be mzinteained, asd an insignificant number of
additional providers would be able to meet even these standards.
Finally, the Child Care Services mprovement Act fails to provide
targeted financial assistance for provider training, and
seemingly ignores the need to raise provider wages, two critical
components of the effort to improve the quality of care.

The Act for Better Child Care Services includes specific
provisions to help states coordinate services, to assure that the
new federal and state resources authorized are used most
efficiently to increase the affordab:lity and availability of
child care services. For example, funds are made available for
the develorment of rescurce and referral networks to link parents
with child care services. Resource and referral agencies help
parents choose 2 chi:ld care environment that best suits their
individual needs and budget. In con:rast, although the child
Care Services Improvement Act reguires states to coordinate
programs that the Act funds with other child care services
available in the state, 1t provides no funding for resource and
referral programs, except as part of the overall $250 million
aucthorizea. The result 1is that already-financially-strapped
referral programs would have tc serve a larger number of child
care programs.

Other coordinat:on efforw.s that are missing entirelv from
the Ch:. 4 Care Services Imprcvement Act, but a part of tne Act
for Better Ch:ld Car Servicss, include the requirement that
states estanlish i1nticragency committees of all state agenc:es
responsible for cnild care to minimize duplication of services
and rescurces,’ and tne reculrement that statcs develop a
statewide chil¢ care plan 1n conjuanction with their interagency
comnittee and tne puriic. These provisions should facilitate
implementation of the Act's provis:ons, as well 2s improve child
care administration in the states cenerally.

Finally, although the bleck grant approach of the Child Care
Services Improvement Ac“ has peen widely touteu by its
progonents, an essent:al feature of the Act for Better Child Care
Services is the flexizil:ity 1t provides to states to design their
¢wn prograts. Mcreover, 1in cuntrast to the Child Care Services
Imsrovement Act, ABC provides the tasic infrastructure for
providing quality chilé care at the same time that it allows each
state to decide how much to 1avest in each area. Tt supports all
forms of cnild care and recogaizes a parent's right to choose the

* The Child Care Serv:ces Improvement Act reguires che
develorment of a state adviscry council, but its coordination
dutles are limited to advising the governor on the use of funds
available to the sta%e under the Act.
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most appropriate child care environment. Child care centers,
fzily day care providers, group care providers, schools,
handicapped-children and infant-care programs all receive funding
under the Act. Infants, preschool and school-age children may
benefit from the federal assistance. Funds may be directed to
the form of child care that best serves the needs of the state
and its population.

If passed, the Act fur Better Child Care Services would be
the first step in building a quality child care system. Most
Americans understand the need for this kind of cost-effective
investment in child care. According to a recent Harris poll, 73
percent of those interviewed were willing to increase their taxes
to gay for child care; according to an ABC News/Washington Post
poll, S7 percent of those interviewed said the government should
take a larger rcle in child care. Although $2.5 billion is
substantial funding, it is only a beginning step in meeting the
vast need for child care for lcw- and moderate-income families in
this country. But it is a step that must be taken now.
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Mr. KiLbeg. Thank you.

Ms. Wray.

Ms. WraY. Mr. Kildee and members of the committee, I am Beth
Wray, president of the National Federation of Business and Profes-
sional Women, BPW/USA, and I certainly want to thank you for
giving our organization the opportunity to present testimony in
support of the Act for Better Child Care Services.

To nfeet the challenge of providing ai.ordable and accessible
child care, we must form a partnership of efforts. Through its work
both nationally and on a grassroots level, BPW has hzen working
to create partnerships between business and Government s well as
tmgh vrivate initiatives to create solutions that address these
n . )

However, a national vision is required to confront an issue that
is national in scope. ABC provides the critical national direction
and commitment to address the child care needs of America’s
working women and men. We look toward the members of this
committee and Congress as a whole to offer solutions that will
assist in molding a bright future for our most precious resource;
that being our children.

BPW/USA has worked since 1919 to ensure that the American
working woman has a strong public policy voice not only at the
lo>al but also at the State and national level. While promoting
women’s role in the work force, our organization, through our
125,000 members, has worked to help business to adapt to the
changing roles of women in the workplace.

As business women, the members of BPW face the bottom line
every day: our family’s economic well-being. We regard quality and
affordable child care as part of that bottom line. Our lives are
many-faceted. We are business women, working mothers, and com-
mitted volunteers.

In an acknowledgement that child care is part of its Lottom line,
business has initiated important steps that address this problem.
The number of child care services made available by employers for
employees has risen by 400 percent in the past 5 years. Approxi-
mately 3,000 employers now offer child care-related programs.
These programs have taken the form of onsite day care, resource
and referral services, or financial assistance programs.

However, there are 6 million major employers in America, 44,000
of which have 100 employees or more. Based on these facts, it be-
comes obvious that the gap betwean necded services and those that
currentlv exist cannot be filled by business alone.

Working women, in particular, have been expected to fill in the
gaps created by the lack of available child care services. In reality,
the typical American family consisting of 2 working father, home-
making mother, and two children only represents 3.7 percent of the
entire U.S. population. Additionally, the number of single-parent
households has been increasing rapidly. In 1970, 2.8 million women
headed households with children under 18, and by 1986 that
number had risen to 6.1 million women.

As reporied in the Department of Labor study, “Work Force
2000,” the trend of increased work force participation by women is
here to stay. By 1993, two-thirds of all preschool ctildren and four
of five school-age children are expected to have mothers in the
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workplace. Women have become an integral part of our labor force
" and contribute significantly to family income.

Women work for the very same reasons that men work: to sup-
port themselves and their families. It is becoming more obvious to
business that providing child care assistance is good business.

In 1985, Chery! Smith, a BPW member and business owier, saw
the need for child care within her own company in Olathe, Kansas.
Ms. Smith began to recognize that her employees were being ad-
versely affected by problems associated with the lack of good day
care—employee stress, tardiness, absenteeism—and determined to
find a solution, she formed Corporate Kids. Corporate Kids works
with corporations, with labor unions, and employers to create
onsite or near-site day care centers. Although Ms. Smith has found
the ideal-size company for such service to have 250 employees, she
hlas created a day care plan for a real estate firm with only 36 em-
ployees.

This BPW member and business woman is convinced that more
businesses are seeing their profits being adversely affected by em-
ployees unable to find good child care. She also sees that Govern-
mental commitment can be the critical stimulus for increased pri-
vate initiatives.

BPW has experienced the child care crisis not only from the
business perspective, but as working mothers Our members have
been generous in volunteering their time and talents to create in-
novative solutions. I would like to offer just a couple of examples.

The Farmington and Flat River, Missouri, BPW’s joined forces to
create affordable and reliabl: day care at the Mineral Area College
for children of students and faculty. The Missouri State counselor,
a member of BPW’s council on the future of women in the work-
place, spent two years lobbying Hallmark Cards to offer onsite day
care. Due to her input and that of sthers, Hallmark now provides
leascd day care space.

T iese efforts represent a willingness on the part of the private
sector to contribute its energy in addressing day care needs. How-
ever, these efforts alone cannot address all our day care needs. For
those who say can we afford this bill, I would have to say can we
not afford this bill?

Middle-income families spend 9 to 11 percent of their incomes on
child care. Low-income families can spend as much as 20 to 26 per-
cent of their incomes. Using the average cost of $3,000 per year, a
single female parent earning the average annual wage of $6,4C0
would have to spend 47 percent of her family’s income in order to
provide day care for just one child.

As an organization devoted to advancing women’s economic
rights, as business women who face the bottom line every day and
as women experiencing the need for child care, we support this leg-
islation.,

We need legislation that will help our children grow and thrive.
In a time of increasing budget deficits, implementing this legisla-
tion will requi:e leadership and commitment. However, any realis-
tic cost-benefit analysis will show tremendous benefits in productiv-
ity in a work force that does not suffer from the debilitating effects
of inadequate and unreliable child care.
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Through the leadership and commitment of this Congress, we
can take a major step in the right direction. We look forward to
working with each of you and with this committee to speed the
process on this legislation. Thank you very much.

[The prepared statement of Beth Wray follows:)
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My name is Beth rvay. I am the President of the National
Federation of Business and Professional women's Clubs, Inc.
(BPW/USA).  Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, I want to
thank you for giving BPW/USA the opportunity to present testimony
to this Committee supporting legislatiorn that is designed to
improve the accessibility, affordability, and quality of child
care so desparately needed by millions of America's working
parents. The Act for Better Child Care (ABC) would alsé show the
American worker that the federal government is willing to "put
its money where its moutlk is" by adopting a federally guided
child care initiative. We wish to than Rep. Kildee for providing
his leadership on this 1legisiation and for being the'chiet
sponsor ci ABC.

BPW/USA is the oldest and largest advocacy organization in
America for working women. We have worked since 1919 to ensure
that the working women of America have a strong public policy
voice at the local, state and national level. Additionally, BPW
has “orked to ensure access and opportunity for women in the
workplace and to help women strive for economic self-sufficiency,
equity in pay and access to capital. Through the work of our
Poundation, we provide scholarships, research grants and business
loans to women so that educational opportunities translate into
economic opportunities. 1In that effort, we have learned that
through attaining a degree, a woman can triple her income for the

benefit of herself and her “-mily. While promoting women's role

in the workforce, BPW has worked to help business to adapt to the
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changing roles of women and the resulting social and economic

needs.
BPW is 127,000 working women from across America and a
nunber of men as well. Our members are busincss people and

professiocnals, and range from corporate vice-presidents to
entrepreneurs vwhe arn the business. The Department of Labor has
recognized in its study Workforce 2000 that by the year 2000, 61
percent of all women of working age are expected to have jobs.
The study calls for our economy to reconcile the demands of
wonen, work and families when it states:
What is needed is a thoroughgoeing reform of the institutions
and policies that govern the workplace, to insure that women
can participate fully in the economy. and that men and women
have the time and resources needed to invest in their
children...the need for high-quality day care has not yet
been fully addressed. Government and private mechanisms to
provide for the care of the children of working parents
need further development.l
As mothers of children, our members have learned the lessons
of balancing their family res»onsibilities with their
responsibilities to their professions. One of those lessons
learned is that there has been 1little federal leadership or
commitment tnus far in the area of child care.
At our nat'onal convention each July, BPW mambers decide the
issues to focus on in the year ahead. This year's "focus issues”

include the recognition that women in America today must work to

£111 many roles -- spouse, mother, daughter, employee. Women's

1 U.S. Department of Labor. Workforce 2000 Work and Workers
2gr the 1=t Centurv. Washington, D.C.: Government. Printing
Office, 1987, p. xxv.
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expected role in American society and the eccnomic realities they
tace daily have given them a unique perspective on the issue of
child care.

America's families are faced with 8 tremendous challenge.
Working women, in particular, have been expected to £ill in the
gaps created by the lack of available child care services. Most
women are no longer able to 1limit their careers to homemaking.
In reality most American families no longer consist of a mother
who stays home tc care for the chiidren while her spouse is at
work. As of March 1987, the "typical” family consisting of a two
parents and two children accounted for only 3.7 percent of the
entire population.2 Additionally, the number of female-headed
fanilies (90% of all single-parent families) has increased by 91%
between 1970 and 1980 and another 10% from 1980-1985.3

As reported in the Department of Labor study, Workforce
4000, the trend of increased workforce participation by w. aen is
here to stay. Women accounted for 44% of the «civilian labor
force in 1985.4 As of March 1987, 52% of women with children age
one Or younger were employed, an increase of 32% from 1977.5

By 1995, 2/3 of all preschool children will have mothers in the

2 U.S. Bureau of [Labor Statistics, News (uUsDL 87-345),
August 12, 1987.

3 CCSSO Resource Center on Educational Equity, "Changing
Familsy Structure,” Concerns XXII, September 1987, p.2.

4 U.S. Department of Labor Wcmen's Bureau, 20 ct W
Herkers, Fact Sheet No. 86-1, Washington, D.C., 1986.

5 Congressional Caucus for Women's Issues, "Child Care,"
+ November 30, 1987, p. 12.
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work force end 4 out of 5 school-age children will have working
mothers.6

Women heve become en integrel pert of our labor force and
contridbute significently to femily dincome. Women work for the
same reasons thet men work -- to support “‘hemselves and their
fanilies. Two out of thrae women working outside of the home now
provide the sole or criticel support for their families.7 The
median everage ennuel income in 1986 for femilies where both wife
and husband brought home pey checks was $38,346. That income
dropped to £26.803 whei: only the husband was in the laborforce.s

While record numbers of women enter tlL. workforce, the
facilities to care for their children lag far behind the need.
According to e recent study by the Depertment of Labor.
epproximateiy 118 of ell but the smallest employers (under 10
smplcyeese) provide some kind of child cere service or benefit for
workers. The study found thet of the polled employers. only 2%
sponeored dey cere centers for their worke.s® children. Another
3% offered financiel help to be used for child care. Referrxl
and informetion essistence wes offered by 5% of the employers

surveyed.9

6 Child Care:  The Time 1Is Now, Washington. D.C.:
Children'e Defense Fund, 1987, p. 2.

7 Congressionel Caucus for Women's Issues, Update, November
30, 1987, p. 12.

8 U.S. Depertment of Lebor Women‘®s Bureau, 20 Facts on Women
Workers., Fect Sheet No. 86-1, Weshington, D.C.. 1986.

9 "Child-Care Plans Provided by 118 of Surveyed Firms,"” The
a1, January 15, 1988,
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When you 1look at the actual numbers of businesses offering
some form of child care assistance, it becomes obvious that the

gap between needed services and those that currently exist cannot

be filled by business alone. An October 1987 article from savvy

magazire reported that about 3,000 employers currently offer some
form of child care assistance to their employYees in the form of
on-site day care., information and referral service or financial
assistance progranms. However, it also reported that there are 6
million major employers in America, 44,000 of which have 100
emplovees or mcre.l0

It i to business' credit that the number of child care
programs for its employees has risen by 400% in the past five
Years.ll But the number of available programs is not nearly
ensugh. The federal government has also begun to recognize this
nsed. In October of 1987, the General sServices Administration
(GSA) announced the appointment of Barbara Leonard as the
Director of Child care Services for Government Agencies. Ms.
Leonard's appointment makes her the first high-level federal
official responsible for creating more child care facilities at
government agencies. GSA Administrator fTerence Golden was
reported as calling this effort a "total commitment” and said,

“GSA is assuming respensibility for getting child care Centers in

10 Ellen Wojahn, "Who's Minding the Xxids?”, Savvy, October
1987, p. 16.

11 Ibiaq.
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government.”12 Additionally, Labor Secretary Ann Dore McLaughlin
has named a department child care task force to enhance
cooperation among employers, workers, unions and government. She
has been reported as saying that child care will become one of
the “front-burner" ‘issues of the decade.13 However., fees for
child care services currently available through federal agencies
are often high the rimber of available slots is inadequate.

Business trends iriicate an increase in employer provided
child care benefits. It is becoming obvious that many businesses
recognize that providing child care assistance is good business.
In markets where the 1labor pool is at a premium, such as
metropolitan Washington D.C., employers have 1looked for
innovative ways to attract emplovees. One such innovation has
been to include child care assistance in employee benefit
packages. Such benefits may consist of on-site day care
facilities, voucher systems, providing information on available
child care options and flexible benefits and hours.14

.In 1985, Cheryl Smith, a LPW member and business owner, saw
the need within her own company in Olathe, Kansas to provide day
care for her employees. After recognizing that her employees

were being adversely affected by problems with finding gocd day

12 "GSA Names First Federal Official to Create Day Care
Centers,” The Washington Post, October 29, 1987.

13 "Child Care Plans Provided by 11% of Surveyed Firms," The
Wall Street Journal, January 15, 1988.

14 "Meshing Business and Child's Play " The Washington Post,
September 28, 1987.
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care, Ms. smith formed Corporate Kids. Corporate Kids works with
corporations, labor unions, an~ employers to create on-site or
near-site day care centers. Working with both medium to small
companies, Corporate Kids provides needs assessments, designs
progran, and will even provide nanagement for the center.
Although Ms. smith has “ound the company with 250 employees the
ideal size to work with, sho has created a day care plan for a
real estate firm with only 36 employees.

Ms. smith sees business' bottom line adversely affected by
stress, absenteeism and tardiness of employees caused by lack of
day care services. In Ms. Smizh's own state, Kausas, the
legislature has recognized the importance of addressing the child
care needs of welfare mothers. A new workfare program, KanwWork,
will be introduced and include financial support for day care.
Ms. Smith sees such initiatives as very positive. "If government
agencies take a leading position [in the area of day care] then
private industries will follow."”

The trend is positive, but business alone cannot be exvected
to keep pace with the pressing need for affordable, quality child
care. The Ac* for Better Child Care will begin to £ill in the
gaps. This bill, if adopted, will provide states with new
federal funds that will help improve the availability,
affordability and quality of child care. aAs Rep. Olympia Snowe
(R~Maine) said when this bill was introduced on November 19,
1987, "By developing standards of care, increasing the supply of

care, and helping lower-incone tamilies afford care, tris bill
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takes a first step in providing a national solution to a naticnal
problem."15

For those who may say, “Can we afford this biii?" I say.
“"Can we pot afford this biii?" We know that many of America's
parents are hard pressed to not only find available day care, but
to pay for it. Out-of-home <«osts for one child can range from
$1,500 to $10,000 a year, with the annual average cost being
$3,000. Middle income families spend from 9 to 11 percent of
their annual incomes on child care. Cchild care can cost low-
income families as much as 20 to 26 percent of their incomes. A
single female parent eaxaing the average annual way. ($6,400) is
most likely o find it impossible to provide her children with
day care. The average cost of $3,000 a year would represent 47%
of her family's income.l1l6 According to the Bureau of Labor
Statistics 1/2 of all working women earn under $1¢,000 and a full
80% earn under $20,000. Given these statistics, it becomes
evident that the ability to provide child care while trying to
survive economically is, at best, difficule.

Many other BPW members have been ~ctive in their communities
working to £ill in gaps craated by the 1lack of affordable,

quality child care. The Parmington and Flat River, Missouri BPWs

Joinwd for "es in 1985 to start a day care center at the Mineral

Area College providing day care for children of students and

1% Congressional Caucus for Women's Issues, "ABC Bill on
Fast Track," Update, November 30, 1987, p. 1.

16 1bid., p. 12-13.
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faculty. The program allows women to train for job skills while
their children are cared for by child care professionals at
reasonable costs. Additionally, tke Tucson. Arizona BPW has
compiled and made available to the public a guide to day care in
Pima County. The Missouri state councilor, a member of BPW's
National Council on the Future of Women in the Workplace, spent
two years asking Hallmark cCards to offer on-site day care.

Due to her input and along with others, Hallmark ncw provides
leased day care space.

BPW is proud of these efforts. Thi.se efforts represent a
willingness on the part of the private sector to contribute its
energy in addressing day care needs. However. these efforts
alone cannot addre.s all our day care needs.

As an organization devoted to advancing women'’'s economic
rights, as business wzuen who every @2y face the need for child
care, and as ¥ aen, we support this leyislation. American
families, businesses both large and small, can live with 2nd
prosper with this legislation. We need legislation that will
help our children grow and thrive. In a time of increasing
budget defj .ts, implementing this legislation require leadership
and commitment. However, any realistic cost benefit analysis
will show tremendous benefits in productivity in a work force
that does not suffer from the debilitating effects of inadequ;ce
and unreliable child care.

BilLctt national 1leadership that recognizes the need for
such legislation, the future of the American family anq
productivity in the American workplace will suffer. We look
forward to working with each of you and waith this Committee to

speed the progress of this legislation.
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Mr. KiLpet. Thank you very much.

Ms. Harder.

Ms. Harper. Thank you, Mr. Kildee. I am Sarah Harder, presi-
dent of the American Association of University Women, which has
150,000 members and 1,900 branches. For 107 years we have been
working for equity for women, education and positive societal
change. My testimony is grounded in my own experience, returning
to college to finish my degrees in the early 1960’s as a single
parent of two preschoolers. It ‘- also based on my current role as
the University of Wisconsin administrator who founded both the
child care center and a reentry program for students, and it is
based on years of legislative advocacy in Wisconsin, including
chairing the Wisconsin Women’s Council, which considers child
care a top issue.

When I was 23, I found myself alone with two children, with no
college degree and no child support. People who hear my story
sometimes give me too much credit. I won’t pretend it was a snap.
For 2 years we got by on less than a shoestring. But my kids had
accass to a good child care center, which was what made the differ-
ence for us all.

My written testimony touches many aspects of the ABC bill, but
today I am going to stress one point in urging your support; that is,
recognize child care as the key component for women making the
transition to economic independence. Invest in their future, and 1n
their children’s, because it is sound economics.

We know child care is crucial for ali American families in a
changing society. Your Joint Economic Committce, which bas been
tracking the baby-boom generation, found that the mothers who
were jol..ng the work force at .he fastest rate now are from two-
parent households, making a change from the past when single or
divorced mothers led those statistics. We know that by 1990, when
half the work force will be female, we are going to need spaces for
30 million infants and children in child care of some sort.

By 2001, women will be more than 60 percent of the work force.
Now, when women last flooded the work force during World War
II, the Federal Government became heavily involved in supplying
the child care services. The 1942 Lanham Act provided grants to
States to care for children of mothers working in wartime indus-
tries. But when the war ended, so did the program, and women
were sent back home.

After all past wars, veterans who returned seeking a new chance
to contrihute .o the society they helped to defend, found a Nation
ready to invest in their education and training. It was a wise in-
vestment in human capital, building an underprepared talent pool
into a leadership pool whose contributions will be felt for genera-
tions. That is the kind of investment ABC will provide for women
and children.

As we look toward the future, America’s largest :nderutilized
talent pool lies in women, and particularly homefront women vet-
erans, homemakers who accepted society’s message, opting for mar-
riage and motherhood instead of educational preparation. There
are now legions of women like me, economically responsible but
underprepared to s.pport themselves and their children.

Q RS
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Now, there is a poverty which is a passing point on the way to
possibilitv, but there is alsc a poverty that paralyzes, leaving
women dead-tired and drained of hope. Reentry to education, train-
ing for self-sufficiercy is often what makes the difference, and child
care is usually the critical factor.

To be very clear, 2 lack of affordable child care keeps women
and children in poverty. AAUV/ and the Wisconsin Women's Coun-
¢il learned from painful testimony that lack of child care excludes
many eligible women from Job Training Pa_-tnership Act benefits.
We found dozens of cases like one where a woman had to drop out
of JTPA because her child care costs weren’t covered.

Testimony in our public meetings has toiud of case after case of
mothers driven back to welfare because they couldn’t afford child
care. We know that teen mothers who have access to child care are
most likely to finish school and are to delay a second child.

Women are now the fastest-growing segment of learners reenter-
ing postsecondary education. Two out of three college students over
34 are women. But their biggest problem, oddly, is covering child
care costs.

Ten years ago the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights established
women's access to education as the best hope to break the poverty
cycle. Now business and Government lesders recognize the payoff
in early child development programs. Quali., child care measur-
ably builds basic skills levels for the children most at risk in our
Nation’s schools The business-led committee for economic develop-
ment supports public investment in prograians for low-income chil-
dren because there are clear cost-benefit advantages.

The House Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Families,
as you reminded us, showed that a dollar invested in preschool edu-
gation offsets $4.75 in reduced costs for special education and wel-
wre.

Research reinforces what common sense tells us. Now we i.0ed to
translate all we have verified statistically into the will to make it
happen, by passing ABC. Postsecondary education and child care
can no longer be accepted as luxuries beyond the means of the
poor. If we don’t build our Nation’s talent pool, we will pay the
costs of poverty.

ucation and child care together 1 .come a two-lane highway to
break out of the poverty cycle. They offer hope and opportunity as
they also build our work force for the future.

Now, AAUW knows that child care is not an individual problem
nor a family, community, or State problem. It is a national prob-
lem and requires a national solution, the Act for Better Child Care
Services. The most important thing that ABC will do is to establish
a coherent national policy where there has been a black hole.
There has been a patchwork of services which has been discrimi-
nating, by default, against the most vulnerable. By stimulating the
availability of child care where it is missing, it will also extend
knowledge of what already exists, and both are crucial.

Finally, ABC offers a partnership that Americans not only sup-
port but they are ready to pay for: 73 percent in a recent Harris
poll said they were willing to increase taxes to pay for child care.

So, the American Asscciation of University Women is counting
on you to provide congressional leadership to pass ABC, which will

287
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finally turn every American family’s problem into a national prior-

ity. Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Sarah Harder follows:]
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Mr. Chairman, and members of the Subcommittee:

I am Sarah Harder, 2resident of the 150,000-member
American Association of University Women (ArRJW). The
107-year-old AAUW promotes equity for women, education and
positive social change. I thank the Subcommittee on Human
Resources for the opportunity to testify in support of the
Act for Better Child Care Services. The bill calls for $2.6
billion in federal investments to help states improve the
quality, availability, and affordability of child care.

My testimony is grounded in my own experience of
returning to college to finish my degree in the early sixties
as a single parent of two pre-schoolers. It is also based on
my current role as a University of Wisconsin-Eau Claire
administrator who founded both a child care center and a
program for re-entry students. It is built on years of
legislative advocacy in Wisconsin including chairing the
state’s women’s Council, which considers child care a top
issue.

At age 23, I found myself alone with "wo children, no
college degree, and no child support. Pe.ple who hear my
story give me too mich credit. I won’t pretend it vas a
snap. For two years we got by on less than a shoestring.
But my kids had access to a good chi)d care center. We were
lucky. But I don’t think any of us want to leave our
children’s future up to chance. Talking about child care is
talking about the future of our children--this nation’s best
hope for the futvure.

My three recommendations are simple. First, we must
recognize that the United States has 17 national child care
policy and that without a coherent national policy, the most
elaborate patchwork of services will discriminate by default
against the most vulnerable. Second, stimulate the
availability of child care where it is missing, and extend
knowledge of where it already exists. Third, recognize child
care as the key component for women making the transition to
economic independence, and irvest in their futures and their
children’s because it is sourd economics.

The Demographics of Child Caie

The United States is in the midst of a child care
crisis.

e In Seat*le, Washington, licensed day care facilities can
accomodate only 8,800 of the 23,000 children needing child
care,

e -In Washtenaw County, Michigan, the demand for infant care
exceeds supply by three to one.

e Of the 137,000 Georgia children who have working mothers,
76,000 are eligible for child care assistance, yet only
8,000 children are served.
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In 1987, 52 percent of mothers with children
one-year-old or younger were in the labor force, compared
with 43 percent in 1982 and 32 percent in 1977. Over half of
the 45.6 million children in two-parent families have both
parents in the work force, and the majority of mothers in
these families work because of economic need. By 2000, 75
percent of all two-parent families will have both parents in
the work force.

The Joint Economic Committee of the U.S. Congress, which
has been tracking the baby-boom generation, recently found
that the mothers joining the work force at the fastest rate
are those from two-parent households. This marks a change
from the past, when single or divorced nothers led in these
statistics,

By 1990, at least half of the work force will be female,
and an estimated 30 million infants and children will need
child care services. By 2001 women will be more than 60
percent of the labor force.

Problems at Work: Now and in the Future

As the number ot children with working parents has
grown, there has been iittle corresponding increase in our
society’s commitment to qvality child care. While the number
of employers providing some icim 2f rhild care assistance
rose from 50 in 1970 to 3,000 in 1987, it is the least
frequently offered type of employee benefit and is currently
offered to just 1 percent of employees.

Even families who are lucky or wealthy enough to obtain
some form of child carc often are not satisfied with their
arrangements. Child care problems hamper their productivity
at work. In a Fortune magazine study of 400 parents with
children under + child care dissatisfaction was cited as
the most reliable predictor of absenteeism and unproductive
vork time. 1In a study of 5,000 workers at five midwestern
corporations, 58 percent of the women and 33 percent of the
men with young children felt their child care concerns
affected ‘heir work adversely. A recent Census Bureau study
reported that one in 20 working parents was absent from work
duting the one month period previous to the study because of
child care problens.

But it is children who suffer the most without the
valuable experiences and -upport that quality child care
offers. 1In addition to ensuring that children are safe a.d
healthy, quality preschool and early childhcod development
programs help children gain the hasic skills necessary to
become successful students and F-oductive adults. This is
especially true for low-income tasidren. Eighteen-year-olds
who have the weakest basic skills vin the lowest fifth of the
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population) are four to seven times more likely to be jobless
and out of school in later years than those with above
ave-age basic skills.

As the population of the country ages, the percentage of
children and young adults shrinks. This decline, which is
expected to continue into the next century, will result in a
smaller proportion of Americans entering the work force. Our
country will depend more and more on the skills of each young
worker.

But of today’s children--~the children who will grow up
and be our future work force:
e one in four is poor;
® one in three is a child of color, and, of these, 40 percent
are noor;
® one in five is at risk of becoming a teen parent; and
® one in seven is at ~isk of dropping out of school.

Child Care is Good Business

Business and government leaders have bogun to recognize
that early childhood develcpgment programs help get all
children off to a good start, and can be an economical way to
help low-income youngsters overcome early disadvantages. The
Research and Policy Committee of the buriness-led Commitee
for Economic Development firmly supports public investment in
such programs for low-income children, and finds that the
benefits far outweigh the costs. According to a staff report
of the House Select Committee on Children, Youth and
Families, $1 invested in preschool education brings $4.75 in
redvced special education and welfare costs, and high=2r
worker productivity.

Evidence shows that child care is key to parents’,
ability to work. A recent survey of 101 low-income mothers
found that more than half of the non-working mothers surveyed
and 57 percent of those recently unempluoyed were not working
because of nroblems finding child care. Almost 35 percent of
women who are working at or looking for part-time jobs said
they would work longer hours if child care were available.

An overwhelming majority of Americans want
emp.oyer-sponsored child care programs, regardless of whether
they have preschool children or are currently employed,
according to a 1987 Ms. magazine survey. Seventy-three
percent of adults said the child care accomodations some
companies offer are enhancements to everyday work life.
Eighty-four percent favor employers offering flexible work
hours, and 80 percent want employers to offer child care
referral services. Among the 21 percent of the parents with
a child under six, 45 percent said they would consider
changing j.ss or returning to work if they knew of a company
that provided flexible work hours. On-site child care and
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subsidized child care would encourage 39 percent and 34
percent, respectively, to change jobs or return to work.

In contrast, only 2 earcent of publ‘< and private
workplaces with 10 or more employees spc..sored day-care
centers for their workers’ children, according to a 1988
survey by the Bureau of %abor Statistics. Another 3 parcent
provided some financial assistance to employees for day care
but did not sponsor centers. Government agencies did
slightly better, with 9 percent sponsoring centers.

Unfortunately, the business community has been reluctant
to admit to the fiscal benefits of child care. Consider the
reaction of one senior executive who responded to a recent
Industry Week survey of reader attitudes toward
company-sponsored child cat2>: "They made ’em," he said of
his smployees and their offspring, “let them raise ‘em."
Nearly 70 percent of the 500 survey respondents agreed that
day care is of only marginal concern to their companies’
management.

Sandra Burud, a child care planning and management

.expert, spent three years studying more than 400 corporate

child care assistance programs. Burud found that 95 percent
of corporate peursonnel directors surveyed said the benefits
of such programs far outweigh the costs. Ninety percent said
child care programs improved employee morale, 85 percent
cited improved recruitment, 65 percent said lower employee
turnover was a result, and 53 percent said there was less
absenteeism.

Child care for Econonmic Independence

Child care may be good for business, but it’s even more
important for women making the transition to economic -
independence. We must invest in their future and their
children’s. ©Lack of chi’d care prevents many parents from
working even part-time. 1In a 1986 survey of welfare
participants by the National Social Science and Law Center,
nearly two-thirds cited child care problems as the primary
problem they faced when looking for and keeping jobs.
Seventy-six percent gave up job-hunting because of child care
difficulties.

bependable child care enables unemployed parents to
work, and working parents to work longer hours. As family
income increases, families move from welfare to
self-sufficiency. Public i1nvestment in child care is
cost-effective. Investing in the futures of women in
transition by investing in child care is in our nation’s best
interest.

Lack of affordable care keeps women and children in
poverty. AAUW and the Wisconsin Women’s Council learned from
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painful testimony that lack of child care excludes many
eligible vomen from Job Training Partnership Act (JTPA)
benefits. We found dozens of cases like the one in which a
woman was forced to drop out of the JTPA training because the
Service Delivery firea would not pay the $20 per week
difference between her county child care subsidy and the cost
of caring for her two children in the only licensed center in
town. Testimony in Council public mee:ings told of case
after case of mothers driven back to welfare because they
could not afford child rare.

A Bridge to Education

Predictably, women hoping to go to school face thase
same barriers. For women who seek to better provide for
their families by advancing their education, child care
remains a major problem. In addition, education ig¢ still
seen by many as a frivolity which poor women can not afford.

Accessible, affordable child care is crucial to helping
re-entry students complete their education. Today, over half
of the 12.4 million college students in the United States are
women. They make up one-half of the undergraduates, one-half
of graduate students, and almost one-third of doctoral
candidates. Women are the largest and fastest growing
segment of adult learners re-entering higher education. Two
out of three c.llege students over age 34 are women.

Because women usually bear child care responsibilities,
they are more likeiy than men to postpone or interrupt thear
educations because of lack of funds or inadequate
arrangements for child care. Because of women’s lower
incomes and high child care expenses, their financial
resources are fewer and their costs greater than men’s. The
biggest problem for women re-entering college is coverjng
their child care costs. Older women students report that
child care is vital to both their edu ~tion and employment.
In a 1976 survey, two-thirds of the women students at an
urban university who had re-entered college reported that
they had children at home, and a University of Michigan study
conducted in the late 1970’s repnrted that one-fifth of its
women students would seek more ecvcation or employment if
child care were available.

These dependent care needs of re-entry and other women
students are not only ignored, but exacerbated, by current
policies. Current federal student aid regulations allow

mpus student aid officers to ignore child care costs when
calculating student need. Few campuses provide day care
centers, pre-schools or nursery schools, and those that do
often rely on non-university funds for most of their budget.
Even when programs exist and federal policies do not
interfere wi-* the availability of child care .or re-entry
women, thei: _.art-time status often makes them ineligible for
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aid to pay for the care.

The Act for Better Child care Services responds to the
needs of women making the transition to oconomic
independence. It will help them find and afford the quality
child care they need to build their children’s future--this
nation’s future. Mothers enrolled in training programs,
returning to school, and looking for work deserve our help.
They need safe and affordable child care.

Cchild cCare: On Legislative Hold

When w.men flooded into the work force during World war
II, the federal government became heavily involved in
supplying child care services. In the Lanham Act of 1942,
“ongress provided grants to states to provide care for
children of mothers working in wartime industries. When the
war ended, so did the program.

The only comprehensive child care legislation passed by
Congress since was vetoed by President Richard Nixon in 1971.
Nixon claimed the bill was too expensive and would destroy
the American family and lead to the 'Sovietization" of
child-rearing in this country. Ever since, bills introduced
to create a compreheasive child care program have not reached
the floor of e¢ither chamber.

Now, for tne first time in 16 years, Congress is
considering this major comprehensive child care bill--the Act
for Better Child Care Services. A broacd-based na.ional
coalition--the Alliance for Better Child Care--is backing the
bill. More than 115 national organizations, including child
advrcacy, civic, trade union, educational, religious, and
women’s groups have joined the alliance. AAUW was a foundang
member of the alliance. .
The bill would make the federal government an active
partner with states and parents in solving the child care
crisis.,. It calls for $2.6 billion in federal 1nvestments to
help states improve the quality, availability, and
affordability of child care. The bill will make funds
available as follows:
® 75 percent of each state’s allocation will be designated
to help low- and moderate-income families pay for cnild
care. Families with incomes of up to 115 percent of the
state median will be eligible for help on a sliding-fee
basis

© 15 percent will support a range of measures designed to
increase the overall supply of ch:1d care, to help
.families find child care by funding resource and referral
programs, and to bolster the quality nf chila care.

® 10 percent may be used for state adminiztrative costs.

“he bill also counters the trend toward a two-tier

Q ) g
ERIC Yo

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




ERI

271

system that favors the children of well-off families by
requiring that providers receiving funds under the bill be
reimbursed at the market rate. Currently, providers are
often unwilling to serve children who receive state funds
because they receive more money for children whose care is
privately financed. The bill also requires states to develop
plans to raise the shamefully low wages currently paid to
most child care worke:s, who make less per hour than animal
caretakers, bartenders, and parking-lot attendants.

I recommend that portions of the bill addressing
staff-child ratios and staff qualifications be strengthened.
It is important to reward states that hi 'e continued to
improve their standards in these 2reas. Also, we must take
steps to ensure that the states which have even higher
standards than the national bill are encouraged to maintain
those standards.

At last, the American people have realized that the
federal government must take quick and substantial steps to
address this crisis by making a substantial investment in
this nation’s future and beginning to build a national child
care structure. The majority of the American people ‘ow
support more public investment in child care, accordiig to a
variety of public opinion polls. Seventy-three percent of
the respondents of a recent Louis Harris and Associates poll
wou'lu be willing to increase their taxes to pay for child
care.

Child Care Complements Family Leave

Because AAUW is working hard for the passage ¢f the
Family and Medical Leave Act, HR 925, it is important for me
to stress that the Family and Medical Leave Act complements
the Act for Better Child Care Services. The United States,
unlike virtuali, 1 other Western industrialized nations,
does not have a parental leave policy which guarantees job
security when parents return to woitk after childbirth. 1In
1986 ha € the mothers ot children age one and younger were in
the labor force, yet fewer than 40 percent of working women
were covered by temporary disability »lans. Mothers who were
covered had plans averaging only fiv. -0 eight weeks of
maternity benefits.

These early months are crucial to an infant’s healthy
development. Child deveiopment experts recommend that a
parent stay home with the iniant for several mon'hs to
develop a strong parent-infant bond. The Family and Medical
Leave Act, HR 925, would provide parents with job security
and continued health insurance during the key early months
after barth. Although it does not provide a guarantee of
waje replacement, it does represent a first ciep in assuring
that parents are able to choose to stay home after
childbirth. However, most parents will eventually have to
Sarvices would give thess parents erpanget i Inchald Care

expande
affnrdable child care optxgns. P » Amproved, and
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Mr. KiLpee. Thank y.u. Thank you very much.

Ms. Reisman.

Ms. ReisMaN. Thank you. I am Bar sara Reisman, director of the
Child Care Actior Campaign, which i, an organization bringing to-
gether leaders from Government and industry, from national orga-
nizations and universities, from labor. the media, women’s groups,
religious and community organizations, with nationally recogniz<d
child care experts. I welcome the opportunity to testify in support,
of HR. 3660, and I would like to *hank the committes for its con-
cern about what we lelieve to be the number one problem facing
America’s families.

I would like to focus my oral testimony on *he question of why
the Federal Government should be involved in providing resources
for child care. Oespite more than a decade of evidence that mothers
are in tha work force to stay, that adequate child care enables fam-
ilies to achieve economic self-sufficiency, that quality early child-
hood programs enhance a child’s capacity to learn, and that par-
ents’ concerns about child care affect their productivity, we still
have no naticnal child care policy.

The Chiid Care Action Campaign is working to increase the in-
volvement of all of the stakeholders in the child care system, and
w2 count them to be parents, employers, community organizations,
and State, local, and Federal Governments. But we do believe that
those sectors that are beneficiaries of the system should pay some
of the costs, and we think that it is quite clear that there is a na-
tional interest and a nationai benefit to having an adequate child
care system.

The other thing thai we think is very important is that we now
paying a price for the fragmentation and chaos that is really the
system that we have nov/, and in order to be able .0 use the re.
sources we have most efficiently and effectively, we need to have
some coordination and leadership from the Federal Government.

We have focused much of our educational advocacy efforts on the
State level because we believe that sc'**ions to the child care crisis
must be attuned to State and local differences. But to expect States
by themselves to solve the child care crisis will put the fate of our
Nation’s children and families at the mercy of economic develop-
ments within each State.

I am sure that you have already heard that States are now serv-
ing fewer children in child care than they were seven years, and
eligibility for child care assistar.ce varies from State io State, al-
though the need for child care does not vary from State to State.
Even those States which have allccated increased State funds for
child care cannot serve all the children who are eligible.

If we look at employers as one of the sources for support, we
know that of the 6 million employers in the United States, some
3,300 provide some form of supgort, and that most often iakes the
form of i..formation or {lexible benefit programs. But we also know
that even those employers whe want to provide suvport for their
employec; are asking for an infrastructure that would er.sle them
to do so.

I would like just to give you one example. There is a drug compa-
ny in New York State and surrounding areas cailed Phase Drug
Compar..es. It employs 5,000 people in 170 locations in four Srates.
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They instituted a voucher program for 500 of their en.ployess in
the vicinity of Syracuse, New York. The company pays $15 per
week per child to participating families. The program is adminis-
tered by the county resource and referral agency. The company
would like to expand the program to other areas of its own oper-
ations, but it is hindered by the lack of information and referral
services. and by the lack of available resources for it to expand
that program.

Parents are now paying the bulk of the child care bill on their
own. But even those who can afford to pay the full cost of care
have difficulty making adequate arrangements. The average far. ily
has more than one child care arrangement for each child, and we
know that the greater the number of arrangements, the more
likely that one or the other is to fall through, and when child care
arrangemenic fall through and parents have to stay home from
work, there is an economic cost to that.

We also know that parents of infanws have a particularly difficult
time finding quality caie, and that is why we think it is so impor-
tant that the bill rescrves funding to improve the system and
expand the supply of child care all across the country.

In 1981, wher the Bureau of Labor Statistics last puolished its
family budget analyses. 24 percent of all working families had .«n-
comes below the lower family budget threshold. At that threshold,
9G percent of the budget went for food, housing, transpertation,
clothing, medical care, and taxes. The remaining 10 perc :nt was
hardly enough to pay for adequate child care.

Although the BIS no longer produces these budget figures, we do
know that the average earnings of working families have dropped
during the last decade. Since many of these families have to pur-
chase care, we can also assume that they are trading off some
other family necessity to pay for it, that they are buying care that
is of poor or even dangerous quality or that they are leaving their
children to care for theinseives. We think that that is a situation
that we cannot allow to continue.

The demographic and economic data make a compelling case, as
far as we are concerned, for investing the resources necessary to
expand the supply of adequate, affordable child care. But I think it
is also important to recognize that the current system of delivery is
in crisis, and that crisis is caused by the abysmally low wages that
child care providers earn. Child care providers are leaving their
Jobs much faster than they can be replaced. Turnover among pro-
viders n day care centers is 42 percent annually. For family day
care providers, who provide most of > infant care, it is 60 per-
cent.

This turnover rate alone hLcc a siagular impact on children, since
training and consistency of care are major determinants of quality.
The average child care provider has 14 years of education, is
female, and earns a median wage in a center of $4.50 an hour.
Child care workers in private households have a median income of
$91 a week. Two out of every three child care providers receive nc
health benefits.

It will be difficult to expand thz sunply of child care without ad-
dressing the issue of salaries for family day care providers and
center-based employees. Programs all across the country are al-
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ready having difficulty finding staff to fill the Jobs available. In
New York City, 43 percent of the head teachers in the publicly
fundcd system do not meet the qualifications for the job. The
system simply cannot attract teachers with the required training
and experience at the wages that are paid.

The Act for Better Child Care would require States to develop a
plan to ensure that programs assisted by the act pay adequate sala-
ries to employees and that other compensation was also adequate
to keep child care prc iders in the system.

I woul? also like to point out that the Act for Better Child Care
does enable the funds to be used to support family day care, which
is a v.ry important piece of the child care delivery system, and
that it is able <o do that through certificates or vouchers. ,

We believe that it is in the Federal Government’s interest in
partnership with the States to promote two goals: full employment
for parents and the sound development of our future generations.
The Act for Better Child Care is an important step ix this direc-
tion, and we hope that the committee will act favorably on it.

[The prepared statement of Barbara J. Reisman follows:]
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I am Barbara Reisman, Executive Director of the Child
Care Action Campaign The Child Care Action Campaign (CCAC)
bri.ags together leaders from government and industry, fcom
national organizatious and universities, from laber, the
media, women's grougs, religious and community
organizations with nationally recognized child care
experts. Our goal is to put in place a coordinated system
nf child care delivery for the children of working famiiies
all across the United States.

We welcome tite opportunity to testify in support of
the Act for Bstter Child Ca.., and I would like to thank
the Committee for its concern avout what we beljeve to be
the nucber one problem facing America's families.

Our public and private institutions have been slow to
catch up with the demographic changes that have occurrcd
during the past decade and which represent permanent
changes in family s“ructure and family life. A rajority of
families wity children under the age of six now need some
form of supplemental cace for their children. Parents at
all income levels report difficulty finding child care that
me~ts their children's needs and tha® allows them to work
without being distracted by concerns about the quality of
the care.

Fertility rates have declined, but more women are
having babies now, and a majority of these women are brck
at work before their tabies' first birthday. The future of
our economy depends on our ability to attract women into
the labor force in even greater numbers; two out of e-ery
threec new jobs that will be created between now and 1995
will nesd to be filled by women, a woman who is likely to
become a mother at some point during her working life.

Yet, despite more than a decade of evidence that
mothers are in the workforce to stay, that adequate child
car? enables fam!lies to achieve economic celf-sufficiency,
that quality early childhood prograx enhance a child's
capacity to learn. and that parents' .oncerns about chiid
care affect their productivity, we still have no national
child care po:icy.

The Child Care Action Campaign is working to increase
the involvement of all of the stakeholders in the child
care system: parents, employers, community organizations,
and state, local and the federal governments We provide
information about programs tiiat work, produce educational
materials for parents and providers, and support state
efforts to plan for expansion c¢f resovrces to child care.
We have been active participants in the efro ts of the
Alliance for Better Child Care. Our Board of Direcgors has




277

established several criterja that any child care
legislation must meet in order to gain our endorsement.
The Act for Better Child Care meets all of these criteria:

Child care shculd br .sailable anu affordable to all
parents who want 17;

A wide variety of chii< care programs should be
available to meet the needs and preferences of
children and their families;

Attention must be paid to sckeduling which meets the
needs of working parents;

Adequate licensing requiremeats should be in D>lace to
ensure the health, safety and well-bejng of children:

Information and referral systees should be established
in loral communities to help families find care, to
provide support to their community's child care syst~a
and to expand the supply of child care;

Parents should have the right to a job guaranteed
parental leave with at least partial wage replaceaent:
and

Federal, state, and local funding is pecessary to
ensure affordability, and to help improve the quality
of child care.

The Child care Action Campaign has focused much of its
educational and advocacy efforts on che state level;
solutions to the child care crisis must, of necessity, be
attuned to state and local diffzrences. But to expect
states, by themselves, to solve tia child care crisis will
put the fate of our nation'c children and families at the
mercy of economic developments within each state

Many states are now serving fewer cnildren in child
care than they were seven years ago. Eligibility for ch;ld
care assistance varies from state to state. Even those
states which have allocated increased state funds for child
care cannot serve all of the children who are eligibl:z.
Caliiornia can serve fewer than tea percent o" the 3.1
million children who are eligible for its program. In
Wisconsin, more than 3,500 children are on waxting lists
for child care assistance. And in Florida, where Maurice
and Anthony Grant were burned to death in a clothes dryer
on a day when their mothers' child care arrangement fell
through, “here are now close to 30,000 children on waiting
lists for suhsidized ceore.

o Shey
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Employers are beginning to recognize that they are
paying a price for their employees’ concerns about child
care arrangements. In a 1987 survey for Fortune Magazine,
38 percent of the men and 59 percent of the women said they
missed at leas?t one day ot work in the prior three months
due to family obligations.

0f the six million exployers in the United States,
approximately 3,300 provide some form of support for their
employees’' child care needs, mostly by providing
information about available cnild care resources. Both
employers who are already providing support and those who
would like to institute some form 2f benefit report that
the lack of a coordinated system ~f delivery hampers them.
Fay's Drug Co.. which employs 5,000 people in 170 loc: ¢ions
in four states, instituted a vouche: program for 50- f its
employees in the vicinity of Syracuse, New York. T =
company pays $i5 per week per child to participating
famjlies. The program is adaministered by the county
resource and referral agency. The company would like to
expand the program to other areas of operation. but {is
hindered by the lack of information and referral services.

Parents arc now paying the btlk of the child care bill
on their own. Butl even those who can afford to pay the
full cost of care, have difficulty making adecaate
arrangements. The at -age family has more than one child
care arrangement for each child. But the greater the number
of arrangements, the more likely one or the other is to
fall through.

W

Parents of infants have a particularly difficult time
finding quality care. Even those parents who can pay the
full price for quality infant care have extraordina:y
difficulty finding a reliable arrangement. Child
deve)opment exper?’s agree that these are the years npost
critical to a child's development. Fifteen percent of the
Act for Better Child Care's funding must be used to expand
t'e supply and improve the quality of child care. This
wi1l]l ensure greater access to care for all famililes.

In 1981, when the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS)
last published its family budget analyses. 24% of all
working families had iacomes below the lower family budget
threshold. Ninety petcent of this budget went for food,
housing, transportation, ciothing, nedical care and ta.es.
The remaining ten percent was hardly enough to pzay for
adequate child care, even if all of it could be used for
that purpose. Althsugh the BLS no longer produces these
budget figures, we do know that the average earnings of
working families have dropped during the last decade.
Since many of these famil.a2s have to purchase care, we can
also assume that thzy are trading off some other family
necessity to pay for it, that they are buying care that is
of poor, or even dangerous, quality or that they ar-=
leaving their children to care for themeslves.
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The demographic data make a compelling case for
investing the resources necessary to expand the supply of
adequate, -~ffordable child care. At the same time, the
current system of delivery is in crisis. Child care
providers are leaving their jubs much faster than they can
be replaced. Turnover among providers in day care centers
is 42% annually; for family day care providers, who provide
most of the infant care, it is 60%. This turnover rate
alone has a singular impact on children since training and
consistency of care are major determinants of quality

The average child care provider has fourteen years of
education, is female, and earns a xedian wage of $4.55 per
hour. Child cave workers in private households have a
median income of $91 per week. Two out of every three
child care providers receive no health benefits. It will
be difficult to expand the supply of child care witnout
addrecsing the isgue of salaries for family day care
providers »nd center employees; programs all across the
country ar already having difficulty finding staff to f£ill
the jobs . 1ilable. In New York City, forty-three percent
of the head teachers in the publicly-funded system do not
meet the qualifications for the job; the system simply
cannot attract teachers wi:' the required training and
experience.

The Act for Better Child Care would require states to
develop a plan to ensure that programs assisted by the Act
encourage adequate salaries and other compensation for full
and part-time staff.

W

We believe that it is in the Federal government's
Interest, in partnership with the states. to promote two
goals: full employment for parents, and the soand
development of our future generatfons. The Act for Better
Child Care is an important step in this direction.
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Mr. Kipee. Thank you, Ms. Reisman.

Mr. Goodkind.

Mr. Goopk:ND. Thank you, Chairman Kildee, and members of
the staff of tne subcommittee. My name is Bob Goodkind, and I am
chair of the American Jewish Committee’s family policy task force.
I am pleased to appear before you today to express the American
Jewish Committee’s mipport for the ABC bill.

In testifying before you, the American Jewish Co:.nmittee, this
country’s pioneer human relations organization, founded in 1906,
helps to clarify opinions and prescriptions for action in an area of
major national importance. Child care is central to any discussion
of family-enhancing measures. We believe that such a discussion
can benefit from the rich resources of the Jewish tradition.

The AJC's family policy task force report is presently being re-
leased. It is entitled “Parents and Children,” and it speaks directly
to the issue of child care. “Parents and Children” is based on an
18-month s‘udy conducted with the help of family experts through-
out the country. Our goal was to establish criteria to guide legisla-
tive and public education initiatives ‘hat would improve the qual-
ity and stability of American family life. Today, most of us agree
that all sectors of our society must support an enhanced family life
in this country.

However, consensus rapidly breaks down as we look at ways in
which to translate our concerns into programs and answer ques-
tions like the following: What is the responsibility of the family
itself in dealing with its challenges? What is the relationship be-
tween the family and other important institutions? What are the
best ways to support the ethnic and culturail diversity of families
and promote their weli-being?

I hope te conclusions that the American Jewish Committee’s
family policy task force has drawn will help us answer these yues-
tions, suggest ways we may generate a consensus on how to sup-
port and enhance family life, anJ clarify the reasons behind AJC’s
stror.g support, for the ABC bill.

The American Jewish Committee is committed to promoting poli-
cies like child care that are built upon the following principles that
our family policy task force report elaborates:

First, varents have the primary responsibility for raising, nurtur-
ing, educating, and socializing their children as well as provi-'ing
for the economic well-being of the family;

Second, given the difficult challenges that accompany parenting
in general and the balancing of economic and family roles in par-
ticular, it is imperative to find ways to assist parents in attempts
to manage their various responsibilities;

Third, the responsibility for safeguarding and strengthening the
family ought to be shared by all major social institutions. Extended
familiss, schools, synagogues and churches, communal agencies and
institutions, corporations and businesses, and Government agencies
all have specific roles to play in support of the family;

Last, extra-familial institutions affeci the family in a variety of
ways. These institutions should facilitate rather than replace pa-
rental responsibility. In such a partnership, there is no necessary
dicholomy between public involvement and individual responsibil-
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itz. Rather, public policy should enhance the fulfillment of paren-
tal and family functions.

Jewish tradition has much to contribute to the national debate
on the family. Our tradition offers us insights into family dynamics
and the relationship between personal self-reliance and collective
responsibility and reveals a useful per. ~tive on family policies in
general and child care in particular. Jewish values lead us to wel-
come steps that affirm: the centrality of the family and the high
priority we place upon children; the responsibility that parents
have to see to it that children’s fundamental rights, including phys-
ical safety, nurtura.ace, and education, are protected, and if parents
are unable to fulfill these responsibilities, the responsilility that
the community has to see to it that the children’s rights are aro-
tected; the value we place on work as an enhancement of h'iman
digaity, and finally, the interrelatedr.ess of the family and commu-
nity, with the community expected to create structures that en-
courage family formation and strengthen the family as a social
system.

To a large extent, ABC’s provisions mirror the recommendations
in our report. The American Jewish Committee suggests a broad
range of responses that recognizes the divergent needs of families,
parental responsikility, and the impnrtance of maximizing parental
choice. The end product of these recommendations is high-quality
child care programs tha. are available to all families in our society
and which exhibit characteristics as: low provider turnover rates, a
high staff-to-child ratio, strengthened health and safety standards,
and parental involvement.

Some controversy surrounding the ABC bill results from provi-
sions that address church-State separation. The American Jewish
Committee, as introduced, including appropriate language to safe-
guard church-State separation, but is well aware of the serious con-
cerns that have been raised by some groups. Along with otker orga-
nizations, we are working to find a solution.

The ABC bill contains initiatives that are either lacking or insuf-
ficiently drawn in other child care efforts that, while well-inten-
tioned, do not meet the needs of a system in crisis. Child care is an
issue that cuts across class, race, geography, and gender. The sheer
passage of ABC would signify something of great importance: a
consensus about the need for a real na.ional involvement in the
provision of child care.

Let me end by saying that the Act for Better Child Care merits
our support because: first, it signals Federal support for and recog-
nition of the need to develop an infrastructure through which to
provide more and better child care;

Second, it encourages program diversity by su’ sidizing both
public and private care providers and increasing the kinds of pro-
grams such as family day care, day care centers, or employer-sup-
ported care in which parents can enroll their children;

Third, it mandates accountability by ensuring that child care
providers meet minimal standards which would safeguard the well-
being of our children;

Fourth, it encourages parental involvement and choice by in-
creasing parental access and helping parents choose from a larger

Q
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supply of better-trained care providers that must provide written
policies and program goals;

Fifth, it provides for State flexibility by allowing States to desig-
nate a lead agency and develop a State plan and advisory commit
tees;

Sixth, it recogmzes the importance of quality care by mandating
quality standards, funding training initiatives for providers, and
helping to professionalize the occupation of caring for children in
order to decrease high turnover rates;

Last, it increases access by enlarging the number of caregivers
and providing parents with information with which to choose a
provider.

Federal recognition, diversity, accountability, parental involve-
ment, more access, flexibility, and quality assurance are the major
building blocks of the ABC bill and constitute the reason for the
American Jewish Committee’s support thereof. We look forward to
working with you in the process of bringing thi~ bl to fruition,
and we wish you the hest of luck for all of us. Thank you very
much.

[The prepared statement of E. Robert Goodkind follows:]
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Chairman Kildee and members of the Subcommittee, I am
pleased to appear before you today to express the American
Jewish Committee's support for the Act for Better child Care
Services, commonly known as the ABC bill. 1In testifying before
you, The American Jewish Committee, this country's pioneer human
relations organization founded in 1906, hopes to help clarify
opinions and prescriptions for action in an area of major
national importance. child care is a central component to any
discussion of family-enhancing measures. We believe that such a
discussion can benefit from the rich resources of the Jewish
tradition.

I am very pleased to be here today because of my role as a
member of AJC's Board Of Governors and Chair of its Family Policy
Task Force. The Task Force shortly will release its report,

dren, trat speaks directly to the issue of child
care. Parents apd Chjldren is based on an eighteen month study
conducted with the help of family experts throughout the
country. Our goal was to establish criteria to guide legislative
and public education initiatives that would improve the quality
and stability of american family life. The Task Force's
conclusions inform much of my testimony, as they did a recent
conference AZC sponsored in Washington on child care and parental
leave, the 1latter being a complementary initiative AJC also
actively supports.

Today, most of us agree that all sectors of our society must
support and enhance family life in this country. However,
consensus rapidly breaks down as we look at ways in which to
translate our concerns into programs and answer questions like
the following: What is the responsibility of the family itself
in dealing with its challenges? What is the relationship between
the family and other important institutions, such as government-~
- at all levels -- synagogues ard churches, schools, communal
agencies and corporations? What are the best ways to support the
ethnic and cultural giversity of families and promote their weli-
being?

I must pause for a moment and emphasiza the importance of
maxinizing shoices for parents. AJC supports a broad range of
responses to work/family issues. We believe that .(ne
availability of multiple alternatives and options will facilitate
indiviiual choice in selecting suitable arrangements that best
serve the unique needs of different families. While the federal
government nust play a leading role in the provision of child
care, only a diverse system, encompassing public, private, not-
for-profit and voluntary initiatives, working in partnership with
each other, will meet the needs of our heterogeneous population.
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I hope the conclusions the Family Policy Task Force has
drawn, and which I will review shortly, will help us answer the
questions referred to above, suggest ways we may generate a
consensus on how to support and enhance family life, and clarify
the reasons behind AJC's strong support for the Act for Better
child Care

I do not need to review here sone of the irportant changes
that have occurred in the last decades that emphasize the nzed
to target issues such as child care. Previous testimony has
eloquently documented the impact on our families, our communities
and the hation of the increased numbers of working motherc,
single~-parent households and unmarried and unemployed teenagers
with children. These trends, along with challenges to our
economy, changec in the structure of our labor force, and
geographic mobility, which separates family members from oOne
another, have all led to a crisis in the way we care for our
children. Nor do I need discuss, as others before me soO
poignantly have noted, both the statistics and the painful
anecdotes behind them that force us to conclude that the way we
currently care for our children is inadequate. I also need not
dwell on the fact, because others have done so, that high quality
child care allows parents to become productive workers, and
prcvides children with the foundation to succeed in school and
to themselves become productive adults and participants in the
labor force.

We must respond to the challenges posed by changing social
and economic forces. Political conditions also have changed the
lens through which we view child care. Many people now are
voicing their view that family and children's issues are both
public and private concerns, and that extra-familial solutions
must be developed to help us care for our children. In a recent
Harris poll, 73% of respondents were willing to increase their
taxes to pay for child care, while almost 60% in an ABC
News/Washington Post Poll said that government should have a
larger role in child care. Clearly, the support for an increase
in the federal government's role in the provision of child care
is an issue that cuts across class, race, geography and gender.
The sheer passage of the Act for Better Childcare would signify
something of great importance: A consensus about the need for
national involvement in the provis- n of child care.

Today's child care system, if the patchwork that now exists
can be labaled a system, is an inadequate and fragnented
response, both programmatically and fiscally, to a problem that
we now face. What we need is a well thought out, coordinated
plan that, for the first time, would put into place an
infrastructure upon which diverse child care initiatives ~an be
built. AJC subnits that the ABC bill offers us such a plan. It
is an initial step in addressing the multiplicity of issues that
impact on parents' ability to manage their family and work
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The American Jewish Committee is commi*ted to promoting
policies, like chiid care, that impact positively on parents and
children, and which are built upon the following principles that
our Family Policy Task Force report elaborates:

° Parents have the primary responsibility for raising,
nurturing, educating, and socializing their children, as
well as providing for the economic well-being of the family.

° Given the 4difficult challenges that accompany parenting in
gener2! and the balancing of economic and family roles in
parti:ular, it is imperative to find ways to assist parents
in their attempts to manage their various responsibilities.

[} The :esponsibility for safeguarding and strengthening the
family ought to be shared by all major social institutions.
Extended families, sc .ools, synagogues and churches,
communal agencies and institutions, corporations and
businesses, and government agencies all have specific roles
to play in support of the family.

o Extra-familial institutions affect the family in a variety
of ways. These institutions should facilitate, rather than
replace, parental responsibility. In such a partnership,
there is no necessary dichotomy between public invelvement
and individual responsibility. Rather, public policy should
enhance the fulfillment of parental and family functions.

Jewish tradition has much to contribute to the national
debate on the family. Our tradition offers us insights into
family dynamics and the relationship between personal self-
reliance and collective responsibility. Anticipating many of the
issues and problems that we confront today, Jewish tradition
reveals a useful perspective on current family po.icy issues in
general and child care in particular.

Jewish values lead us to welcome steps that affirm: the
centrality of the family and the high priority we place on
children; the responsibility that parents have to see to it that
children's fundzmental rights, including physical safety,
nurturance and education, are protected, and, jif parents are
unable to fulfill these responsibilities, then the community is
expected to see to it that children's rights are protected; the
value we place on work as the enhancemens: of human dignity; and,
finally, the interrelatedness of the family and the community,
with the community expected to create structures that encourage
family formation and strengthen the family as a social systen.

These principles and values serve as the yardstick by which
AJC measures jf a program is supportive of our nation‘'s families.
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They also provide a rationale for AJC's support for the ABC
legislation. To a large extent, the bill's provisions mirror the
reconmendations in our report. The Task Force report suggests a
broad range of responses that recogrizes the divergent needs cf
families, parental responsibility, and the importance of
maximizing parental choice. The end product of these
recommendations is high quality child care programs that are
available to all families in our society and which exhibit
characteristics such as low provider turnover rates, a high
staff-child ratio, strengthened health and safety standards, and
parental involvement.

Let me nmention several provisions of the ABC bill that we
find particularly worthy.

] ABC provides new_~unds *o make child care more affordable
for_low and moderate income families. Contrary to what some
have said, the $2.5 billion cost is not excessive. We need
these funds to put into place an infrastructure that will
serve us well in future years. 1In fact, this amount would
allow us to help less than 10% of the over 10 million
children under 13 who curiently live in poverty, many of
whon need child care or higher quality care.

while we are acutely aware of current budget constraints, we
view the cost of the bill as an investment in the future
that is long overdue. Without this investnent, we fear that
worker productivity will decline, employers will face
shortages in their labor force, welfare costs will increase
because parents cannot work due to their child care
responsibilities, and children will not develop to their
full potential.

o ABC increases tre availability of quality child care for all
families. The bill requires states to establish grants and
low interest loan programs to develop aad expana child care
programs.

o ABC tarqets child care fupds to areas with the greatest need
of servicegs. The bill's allocaticn formula is based on a
state's per capita income, the number of children under age
5 living in the state, and the number of children receiving
free and reduced price lunches.

o ABC tardets child care to those most in need. 75% of a
state's allotment ic reserved for working families with
incomes not exceeaing 115% of their state's median income,
adjusted for family size. Parents in schools or training
progranms also would be eligible, on a sliding fee basis, to
receive assistance. Other provisions of the bill offer
incentives for low income workers to become day care home
providers. These families do not have adequate resources to

242
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pay for care. A society that encourages independ:nce
through work must help citizens achieve this independence

ABC promotes parental chojce and involvement. The bill's
provisions would give parents the flexibility and knowledge
to choose their care providers. Funding also is granted to
subsidize informatior and referral services to help parents
locate this care. Most importantly, the ABC bill requires
unlimited parental access.

ABC_recognizes the important role of states in providin

child care. 1Important provisions of the bills are based on
current child care policies and practices. The bill offers
states much flexibility, allowing states to designate a lead
agency to administer the program, to develop an overall
state plan, and to convene an advisory committee. It also
reserves 10% of a state's allocation for administrative
costs, and gives states five years to meet federal
standards.

BC coordinates state and local rograms__and expands the
options  for 1low ipcome and handicapped children. ABC
requires that states establish interagency committees of all
state agencies responsible for and interested in child care
SO as to minimize duplication of services and resources.
The bill also reserves 10% of program funds to allow state
and local preschool programs, preschool programs for
handicapped children, Head Start programs and preschool
programs under Chapter 1 to run both full day and year
programs.

ABC upgrades providers' standard of care. ABC requires that
all persons in licensed and regulated child care programs
complete a minimum of 15 hours per year of continuing
education, and makes available, on the basis of need,
scholarships and stipends to help providers meet in-service
training requirements. The bill also reserves monies to
develop and coordinate training programs for providers.
Importantly, the bill ensures adequate salaries and

ABC develops standards to j ov. he ality of care. aBc
requires states to develop a process to review and
strengthen state licensing laws and establishes a national
advisory committee to recommend federal standards in key
areas such as child-staff ratios and gioup size, health and
safety, caregiver qualifications and parent involvement.
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should remember that we set and ensure standards for many
public services and health related jobs. %we should do no
less for our children.

Some of the recent controversy in the ABC bill results from
provisions that address church/state separation. The American
Jewish Committee supports the bill as introduced, including
appropriute language to safeguard church/state separation, but is
well aware of the serious concerns that have been raised by some
groups. Along with other organizations, we are working to find a
solution. The ABC bi1ll is important to us all.

These then are the major components of this comprenensive
bill. Along with provisions others have detailed, they offer us
a good beginning from which to confront the child care problems
our nation never fully has addressed. In fact, the ABC bill
contains initiatives that are either lacking or insufficiently
drawn in other child care efforts that, while well-intentioned,
do not meet the needs of a system in crisais.

Let me end by saying that the Act .or Better Child Care
merits our support because it: 1). Signals federa) support for
and recognition of the need to develop an infrastructure through
which to provide more and better quality child care: 2).
Encourages program diversity by subsidizing botu public and
private care providers and increasing the kinds of programs, be
it, for instance, family day care, day care centers, Or employer
supported care, in which parents can enroll their children; 3).
Mandates accountability. To receive funding, child care programs
must meet minimal standards that ensure the well-being of our
children; 4). Encourages parental involvement and choice.
Parental access is increased, as parents can choose from a larger
supply Of better trained care providers who must provide written
policies and program goals; 5). Provides for flexibility in
state administration. States designate a lead agency, develop a
state plan and advisory committees; 6). Recognizes the
importance of guality care. Along with standards that mandate
qguality, the bill funds training initiatives for providers and
recognizes the need to professionalize the occupation of caring
for children in order tc decrease high turnover rates: 7).
Increases access by enlarging the number of caregivers and
provides parents with information with which to choose a
provider.

Federal recognition, diversity, accountability, parental
involvement and access, flexibility, and quality assurance,
these are the major building blocks of the ABC bill and much of
the reason for the American Jewish Committee's support. We hope
that 1988 will be the year when our nation takes an important
step in support of families and children, the year when Congress
passes the Act for Better Child Care. Thank you.
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Mr. KiLpEE. I thank you very much, _Ir. Goodkind. I appreciate
your comments oi1 your willingness to work on this language con-
cerning church and state. I think everyone has shown a lot of good-
will on that, and I know that with all that goodwill and all the in-
telligence out there, we are going to resolve this problem.

Mr. Goobkinp. You're welcome.

Mr. KiLbEE. I am confident of that, and I appreciate your com-
ments.

Let me address this question to Ms. Campbell, but anyone may
join icrll on the response here. I am trying to get this really for the
record.

I am sure I anticipate your response. But there are some who
would argue that the simplest way to address the child care prob-
lem would be to expand the dependent care tax credit and make it
r}elfugdable to low-income families. Would you care to comment on
that?

Ms. CampBELL. Yes. The dependent care credit, as we know and
as Mr. Tauke said earlier, is the largest source of Federal assist-
ance right now to child care In 1985, which is the most recent year
for which we have statistics available, we spent about $3.1 biilion
in Federal money on child and adult dependent care through the
credit and serveX 8.4 million families. That is a lot of pecple, and
that is an important resource for child care.

Roughly half of the taxpayers who claimed the credit in 1984,
which is the most recent data we have available for numbers of
families, were under $25,000 in income. So, it is also an important
source of funding for low- and moderate-income taxpayers.

The problem is two-fold: one, at the very bottom of the income
scale, tax reform has eliminated tax liability for most of the fami-
lies who would benefit from the cred’t, and although now they can
use it to increase their earned income tax refund, by and large
they will not get berefit from the credit because they won’t have
tax liability in the first place and, therefore, can’t get any help in
meeting their child care costs. So that making it refundable, as
some have proposed, is something that we support, ard would help
these very low-income taxpayers.

The problem, though, with making it refundable as a complete
solution to the child care crisis is that, first of all, even for the
lowest-income people. they can’t afford to pay for child care at a
rate that woulcF enable them to get the highest refund, $720 for one
child or $1,040 for two. So, they need help in, first of all, meeting
the cost of child care in a very direct way such as ABC does.

Secondly, making it refundable doesn’t help improve the quality
of care. It doesn’t improve accessibility. It doesn’t help with the
supply in any direct way. So, we really need the kind of broac-
based infrastructure approach that ABC has, although making the
credit refundable is something that we definitely support.

Mr. KiLpEE. Thank you.

Does anyone else care to comment on that?

[No response.]

One of the other witnes es today talked about the waiting list, I
think in Florida there is a waiting list of 30,000, which probably
doesn’t reflect all those in need, just those who are aware and can
maybe if they do get picked up, receive some financial assistance.
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But the question’is what is happening now to those children on
these waiting lists. .

The May 1987 Census Bureau report provides the only hard data
on that, listing 488,000 as “‘child cares for self"—that is a large
number of children caring for self—and 143,010 mothers missing
work because of child care arrangement failures.

Now, with that in mind, how does the lack of quality child care
affect the productivity of workers from a business point of view?
Does anyone care to comment on that?

Ms. Reisman. I would like to take a stab at that. We have evi-
dence from a lot of companies that have instituted child care pro-
grams or some form of child care benefit—and that can take many
forms from onsite child care to resource and referral to voucher
programs to helping develop resources within the community—that
that child care benefit reduces turnover, reduces absenteeism,
lowers recruitment costs, and anecdotally at least—and there is not
good data on this and not a lot of controlled studies that have been
done but managers report an increase in productivity—there is a
documented effect of decrease in productivity at 3 in the afternoon
or at the hour that school lets out in whatever community we are
talking about when parents of school-age children begin to worry
about whether their children are home safe and they wait for a
phone call. And companies that are able to address their child care
needs do report that productivity increases.

I think we can also look at the absenteeism numbers. Mothers of
children under the age of 6 who are in the work force have a
higher absenteeism rate than mothers who do not have children
under.the age of 6. And if you calculate the number of days that
are lost, that that increased absenteeism, much of which is due to
breakdown in child care arrangements because we know that
mothers are often the ones that have to deal with that problem,
the cost approaches $3 billion a year from just that increased ab-
senteeism.

We think that that is the kind of number that shows the need
for the kind of Federal investment we are talking about, that a lot
of that loss can be eliminat: 4 with the kind of child care approach
that the Act for Better Child Care would address.

Mr. KiLpee. So that the $2.5 billion compared to the $3 billion
lost there, balanced things out.

Mr. GoopkIND. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Kn.peg. Yes, Mr. Goodkind?

Mr. Goopkinp. Mr. Chairman, I think that in addition to looking
at the present condition of these children, one should really look at
what those children will be like 20 years from now. I would suggest
that in the consideration of this bill, t\1at the committee and the
Congress really deem the money to he expended on the bill as an
investment in the future so as to make sure that in 20 years from
now this country will have these, young children now, young adults
productive in the work force and helping to allow our country to
compete.

There are numerous statistics that would indicate that without
this investment, we may not be able to compete econom’. ally. I feel
that it is a good answer to those who say that $2.5 billion is too
much money. It is an investment for the future.

Q
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Mr. KiLpee. Thank you.

Mr. Harder.

Ms. HARDER. I think I have two answers to your question. One is
that some people don’t work. That is how they solve the problem of
no child care. A recent survey of 101 low-income mothers found
that more than half of the nonemployed mothers surveyed and 57
percent of those recently unemployed were not working because of
problems finding child care, and almost 35 percent of women who
are working at or are looking for part-time jobs sa.d they would
work longer hours if child care were available. So, one answer is
that they are not employed.

But a second is that even familjes who are lucky or wealthy
enough to obtain some form of child care aren’t satisfied with the
arrangements and that does affect productivity.

A Fortune magazine study of 400 parents with children under 12
showed that child care dissatisfaction as the most reliable predictor
of absenteeism and unproductive work time.

A study of 5,000 workers at five midwestern corporations showed
that 58 percent of the women and 33 percent of men with young
children felt their child care concerns affected their work adverse-

Finally, a recent Census Bureau study reported that 1 in 20
working parents was absent from work during the 1-month-period
previous to the study because of chid care problems. So, it is docu-
mented. What we know is documented.

Mr. KiLpEE. Would anyone else care to comment?

[No response.]

Mr. KiLDEE. 1 really have no further questions myself. I want
first of all to thank this panel. I thank you for your testimony
today and also the work that you have put irto getting the bill to
Capitol Hill, because seldom does a bill arrive here on Capitol Hill
in such good shape as this bill has arrived, and I think that—this is
my opinion— what we need to do is just some finetuning and your
testimony will help on that, but we don’t really need to rebuild the
clock. I think we have just a little finetuning here to do.

It is a pleasure to work with a bill that has had the benefit of the
expertise of over 100 organizations and countless number of penple
who have looked at this situation for years and focused all this ex-
perience into one bill. I personally appreciate it. This is one of the
finest accomplishments, I think, in putting together a bill that will
begin to to build the structure necesary for addressing the child
care crisis. I think this is evident: we need the structure out there.
We don't have a structure out there now, and this will help build
it.

Ms. HARDER. You can’t kno'v how excited we are. I have testified
fon;r times on child care , and always before it was into a “black
hole.”

Mr. KiLpEE. Yes. [Laughter.)

Ms. HARDER. So, to have an actual bill to testify in favor of is
marvelous.

Mr. KILDEE. Very good. Well, [ sure appreciate what you have
done individually and what you have done collectively.
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I will bring to your attention the fact—and her name was men-
tioned—a very dear friend of mine, Nancy Johnson, is at the end of
the rostrum here.

I am introducing you, Nancy.

We also have the written testinony of Mr. John F. White, Jr,,
secretary of the Pennsylvania Department of Public Welfare,
which, without objection, we will place at this point in the hearing
record.

[The prepared statement of John F. White, Jr., follows:]
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SECRETARY
PENASYLVANTA ARTMENT OF PUBLIC WFLEARF
AND
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THANX YOU. CHAIRMAN KILOEE. FOR THE OPPORTUNITY 10 PRESENT
TESTIMONY BEFORE THE HOUSE HUMAN RESOURCES SUBCOMMITIEE ON H.R.
3660, THE ACT FoR BETTER CWiLp CARE SERVICES of 1987,

T aM JOHN F. WHITE. JR., SECRETARY OF THE PIRNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT
OF PUBLIC WELFARE AND CHAIRHAN OF THE SOCIaL SERVICES CoMMITTEE
OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF STATE JUMAN SERVICE ADMINISTRATCRS, AN
AFFILIATE OF THE AMERICAN PUBLIC MU 7ARE ASSOCIATION. APAA I5 &
60 YEAR OLO MEMBERSHIP OPUANIZATION REFRESENTING STATE ANO LOCAL
HUMAN SERVICE OFFICIALS IN EVERY STATF_ AS WfLL AS  ODTHER
ADMINISTRATORS AND INDIVIDUALS CONCERNED WITH PUBLIC HUMA!

SERVICE ISSUES.

MY COLLEAGUES AND 1 ARE GRATEFUL FOR  YOUR LEADERSHIP (N
INTROOUCING H.R. 3660 ANO FOR YOUR COMMITHMENT 70 ENACTING A 3ILL
CREATING A HIGH QUALITY, AFFORDABLE, ACCESSIBLE CHILO CARE Svyste
IN THE URITEO STATES. FROHM OUR POSITIONS AS STATE CABINET-LEVF!
HUMAN SERVICE EXELUTIVES. WE SEE THE CLASH BETWEFN DECLINING
RESOURCES ANO ESCALATING SERVICE DEMANDS. WE AKE FREQUENT.Y
FACEOD WITH DI(FICULT CHOICES BETWEEN INCREASING THL AwUMBER °F
CHILOREN SERVEOD IN CHILD CARE PROGRAMS OR INCRLASING THE (UALITY
FOR THOSE WHO HAVE SEEN LUCKY TNOUGH TO OBTAIN A "SLOT" IN & DAY
CARE HOME OR CENTER. H.R. 3660. FOR THE FIRST TIMC IN ALHGST Ta?

DECAOES. BEGINS TO ADDRESS THESE PROBLEMS IN A COMPREWMENSIVE WAY.

O
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STATE HUMAN SERVICE ADMINISTRATORS HAVE BEEN TROUBLED WITH THE
STATE OF CHILD CARE SERVICES IN AMERICA TODAY. WE ARE ALL
CHARGED WITH THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE HEALTH AND WELFARE OF THE
CITIZENS OF OUR STATES. WE ARS CALLED ON TO DELIVER AND
ADMINISTCR SERVICES TO THE MOST VULNERABLE AND NEEDY CITIZENS OF
DUR STATES. YET RESOURCES COMMENSURATE TO THE CHALLENGE ARE
SORELY LACKING.

THE LACK OF RESOURCES HAS BEEN PARTICULARLY ACUTE IN CHILD CARE
PROGRAMS OVER THE PAST DECADE. EVEN AS THE NEED CONTINUES TO
GROW (MORE MOTHERS ARE WORKING OUTSIDE THE HOME AND MORE FAMILIES
ARE FALLING BELOW THE POVERTY LINE) OUR BUDGETS HAVE SUFFERED
SIGNIFICANT RETRENCHMENT AND WHAT REMAINS HAS BEEN SERIOUSLY
ERDDED BY INFLATION.

WE IN THE STATES HAVE STRUGGLED TO KEEP PACE WITH THE ESCALATION
IN THE DEMAND FUR CHILD CARE SERVICES. SOME HAVE KEPT UP BETTER
THAN OTHERS. BUT WE HAVE ALL BECOME PAINFULLY AWARE THAT STATE
GOVERNMENT. THE PRIVATE AND NOT-FOR-PROFIT SECTORS, ADVOCATES AND
FAMILTES CANNOT DO IT ALONE IF THE JOB IS TO BE DONE WELL. THE
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT MUST BE A PART OF THE PARTNERSHIP IF WE ARE TO
ENSURE ACCESS TO AFFORDABLE, QUALITY, SAFE CARE FOR OUR NATION'S
CHILDREN.

THANK YOU. AGAIN, FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO TESTIFY TODAY. I WOULD
LIKE TO DEFER SPECIFIC COMMENTS ABOUT THE BILL TO MY COLLEAGUE
FROM DELAWARE, CHARLES HAYWARD.
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Mr. KiLpee. Thank you very much. We will keep the committee
record open for 2 weeks for inclusion of further testimony.

At that, then, we will stand adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 3:26 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.]

[Submissions for the recerd follow:]
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TESTIMOMY OF + AULIIDE +AFIAHA REGARDING HR 3660

Honorable Chairman Dale E. Kildee and members of the United States House
Committee on Education and Labor along with its Subcommitiee on Humen
Resources:

Aloha.

My name {s Kauanoe Kamana. | wish to testify regarding HR 3660 and to
request that my testimony be enclosed in the hearing record. My specific
concern is that HR 3660 include wording that would allow early childhood
programs conducted entirely through Hawaiian and other Native American
languages to choose staff based on qualifications within the native tradition
rather than qualifications imposed by the dominant culture. Attached is a
copy of a Hawai'i State law that has just such an effect.

1 am o Native Hawaiian mother of a child in a Pinana Leo Hewaiian language
school for preschool-aged children. | am President of the community based
‘Aha Punana Leo, Inc., which assists Hawaiian communities in the
astablishment and administration of Piinana Leo schools, and am also a
member of the faculty o the University of Hawai'i at Hilo. My concern thet
national childcare legisiation make provisions for my child's program end
others like it is based on past experience with state childcare legislation in
Hewai'i.

in the latter half of the nineteenth century, Netive Hawaiians had one of the
highest literacy rates in the world, o literacy rate developed by schools
taught through the Hawaiian language. When Hawai'i was made a territory,
use of the Howaiian language in schools was made illegal. As & consequence
of this law, our Hawaiian language was nearly exterminated and the earlier
association of Hawaiianess with education was lost. By 1983, there were
less then fifty children in the State who spoke Hawaiian fluently and Native
Hawaiians had fellen from the most literate of Hawai'i's many ethnic groups
to the ethnic group seen as having the most educational problems. That sane
year, & group of Hawaiian speaking educators established the 'Aha Piinana
Leo, Inc. to initiate community schools that would bring small non-Hawaiian
speaking Hawaiian children into an environment not unlike a preschool in
which they would be completely surrounded by Hawaiian speaking aduits as
earlier generations had been.

The Punana Leo schools operate yearround, five days a week, ten hours a day.
Gredustes of the schools have gone on to public school where they have
performed ot average or above average levels. Their command of what was
once @ language doomed to extinction has given them ano their families a
great sense of pride and 8 positive self image. We have also noticed their
improved attitude towards learning Standard English rather than the local
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TESTIMONY FROM KAUANOE KAMANA REGARDING HR 3660
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Pidgin English prevaient among Hawaiian children. This ettitude is again
reminiscent of that of the older generation who were fluent in the formal,
educated form of Hawaiian and £nglish. Qur accomplishments resulted from
the use of our own Hawaiian speaking people following our own methods of
childcare and education rather than Western methods. The success of our
program, however, has depended on the existence of special legislation
passed in 1986.

Unti1 1986, childcare conducted through the Hawaiian language for and by the
Hawaiian community, faced & huge obstacle: the State of Hawai'i required’
that childcare programs be staffed with individuals with considerable
academic training and experience in Western style childcare taught through
English. This requirement prevented those with the best traditional
Hawaiian qualifications from running Punana Leo schools. Becouse those
with Western qualifications found it nearly impossible to obtain true fluency
in Hawaiian and practical abilit) in traditional Hawaiian culture, the older
State laws effectively ruled cut childcare through the indigenous Hawaiian
language and culture. Wanting to work as a people to save our language and
culture from extir ztion, we parents turned to the State legisiature for
assistance.

Although some Western-style early education professionals opposed our
parent group, other professionals and our legislators supported a special
exemption on staffing qualifications for programs concucted entirely in
Hawaiian. Their decision to support us was greatly influenced by recent
studies that have shown that forced Westernization of the Howaeiian people
has had an extremely negative impact on our educationsi achievement, social
status and even health. Another important influence has been the move
throughout the country to grant Native Americans, including Native
Hawaiians, more control over their lives as reflected by President Reagan’s
policy on Native American Self Determination, issued on January 23, 1963.
Most important however was the clesr evidence that without a special
provision of this sort our program would die and with it the Hawaiian
language.

| urge your committee to consider the possibility that federal childcare
legislation, if improperly worded, could eliminate our program and with it
our language whose great value is expressed in our ancestra! saying: | ka

‘dlelo nd ke ola: | ko ‘Olels ng ko make "With language rests life and with
language rests death.”

Mahalo no ka hoolohe “ana mai. (Thank you for hearing me.)-~

Q
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ACT 719

has terminated. No business may become a qualified business after the date of
zone termination. The county governing body may amend its application wi*h
the approval of the department; proyided the county governing body proposes
an incentive equal to or superior to the unamended application."

SECTION 2. This Act shall take effect upon its approval.
(Approved April 22, 1986.)

ACT 79 S.B. NO. 2126-86

A Bill for an Act Relating to Education.
Be It Enacted by the Legislature of the State of Hawaii:

SECTION 1. Section 346-152, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is amended to
read as follows:

“{{1§346-152( 1] Exclusions; exemptions. (a) Nothing in this part shall

be construed to include:

(1) [An individual] A person caring for [a related child] children

clated to the caregiver by bl or marriage;

(2) [A neighbor or friend caring for no more than two children, if the
person provides care for] A_person, group of persons, or facility
caring for a child less than three hours a day but not more than two
times a woek;

(3) A kindergarten, school, or program licensed by another depart-
ment;

(4) A program which provides exclusively for a specialized training or
skill of eligible pupils in public and private schools through age
seventeen, including but not limited to programs providing such
activities as athletic sports, foreign language, the Hawaiian lan-
guage, dance, drama, music, or martial arts; and

(5) A multi-service organization or community association duly incor-
porated under the laws of the State which operates for the purpose
of promoting recreation, health, safety, or social group functions for
eligible pupils in public and private schools through age seventeen.

(b) Staff members of programs taught solely in Hawaiian which promote
fluency in the Hawaiian language shall be exempt from any regulations requiring
academic training or certification.”

SECTION 2. Statutory material to be repealed is bracketed. New
statutory material is underscored.

SECTION 3. This Act shall take effect upon its approval.
(Approved Apni 22, 1986.)

ACT 80 S.B. NO. 2268-86

A Bill for an Act Relating to Attorneys’ Fees.
Be It Enacted by the Legislature of the State of Hawail:

SECTION 1. The legislature finds that article XI, section 9, of the
Constitution of the State of Hawaii has given the public standing to use the

104 .
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THE CHILDREN'S FOUNDATION
815 Fifteenth Street, N W , Suite 928 » Washington. D C 20005
(202) 347-3300

The Children's Foundat:ion
Kay Hollestelle, Executive Director
Statement for the Record
Hearing, February 25,1988
subcommittee on Human Resources oOf the
HOuse Committee on Education and Labor

The Children's Foundation 1s a nonprofit advocacy organiza-
tion established in 1969. Our mission 1s to provide a voice for
children and their families on issues Of critical concern.
Through the years these issues have included: welfare reform,
federal food assistance programs for children, adequate health
care and housing, the enforcement Of court-ordered child support
and affordable quality child care. We have been working on the
1ssue of child care since 1975 and since 1977 exclusively with
family day care providers. [amily day care is where the vast
majority of infants and preschoolers are cared for. We estimate
that at least two mill:ion providers care for almost six million
children.

The Act for Better Ch:1ld Care Services (H.R. 3660) calls
attention tO the tremendous, but as yet unrecognized, impor.ance
of family day care by providing new resources to strengthen it.
It addresses such issues as the wide variat:ion in regulations
from state to state: the lack of training regquirements in many
states and the dearth of available resources for training child
care providers.

Training for child care providers in general and family day
care providers in particular is the vehicle by which ultimately
millions of children could be sarved. H.R. 3660 makes it
possible for thousands of providers to receive the training they
are seeking in order tO provide the kind of child care parents
want for their children. 7Training is the cornerstone to quality
child care.

We urge Congress tO pass this legislation. This country
cannot continue to drift along with absolutely no overall policy
regarding the welfare of 1ts youngest c:itizens.

O



