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410 547-6600
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" The Annie E. Casey Foundation ‘ ASSESSING THE CHILD C ARE

- CHALLENGE:

WHERE DO WE GO FROM HERE ?

-

The issue of child care, already a growing problem for America’s families, has
captured the attention of policymakers in Congress and the White House. It is also
the focus of the Annie E. Casey Foundation’s latest KIDS COUNT Data Book, which
highlights the special need for safe and adequate child care for 10 million kids whose
parents work at low-wage jobs, often at night or on weekends.” The Data Book finds
that the current child care systems are hurting kids, costing businesses and sabotaging
welfare reform. That is why even bipartisan recognition of the need for increased
child care is not enough.

Douglas W. Nelson

President of The Annie E. Casey Foundation
Invites You to Join Him

for a Panel Discussion on this Urgent Issue

Tuesday, May 5, 1998 Moderator:
10:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon

at the National Press Club, Holeman Lounge
14™ and F Streets, NW

Yolie Flores Aquilar, President of

Washington, DC of Child Care for Los Angeles

Panelists:

3 Bruce Reed, Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy

. Ron Haskins, Staff Director, House Ways and Means Subcommittee on
Human Resources

. Sharon Lynn Kagan, The Bush Center on Chlld Development and Socnal Policy,
Yale University

. James Stojak, Executive Vice President, Global Fulfillment, Citicorp Credit
Services, Inc.

. Mary Palmer Smith, Executive Director, Babyland Nursery, Inc.

For more information or to R.S.V.P. call 202-879-9314

the Los Angeles County Board of
Education, and formerly, Director
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DRAFT
MANDATORY & MATCHING FUNDS - OUTLAY SUMMARY

. Outlay Rates

Asof 1/31/88 _As of 1/31/87
FY87 Mandatory Funds - 80.8% 24.7%
FY97 Matching Funds ~ 80.1% 22.6%
FY98 Mandatery Funds ' 27.3% -

- FY38 Matching Funds : 28.4% ' -

CBO's baseline projection assumes that FY0S8 child care funas will be displaced by
leftaver FY97 funds’ States will spend their fundy remaining from FY@? first, and some
portion of new FY®8 funds will go unused by States, -

The Administration's projection assumes that States will uge alf their FY97 and Fyes
funds, and current sutlay data Support this. While prier year outlays are running at g
very-high rate (80%), the rate of new funds drawn down by States so far during FYo8 |

_ higherthan at the same period last year (see table above). in addition, outlay rates

for-the first quarter gre normally low for all programs. Therefore, while States are
spanding down their leftover FY97 balances, there I3 every indication that States wif
use all of their FYS8 child care funds.

As the chart below indicates, FY98 outlays are currently running higher than either
- 'CBO or Administration projections.

'FY 1298 Child Care Outlays
FYRA Actunls A.nnu'nllzad

FY88 Actuals through
Jan,

HHS Projection

CBO Prajection

E Y 1,000 1,500 2000 . 2,800
' 8's In Milllons
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. CHILD CARE INITIATIVE: STATE ABILITY TO SPEND FEDERAL DOLLARS

Question:

Answer:

Additional-

€ven spending the resources théy currently have? States are only drawing

~down thejr money at a 70% rate-- that Suggests they don't need additiona|

funds.

We project that the States wijl Spend all of their FY97 child care funds and- =
know that states have obligated 99 percent of their funds. While it is trye that

child care outlays were 72 percent of the budget authority in FY97, this does
not mean that the money will not be spent or is not needed. We project that

-states will outlay aroung 90 percent of their chilg care funds in two years and

that virtually all of the money will ottlay over the course of four years.

In any program .mdney does ndt'outlay immediately. States first need to
make commitments to spend the money -- they enter into contracts, place

need for child care funds, is

of money that states have committed to spend.

have obligated over 99 percent of the chilg care funds available unger the
new welfare law for Fy 1997, The fact that States have committeq virtually
all of this money demonstrates the tremendous need for chilg care, and
President Clinton has continued to urge States to invest their dollars helping
these working families. - : '

The passage of the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity
Reconciliation Act restructured funding of the chilg care program, and it was
expected that States would re quire some time to transition. ‘However,
despite the extreme changes in the Program, States reacted quickly to the A
need for child care funds and have drawn down the vast majority (72 percent

of 1997 funds) of chilg care money.




’ . . N .
Even with.the Federal and State dollars currently availaple, we are. only

serving a small percentage of eligible children from working families. While
the most recent data from 1995 indicates we serve over 1 million children,
there are approximately 10 miltion children eligible for federal child care

assistance. .

s




TO: Bruce ST

FROM: Jen and Neera .
RE: “KIDS COUNT”.Panel Drscusslon )

DATE.: 5/4/98 .

Tomorrow you will participate in a panel discussion on child care sponsored by The Annie
E. Casey Foundation. Casey is releasing its KIDS COUNT Data Book, an annual - publication
tracking the status of children in the United States, and has focused this year’s edition on child care.
The report highlights the need for safe, adequate and affordable child care, particularly. for the 10
_ million children who grow up in low-income working farnilies (March Current Populatlon Survey,

© U.S. Census Bureau). The report also concludes that child care is crucial to.the success of welfare

reform --notlng that as more families leave welfaré for work, they should not be requ1red to
compromise their paramount obligations to their children. :

. KIDS COUNT Report

‘ nghhghts The report talks about the need for caring and reliable child care for chlldren in
the crucial early years and for safe and structured activities for school age children. It notes that the
_.demand for child care is increasing; today, nearly 29 million American children under 13 are likelyto
need child care while their parents work (over half of the children in that age group). Casey also
reports that child care is unaffordable for many families, consuming 25 percent of income for '
low-income families. The report includes information about the difficulty families face.simply finding
child care, particularly low-income workers with nontraditional hours. Finally, Casey notes that
quality is uneven and often poor and that 1nadequate care can have a dramatic 1mpact on children’s

development . ~ : -

Recommendati_ons. The Casey Foundation commends the President’s child care initiative
and points to a number of model states that are providing child care in order to assure responsible
welfare reform:. - Their recommendations include: (1) child care should be made more affordable

~ through increased subs1d1es (i.e., states should reach all working families with i incomes up to 85% of
state median income)-and by makmg the Dependent Care Tax Credit refundable; (2) employers have
an important role to play in providing child care for their employees; (3) quality should be addressed
by improving the training and compensation of child care providers and by enforcing adequate state -
licensing standards; (4) tax credits for families with a stay-at-home parent should be explored; and
(5) parents need information in-order to become better consumers of child care.

- Panel DiscuSsiOn r

The panel discussi'on.vvill include the followi'ng speakers (bios attached):

. '_ '.Sharon Lynn Kagan Yale s Bush Center on Child Development and Social Policy
» _ James Stojak, Exec. VP, Global Fulfillment, Citicorp Credit Services, Inc.

»  'Mary Palmer Smith, Exec. Director, Babyland Nursery, Inc.
. Ron Haskins, Staff Director, House Ways and Means Subcommittee on Human Resource
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- The panel’s focus will be on how to solve the child care challenge. The discussion will touch on child -

care policy today, future problems, and solutions to the child care challenge on the local, state, and
national level, from both the private and non-profit sector.

You should make the following general points: .

During the policy development process, we based our proposal on a set of values: First, child
care is critical to working families; second, parents know best what is right for their children
and we must support thier choices; and third, states.and-communities need ﬂex1b11ty and
federal government shoud give them that ﬂex1b111ty '

‘We also re'cognized that states and local communities are finding the solutions to the child -

care challenges throughout the nation. States are developing innovative approaches to solve
meet the need for more affordable; accessible, higher quality care. 'As the Casey report notes, .
states such as Illinois and Minnesota are explormg innovative approaches to provide child-
care assistance for all low-mcome fam111es :

" In addltlon, local communities are trying to find child care solutlons that meet their partlcular?

needs. For example: In the ‘Atlanta area, Save the Children Child Care Support Center’s
Family child-care networks offer family child-care providers an opportunity to increase their

- skills and improve the quality of their services. In Newark, New Jersey, Babyland Family

Services, provides entry-level employment, training, career development, and entrepreneurial -
opportunities for hundreds of community residents at its child-care centers and Ms. Smith will

“tell us more about this[MARY PALMER SMITH, ONE OF THE PANELISTS,

REPRESENTS BABYLAND. ]

The President’s initiative builds on.these state and local 1n1t1at1ves and supports individual

. choice and state flexibility. Today; parents choose.a wide range of child care situations -- be

it relative care, family day care, or center-based care. "The entire package is tailored to
provide maximum ﬂex1b111ty to parents so that they can make whatever choices are best for
their families.

Then discuss the details of the President’s initiatives. [See attached one -pager.]

We anticipate that the most difficult arguments, will come from Ron Haskins. He may argue that

states have more than enough TANF money that they can use for child care and he may well refer to
CBO’s recent projection that states will not.use the new child care funds proposed by the President.
In’ response you should make the following arguments ‘ '

Most 1mportantly,‘ ‘the President’s chlld care initiative is designed to address the child care
needs of all low-income working families, not only those coming off welfare. We know from -
HHS data that many states are setting their elegibility rates far below the federal eligibility
rate. Additional funding will help working families who have never been on welfare as well
as those families coming off welfare to help meet child care costs that can make up as much




as 25% of their income.

. At first, many on the Hill argued that states still aren’t using all their current CCDBG funds.
In response, we made clear that state financial reports received thus fare show that States
have obligated over 99% of the FY 1997 child care funds available to them under the new
welfare law. Obligations represent the amount of money that States are committed to
spending, reflecting the amount of contracts and agreements that States have made for which
expenditures and outlays will be made at a later point. :

. States are spending TANF funds at a rapid rate -- they have obligated 90% of their F'Y 97
TANF awards. By the end of March, their FY 98 outlay rate was about 66% (a higher rate
than the comparable figure for March of 1997). The ev1dence indicates that States are
drawmg down their TANF ﬁmds - :

. To date, few States have transferred funds into CCDBG. In FY 97, less than $180 million
(slightly more than 1 percent) of TANF funds were transferred into CCDBG. In addition,
- under CCDBG, states are allowed to ask for. reallocations of remaining funds that states do
not use. At the end of last year, three-fourths of all states asked for reallocations, already
getting in line for any additional funding. This indicates there is a strong demand for-funds.

. Finally, we strongly disagree with CBO’s projection that states won’t use additional CCDBG'
funds. A recent GAO Report, titled Welfare Reform: States’ Efforts to Expand Child Care
Programs, studied seven states’ child care expenditures under welfare reform and found that
all seven states are unable to fund child care for all families meeting the federal eligibility
criteria who might benefit from such assistance. .

- ’

[Note for your purposes as background 6n CBQ’s projections: -

'OMB’s projection are based on different assumptions than is CBO’s. As the Child Care entitlement
- stands today, at the end of each year, states may request a reallocation of funds that are not used by .

other states.[See above bullet.] CBO assumes that there would be no request for reallocation and

" therefore, some funds would simply lapse. However, as pointed out above, three quarters of all states
have requested reallocation. Thus, far there has not been much money reallocated because states are

usmg their funds.

Indeed, recent outlays indicate that CBO’s projections are overly negative. We should look at what - -

" happened: During first quarter of 1997, the rate of outlay was 22% for matching funds, and 24% for.

non-matching funds. By the end of the year, 1997 funds were outlayed at roughly 90% for both |

"matching and non-matching funds. For 1998, the rate of outlay was 28% for matching and 27% for -

non-matching funds, which. was higher than the previous year and higher than both OMB’s and
CBO’s projections. In fact, we assume a four-year outlay rate of -67%, whrch is much more -
conservative than actual. outlays have been up to th1s point.] :




e

The Aniite

o F Gopey Founducion ASSESSING THE CHILD CARE

7ot St.-Paul Srreet
Baltimore, MD 21202
410 547-0Coo

FAN »UOHS.}-T-G(\.‘..{

CHALLENGE

WHERE DO WE GO FROM HERE ?

The issue. of child care, already a'->'growi'ng problem-.for America’s families, has
captured the attention of policymakers in Congress and the White House, It is also
the focus of the Annie E ‘Casey Foundation’s latest KIDS COUNT Data Book, which

. highlights. the special need for safe and adequate child care for 10 million kids whose

parents work at low-wage jobs, often at night or on weekends.” The Data Book finds:
that the-current child care systems are hurting kids, costing busmesses and sabotaging
welfare reform. - That is why even blpartlsan recognition of the need for increased

"chlld care is not enough. -

Douglas W.-Nelson

Presrdent of The Annie E. Casey Foundatlon
Invites You to Join Him =

for a Panel Discussion :on this Urgent Issue

Tuesday, May 5, 1998 - ' : Moderator: :

10:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon ' : Yolie Flores Aguilar, President of
at the National Press Club, Holeman Lounge

14™ and F Streets, NW :

the Los Angeles County Board of -
. Education, and formerly, Director

~ Washmgton DC. e of Child Care for Los Angeles
" Panelists: : ‘ e
. Bruce Reed, Assistant to the Presldent for Domestrc Pohcy :
¢+ Ron Haskins, Staff Director, House Ways and Means Subcommnttee on
. Human Resources
. Sharon Lynn Kagan, The Bush Center on Chrld Development and Social Policy,
Yale University
¢ James Stojak, Executive Vice President, Global Fqu‘ liment, Crtlcorp Credit
© Services, Inc.
. Mary Palmer Smith, Executlve Dlrector Babyland Nursery, Inc.

For more mformatlon or to R S. V P. call 202 879 9314
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MEDIA ADVISORY . . . _Contactt - Anneliesa Clump
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o 1998 KIDS COUNTData Book O
NEW DATA ON THE CHILD CARE CHALLENGE AND :
" RECOMMENDATIONS FOR REFORM TO BE RELEASED
States Ranked‘BestThrough,Worst On Children’s Well-Being

. WHEN: S Tuesday, May 5th at 9: 30 a.m.

WHERE . First Amendment Lounge, Natlonal Press Club
- "14" and F Streets, NW Washmgton D.C.

WHO: Representatrves of the Anme E Casey F oundat1on publisher of

- the KIDS COUNT Data Book. (Including Oz Nelson, Retired Chairman and
CEO of UPS and Chalrman of the Annie E. Casey Foundation Broad of Trustees,
Douglas W. Nelson President of the Annie E. Casey Foundatlon and William

- O’Hare, KIDS COUNT- Coordlnator) .

For the working parents of 30 million Amerrcan children, finding affordable, safe, and accessible child
care is a daily crunch. But for 10 million kids whose parents work at low-wage jobs, often at night or.on
weekends, securing'safe and adequate child care amounts to a full-blown crisis. The 9" annual KIDS .

~COUNT Data Book reports on the state of our child care system and underscores the need for lncreased
Chlld care support, particularly for workrng poor famrlles :

. The KIDS COUNT Data Book also provrdes detailed national and state ﬁgures on indicators such as
juvenile crime arrest rate, high school dropout rate, and percent of children in poverty. The state-by-state.
rankings as well as other findings of the 1998 KIDS C OUNT Data Book, will be released at the press
conference and discussed at the panel followrng -

For more 1nformat10n to get an embargoed copy of the KIDS COUNT Data Book and state fact sheets or’
to arrange 1nterv1ews please call 202 393 lOlO : :

A PANEL DISCUSSION on how to solve the child care challenge featurmg policy-
“makers, advocates, and leading academics will be at 10: 30 a.m. in the Holeman
Lounge, National Press Club :

CHEE




Date: 05/05/98 Time: 18 01 ‘ :
" bClinton Statement on Casey Foundatlon Report on Childcare

To: Natlonal Desk
Contact: White House Press Office, 202-456-2100" .
~ WASHINGTON, May 5 /U.S. Newswire/ -- The following statement
from President Clinton was released today by the White House:

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT '

I want to commend the Annie E. ‘Casey Foundation for ‘its KIDS
COUNT Data Book, which highlights the need for safe and affordable
child care for millions of America's working families. The ‘report,
released today, provides important evidence of the child. care
challenges facing families, businesses, Yand the economy.

KIDS COUNT reports that'every day, parents of 29 million
children struggle to find safe and affordable child care so that '
they can go to work. The challenge is especially great for the
working parents of 10 million children in low-income families. The
report tells us that this need continues to grow; that child care '
is unaffordable for many families, consuming 25 percent of income
for many low-income families; that quality is uneven and often
poor; and that inadequate “care can have a dramatlc impact on
.chlldren s development.

"This report provides further ev1dence of the urgency for.
Congress to act on child care legislation. Too many American
families are struggling to find and afford child care to meet their
obligations as workers and their more important responsibility as
parents. My child care initiative will help working families pay
for child care, build ‘a good supply of after-school programs,
improve the safety and quality of care, and promote early learning.
Today, I again call on‘Congress to act, and I look forward to
working with Members in both parties to enact comprehensive
bipartisan child care legislation that .meets the needs of children
and families.

-0-

/U.S. Newswire 202- 347 2770/
‘APNP -05-05-98 1801EDT
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4-28-1998 1:12PM  FROM MARY BOURDETTE SB6905750 P , ' . P

'DATE:4/28/98

' U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
. 200 INDEPENDENCE AVE., SW -
- WASHINGTON, D.C. 20201

PHONE: (202) G90-6311 . Eax (207) Gen-8425
" OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR LEGISLATION

HUMAN SERVICES LEGISLATION
ROOM 413 H HUMPHREY BUILDING

. FROM:
TO : Jen.Klein
OFFICE : _WH/DPC.
ROOM NO
PHONE NO

FAxﬁo_ 17/;6—‘91??6‘)

TOTAL PAGES
INCLUDING COVER} : 3

REMARKS: Here’s some notes that you may want to use to brief Bruce for his
Casey presentation. ‘I have some attachments for it, but a little much to fax
- so I’1l brlng them over before end of week -- is that soon enocugh? I do
think that since he goes first, he may want to 1n1tla11y undercut the
arguments that Ron will be maklng

See ya'”




'4-28-1998 1:13PM . FROM MARY BOURDETTE S6925758"

Jen,

As Bruce prepares for his Casey presentation on child care
next week, he should anticipate that Ron Haskins will argue that
states are swimming in money and, .as a result, there is no need
to glve them another 521 billion for child care. He is' likely to
axrgue thls from three perspectlves o C

1. States aren't even spendlng all .their current Chlld Care and
-.Development Block Grant (CCDBG) funds '

'Thls was the initial Republican_argument against the
President’s initiative. We have-developed the attached (#1)
to refute this and have spent considerable time with hill
staff trylng to convince them that this argument doesn’t
hold water. As a result, Ron wmay not put much emphasis on
this point and may move onto points 2 and 3.

2. States have tons of TANF funds that they can uSe for child
care. :

Ron definitely will emphasize this argument and point to
current TANF. spending as well as CBO estimates re future
TANF spending to make the case. that . states will have lots of
money they can transfer to CCDBG.

As per the: attached (#2) there are several p01nts to make
-in response'

» States are. spendlng TANF funds at ey rapld rate-- they.
have obligated 90 % of their FY 97 TANF awards. By the
_end of March, their-FY 98 outlay rate was about 66% (a
“higher rate than the comparable figure for March of.
1997) . The evidence indicates that States are draw1ng
down theixr TANF funds. S

> To date few States have transferred funds into
CCDBG. In FY 97, less than $180 million (slightly more

. than 1 percent) of TANF funds ‘were transferred into
CCDEBG. ' _ .

> Wlth respect to. future TANF funds, states will face
increasing welfare to work costs as. the work

- requirements increase and their rolls are ‘composed. of.
harder-to- place recipients w1th .more dlfflcult needs.

> Further keep in mind that Congress spec1f1cally
allowed states unlimited time to obligateé their TANF
funds so that they would have their funds ‘available for
rainy days or contlngency purposes. - Can’t both set
aside the funds for a rainy day and use them for child
care. (A caution here, we can’t say for sure how much
states are plannlng to set aside for rainy day funds,
81nce they can’t draw them down for thls purpose -—
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rather they simply'don't obligaté these funds and they
therefore remain available for the state to use at a
later po;nt ) ' :

3. CBO pro;ects that states won’t use the new chlld care funds
proposed by the President.

» While OMB projects that states will use all of their
new child care funds each year, CBRO’s initial
projections. (#3) are that states won’'t begin to use the
new- chlld care subsidy funds until FY 2003

» These progectlons are 51mply unbelievable in light of
all the evidence about the neéd for child care -
especially among working (non-welfare) families.

are only serving a small fraction of those ellglble for
CCDBG; there’s 5 million latch-key kids out there; CDF
has highlighted state waiting lists; the press reports
every day on the dlfflculty parents face flndlng or
affordlng Chlld care.

Hope this helps - all of us here would be happy to prov1de you
any other information Bruce may need for this. :

Mary
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THE CHILD CARE CHALLENGE
MAKING CARE AF FORDABLE PRACTICAL AND TRUSTWORTHY

9“‘ ANNUAL STUDY OF U. S CHILDREN MANDATES ACTION

. WASHINGTON, DC - Every working day, 'parents of 29 million children confront the
challenge of finding safe and reliable child care while balancing the demands of work. But
. finding adequate and affordable care for the 10 million children in America s lowest income
‘families is a never—endlng crisis. '

, - That is the central ﬁnding highlighted in the 1998 edition of the Annie E. Casey
Foundation’s KIDS COUNT Data Book. According to_that report, child care costs consume, on
average, fully one-fourth of the income. of those Americans who earn less than $1,200 a month — -
even after. existing public subsidies are counted. '

Moreover demand for available Chlld care is soanng, ‘driven by the fact that an estimated R
70 percent of all women with pre- school children - including millions of former welfare mothers
—will be working outside the home by the year 2000.

Amerlcan families need a- Chlld care system that is affordable practical and
; trustworthy,” says Douglas W. Nelson, president of the Casey Foundation. “If we don’t improve
upon the current state of child care, we will not only undermine welfare reform and weaken the -
future workforce, but we also end up putting tens-of thousands of children in harm’s way.” ’

-~ The ninth annual KIDS COUNT report also finds dangerously few good options for the
more than one-fourth of working poor parents who do not work traditional 9-to-5, Monday-to-
Friday shifts, when child care is now most often available. And the study documents a growing
need for after-school programs for some 3.5 million young children who are left by themselves
until their parents return from work.

Even when parents can find Chlld care, 1t is often substandard One mult1 state: study cited
"in the report found that only 1 out of 12 infant and toddler rooms at child care centers provided °
developmentally appropriate care, and 40 percent were deemed a potential threat to children's
‘health and safety. The report links low quality child care to low wages and inadequate training
~ for child-care workers - problems that make it difficult to attract and retain skilled staff.
' ‘ (more)
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| “Parents tryino to make ends mieet and provide duality care for their children need a child
care environment that helps prepare their children for school.” Nelson said. *‘Success begins from
the start, but 50 does failure. Nurturlm__, high quality child care puts chlldren on the road to
success.’ .

Well"are'-_to-Work: The Child Care Deficit

The report empha51zes that the lack of affordable and practical day careis a 51gn1ﬁcant
_ barrier preventing welfare recipients from making a successful transition to employment. A study
in Minneapolis, for example, found that one-quarter of the former welfare recipients on the
waiting list for child care went back on public assistance.because child care never materialized.

_ Without coordinated efforts by government, business, and religious and civic
organizations, affordable, practical, and trustworthy child ¢are will never become a reality for the
people. who need it most, the report asserts. :

“If we fail to provide children, especially those poor children who are most at risk, with
quality child care, we are gambling with their future,” said Nelson. “Child care is a.make-or-break
issue for welfare parents making the transition into the workforce. Welfare reform that puts
mothers to work at the cost of putting their children in jeopardy is a flawed reform.”

As the report notes, child care complications affect not only welfare mothers, but all
working families. In fact, 75 percent of working mothers reported disruptions in job attendance
due to child care difficulties. Meanwhile, according to estimates cited in the study, U.S. business
is losmo $3 billion in product1v1ty each year because of working parents problems w1th child care:

- ‘The report ‘underscores the need for increased funding for federal child care block grants
to the states-as well as the-desirability of expanding and making refundable the dependent care tax
crédit. States are urged to ensure that subsidy levels are sufficient for low-income and
welfare-to-work families. The report also exhorts states to make assistance more flexible to
accommodate the needs and preferences of low-income families.” ' o

To improve quality, the report recommends better compensation and training for child
care employees. Minimum quality standards by states and consisterit enforcement of these
standards by public agencies are also récommended. In order to meet the special needs of .
low-income families, the report calls for more investment in neighborhood-based child care,
including centers operated by churches'and community organizations as well as programs located -
in schools or public housing communities. Such local facilities offer not only convenience to
~“parents, but also employment and training for neighborhood residents.

(more)
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Finally, the report urges that:more information be available to parents so that they can
become better consumers of child care. To assist with consumer awareness, the 1998 Data Book:
- 1s being issued with a resource kit, éntitled Child Care You Can Count On: Model Programs and

. Polzczes that details where parents and chlld care providers can find the best practices inthe

field.

In addition to providing child care facts and analysis, the 1998 KIDS COUNT Data Book
updates the Casey Foundation’s annual comprehensive state-by-state statistical assessment of the
well-being of American children. Using the best available government data, the report uses
several key indicators to track the condition of children over time. (For a more complete
summary of these indicators, with background information for each state, including
demographic, economic and health data;, see the enclosed National Fact Sheet, or use the on-line
database available at www.kidscount.org).

-~ The Annie E. Casey Foundation is a private charitable organization dedicated to helping
build better futures for disadvantaged children and families in the United States. It was
established in 1948 by Jim Casey, one of the founders of ‘United Parcel Service, and his siblings,
who named the F oundatlon in honor of their mother. -

Along with publlshmg the KIDS COUNT Data Book, the Casey Foundation also funds a
nationwide network of state-level KIDS COUNT projects that provide more detailed,
community-by- commumty data on the condition of children.”

i
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BODY :
Many day care centers, espec1ally for proﬁt cha1ns are h1r1ng welfare
rec1p1ents to care for young ch1ldren :

In a survey of 158 centers in five cities, the ‘Center. for the Child Care Work
Force, a nonprofit research and advocacy group in Washmgton found that 35
percent of the centers employed welfare rec1p1ents :

But 80 percent of the for-proflt chains, the fastest-growing Segment of the
day care industry, employed welfare recipients as against 40 percent of the
independent, nonprofit centers, 30 percent of the church sponsored centers and

- 20 percent of the independent, for-proflt centers.

. "For-profit child care has a history of go‘ing after low-wage workers," said -
'Deborah Phillips, an author of the study. "They used to go after grandparents, .-

. and now they're going to welfare recipients. They are hired primarily as the
lowest-paid assistants at centers with the lowest wages. Absent training and
anything like a decent wage, this solution to welfare reform and néed for
child ¢are is unlikely to provide women a route to self-sufficiency." -~

The Federal welfare overhaul law requires recipients with young children'to . .
ﬁnd work, and that has increased the demand for both child care services and
_jobs for many women with little education or job training. Many states have
responded to those dual needs by putting those women to work in child care’
centers, raising concerns both for the women hired and the children they care . .
-~ for. : s

The centers that pay the lowest wages are the ones most likely to employ
welfare recipients. Fewer than half the centers that hire welfare recipients.
offer on-site training, and only 1in 5 offers the kind of college-credit
training required for the better-paying child care jobs.




"These women are just thrust into classrooms," said Ms. Phillips! who is also
director of the National Academy of Science's Board on Children, Youth and
Families. "If this was first-grade teachers we were talklng about, I dont think
we'd consider doing this." :

The new study is based on a sample of child care centers in Atlanta, Boston,
Detroit, Phoenix and Seattle. In 1988, the center did an in-depth study of
staffing and quality at 227 centers in those cities; finding that the best
child care was in nonprofit centers, and those with the highest wages, lowest
turnover, best training and fewest ch11dren assigned to each teacher.

The centers in the new study. represent those from the original sample that
were still operating-and willing to participate in the follow-up. The 70 percent
that survived and were included in the new study, the center said, tended to be
the better ones.

" But even among these centers, ‘wages and turnover remain problems ‘The average ;. -
turnover rate was 31 percerit, with:one-fifth of the centers reported losing half
or more of their teaching staff in the past year. Turnover in the for-profit '
chains was 45 percent, compared with 20 percent in the centers accredited by the..
National Association for the Education of Young Chrldren

Centers that pay higher wages have less turnover. But the average child care
worker earns less than-a parking lot attendant. Entry-level child care jobs pay
$6 an hour, or $10,500 a year, a rate that; adjusted for inflatio, has -
increased just a penny an hour over the last decade, and one that keeps many -
child care workers below the Federal poverty line, $12,830 for a family of

‘three. Even child care teachers in the highest-paid category -- mostly people
with college degrees and early childhood tra1mng -- earn $10.85 an hour, or
$18,988 a year, less than the $19,656 average salary of work1ng women w1th a
high-school d1ploma

The decade. between the two studies was a time of increased public funding for
low-income families' child care, through the Child Care and Development Block
Grant. For-profit chains tripled their revenues.from public subsidies over the
last decade, the study- found, while independent nonprofit centers experrenced a .
4 percent decrease in revenue from public subsidies.

The center would not say which fOr-proﬁt chains were included in'the study.
GRAPHIC Chart: "BY THE NUMBERS Near the Bottom" '

The median hourly wage of ch1ld care workers falls short compared with other
workers. - -




‘Minimum wage $5.15"

Child care wofke;,:‘.6; 2.

- Parking lot attendant: 638 T:'_f o

Animal caretaker: 6.90
Preschool teacher: 7.80
Secretary: 10.61 = °

Bus driver: 11.56

Flight attendant: 16.94.
Kindergarten teacher: 19.16"

(Source: Bh{eau of Labor Statistics) -
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ASSESSING THE CHILD CARE CHALLENGE:
WHERE DO WE GO FROM HERE ?

Tuesday, May 5, 1998

BIOGRAPHIES OF PANELISTS

YOLIE FLORES AGUILAR - Moderator

Yolie Flores

care and edycation leader in Los Angeles.
Capacity Workgroup,
the Los Angeles Roundtable for Children, and serves on the Los Angeles . -
County Wellfare Reform Taskforce.

Child Care
- Council and

Aguilar, President of the Los Angel‘e's Cotuity Board of Education, is a child
Ms. Aguilar chairs the Los Angeles County
is an executive member of the Children’s Planning

Recently, she joined the National Economic

Development and Law Center as a Senior Program Manager, and prior to that she was
Director of Child Care Policy and Planning for the City of Los Angeles and the former

Work/Family Director for the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power. Ms. Aguilar
augural class of the Annic E. Casey Foundation’s ‘Children and Family °

was in the i
. Fellowship I
- policy in thig

rogram. She has played a critical role in shaping the section on child-carc
year’s 1998 KIDS COUNT Duta Book. B

RON HASKINS

" Ron Hasking

-Committee oyi

. House staffe
Mr. Haskins
Committee.
University of
articles on ch
_pnimarily on

is the Staff Director for the Subcommittec on Human Resources of the
i Ways and Mcans, U:S.;House of Representatives. Mr. Haskins is the chief
responsibie for child care related legislation. - Prior to being Staff Director,
was’ welfare counsel for the Republicans on the Ways and Means

" North Carolina at Chapel Hill." Mr. Haskins has published books and
[ldren and policics. Tn his 11 years in Washington, Mr. Haskins has worked
welfare reform, day care, child support enforcement, foster care,

unemployment, and budget issues.

 SHARON L)

Sharon Lynn)

Development
related to ‘the
Kagan is the

Children, Co-Chair of the National Education Goals Panel on Goal One, and a member of’

more than 40

By Chance, the report of The ‘Quality 2000'Initiative,~ and Co-edited new volumes on -

YNN KAGAN

Kagan, Senior Associate at Yale University’s Bush Center in Child

President-Elect of"the National Association for the Education of Young

hational boards or panels. She has recently completed a national study, Not

Reinventing Early -Care and Education, and Children, Families and Government. Dr.
-Kagan has bepn also a Head Start teacher and director, and Director of the New York

. City Mayor’s

Dffice:of Early Childhood Education. - . -

Before working on Capitol Hill, he was a research. professor at the

arid Social Policy, is recognized nationally and internationally for her wark
care and education of young children and their families, Presently, Dr.
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» Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy and Director of the Domestic
Policy. Coujicil, is the chief, architect of the Administration’s child-care proposals. e
oversees a variety of domestic issues including welfare reform, education, health care,
and crime, as well as long-term policy development. Mr. Reed served Deputy Assistant

- to the Presidlent for Domestic Policy from 1993 to 1995 and Assistant to the President for

- Domestic Planning from 1995 to 1996. In 1992, he was Deputy Campaign Manager for
Policy of the Clinton-Gore campaign. From 1990 to 1991, he served as Policy Director
of the Democratic Leadership Council, where he was editor of The New Democrat

magazine. ke worked as Chief Specchwriter to then Senator Al Gore from 1985 to 1989.
' MARY PALMER SMITH

- Mary Palmer Smith is the founder and Executive Director of Babyland Nursery, Inc, a
model child-care center. Ms. Smith operates six child-care centers, which annually
provide quality care to more than 700 children in . the Newark, New Jersey area. In
addition, Babyland has a network of tamily-based child-care providers, training mothers
who can work in their own homes. A high proportion of parlicipating families arc low.
income or o1 welfare, although the centers also serve middle- and upper-income families.
Babyland employs nearly 200 workers, and construction of four new centers will create
additional jgbs-in future years. Ms. Smith recognizes the link between reliable and
affordable child carc and economic independence for working families. Ms. Smith scrved
as a trustee qdf' the New Jersey University of ‘Medicine and Dentisiry. She is a member of
the State Human Services Advisory Council, a member of the State Child Care Advisory
Board to name a few, L

JAMES R, STOJAK

James R. Stojak, Citibank Executive Vice - President, Global Fulfillment, lcads the
Corporation’$ strategic initiatives to deliver the highest quality products and services to
-consumers worldwide. Citibank, one of the world’s leading financial organizations, is-
committed to helping employees balance the demands of work and family by providing
high quality,| affordable, onsite child care at locations across the. United States. Mr.
Stojak directs efforts to establish both short and long term stralegies for the business.
Previously, He served as Senior Vice President of Computing and- Communications at .
Woells Fargo |Bank, San Francisco. Prior to that, Mr. Stojak was Vice President and
Manager of Systems Technology at Continental Ilinois National Bank, where during a
13 year career at the bank he ‘hc'ld; various management positions in systems and
operations. ' »

The Annie E. Casey Foundation is a private charitable organization dedicated to helping build better futures
[or disadvantaged children and families in the United States. ‘The Foundation was cstablished in 1948 by
Jim Casey, one f the founders of the United Parcel Scrvice, and his siblings who named the Foundation in

honor of their mgther. For more information, please visit our website at www.aecf.org,




- Withdrawal/Redaction Marker
Chnton Library

DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE ‘ DATE RESTRICTION

AND TYPE
001. bio ' Ron Haskins (partial) (1 page) ' nd P6/b(6)
COLLECTION:

Clinton Presidential Records . o

First Lady's Office

Neera Tanden (Subject Files)
. OA/Box Number: 20358

FOLDER TITLE:

Kids Count

2012-0057-S
kc654

. , RESTRICTION CODES
Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] ) Freedom of Information Act - [§ U.S.C. 552(b)]
P1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA] . b(1) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal officc [(a)(2) of the PRA] b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA] - - an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA]

financial information {(a)(4) of the PRA] b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
PS Release would disclose confidential advice between the President information [(b)(4) of the FOIA|

and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA] _ b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted i mvasnon of : personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA|

personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA] b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement

. purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]
C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
of gift, financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA]
PRM. Personal record misfile del"ned in accordance with 44 U.S.C. b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
2201(3). ’ concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.




(oo 1

MAY. -04’ 98 {MON) 16:§7 - . , TEL:000 000 0000 P. 005
Brief Biography
_ Ron Haskins
. Aprl 1997
Ron Haskxm is the staff directar'for the Subcommittee on Human Resources of the
Committee on V(ays and Means, U.S. House of Representatives. Prior to becoming staff
director, he was|welfare counse] for the Republicans on the Ways and Means Committee. -

Previously, he was a research professor at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, a

lectuxﬁ in histot::d educarion at the University of North Ca:olma af Charlotte, a high school
social studies te in Charlom:,vNonh Carolina, and a non-commissioned officer in the United ’
States Marine Cprps. After completing his undergraduate degree in history, Haskins‘obta.ined an
M.A. in education and & PRD. in developﬁeuﬁl psychology from the Univ&;ity of North
Carolina at ChaldHill. Haskins has publlsh@dé:ooks and articles on intellectual development,
illness and day dare, day care policy, educati’on’l:olicy.‘ divorce and child support, federal
expenditures an jsocial programs, and federal budget and tax policy. In his 11 years in
Washington, Hasking has worked primarily on welfare reform, day care, child support
enforcement, foster care, unemployment, md budget issues. ﬁe ls remarried and hes four

children ra.nsini inege from 91030,

Address: U.S|House of Representatives -
Committee on Ways and Means -
Subgommittee on Human Resources
B-3]17 Raybum House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515

Phone:

Fax:
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" SHARON LYNN KAGAN, Ed.D.

BIOGRAPHICAL STATEMENT

Sharon Lynn Kagan, Senior Associate at Yale University’s Bush Cenrer in Child
Development and Social Policy, is recognized nationally and intervationally for her
work related to the care and education of young children and their families. Dr. Kagan
is a trequent|consultant to the White House, Congress, the Narional Governors’
Association,|the U.S. Departmenss.of Educarion and Health and Human Services, and
numerous states, foundarions, corporations, and professional associations. sPresentdy,
she is the President-Elect of the National Association for the Education of Young

~ Children (NAEYC), Co-Chair of the National Education Goals Panel on Goal One; and
a8 member of| over 40-national boards or panels. Formerly, Chair of the Family
. Resource Coplition of America's Board of Directors, and 2 member of President
Clinton's edycation transition team, National Commissions on Head Start and Chapter
-1, and the NAEYC Governing Board, Dr. Kagan has received numerous awards,
among them an honorary doctoral degree from Wheelock Collcge and a distinguished |
- alumna award from Teachers College, Columbia. - -

Dr. Kagan is a prolific author, having written over 120 publicarions including
' the authorship or editorship of 12 volumes and the guest editorship of nmerous
journals. In her writings, Dr. Kagan has investigated issues including the development
of policy for children and families, family support, early childhood pedagogy,
strategies for| collaboration and service integrasion, and the evaluation of social
programs. She has recently completed a national study, Nor By Chance, the report of |
- The Quality 2000 Initiative, and co-edited new volumes on Reinvenring Early Care and
Education, and Children, Families and Government. Her analytic work has been
supported by research grants from ten national foundations, along with the U.S."
Deparments of Education and Health and Human Services. Augmenting her
- scholarship with practice in the field, Dr. Kagan has been a Head Start teacher and
_ director, a fellow in the U.S. Senate, an administrator in the public schools, and = -
- - Director of the New York City Mayor’s Office of Early Childhood Education.

12/97
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James R. Stojak -
Executive Vice President, Global Fulfiliment
Citicorp

~ James R. Stojak, Citibank Executive Vice President, Global Fulfillment, leads the Corporation’s
strategic initli\ﬁtrives to deliver the highest quality products and services to cansummers worldwide.
In this role, Mr. Stojak directs efforts to establish both short and long term strategies for the
business, ; o - : ,

‘M. Stajak's gverall responsibilities comprise overseeing and éxpanding the methods of customer
= . interactions, This includes leveraging best practices throughout the corporation to enhance both

the spectrum of products the bank offers and the varlety and quality of methods of customer
contact - from tefephones to ATM;s to personal computers. As a seniar business leader, he has-
overall accounjtability for developing the operational strategic direction to ensure the company |
excals in the c:@mpcu'tivg financial marketplace. Since Joining Citibank in 1985, Mr. Stojak has
held a variety of strategic organizational positions, Joining the corporation as Senior Vice
President, Director of Information Services for Bankcards, he then became General Manager of
Citicorp Credit Services, Inc, Maryland). In 1990, Mr. Stojak assumed overall responsibility for
the bank’s eredit card operations in Sioux Falls, South Dakota; The Lakes, N evada; and =

'Hagerstown, Maryland. In 1993, Mr. Stojak besame a member of the Executiye Team :
responsible for Citicorp’s U.S. Card Products Group. He became Chief Operating Officer for
Europe/North America Bankcards in 1994. He assumed his current responsibilities in February,
1997, : ' - LT » o :

‘Mr. Stojak’s prpfessional backg:ound,iﬁdudes serving as Senior Vice i’resident of Computing
and Communications at Wells Fargo Bank, San Francisco. Prior to that, he was Vice President o
and Manager of Systems Technology at Continental Nlinojs National Bark, where during a 13

year career at tt;e‘bauk he held various management pasitions in Systems and operations, -

Mr. Stajak serves on various ‘professional-ofganjzaﬁo;is. He holds an MBA in Finance .ﬂ('om
‘DePaul Universjty, Dlineis. Mr. Stajak’s office is located in Hagerstown, Maryland.
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Yalie Flores Aguilar, appdh;'cd to the Los Angeles Countfr Bcafd o;f i?,clucaﬁon in
1995, is one of the highest ranking Latinas in local public edu¢ation and in children’s
advocacy. |She is the former Director of Child Care for the City of Los Angeles, and

- currently a Senior Program. Manager with the National Economic Development and

. program,

Law Center where she works with communities across the country in planning for
neighborhoad child care development and implementation. She has also consulted ta

- the Annje [E.. Casey Foundation on child care and Latino children’s issues.

Prgviously] at the Department of Water and Power, she designed and managed DWP
Family Care, a nauonally acclmmed employer-qupported child care a.ud work/ fami]y

AS a recogni ized leader in. cb.ild.rén 8 msuéé in Los Augeles Ms. Aguiia: SETVCS on

 various baprds to help improve the lives of children, families, and communities. In

her capacity as President of the L.A. County-Board of Education, she has gained the
commitment from the Los Angeles County Office of Education to develop and
implement an early childhood development initiative; As an executve member of the
Children’s {Planning Council, she has the led the county-wide effor to develop
children’s planning collaboratives in cach of the eight Service Planning Arcas of Los
Angeles County. In addition, she co-chairs the Los Angeles County Child Care
Capacity Development Work Group, is a-member of the Los Angeles County -
Welfare Reformn Taskforce, is viee president of the board of the Pediatric 2nd Family

* Medical Center, an executive board member of the Las Angeles Roundtable for
~ Children, 4nd a foundet and director of the National Launa Alliance.

. Yolie Flores Aguilar is an avid a.nd pass:onate bilingual speaker on early childhond

development and on the power and responsibility bf patents and communities in

charting a fuccessful future for all children.

s onc of ten selected in the nation to patticipate in the 1993- 94 mauguml

~ dass of the Children and Family Rellowship sponsored by the Annie E. Casey

Foundation. Most recently Ms, Aguilax was selecred by the YWCA of Greater Los

Angeles as) one of Nenr.y mulu-ethmc women for the Incrcdﬂ:lc Womcn Makmg

‘History award.’
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MARY PAIMER SMITH
I. BIOGRAPRY

Mary Smith, | the founder and Bxecutive Director of Babyland

Nursery, Ine. earned a B.S. degree from Rutgers University-

Livingston Collage with a major in Sociology and an M.a. from

Kean College in Early Childhood Education. She was awardad

honorary_do-toratea by Seton Hall Univeraity, South Orange, New
Feéw University, Madison, New Jergay,. ‘

sarved as. =8 txuatee of the New‘Jereey University of
Dentigtry. She ig a mamber of the State Human
Services Ad lisory council, a member of the State Child Cara

Hoo Committee on Infant /Toddlar Child Care Regulation; National
ban Ethnicg Affairs; and The National Committee of
the Campaign| for Human Development. Her awards include: Kean
Collegae-Outs anding Graduate; New Jersey Pride Award, 1989;
Senator Bill| Bradlay's "Unsung Heroine Award" and the Pro
Ecolesia et Pontifige Awaxd €rom Pope John Paul IX, the highest
award that ® Catholic Chuxch givas to a lay person, - Thig

Airat time a black woivan had ever been the resipient

- She was also ona of the "Faces of Hopa" guast at
Presidant Bill Clinton's Inaugural Gala. 1In 1996, Mary was
bPresented tha Phenomenal Woman Award by the Honorable Gayle
Chaneyfield, CounCi1VOman-at-Large,and she alsc receivad the Ann
Klein Award for dedicated and foroeful service as a communi ty ‘
aotivist who advocates for the delivery of quality service to the
eldarxly population of Newark's Central Ward. . - : , -

¢ Newark since she was six yeara old, Maxy Smith is
thoroughly familiar with inner-oity Problems, aspecially those of
Lty whoge people she loves with all of her heart. She
has seen her |city change from a multi-cultural city where small
flourishing Husinesses lined the streets. She remembers when the
downtown area was onca a major regicnal retail center with large
department stoxas, branches of national ghain merchandisers,
three large movie theaters and cultural sites and avents that
rivalled those of most gities. o :

a place where you could leave your door

"Thia wa
unlooked In. our neighborhood theyxe wexe blacks and
whites. | Then You began to sge a Progression in the

early 1960's with whites who uszed to live over their .
businesasas starting to move to tha suburbg, Buildings
started looking terrible. People‘stopped~oleaning up,
suburbanites coming back in to look around

'I lived there and look at how bad it ig
now.' Thay were blamning black People who didn't own
the housing. People from the suburbs owned it, but
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thay w.uldn t palnt it or repalr anything "-

Mra. Smith had four young uhxld:en nnd was Juggling a number of
jobs with her husband. Howéver, whan the needs of a sick child
demanded mo e of her attention, she stopped working. In 1964 the
family moved to Scuddar Homes, the State's largest public housing
projeot which was made vup of a saries of 13-story buildings,

0 families. fThae lessons she learned about public
heusing, li'e and the people in Newark's infamous public housing
projects molded her thmnklng'and helped -to shape the Naw

"I was|the third pérson to move into uy bﬁ;lding. The.
day afteyx I moved in, I went ghopping and raturned to
find the elavatoxr was broken, 1 lived on. the eleventh .

‘floox, |and that elevator atayed broken. - Then we dxdn't
have hgt water. I found out they didn't put soreensa on
windows above the saventh floor. I went to complain
about the mosquitosa we were gatting at night and was

. ganxzad the residents to flghtvback by prodding the
g bureaucracy to provide hot water, repair elevators
and put screpns on windows. She .worked tiralessly with tenants,

. teaching thep akills like budgeting, sewing and doing laundry.
Within six mpnths, Mre. Smith became president of the naw
tenant's asspoiation at Scudder Homes and became involved in a
.statewide public housing tenant's group, schooling herself in
neighborhood| activism and even agitating for improvements in
Newark's ove crowded publxc school system.

R081dentﬂ also Expreﬂsed concarns about street crima -and other
dangerous conditions in their neighborhooda, which they .
attributed partly to a lack of police presence. Mary Smith's
ragponse was|to organize tha Tenant's Association of Soudder
Homes and tenants from othar public housing to pack thae City
Council meeting with 1,500 residents. The politicians got the
message and gjoon providad additional police protection for the
area. The group also called for 4 Police Review Board to
investigate guspected corruption on the force. The Newark Police
Department ‘xrdfused, but did permit naighborhood representatives
to ride on pdlice patrola to sea them doing their jobs and to
convince rea;denta that police we:o not brutal, :

Mary Smith next became anolved in Operation Understanding, an
early civil rlights awareness movement in Newark. This involveament
followed a peries of conversations and meetings with Father
William J. Linder; tha founder of New Community Corporation, who
wanted Mra. Smith involved in the efforts that were to aeed one

i
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intarventicn of“thavéubﬁrban wWomlen,  the fledgling greup raeceived
‘a vacant g ven-zocm,apartmant<¥n'the Scudder Homas Housing
. Project. . R ‘ - S

1EARLY STRUGGLES

"Wa did the work oursalves, " Mary Smith 8ays, "And, in
& yeax| the center was open. It wag beautiful, bright
and choerful with nhew. furnjture, Operation Housewivaeg
helped|us staff it, g insisted that it had to be equal
£o what you'd fing in suburbia: no gecond~hand -
furnityre or equipment:, nothing inferior."

Babyland wag an immediateysucceaé. - Thea center's hours were 6:00

.m. to 6:00 p.m. and the original enrollment of 2§ children soon
grew to 40. Within & year Babyland'sg walting list had balloened

to 200 familliag, Three years later more than 1,000 mothers were

waiting to. h ve their children ndmitted~-evidenqe of the need for
child care ih the Centzral Ward.. = o .

This partner hip, unique at the time, forged a strong bond

. betweaen the ore privilegad elemept'o£7eociety ¥ho saw a need andg
responded to it and the Jess privilegedvinner'aity dwellers. TIn
& 8sense the 'founding‘mothe:a,"vboth.black»and white, set a
precadent~f0ﬁ Babyland's being Supported mutually by the inner
city parents |and other more affluentﬂmembara of 20ciety. No
Faderal or State funding was used until 1973, S :

Financeaas were initially-very sgarce, vaerhment'offiai&ls were
hot ine@lined talreapond_favorably to Babyland's requegt for State
and Federal alid to offset the cost of caring for the children.

dealing with hhildren's‘issuea,’said Babyland aculd not receive
‘government. aid begause it lacked the Proper license for child
' cara, furthermore it was imposaible to license Babyland, they
‘allaged, becaliga there were no Federal guidalines for certifying

infant day gare cantars. No license meant no aid, but ne ona.

COuld.iasug a‘lioenselbecauae.thexeAwere‘no rules.

- Various -invaeg igations/ Babyland's Exaecutive Director.discovered
that the Fedar 1 government required a state to have regulationg
and standards for infant day care in order to Qualify for aid,
New Jersey had nona. Nox would it supply the 25% State Match of
funds that the Federal Program required.. = -

After a YQa:-q:d—a-half~of_ph¢né calls, meeting with lawyers and

"To write 8tandards, we hadlfo_yo to'the‘pbli:iciané and that'sg
Vhere the suburbanitas came in again, " Mary Swmith said,

So " d

— . SEN———— M_ — oA ST
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B;byland' ,du5u:ban allies enlisted Assqmblnypadke; Thomas L
- Kean (late to he Govarncr ef New Jersey) and other legislators in:
their cauge, Mr. Kean ocalled publicﬁheapings to examine the lack
.of day care in the State. The hearings put Pressure on the -State
to write tandarda that would frae Federal money for Babyland. -
The pressyrae Snfﬁtate officials to aet was also increased by U.s.
. Senator H rrisonJWilliams,vwho‘auggeatsd dircumventing'Faderal '
regqulations by having Babyland Sortified ag 3 pilot projeat whiah
would mak‘-it-eligible for Federal alid; a move that would have
pPlacad the day care center ngbnd~tha‘reagh:of Naw Jexaey
bureau S o B

Crats. .

Babyland's| Executive Director meanwhile asked to sit on’ the State

Tagk Force‘that’waszeing.fQ:mad to draft infant'day"care' . :
standaxds.| In 1970.and'1971-&ary“Smith,.the'uomen from Operation
- Housewives| and the Board of Directors of Babyland drafted four

als for infant day care ‘standardas. The state responded to
idaas by declarinm that it was not writing guidelinea,-_bug

tudying whether they'we:evneeged orjnot;‘~Eiqht months
onh | Septembeax 23, 1971, guidelines for infant day care
ubligshed. The title ¥as Standards for Groy

latoxs ignoied vircualiyAgilmgf‘gdbgland}s

recommendations and: drew up a_listgof regulationa that woq;dfhade
created mo @ problems than thay solved, Asgembly gpeaker Kean

cameTﬁo:Baby;anq'éfaid;\acHéduiinqlhéaringa that allowed
recto,sth,méuntvavchallenQe to the State's guidelines.
e of the Trenton hearings and the continuing political

’ re"gnistate.xegulatofﬁ to compromisge, many of the

*egqulatory hangGS-gupported,by:Bahyland3yere‘finglly enactéd.-ll

" BRBYLAND BEGING TO ExPAND

ﬁblicﬂmdﬁieévbédame m@ié{foadilyfévaiiibla_;n”1973}

nd ha already bought and'ranqvated'a‘foxmerfmediual_6££ice
ng fo -ita,second'dgy care center. 'Ajchild]abuse.program,

5. day

al B
2 rash of break-ins,tleaking;pipeé; agbasemaﬁt.f;re'and.the
‘Their experienca at Soudder Homes .

-oare salots, opened iﬁ"1975}‘-Th§tﬂsame Year the ,
yland'1n'Scudderfaomqsjﬂouging*Erojeqts'had to close

f heaf and hot water. The
abyla d“;‘Egecutiva;Di:éotor anstupportara detexrmined to
and o htrol. their ﬁwnlfggili,iesrin the future, T
8 Es Albounﬁyfﬁanééd ﬁd:éétupga'ﬁhéltéi for the victims of
i ‘vio enqe.ﬁfa numhé: qfftraditional sérvice agancies were

n o g . m ‘ .- e t-'“h—':.-- _."r
e N~ - e iRt ‘
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[ . A s
meetings that Babyland was hosting. Babyland was offaraed the
SOntract to run the shelter because the Naw Jersey Division of
Youth. and Flamily Serviaea(D!FS) was impressed with its
commitment,| experiance, capabilities, and track record for
duQcess. Through a COoncerted effort, DYFS facilitated the
Procass to ave Babyland run the faailiey, Today the Babyland-
© Spongored Eggaex County Family Violence’Program Provides housing
and counseling for more than 40 women and their childran each
month. » ' ' ' '

Babyland III, & $2 million facility for hearly 200 infants and
toddlers, opened on South Orange Avenue in 1981. Tha nursery was
Planned by more than 50 neighborhoed residents, Babyland. "
employeas, and a number of early childhood e¥perts, who halped to

- custom-desidn it. ‘A $900,000 mortgage was financed through the
New Jersey ¥conomic Development Authority with first Fidality
Bank of New Jearsey. The fipst centex to be built in New Jersay

for infants and toddlers, from the ground up, it is tzuly a
child—cente;ad State of the art day-care facility.

t

SPECIAL POPULATIONS

Several year later, the Federal Head Start Agency wanted to
launch two pilot Programa for HIV children, a Newark Head Start
.provider was agsked to set one up.. They refuged to get involved
because of the stigma attached to AIDS. Howevaer, Babyland
accepted the|challenge and in 1989 opened one of the nation's
fixst day care centaers for children infected with HIV. The
Babyland 1V enter provides medical treatment and day caxe for 30
‘children, as well as counseling, eduoation and Support serxviaas -
for their parents. with Neaw Jersey ranking foeurth nationally in
pediatric AIDS cases and with more than 200 children being
treated at Newark‘'s United Hospitals Medical Center fox the
illness, Babyland IV fills another critical void in the Central
Ward. 7Tt allowa the toddlera to 80cialize in a pleasant
environment with age—appropriate'activities, rather than have
them restricted to the loenely, clinical surroundingsa aof a
hospital. - . - _

Babyland Nurg ry, Ina. is also taking on the challenge of teenage
Pregnhanay in the City of Newazk;, through 4 program that servag
teen mothers and their childran. The Babyland Parent-child
Center operates a two part program whigh ig Faederally funded by
Head Start, ne mection offers sexvices to 31 Pregnant
teenagers, ages 15-18, who attend workshops that teash nutrition,
Pre~natal care, and Parenting skillg. Girls who are nat under a
Physician's cdre are referred to a Clinie. A host of services igs
available, such as Women, Infants, Children(WIC); food stamps,
and other serviices that ensure the wall~being of the infant and
Mother. The Head Start Parent Centar offers an additional 15
 young women a kchange to create a bettap life for their habies and

r=r-¥- T 2> e e L L iemm =

la-d’ ik




MAY. -04" 98 (MON) 17:00

‘Mogt stay

- become se

parents, b

months to three Years in the Babyland T
rogram while they attend school or work. They muagt = .
kshops eash waekday from '3:30 to 4:30 where they learn
ting akills, lifg 8kills, and the availability of ;
Vices, fThey are encouraged to go into their children's
Poth' to participate in their children's care ang to .
ilLedvaaregivara who serve ag Parenting role models.

in the program for tha‘entire_three~years. : ‘

In 1990 w
tradition
integral .
and toddl

I opened in 1992 in the downtown headquartaers of New

ghildren of Blue Cross/Blue Shiald employees. In 1994,
\ 'II began oparating in»a«br;ght, frashly'remodaled,
growth an development'cbndqcive facility which was once a

building t at belonged to the Telephcne Company. Sexving mostly

risk, the center Serves nearly 60 tpddlezs._

Babyland p
opened Chi
dyefunotio

oster care. This. severance has devastating effects on

placed in \ ‘
Howaver, if they ocan remain tdgether;aq part of their

children.
Natural f
Permanenoce.
that offer
and other

three-fold

_Children Together provides 8- community-based option
continuity of oare and Planning for 8ibling groups.
hildren from birth to ten years of age by using a

approaqh;

c@ with a capagity fo:'tweIVQ-éhildren, with
room to house siblings who are maintained
* in a family-atyle.1iving_enyironment. _

~Fesource component. In Marah 1895, Babyland -
establilhed_the'aoarder Babiles Program as part of ita
' Fomtear |Care Prxogram. Through this Program, babies who
.. are not Permitted, by DYFS, to leave the hospital with
* their parants are placed in the loving cara of foster
Parents, S o o

ee -.

LESTVR B RV D v L A R

TEL:000 000 0000 SRR

e Cross and BluevShield;; It has the capacity to serve_‘
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the maritg of.a‘hame~like,

family-group oriented
surroundings. :

SUMMARY

bParent involvement in their

as‘wal.aawa'tianspottation program.

assisting parents to care _
toddlers are anrollaed in

summer mohths, includesy 165 full-timg

hold professional degreas or

over many fields inocluding:

: Social Work,
¥ Childhoed Education, '

Nutritxgn, Family
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rather they s1mply don t obllgate these funds and they
therefore remain available for the 'state to use at a
later point.) - .

3. CBO projects that states won’t use the new Chlld care funds
proposed by the President.

-» While OMB progects that states will use all of thelr
new child care funds each year, CBO'’s initial '
projections (#3) are that states won't begln ‘to use the
new child care subsidy funds untll FY 2003.

» ThesSe projections are simply unbelievable in light of
all the evidence about the neéd for child care -
espec1ally among working (non-welfare) families. We

{;$§\ are only serv1ng a small fraction of those eligible for
CCDBG; there’s 5 million latch-key kids out there; CDF
“has highlighted state waiting lists; the press reports
‘every day on the difficulty parents face finding or
affording child care.

‘Hope this helps - all of us here WOuld be happy to provide you
any other information Bruce may need for this.

Mary

i




| CHILD CARE INITIATIVE/STATE SPENDfNG
State Ability to Spend Child Care Dollars

QUESTION:

Why is new funding for child care programs necessary when States are not even spending the
resources they currently have? States are only drawing down their money at a 70% rate-- that
suggests they don’t need additional funds. -

ANSWER:

® In fact, we do project that the States will spend virtually all of their child care funds for the
1997 fiscal year. The State financial reports received thus far are very encouraging and show
that States have obligated over 99 percent of the FY 1997 child care funds available to them
‘under the new welfare law. :

® We believe that the amount obligated represents a better measure of a States’ commitment to
child care programs and the need for child care assistance. Obligations represent the amount
of money that States have committed to spending. They reflect the amount of contracts and
agreements that States have made for which expenditures and outlays will be made at a later.
point. States are required to obligate their funds within one year, and the overwhelming
majority have done so. States have two years to actually spend their money and several years
to draw down (i.e.- outlay) funds from the Federal Treasury. While it is true that child care
outlays were 72 percent for FY 1997 ‘we project that States will expend all their funds within
the two years as required. ' .

® The passage of the Personal Responsibility and Work Oppartinity Reconciliation Act made
major changes in the funding for State child care programs, &ndit“was expected that States
would require some time to make the transition. However, despite these significant reforms in
the program, States reacted quickly and have drawn down the vast majority (72 percent of
1997 funds) of child care money. -

® There is a tremendous need for child care assistance, particularly among low income working

serve over about 1 million children, that is a small percentage of those eligible since there are
approximately 10 million children eligible for the Child Care and Development Block Grant.

~ care for children under five spend 25 percent of their incomes on child care -- and even then
it's difficult to find accessible, high- quality care.

March 2, 1998

families. While our most recent data from 1995 indicates that funds-in that year allowed us to

Further, without assistance, working families with annual incomes under $14,400 who pay for




OBLIGATION/OUTLAY STATUS OF

FY97 CHILD CARE & DEVELOPMENT FUNDS
As of September 30, 1997

TOTAL CCDF 17

“MANDATORY & MATCHING FUNDS 2/

FEDERAL FEDERAL
| oBLIGATIONS . . S % OBLIGATIONS STATE %
STATE | (GRANT AWARDS) OUTLAYS OUTLAID STATE | (GRANT AWARDS) OBLIGATIONS OBLIGATED
AL 27,926,853 18,329,649 65.6% AL 127,538,930 27,538,930 100.0%
AK 5,610,115 4,720,799 . 84.1% "AK 5,573,564 5,573,564 100.0%
AZ 33,000,317 31,453,685 95.3% AZ 32,654,444 32,654,444 100.0%
AR 12,156,237 5,743,278 47.2% AR 11,928,191 11,928,191 100.0%
CA . 191,419,162 83,686,052 43.7%) CA 189,109,829 189,109,829 100.0%
CcO 20,670,842 5,904,849 17.9% Co 20,458,829 20,458,829 100.0%
CT 27,436,190 23,353,049 . 85.1% CT 27,297,695 27,297,695 100.0%
DC 6,045,074 — 0 0.0% DC 6,007,129 6,007,129 100.0%
DE 7,120,013 6,261,946 87.9% DE 7,079,533 7,079,533 100.0%
FL 79,950,897 55,649,835 69.6% FL 78,991,515 778,991,515 100.0%
GA 57,341,557 45,336,879 79.1% GA 56,725,095 56,725,095 100.0%
HI 8,614,735 %,356,481 97.0% HI 8,544,528 8,544,528 100.0%
D 6,458,213 3,397,358 52.6% D . 6,360,048 3,809,277 59.9%
IL 93,357,853 72,796,280 78.0% i 92,635,041 92,635,041 100.0%
N 41,822,487 32,535,258 77.8% N 41,476,175 41,476,175 100.0%
TA 16,353,592 10,866,603 66.4% 1A 16,176,667 16,176,667 100.0%
KS 17,133,537 15,581,573 90.9% KS 16,962,947 16,126,305 95.1%
KY 26,909,331 22,171,508 "82.4% KY 26,565,371 26,565,371 100.0%
LA 27,090,865 14,605,828 53.9% LA 26,579,410 26,579,410 100.0%
ME 6,327,589 4,186,601 66.2% ME 6,253,341 6,253,341 100.0%
MD 37,221,533 28,576,145 76.8% MD 36,968,426, 36,968,426 100.0%
MA 60,625,908 - 44,930,622 74.1% MA 60,349,955 60,349,955 100.0%
MI 58,858,804 58,858,804 100.0% MI 58,298,700 58,298,700 100.0%) .
MN 36,489,141 24,192,624 66.3% MN 36,230,665 36,230,665 100.0%
MS 14,382,687 6,818,062 47.4% MS 14,049,912 13,624,205 97.0%
MO 39,275,586 1. - 27,634,777 70.4%) [~ MO " 38,926,173 38,926,173 100.0%
“MT 5,623,488 3,381,476 60.1% MT 5,561,904 5,561,904 100.0%) -
NE 15,983,845 11,937,142 74.7%) NE 15,877,705 15,877,705 100.0%
NV 6,957,737 2,276,531 32.7% NV 6,878,492 6,878,492 100.0%
NH %,203,100 7,607,314 92.7%)| NH - 8,153,892 8,153,892 100.0%
NJ ~ 52,995,377 45,128,630 $5.2% NJ 52,638,058 52,638,058 100.0%
NM - 14,097,126 14,097,126 . 100.0% NM 13,916,036 13,916,036 100.0%
NY 154,582,535 63,626,914 312% NY 153,480,403 153,480,403 100.0%
NC 89,130,000 86,195,818 96.7%)] NC 88,590,381 88,590,381 100.0%
ND 4,271,224 1,504,161 35.2% "ND 4,226,635 4,226,635 100.0%
OH 100,676,755 96,242,949 95.6% OR 100,003,527 100,003,527 160.0%
OK 34,196,929 33,005,422  96.5% OK T 2erOAD16 33,904,916 100.0%
OR 27,789,219 25,078,034 "~ 90.2% OR o 040 27,598,040 100.0%
PA 86,275,355 54,490,569 63.2%]. PA 85,648,280 85,648,280 100.0%
RI 9,211,348 8,454,520 91.8%] . RI 9,159,194 9,159,194 100.0%
SC 20,020,772 16,610,181 $3.0% SC 19,673,401 19,673,401 100.0%
SD 3,866,368 3,090,306 79.9% SD 3,805,883 3,805,883 100.0%)|
TN 51,658,408 51,658,408 100.0% TN 51,258,743 51,258,743 100.0%
TX 118,659,031 87,026,560 73.3% TX 116,877,750 116,877,750 100.0%
UT 19,608,284 19,140,224 97.6% UT 19,428,168 19,428,168 100.0%
VT 5,699,454 4,977,134 $7.3% VT 5,666,584 5,666,584 100.0%
VA 38,749,634 25,884,423 66.8% VA 38,380,459 38,380,459 100.0%
wa 57,071,362 44,734,934 78.4%| [ WA 56,766,466 56,766,466 100.0%
WV 13,120,981 6,049,528 46.1% WV 12,973,006 12,973,006 100.0%
jvx 38,656,278 29,383,686 76.0% jx ' 38,370,188 38,370,188 100.0%
WY 4,193,464 1,759,249 42.0% WY 4,162,276 3,162,276 100.0%
TERR. 573,904 13,365 2.3% )
TOTAL $1,941,480,100 $1,403,304,049 723%| - |TOTAL $1,932,742,500 $1,918,929,380 99.8%

1/ includes grant awards and outlays from Mandatory & Matching Funds, as well as the $19 millicn in Discretionary Funds for FY97. OQutlays represent cash
drawdown of grant awards as reported by the Payment Management System (PMS). When reporting to PMS, States did not differentiate between outlays from
the three funding sources of the CCDF. For all three parts of the CCDF, States have at least one year beyond the year of the grant award to liquidate funds.
2/ Data is shown as reported by States and is subject to revision. State obligations represents amounts obligated by States from their Mandatory & Matching Funds.
Matching Funds not obligated by States ditring the year of the grant award are reallotted to other States. .

NOTE: 'Amounts excludé Tribal funds, as well as Training and Technical Assistance.
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FY97 & FY98 CHILD CARE FUNDING 1/ -
Outlays Through Jan. 31, 1998 DRAFT

v

FY 1997 CCDF . FY 1998 CCDF (First Otr. Grants only,
GRANT ' OUTLAYS % . GRANT . OUTLAYS % -

STATE AWARDS (DRAWDOWNS) OUTLAID STATE AWARDS " (DRAWDOWNS) OUTLAID
AL 27,926,853 " 27,917,002 100.0% AL 29,066,739 6,750,989 23.2%
AK 5,610,115 5,610,115 100.0%! AK 2,680,699 167,759 . 6.3%
AZ 33,009,317 32,619,584 98.8% AZ i 31,407,907 14,531,525 " 46.3%
AR 12,156,237 12,156,237 T 100.0%] AR 11,763,443 1,141,030 9.7%
CA 191,419,162 178,938,322 93.5%] . CA ' 157,322,210 73,632,832 46.8%
[ele) 20,670,842 17,224,015 83.3% CO 19,174,514 110,301 0.6%
CT 27,436,190 24,283,319 88.5% CT 21,245,433 .5,560,518 26.2%
DC 6,045,074 6,045,074 100.0% DC 4,691,059 - C O 0.0%
DE 7,120,013 6,487,006 T 911%| DE 5,584,762 - 2,490,170 44.6%
FL 79,950,897 79,744,835 99.7% FL 92,540,322 35,480,000 38.3%
GA 57,341,557 * 49,306,879 86.0% GA 60,098,647 21,136,000 35.2%
HI 8,614,735 8,571,528 99.5%| | HI . 8,641,460 : 3,795,349 : 43.9%
1D 6,458,213 3,907,442 60.5%! D 5,106,148 2,846,457 55.7%
L 93,357,853 90,857,853 | . 97.3% IL 78,150,925 140,000 0.2%
IN ° 41,822,487 " 36,366,094 | 87.0% IN 39,339,621 4 21,509,074 54.7%
1A 16,353,592 16,353,592 100.0%| . 1A i 14,082,230 707,425 .5.0%
KS 17,133,537 17,133,537 "100.0% KS 9,162,803 736,803 8.0%
KY . 26,909,331 23,189,301 : 86.2% KY 28,850,102 [ 8,515,235 29.5%
LA 27,090,865 15,334,347 56.6% LA 18,446,346 4,621,392 25.1%
ME 6,327,589 6,189,073 97.8% ME - 6,290,973 381,464 6.1%
MD , 37,221,533 £ 26,355,856 - 70.8%| MD 26,999,467 " 9,485,712 35.1%
MA 60,625,908 44,930,622 74.1%]| MA 52,394,278 - 0.0%
MI 58,858,804 | * 38,803,194 65.9% Ml 30,921,965 30,921,965 100.0%
MN 36,489,141 28,170,108 71.2% MN 35,105,524 - " 0.0%
MS . 14,382,687.] - 9,229,603 . 64.2% - TMS - 10,883,620 | 3,485,027 32.0%
MO . - 39,275,586 39,275,586 100.0% MO 40,697,510 22,147,276 54.4%
MT 5,623,488 5,065,876 90.1% MT 5,381,746 - 140,000 2.6%
NE 15,983,845 15,868,605 99.3% NE 7,323,165 4,365,714 59.6%
NV 6,957,737 |. 3,347,368 48:1% . NV 6,416,074 1,893,892 29.5%
NH 8,203,100 '8,203,100 . 100.0% NH 6,286,366 1,101,764 17.5%
NJ 52,995,377 52,436,918 " 98.9% NJ 39,023,018 - 18,969,046 ) 48.6%/ .
NM 14,097,126 14,097,126 |- 100.0% ‘NM 8,071,812 | 5,096,832 63.1%
NY . 154,582,535 137,198,982 88.8% NY 147,633,252 | - 0.0%
NC 89,130,000 88,816,130 99.6% NC 82,263,466 41,140,360 " 50.0%
ek, ND - 4,271,224 1,747,999 40.9% ND 3,206,184 TEERE 187,290 5.8%
OH 100,676,759 99,658,940 99.0% OH 79,909,662 3,770,503 4.1%
OK 34,196,929 33,005,422 96.5% OK 22,152,897 8,303,326 37.5%
OR 27,789,219 25,850,049 93.0%! OR 14,655,604 - 0.0%)
PA 86,275,355 69,369,824 - 80.4% PA - 72,968,225 16,324,339 22.4%
RI 9,211,348 © 9,211,348 100.0% RI 5,982,805 2,420,968 40.5%
SC 20,020,772 19,283,840 9%.3%| .| SC 26,410,956 4,428,600 16.8%)
SD 3,866,368 3,759,579 97.2%] - SD . 3,752,582 | - 1,070,519 | - 28.5%
TN 51,658,408 51,658,408 100.0% TN 25,340,420 ) 25,340,420 100.0%
TX 118,659,031 118,659,031 100.0% X 116,823,833 33,544,117 28.7%
UT 19,608,284 19,441,050 99.1% - UT 10,256,016 9,866,443 96.2%)
VT 5,699,454 5,699,454 100.0% VT 4,349,618 1,358,519 31.2%
VA 38,749,634 25,886,041 66.8% VA 41,503,492 9,469,977 22.8%
WA 57,071,362 56,905,721 99.7% WA 44,903,624 15,820,605 35.2%
WV 13,120,981 8,919,048 68.0% WV 14,391,330 2,599,348 18.1%
- WI - 38,656,278 36,142,317 93.5% Wl 37,750,483 |- 7,958,831 21.1%
wY 4,193,464 2,858,696 68.2% ‘WY 2,988,722 - 0.0%
TERR 573,904 | 423,657 73.8% TERR 10,752,279 6,705,876 62.4%
TOTAL $1,941,480,100 $1,758,514,649 90.6%)| {TOTAL : $1,681,146,338 $492,171,592 29.3%

1/ Inclu&c; grant awards and outlays from all three funding sources: Mandatory, Matching and Discretionary Funds. FY97 amounts include the $19 million in Discretionary
Funds aﬁpropn'atcd for FY97. Outlays represent cash drawdown of grant awards as reported by the Payment Management System (PMS).. When reporting to PMS, States
did not differentiate between outlays from the three funding sources of the CCDF. FY98 grant awards represent only onc quarter's worth of a State's annual allocation.

. NOTE: Mounu do.not include Tribal funds or Training and Technical Assistarice.

Prevared by ACF/DHHS 3/4/98




DRAFT
MANbAfORY & MATCHING FUNDS - OUTLAY SUMMARY

'Outlay kates ‘
As of 1/31/98 _As of 1/31/97

FY97 Mandatory Funds " 90.8% 24.7%

FY97 Matching Funds 90.1% 22.6%
FY98 Mandatory Funds - ©27.3% .

FY98 Matching Funds ) 28.4% -

- CBO's baseline projection assumes. that FY98 child care funds will be displaced by

leftover FY97 funds; States wiil spend their funds remaining from FY97 first, and some
portion of new FY98 funds will go unused by States. :

The Administration's projection assumes that States will use all their FY97 and FY98
funds, and current outlay data support this. While prior year outlays are running at a
very high rate (90%)}), the rate of new funds drawn down by States so far-during FY98 is
higher than at the same period last year (see table above). In-addition, outlay rates.
for the first quarter are normally low for all programs. Therefore, while States are
spending down their leftover FY97 balances, there is every indication that States will
use all of their FY98 child care funds. =~

As the charl' below indicates, FY§8 0utlays are currently running higher than either

- CBO or Administration projections.

FY 1998 Child Care Outlays

FY98 Actuals Annualized

FY98 Actuals through
Jan.

HHS Projection

- CBO Projection

500 4,000 . 1500 = 2000 12,500
‘ $'s in Millions

Prepareq by ACF/DHHS 3[5/98




' Child Care and Development Block Grant '(CCDBG)
~ Historical and Frojected Outlay Rates

Appropriation . o ' ‘

FY ($'s in thousands) Year 1 Year 2 Year'3 Year 4 Year 5
19011/ | $731,015 44.0% 43.9% 04% - 0.8%

1992 $825,000 49.8% 40.7% 6.7% 1.7% - 0.8%
1993 $892711|  505%  373% 7% 41% 0.2%
1994 $802616 | . 61.0% - 25.3% 12.2% 14%

1995 $034642|  66.8% 17.2% 14.5% 1.5%
1098 | se3ae42| - 624% - 216% 14.5% 1.5%

1007 | $19,100  e7.0% 22.0% 8.4% 1.6%

1008 $1,002,672 820%  22.0%  145% - 1.5%

1/ FY 1991 outlay rates do not add to 100%.due to deobligation of approx. $'13 million in
unliquidated funds. = - g ’ T o

Mandatory and Matching Child Care
Historical and Projected Outlay Rates

: Arnciopiation ‘ v .

- FY . ($'s in thousands) Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year4] - YearS| -
1997 $1,967,000|  71.0% 187%  67% - 3.4%
1998 $2,070,792 . 70.8% 18.9% 6.8% - 3.5%

Numbers may not add due to rounding.

Prepared by ACF/DHHS 2/19/98




OUTLAY RATES OF SELECTED HHS PROGRAMS

Program | Year1| Year2| Year3] Year4
Mandatory & Matching Fund 71% 19% | 7% :4%
Discretionary Fund (CCDBG) - 62% - 22% 15% 2%
Head Start 38% . 57% 3% 2%
{Maternal & Child Health - 60% 33% 7% 0%
Chilq Welfare Services , - 82% 17% 02% - 0.8%

Prepared by ACF/DHHS 3/5/98




\1_Federal fiscal year 1997, which began on 10/1/96, was a transition year for ir

plementing the TANF program. States were not required to implement TANF until 7/1/87. Only 18 States

ted a TANF program for the entire year. Therefore the total

amount of Federal funds awarded to States for fiscal year 1897 was less than the full annual TANF allocations of $16.5 billion per year that States will receive In fiscal years 1998 through 2002

THE AMOUNTS REPORTED IN COLUMN (1) ARE FROM ACF's RECORDS OF CUMULATIVE FOURTH QUARTER FY- 1097 TANF GRANT AWARDS: NEW MEXICO, IDAHO AND TEXAS REPORTED A DIFFERENT T AMOUNT ON LINE 1{A) OF THE ACF-196.

. . ‘ }3( j\) l‘— . TABLE A - DATA AS OF : February 27, 1048 . E
Temporary Assistance to Needy Familles (TANF) Program
FEDERAL AWARDS, TRANSFERS AND EXPENDITURES FY-1997
" [Data reported by States T
in Column A on Form -
ACF-198 Line ltems: 1 2 3 4 5 ‘8 7 8 8(a) 9 10 11 12 13
TOTAL TRANSFERRED | TRANSFERRED [ AVAILABLE FOR|| CASH AND WORK WORK CHILD _|ADMINISTRATION] SYSTEMS | TRANSITIONAL OTHER TOTAL UNLIQUIDATED| UNOBLIGATED
AWARDED 11 YO CCDF 70 888G TANF BASED ASSISTANCE] ACTIVITIES CARE i SERVICES _| EXPENDITURES | EXPENDITURES | | OBLIGATIONS | BALANCE
Alabama 51,313,004 581,313,004 33,499,408 4,245,726 - | _seredse] - . 11,376,876 58,101,209 870347 | 22,331,448
Alaska 18,755,063 » - 18,759,063 11,027,089 1,056,756 213,572 | - 369.870 T T eeean 13,895,421 - X )
Arizona 222,419,998 | - B 222419998 || 145856733 | - T 2341817 561,836 - - 301068321 | 168,756,707 || 3,589.275 130,074,016
Ark 19.036,481 19938481 || T 'B724914 1,872,805 T es1ge8 | 2328280 - 1,520,533 12902748 || 77,033,712
. |caifomia 3.147.715,829 _ 3.147.715,829 2,074,980,903 - - 91,007,631 | 20,880,071 T 188,023,708 | 2,384,872,613 || 762,843,217
Colorado 45,627,630 45,627,939 17,308,270 253,627 - 1,184,183 | 469,882 | - 4,703.008 23,626,968 | 21,700,972
Connecticut 286,788,107 5,066,268 280,821,819 219,626,468 - - 19,605760 | - - (7.750.652)] 231,772,596 T | 29049223
Delaware 14,564,516 i 14,564,516 7,480,507 4,616,223 - 984,068 | 1,765,526 - 14,847,222 Ts2r08) T
District of Columbia 61,048,662 61,048,662 29,342,049 2,228,763 - 3,463,783 | - 389,459 | - 35478984 7218
Florida 562,340,120 562,340,120 258,310,420 30,631,574 - 16,019,845 | - 76,035 50,472,137 355,510,111 ) -
Georgla 254,339,628 254,330,628 155,056,121 10,020,561 10,560,633 | 2,173,359 25,750,587 203,561.261 8717305 |7
Hawall 28,631,202 28,831,202 21477672 1,187,566 - 1,739,537 917,869 - - 25372844 || 889,289 | - 2.419.269
idaho 10,600,557 10,600,557 380,525 10,387 - 288584 | 37,285 - 1678203 | 2405074 o 9.670,135
iilinols 134,004,820 134,004,829 122,077,008 208411 - T 11505755 0 213,855 - T T T zap0agze [ T T
indiana 206,790,100 206,799,108 57,401,025 5,854,608 10,448,501 | ~ 3.803.212 T azosarT | 78,880,813 127,918,296 |
iowa 105,169,272 4,646,031 100,623,241 65,037,678 6,144,800 - 8,586,768 57,688 N 77820020 [[ T T T T 22,704,228
Kansas 101,631,081 101,631,061 43,784,079 1,378,331 4222881 o AR CNAED ST 30,684,897
Kentucky 170,006,205 7,040,032 3,675,544 169,290,620 115,487,348 2,844,265 18,765,284 | ~ 2.708.380 18.783,008
Loulsiana 139,767,485 ) 139,757,485 32,008,444 12818437 | 17730308825 - - ) 85,221,806 T 74,535,680
Maine 72,476,874 322,010 2212878 | 67,034,086 65,362,313 4,809,898 1T TEeras2 1,105,946 | 67,160,859 B
Maryland 183,017,827 : | 183017827 78,877,058 12,429,928 43,195 10,601,841 41 15,261 1,617,452 | 108,208,376 77.809.451
Massachusetis 450,371,116 | 109,058,553 29,648,924 320,665,639 212,340,814 19,737,153 i T 44960185 | o 42221468 | 322,254,804 o
Michigan 775,352,858 28212117 76,810,640 872,330,101 435689415 40,172,312[ 11,537,068 47.340,038 | 12,654,153 | - 46835172 | 594,538,158 || 77,792,085
Minnesota Tingses| B - 111,835,618 || Ta1141292 | e3z0a| - 861,084 T sa'ess 661
Mississippl T 'eerersTe | T[T 788,767,578 © 745,209,008 5,363,820 6478 | o 8439547 | . BI7383
Missourl 187,838,524 187,838,624 T 58,951,77 | 21,833,888 6694860 21,661.206 134 780,551 || 53057873 |
Montana 34,035,612 34,035,612 16,641,692 2,430,260 - 423287 - 1425872 22,770,818 B
Nebraska 49,340,853 49,340,853 20,322,000 1,852,496 4,748,937 | 2,028,104 ] 29,051,537 o
Novada 34,008,078 ' 34,008,078 19.818.431 554,684 - 3577368 | 2,345,817 - 3,904,972 30,041,370
New Hampshire 38,521,261 38,521,261 25,028,575 1,243,509 - 4,680,941 | 2,309,139 - 3,406,078 36688242 [~
New Jersey 293,107,925 293,107,925 135,381,731 3,255,704 - 4,799,070 | 1,664,198 - - 145,101,603 148,006,322 |
New Mexico 31,991,934 31,091,934 - 23,320,417 66,829 1:828,358 093,208 6454425 | 31,812,325 179,608
. |New York 1,582,254,198 188,400,000 | 1,813,894,188 1,327,422,040 57,933,404 - 229,579,231 | 5,178,853 - 110,000,000 | 1,730,113,628 T
North Carolina 225,973,410 225,973,410 127,325,150 - - 12,500,090 T ~ 52,802,380 192,636,639 | | 33336771 ]
North Dakota 11,068,221 11,066,221 3,450,413 87,535 - 370276 | is53gré [ T 4,062,200 || 103815 6,900,206 |-
Ohlo 727,968,260 727,968,260 367,487,793 2,103,741 - 23,342,618 - - 61,854,100 454,788,340 273788340 | T
Oklahoma 148,013,558 5,200,000 142,813,558 59,800,302 10,708,174 - 2,534,125 492,604 - 12,539,088 86,265,203 - | 56,548,265
Oregon 167,808,448 167,808,448 118,347,073 6,905,338 |. 13,581,795 350,144 188,492 138,372,842 20,435,606 | .
Pennsytvania 418,343 381 _ 418,343,381 229,421,794 732,475 - 41034876 | 2447363 . 19826376 | _ 203,562,674 48,970,269 75,810,438
Rhods Island 8025881 | ] 0 o 331 | __ 899,189 0 485428 o N T 736BB3RBS || T T sieiees
South Carolina_ | 93872849 80 2,650,628 - 13,376,357 17,443,093
South Dakota T T ia750543 | 8 6,958,868 .
Tennesses 191,523,797 12,673,648 8,849,849 | 6,707,731 28,735,672
Toxas 431,810,973 1. "431610,873 221,754,008 61 84,050,489
Utah - 76,829,219 76,829,219 50,872,044 B  T3pza248 | 4_9:39_29 T 12,597,750
Varmont 47,353,181 3,500,000 1,700,000 |~ 42,153,181 30,732,585 147,164 | 483038 | 4882614 | 273643 36,519,045 || 34,136
virginia 114,733,567 8,385,000 11,473,357 84,875,210 54,848,575 12,267,339 219,925 14231282 | 1,191,135 | ___8zyo0s2 ]l
Washing 289,206,269 " |7 289,298,269 192,311,142 2,452,303 - 10,670,174 |~ 833,509 221,930,095 1|
Waest Virginia 82,155,212 - 82185212 )| | 41,670,544 2,311,244 - | 5509675 " 1735388 | "7 7s3.147,081 ||
Wi n__ 318,159.462 318,150,462 80,045,752 52,681,463 | 1,193,883 27,253,203 | 5,594,650 185,603,454
Wyoming 19,215,579 19,215,579 TT1.2466% 75,055 1,442,430 | 470,463 R 3234816 ||
Total $13,360,423,023 | $175,208,660 | $304,431,862 | $12,860,693,601 ||~ $7,697,237,518 | $404,035,542 | $13,483,588 | $838,833,93) | irewiisiaasd $289,386°| " $850,852,860 | $9,913,791,848 [ [ §1,774,¢ 2 | 51,254,831,029 |
GENERAL NOTES: &
THE DATA 1S DERIVED FROM THE FIRST CUMULATIVE FY-1997 TANF FINANGIAL REPORT, %L DATA IS PRELIMINARY.AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE. THIS TABLE wuiL BE UPDATED AS CLARIFICATIONS, REVISIONS AND NEW REPORTS ARE RECEIVE
1T — . — - -
This table shows Information exactly as reported by States In column A on the quarterty TANF report (Fon-n no. ACF-196). The first time Sutes were gﬂy!(ed to submlt TAEf ﬂrﬂ:lj_l _ggta on thls {orm was 11/14!97 :
Table A shows how States used Federal funds. Tables B and C show how States used lhelr own funds in the TANF proqram o n
T i e
FOOTNOTE: ] ] | [ )




TABLE B

STATE TANF MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT

_EXPENDITURES OF STATE FUNDS IN FY-1997

TANF financial data on this form was 11/14/87. There are blank data ele

‘a8 reported by States in columa 8 on the quartedy / TANF repart (Form no. ACF-196). Tha first tima States were required to 3ut_>gt_u_l o
ts in columns 5 through 11 for States whosa financial reports have not yet been [

reroivmd hv ACF. This table shows how States used State funds in the TANF program. Table A shows how States used Federal funds in the TANF program. - |

Data reported by States 1
inColumnBon I R I TOTAL
ACF-196 Line ttems: 5 6 7 8 8(a) - 9 10 STATE
7T T'cASHANDWORK | WORK | CHILD | ADMINISTRATION| SYSTEMS | TRANSITIONAL|  OTHER TANF
| BASED ASSISTANCE| ACTIVITIES | CARE i i | T'SERVICES | EXPENDITURES | EXPENDITURES
Alabama T 17,168850 [ 2478713 | 4,600,957 ’ 5.829,531 29,775,051
Alaska 21482392 704,504 | - ‘ 170,871 369,864 | . 993,273 (23,700,804
Arizona 749,625410 ~ 12,328,503 1,110,216 ' 26,411,601 89,475,820
Arkansas 3,750,608 1,481,368 | 1,061,407 551,968 232,528 1,362,435 8,440,314
California 2,027,650,655 " 92,946,000 66,663,874 | 20,676,205 . 239,463,150 | 2.467,399,984
Colorado _ 7015381 | 102841 8985899 | 543686 460,863 2,147,013 19.264.713
Connecticut 101000707 f ~ $17,906] 62 9,347.368 | " 259866 195,649,127
Delaware B 7,480,507 2,168,760 | 7,535,079 111,938 1218071 o ] i 18,515,355
|District of Columbla 30,350,815 1712217 | 10,000,000 3.463,794 T 389,460 | 500,000 | 46,416,346
Florida 272,324,692 | 2,794,151 | 33415872 12,302,798 i o 71,464,645 | 392,002,156
Georgla 78,172,618 5,476,843 | 53,798,830 3,414,374 2,172,607 12,637,342 { 163,807,468
[Hawail 7758308 79vai0| 1 856,997 | 27985 | L ) 9434998
\daho - ] 1672833 | 444940 2939553 0 368316 4 ¢
[ R 58,689,125 14802368 |~ 7 1818078 331 ]
indlana <~ 68,280,034 | 13,254763 | 15357048 | 10,374,863 | 3,597,816 | " 112,260,002
fowa " 22382383 | 18,604,532 330,295 ) 74_15,52_1'“_ 235,058 ) """ 46,967,489
Kansas 37,619,151 | 3,270,484 1 3,300,011 R o 71,881,528
Kentucky 50,114,470 | 1,539,096 T T1Bge7eE4 | | 692360 | Tl B
Loulslana 743,019,344 @) T T TTTTe061,681 | 2157419 | _ " 54, 338,065
Maine 734,364,521 498181 T 3186710 T 375436 39,676,485
Maryland 97,760,101 8,910,237 | 21418318 10,269,429 4,135,423 1,017,593 143,511,702
Massachusetts 276,733,889 1.852,223 o 43,588,799 3:207.828 4,764,739 330,147,478
Michigan 291,254,648 .- 74129738 41,307,749 6.082716 41529222 486,491,978
Minnesota 36,186,193 1647265 | "epaBi72| 861,984 R S 48,326,032
Mississippi T s0eeses | | 1715431] © 76387495 | : T T BAT25%
Missourl _ o 6 4155775 | 7 137,617,096
Montana 6,276,913 1425872 11,123,543
|Nebraska _ 16174267 . 4748,937 - 26,084,254
Nevada 1_]_5_91 478 | 1 . 1816852 958,694 4,876,431 " 22,495,377
New Hampshire 18,634,948 930318 | . - _ T T2aesgB2 | T 32,256,076
New Jersey 155,863,713 15,856,221 23.434, 183 o T 77201,526,664
New Mexico 8.862,270. 51,931 550212 T 442418 | T T 9 986,781
New York 868,323,100 | 45,333,554 | 69,193,603 199,577,733 | : 239,048,589 | . 1,426,655,531
North Carolina C 73343196 | - o 10 291_4097 o - ) "T47.923413 131,557,706
North Dakota . 71,815,733 - T T2339,028
one " 329,580,198 45628354 | - i} 4430270 | ' "440,.958,427
Oklahoma’ T 735,154,333 710630233 | 1477639 280363 T 77365130 761,250,306
Oregon 77,843,034 4,361,891 j 9,745,578 | 261,323 ) T a3015 92,254,841
Pennsylvania T 161,941,129 519,567 [ 27,083,175| - 37,149,704 2,447,353 | T 23091042 252,231,970
Rhode Island T 18777842 605,680 3,334,726 3,675,027 485428 _ 1,255,336 28,134,139
South Carolina ) 18,978,342 |. 3,882,710 | 2,239.877 +3,960,535 1,773,083 T 8,917,571 39,753,118
South Dakota — 6957380 | - . 553087 | . __ 1461580| 118019 e . 9743.87
Tennessee ' 26,874,462 5,505,984 5,316,206 36,440,639 88,330,540
Toxas 132709140 | 3,897,128 46491059 | 252712836
Utah o 116,495,786 o o '
Vermont 22544285 | 48816 | 3.185,540 1494222] _ N
Virginia 44,743,699 11267336 [ 107783 | 9927518 L g 67181733
Washington T173,686,640 | -1,765.43 - 60,934 69 215,183,482
WestVirginia 720,426,471 28,445,496
Wisconsin 105,528,307 16,477,623 | 349,118 158,581,427
Wyoming 774,802,266 “1.453.144 R 153,304 | . 6,993,656
State Total 7 '6,135,978,496 | 260,862,815 | 637.485.523 | 944'| 87.648:565 |T  9.178,335 | T 914,237,117 ] 7 §,763.980.825
GENERAL NOTES: D o o

DATA AS OF
February 27, 1998




TABLE C

STATE TANF MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT (MOE)

Data reported by States |

in Column C on Form

EXPENDITURE OF STATE FUNDS IN SEPARATE STATE PROGRAMS INFY 1997

ACF-196 Line ltems:

CASHANDWORK |

TWORK [

7

A=

B(a)

" CHILD

ADMINISTRATION

"SYSTEMS

TRANSITIONAL| "~

BASED ASSISTANC

"ACTIVITIES

" "CARE

6,896,417

District of Columbla

10065324 [

Florida'

Georgla

7.571.410

A

Hawail

10,060,193

Idaho

Kontucky
Loulsiana

iinols . - N

Maryland .

83878 |

Massachusetts

Michigan

13,277,398

Minnesota

Mississippi__ _ __
Missourl

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota
Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

T

Toxas
Utah

TUes067 |

Vermont

Virginia

3.721,848

14,076,986

SERVICES

EXPENDITURES

EXPENDITURES

T ap02019 |

1821710 |

6541639 |

T Tea%e AT

11,867,034

8573429

L iveen sy

Waeht

WIscomln
Wyoming_

State Total

T 1ss37E |

" 83,972,187

GENERAL NOTES:

—110,747.735 |

This table shows information exactly as reported by Staies in column C on the quarterly TANF report (Form no. ACF-196). The first time States were required to submit

TANF financial data on this form was 11/14/97. This table shows how States used their own funds in separate State programs. Funding a separate State TANF pfogram

entirely with State funds is one of the options avallable to States. Of the 41 States who have submitied reports to date, twelve have reported the expenditure of funds
k ]

T emmmcata Chstn amamm  States mav e siich avnandihires to maet the MOE level of State expenditures required by statute.

DATA AS OF:
February 27, 1998




‘ | | ‘Chart2
TANF PROGRAM
EXPENDITURE OF STATE FUNDS IN FY 1997 AS % OF MOE "
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Table D’ K ' Uit i ol Felgay 27, 1

il | S U P R
STATE TANF MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT | R
EXPENDITURES OF STATE FUNDS IN FY-1 997
Data reported by Stat 11 12 - 1l 1 L
in Columns B & C on JOTAL | . SEPARATE ____cdmsmso COMBINED |~~~ T ) o -
ACF-196 Line ttems: STATE - STATE PROGRAM STATE EXPENDITURE TANF NO. OF DAYS
TANF " TOTAL EXPENDITURES STATE AS%OF |IMPLEMENTATION| N FY-1997 _ PRORATED MOE _
. .| EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES | {Col. 11 + Col. 12) “MOE DATE - UNDER TANF AT 100%
Alab 29,775,051 6,896.417 36,671.468 |[ALABAMA 80% 11/15/%6 320 45,839,335
Alaska 23700904 | - - 23,700,904 [ALASKA 144% G 92 16,448,223
Artzona 89,475,820 11.887.034.| . 101,362,854 |ARIZONA 80% 101796 365° 126,703,568
Arkansas 8,440,314 | R 8,440,314 |ARKANSAS A%l Inmet " 92 7,003,410
Calfornia 2.467,399.984 - - | 2467,399,584 [CALIFORNIA TTe0%| . 11rzer%e 7309 3.084,249.980
Colorado 19,264,713 6,994,253 | - 26,256,966 |COLORADO L eaw| et s T T 27,850,675
- [Connecticut 195,649,127 | .1 195849,127 |[CONNECTICUT | = 80% 1071796 T EIs T T T T244,561,409 |
Delaware 18,515,355 e 18,515,355 [DELAWARE T 4% 310797 205 1T 715,303,449
District of Columbla 46,416,346 - 46,416,346 [DISTRICT OF CO 84% 37 214 T 5012422
Fiorida 392,002,156 | - - 8.573,429 400,575,585 |FLORIDA 81% 10/1/96 365 T 4s4 558,734
Georgla | 163807468 | . ___-_ | . 163807468 |GEORGIA | = _ 95%| = wwer ¢ 273 .. 172893545
Hawall 9,434,998 ) 10,060.193 | © 19,485,191 [HAWAN  * T 79% 7187 82 : 24,527,109
idaho _ . 3pdree2 . 3,647,662 [IDAHO 9% 17 52 4,597,053
illinols . 75432902 . | 33,827,903 |  109.260.805 JlUNOIS® T 7e%|  rmr | 92 144,182,239
“lindiana 112,260,002 1265176 | 113,525,178 [INDIANA® o [T 3es | 151,366,837
Towa 46,967,489 - 12,760,916 - 55,748,405 |IOWA CUTTaneT | 17D T ei193,508
Kansas ‘71881528 | . . ..l 71,881,528 |KANSAS® 4 Jtoime L3S | 82332751
Kentucky 71.313,590 | . LT T 71,313,580 |KENTUCKY oM@ |T M8 - - 85,704,593
Louistana 51,238,065 j . 51,238,065 |LOUISIANA e : 273 |1 55263305
- [Maine 39,676,485 2,212.878 41,889,363 [MAINE i 11/1796 -3 1T TTae.092,044
Maryland - 143,511,702 B 143,511,702 [MARYLAND 12/9/%6 296 191,348,936
M hussetts 330.147.478 . 44918343 | 375,065,821 |MASSACHUSETT 9730/96 365 478,596,697
Michigan 486,491,978 i 13,277,398 499,769,376 |MICHIGAN® 9/30/96 365 . 624,691,167
Minnesota 48,326,032 - 48,326,032 [MINNESOTA 714797 92 T 7T 60,407,540
Mississippl 23,172,595 23,172,595 [MISSISSIPPI 1011796 : 365 28,965,744
Missourl - 137,617,096 137,617,096 [MISSOURI Tanme T34 T 133,384,395
Montana 11,123,543 | 11,123,543 [MONTANA N 2187 T T T """""'13569732
Nebraska 26.064.254 | | 26,064,254 [NEBRASKA | 121198 TV DT 32172.898
Nevada 22495377 | I 22,495,377 [NEVADA ) 1213196 -
New Hampshire 32,255,076 - 32,255,076 [NEW HAMPSHIRE T erimes
New Jersey 201,526,664 . -l 201,526,664 |NEW JERSEY i )
New Mexico 9,986,781 | — - 9,986,761 [NEW MEXICO*
New York 1,426,655.537 . i - 1,426,655.531 |NEW YORK T 1,893,592,584
North Carolina | 131,557,706 T 131,557,706 |NORTH CAROLIN' T 153753364
NorthDakota_ | 2,333,028 - _ . 339,028 |NORTH DAKOTA . 773,047,968
Ohic 77 ' | " a40,858.421 _ — - 8427 [OHIO "~ T T 520,734,467
Oklahoma =~ 61250306 | o |OKLAHOMA . 81,667,075
Oregon 92,254,841 | - OREGON® N ) 4
Pennsybvania Tes223t 970 | T T L 252,231,970 | PENNSYLVANIA
Rhode Island 28434739 | T[T 7T 7628239 | 28,762,378 |RHODE ISLAND
South Carolina 39753118 T 739,753,118 |SOUTH CAROLIN ] 1 y
South Dakota 9,743,871 . - 9,743,871 |[SOUTH DAKOTA T 9,743,871
Tennessee 88,330,540 i 250167 |. 88.580.707 | TENNESSEE* 110,413,171
Texas 252,712,836 - 252,712,836 |TEXAS 284,161,244
Utah B 25,290,550 - ) T252%.550 |UTAH® T T T 33,720,733
Vermont j 27.363,633 .| 727,383,633 [VERMONT . 34204541
Virginia 67,161,733 17,798,835 | 84,980,568 |VIRGINIA Coenmr 113,307,423
Washington 215,183,482 . 215,183,482 |WASHINGTON T Anoer i 262,371,084
West Virginia 28445496 | . - | 28,445,456 |WEST VIRGINIA 11187 31,416,888 | .
Wisconsin_- 158,581,427 N 10,647,305 169,228,732 |WISCONSIN 22 781
Wyoming 6993656 | 1,553,781 8,547,437 [WYOMING* 710,636,106
State Total 8.763.980.825 |7 T[T 777183572267 | "8947.553.0921 <~ - .




Jen,

As Bruce prepares for his Casey
next week, he should anticipate that
states are swimming in money and, as
to give them another $21 billion for
argue this from three perspectlves

l

presentation on child care
Ron Haskins will argue that
a result, there is no need
child care. He is likely to

1. States aren’t even spending all their current Chlld Care and

Development Block Grant (CCDBG) funds.

This was the initial Republican argument against-the
President’s initiative. We have developed the attached (#1)
to refute this and have spent considerable time with hill
staff trying to convince them that this argument doesn’t
hold water. As a result, Ron may not put much empha51s on
this point and may move onto points 2 and 3.

States have tons of TANF .funds that they can use for child

Ron definitely will emphasize this argument and point. to
current TANF spending as well as CBO estimates re future
TANF spending to make. the case that states w1ll have lots of
.-money they can transfer to CCDBG.

As per the attached (#2), there ‘are several points to make
in response ' :

» States are spending TANF funds at a rapid rate-- they
have obligated 90 % of their FY 97 TANF awards. By the-
end of March, their FY 98 outlay rate was about 66% (a
higher rate than the comparable figure for March of
1997) . The evidence indicates that States are drawing
down thelr TANF funds. :

> To date, few States have transferred funds into
CCDBG. In FY 97, less than $180 million (slightly more
than 1 percent) of TANF funds were transferred into

- CCDBG. R C S :

» With respect to future TANF funds, states will face
increasing welfare to work costs ‘as the work '

requirements increase and their rolls are composed of
harder-to-place recipients with more difficult needs.

» Further, keep in mind that[Congress specifically
allowed states unlimited time to obligate their TANF
funds so-that they would have their funds available for

rainy- days .or contlngency purposes. Can’t both set
‘aside the funds for a rainy day and use them for child
care. (A caution here, we can’t say for sure how much

‘states are planning to set aside for rainy day funds,
since they can’t draw them down for this purpose --
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ASSESSING THE CHILD CARE CHALLENGE: |

The Annie E. Casey Foundation hosts

WHERE DO WE GO FROM HERE ? .

Tuesday, May 5, 1998 -

BIOGRAPHIES OF PANELISTS

YOLIE FLORES AGUILAR - Moderator

Yolie Flores

- Child Carc:
Council and
County We]
Developmen

b

Dircctor of Child Care Policy and Planning for the City of Lo

Work/Family

was in the inaugural class of the Annie E.

Fellowship B
policy in this

RON HASK

Ron Hasking
Committee o
- House staffer
Mr. Haskins
Committee,
University of
articles on'chi
primarily on
unemployme;

1t, and budget issues.

Ms. Aguilar chairs the Los Angeles County |
.18 an executive member of the Children’s Planning

Recently, she joined the National Economic
and Law Center as a Senior Program Manager, and prior to that she was
0s Angeles and the former
Director for the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power. Ms. Aguilar
Casey Foundation’s Children and Family

rogram. She has played a critical role in shaping the section on child-care
year’'s 1998 KIDS COUNT Data Book. o ' :

INS .

is the Staff Director for the Subcomumittee on Human Resources of the

n Ways and Means, U.S. House of Representatives. Mr. Haskins is the chicf

responsible for child care related legislation. Prior to being Staff Director,
was welfare counsel for the Republicans on - the- Ways and Means
Before working on Capitol Hill, he was a rescarch professor -at’ the
North Carolina at Chapel Hill. Mr. Haskins has published books and
ldren and policies. In his 11 years in Washington, Mr. Haskins has. worked
‘welfare reform, day care, ' child support ecnforcement, foster care,

SHARON LYNN KAGAN

Sharon Lynn
Development
related to the
Kapan is the
_ Children, Co-
more than 40
By Chance, t
Reinventing |
Kagan has be
City Mayor’s

Kagan, Senior stﬁociatc‘ al Yale University’s Bush Center in Child
and Social Policy, is recognized nationally and internationally for her work
carc and education of young children and their families. Presently, Dr.

1c report of The Quality 2000 Initiative, and Co-edited new volumes on
tarly Care and Education, and Children, Families and Government. Dr.
cn also a Head Start teacher and director, and Director of the New York
Office of Early. Childhood Education. . s L

s on the Los Angeles -

Aguilar, President of the Los Angeles County Board of Education, is 1 child
care and edycation leader in Los Angeles.
Capacity Workgroup,
the Los Angeles Roundtable for Children, and serve
fare Reform Taskforce.

President-Elect of the National Association for the Education of Young =
Chair of the National Education Goals Pancl on Goal One, and a member-of
national boards or panels. She has recently completed a national study, Not
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BRUCE REED

Bruce Reed, Assistau‘; to the President for Domestic Policy and Director of the Domestic
Policy Coupcil, is the chief architect of the Administration’s child-carc proposals. He
oversees a variety of domestic issues including welfare reform, education, healih care,

and crime, as

well as long-term policy development. Mr. Reed served Deputy Assistant

to the Presiglent for Domestic Policy from 1993 to 1995 and Assistani to the President for
Domestic Planning from 1995 to 1996. In 1992, he was Deputy Campaign Manager for

Policy of the

Clinton-Gore campaign. From 1990 to. 1991, he served as Policy Director

of the Democratic Leadership Council, where he was editor of The New Democrat
magazine. He worked as Chief Speechwriter to then Senator Al Gore from 1985 to 1989,

MARY PALMER SMITH

Mary Palmer

Smith is the founder and Exccutive Director of Babyland Nursery, Inc, a |

‘model child-care center. Ms. Smith operates six child-care centers, which annually
provide quality care to more than 700 children in the Newark, New Jersey area. In

. addition, Bap

yland has a netwotk of family-based child-care providers, training mothers

~ who can wopk in their own homes. A high proportion of participating families arc low

. income or on
‘Babyland ¢

welfare, although the centers also serve middle- and upper-income families.

ploys nearly 200 workers, and construction of four new centers will create

- additional 'jqbs in. future years. Ms. Smith recopnizes the link between reliable and

affordable chi

ld care and economic independence for working families. Ms. Smith served

as a trustee qf the New Jersey University of Medicine and Dentistry. She is a member.of

- the State Hu
Board to

~ JAMESR,

an Services Advisory Council, a member of the State Child Care Advisory

TOJAK

-James R. § ojak, Citibank E&ecutive Vice President, Global Fulfillment, leads the
~Corporation’$ strategic initiatives 1o deliver the highest quality products and services Lo

consnmers
committed t
high quality,

Stojak directs

[

Previously,
~Wells Fargo
"Manager of §
13 year care
’ operations,

orldwide.

Citibank, one of the world’s leading finarncial organizalions, is
helping employees balance the demands of wark and family by providing
affordable, onsite child care at locations across the United States. Mr.
efforts to establish both short and long term strategies for the business.
e served as Senior Vice President of Computing and Communications at
Bark, San Francisco. _ i
yystems Technology -at Continental Hlinois National Bank, where during a
er al the bank he held various management positions in systems and

The Annie E. C

¢y Foundation is a private charitablc organization dedicated to helping build better futures

. for disadvantaged children and families in the United States. ‘The Foundation was established in ]948 by
Jim Casey, one qf the foundérs of the United Parcel Service, and his siblings who named the Foundation in

honor of theirm

ther. Tor more information, please visit our website ac www.aecf.orp,

Prior to that, Mr. Stojak was Vice President and
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Yolie Flores Aguilar, appomtcd o the Los Angelcs County Board of’ F"ducaunn in
1995, is one of the highest ranking Latinas in lacal public education and in children’s
advocacy. |She is the former Director of Child Care for the City of Los Angeles, and
currently a| Seaior Program Manager with the National Economic Development and
Law Center where she works with communities across the country in planning for
neighborhpad child care development and implementation. She has also consulted to
the Annie E. Casey Foundation on child care and Latino children’s issues.
Prpviously, at the Department of Water and Power, she designed and tnanaged DWT
Family Caze, a nationally acclaimed employer-supposted child care and work/family
. program. R Lo :

. As a recognized leader in children’s issues in Las Augeles, Ms. Aguilar serves on
various boprds to help improve the lives of children, families, and communities. Tn
her capac:éy as President of the [.A. County Board of Education, she has gained the
commitment from the Los Angeles County Office of Education to develop and
implement an early childhood development initiative. As an executive member of the
Children’s | Planning Council, she has the led the county-wide effort to develop
children's planning collaboratives m each of the eight Service Planning Areas of Los

_Anpeles County. In addition, she co-chairs the Los Angeles County Child Caxc :
Capacity Development Work Group, is 2 member of the Los Angeles County -
Welfare Reform Taskforce, is vice president of the board of the Pediatric and Family
Medical Center, an exemutive board member of the Los Angeles Roundtable for:
Children, 4nd 2 founder and director of the National Latina Alliance.

Yolie Flores Aguilar is an avid and passionate bilmgual speaker on early childhood
. development and on the power and responsibility of parents and communmcs n
 charunga sucm:-asful furure for all cl:uldren

Ms. Agnilar is 2 graduate of the Umversxty of Redla.nds and received her masver's

~ degree i:;v;Loqal Welfare from the University of California, Los Angeles. In 1993, Ms.
Aguilar one of ten gelected in the nation to patticipate io the 1993-94 inaugural
class of the¢ Children and Family Fellowship sponsored by the Annie E, Casey
Foundaton. Moast recently Ms, Aguilar was selected by the YWCA of Greater Los

Angeles as ope of twenty mulu-e[hmc wamen for the Incredible Women Makmg
History awa.rd

 — . : s ' P
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Brief B!Ogrnphy
Ron Haskins
Apnl 1997
Ron Haskins ls the staff director for the Subcommittee on Human Resources of the
Committes on Ways and Means, U.S, House of Representatives. Prior to becoming staff
director, he was|welfare counsel for the Republicans on the Ways and Means Committee.

Previously, he Was a research professor at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, a

lecturer in histor; and educarion at the University of North Cazolina at Charlotte, a high school
. social stadies tagcher in Chaﬂonc, North Carolina, and a non-commissiened officer in the United

States Marine Cprps. After completing his undergraduate degree in history, Haskins obtained an

ion and a Ph.D. in developmental psychoiogy from the University of North

has warked px'lmmjly on welfare reform, day care, chﬂd Support
care, upemployment, and budget issues. He ls remarried and has four

children ranging in age from 9 to 30,

Address: U.S! House of Representatives
C ittee on Ways and Means
Subgommittee on Human Resources
B-317 Raybum House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Phone: 202u 2 1025 (W)

Fax:
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SHARON LYNN KAGAN. Ed.D.

BIOGRAPHICAL STATEMENT

-~ Shargn Lynn Kagan, Senior Associate a¢ Yale University’s Bush Center in Child
Development and Social Policy, is recognized nationally and inrernationally for her
work related to the care and education of young children and their families. Dr. Kagan

' is a frequent|consultant to the White House, Congress, the Narional Governors’
- Association, the 'U.S. Departments.of Education and Health and Human Services, and
- Iumerous states, foundarions, corporations, and professional associatons. wPresently, -
she is the President-Elect of the National Association for the Education of Young -
>+ Children NAEYC), Co-Chair of the Narional Educarion Goals Panel on Goal One, and’
~ amember of over 40 national boards or panels. Formerly, Chair of the Family
Resource Coplition of America's Board of Directors, and a member of President
- Clinton’s edycation transition team, National Commissions on Head Start and Chapter
1, and the NAEYC Governing Board, Dr. Kagan has received mimerous awards, '
among them @an honorary doctoral degree from ' Wheelock College and a distinguished
- alumna award from Teachers College, Columbia. - e _

Dr. Kagan is a prolific author, having written over 120 publications ‘including
- the authorship or editorship of 12 volumes and the guest editorship of numerous
journals. In her writings, Dr. Kagan has investigated issues including the development
~of policy for children and families, family support, early childhood pedagogy.
- strategies fot| collaboration and service inregration, and the evaluation of ‘social
_programs. She has recemly completed a nationa! study, Not By Chance, the report of -
The Quality 2000 Initiative, and co-edited new volumes on Reimventing Earty Care and
Educarion, Children, Families and Governmenr. Her analytic work has been
supported by |research grants from ten national foundations, along with the U_S.
Deparments jof Education and Health and Human Services, Augmenting her
. scholarship with practice in the field, Dr. Kagan has been a Head Starr teacher and
~ director, a fellow.in the .S, Senate, an adminiswator in the public schools; and
- Director of e New York City Mayor's Office of Earty Childhood Education,
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- Citiearp Executjve B;,'ngphg:
James R, Stojak - ,
Executive Vite Prasident, Global Fulfllment
- Citicorp

< JamesR. Stojak, Citibank Executive Vigé President, Global Fulfillment, leads the Corporation's
~ Strategic inltiatives to.deliver the highest quality products and Services to consumers worldwide.
- In this role, Mr. Stojak directs efforts to establish both short and long teqn strategies for the
business, ‘ . SO _ o

- Mr, Stojak’s qverall re:sponsihiliﬁcs comprise overseeing and éxpanding thc‘ﬁzethods of customer
- interactions, This includes leveraging best practices throughour the corporation to enhances both .

contact -- from telephones 10 ATMs to personal computers. As z senior business leader, he has
overall accountability for developing the operational strategic direction to ensure the company
excels in the cpmpettive financial marketplacs. Since joining Citibank in 1985, My, Stojak has .
. 'beld a varety of smategic organizational positions. Joining the corporation as Senior Vice _
. President, Director of Information Services for Bankcards, he then begame General Manager of
Citicorp Credit Services, Inc. (Maryland). Iy 1990, Mr. Stojak assumed overall responsibility for
the bank’s credit card operations in Sioux Falls, South Dakora: The Lakes, Nevada: and
Hagerstown, Maryland: Tn 1993, M. Stojak became a member of the Executive Team -
 responsible fot| Citicorp’s U.S., Card Products Gronp, . He became Chief Operating Officer for
- Burope/North America Bankcards in 1994, He assumed his crtrent responsibilities in February,
1997, . ’ o . : o e e .

Mz, Stojak’s professional backeround includgs’ serving as Senior Vice Presid;nt of Cbmptiting .
and Communications at Wells Fargo Bank, San Francisco, Prior to that, ke was Vice President -

and Manager of Systems Technology at Continental Ilinois National Bauk; where during a 13 -
year career at the bank he held various management positions in Systems and operations, -

Mr. Stojak serves on various pmfessiohal orgenizations, He holds an MBA in Finance from
DePaul University, llinais. Mr, Stojak’s office is located in Hagerstown, Maryland, -
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 MARY PALMER SMITH

I. BIOGRAPHY

Mary Smith, |the founder and Executive Director of Babyland
Rursery, Ing. earned a B.S. degrae from Rutgers University-
Livingston Collage with a major in Seciology and an M.A. from
Kean College in Early Childhood Education. She was awardad
honerary doctorates by Seton Hall University, South Orange, New
Jarsey and Drew Univeraity, Madison, Now Jersey. :

Mrs, Smith derved aa a trustee of the New Jersey University of
Mediocine and Dentistry. She is a member of the §tate Human
Sarvices Advisery Council,; a member of the State Child Care
Advisory Board, New Jersey State Department of Human Sarvices Ad
HBoc Committee on Infant /Taddler Child Care Regulation; National
Center for Urban Ethnic Affaira; and The National Committee of

- 'the Campaign for Human Develepment. Her awards include: Kean
College-OQutatanding Graduate; New Jergey Pride Award, 1989;
Senator Bill| Bradley's "Unsung Heroine Award" and tha Pro
Ecoclesia et Pontifice Awaxd from Pope John Paul IX, the hzghest
award that & Catholic Chuxch givas to a lay pexgon. This
maxrked the first time a black wewan had ever been the recipient
of this awar{d. She was also ona of the "Faces of Hopa" guest at
President Bill Clinton's Inaugural Gala. In 19986, Mary was
presented the Phenomenal Woman Award by the ‘Honorable Gayle
Chaneyfield, | Councilwoman-at-Large and she alsc received the Ann
Klein Award for dedicated and forceful sarvice as a community
activist who|advocates for the delivery of quality sexvice to tha
elderly population of Newark's Central Ward. -

A resident of Newark since she was gix yaars old, Mary Smith is
thoroughly familiar with inner-city problems, especially those of
. Newark, a oity whose paecple she lovas with all of hex heaxt, Bhe
. has saen her [gity change from a multi-~oultural oity where small
flourishing businesgses lined the gtreeta. She remembers when the
_ downtown arcea was once a major regional retail centexr with lavrge
' dapartment gtioras, branoches of national chain merchand;sexa,
' threa large movie theaters and gultural sites and events that
rivalled thosie of most c;ties

YPThis was a place whexe you aould leave your door
unlocked. In our neighborhecod thexe were blacks and
‘whites. | Then you began to see a progression in the
50's with whites who used to live over their:
bs starting to move to tha suburbg, Buildings
ooking terrible. People stopped ocleaning up,
and the suburbanites coming back in to look around
would say 'I lived there and look at how bad it is
- now. They were blaming black people who didn't own
~ the houslug . Peopla from the suburbs owned it, but

atarted
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jobs with har husband. However, when the needs of a gick child

had four young children and was juggling a nuﬁber 14

P. 009

demanded more of her -attentioen, she stopped wozrking, IYn 1964 the

family moved
projeot which was made up of a series of 13-story buildings,
housing 1,200 families. ‘The lessons sha learned about public
housing, life and the People in Newark's infamousg publie housing
Projects molded her thinking and helped to shape the New
Community p ilosophy. : »

"I was |the third person o move into my building. The
day after I moved in, I went shopping and returned to
find the elevatox was hreoken. T lived on the eleventh
floox, |and that elevator astayed broken. Then we didn't
have hqt watex. I found out they didn't put scoreens on
windows above the seventh floor. T went to complain
about the mesquitos we were getting at night and was
told that the Federal government had detarmined that
mosquitos didn't go above the saventh floor. The
mosquitos were eating my kids up. It changed my
attitude about pPeople in public housing."

Mrs Smith organized the xesidents to fight back by prodding the

to Boudder Homes, the State's largest publig housing

Public housing bureaueracy to provida hot water, repair elevators

and put screpns on windows. Sha worked tirelessly with tenants,
teaching them skillsg like budgeting, sewing and doing laundry.
Within six mpnthas, Mra. Smith bacame president of the new
tenant's association at Scudder Homes and became involved in a
Statewida publie housing tenant's group, schooling herself in
neighborhood| activism and even agitating for improvements in

Newark's overorowded public sshool system. .

Residents also expressed concarns about street crime and other
dangerous conditions in their neighborhoeds, which theay -
attributed partly to a lack of police presence. Mary Smith's
responee wag | to organize the Tenant's Association of Scudder
Homes and tenants frem other publi¢ housing to pack the City
Council meeting with 1,500 residents. The politicians got the
mesaage and goon provided additional polige protection for the
area, The group also called for a Police Raview Board to
investigate

Department rgfused, but did permit neighborhood representativas

- to ride on pglice patrols to sea thenm doing their jobs and te

convinee residents that police were not brutal.

Mary Smith next beocame involved in Oparation Understanding, an

Suspacted corruption on the force. The Newark Police

early civil rlights awareness movement in Newark. This involvement .

followed a series of coenversations and meetings with Father
William J. Linder, the founder of New Community Corporation, who

‘wanted Mra. Smith involved in the efforts that were to aeed one
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of tha most
Newark. P
group calle
chapters ar

- Operation Housewives that was soon to have 15
und New Jersey. Mrs. Smith became Co-chairperson of
on of urban and suburban. woman. o

X years traveling to churchesg in the suburbs talking
ight of inner city residents. One of the messages

k was the need to Create well-paying jobs for urban
suburban women could oenaourage their husbands to help
P jobs and devaloping-tza¢hing pPrograms. Many of the
-held prominent Posts in prestigiocus firms .

She spent s
about the p
that she to
women. The
by opening
suburban me

However, ac ording to Mrs, Smith, jobs were of minimal  value,
without rel le child care for the prospactive working mothers,
during working hours. No day-care center in Newark would acoept
children under 2 1/2 yoars of age. Nor was there any infant day
care center in New Jersey. _ -

Mary Smith was determined to provide day carxe, and for over

ears has beaen doing just that. With funds fyom the
Operation He sewives' thrift shep, the first Babyland Nuraexry
opaned in August 1569 in a Beven-xoom apartment in Souddar Homes.
Now there are seven centers, caring for nearly 700 children in
the Central Ward, the Roseville area and Powntown Newark.

Although she |is now & grandmother of five, Mary Smith showa no

signs of slowing down. ' She has a hands-on approach to her . :
Babyland responaibilities anpnd Serves as treasBurer of the Board of
Directors of |New Community Corporation, as well. '

1
N

II. RABYLAND NURSERY

Babyland Nursery, Inc. was incorporated in the state of New
Jersay in 1970 and Mary Smith beocame the Executive Director, .
Babyland was @ national trailblazer when it began providing day
¢are to the ohildren of the Central Ward. It was New Jexgey's
firat non-profit interracial day care centexr for children from 2
1/2 months to| five Years old. Not a single day care center in
Newark would A0ept children undar 2 1/2 Years of age, and infant
day care was nheard of in New Jersey, ' ' _ .

Mary Smith un ersﬁooﬂ that the hﬁndredslof mothars in her

. neighborhood equired good, depandable day care, if thay weie

going to hold |down jobs. Sha continyed to inform hex suburban
counterparts out the-jobs‘that.Central Ward reaidents needed.
and the obstacles they faced in finding day care for thejir
ohildren. Th group set up the Central/West Ward Sexvice League

- 'Of Newark, whilch opéned a thrift shop called Operation

Housewives, at 302 South Orange Avenue, Run by Newark women and

- stocked by suburbanites, this entrepraneurial vantura succeeded

in raising the Woney needed for the day ocare ceater. With theé

LI VIAX RAS
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Babyland'a suburban allies enlisted Assembly Speaker Thomasg
Kean(lataxr to @ ‘Governor of Naw Jersey) and aother legQislators in
their cauge. - Mr. Kean called public hearings to examire the laaok
of day care in tha State. The hearings PuUt pressure on the State

to write standards that would free Federal money for Babyland.

The pressyre on atate officials to act was also increaged by U.s,
Senator Harrison Williams, who Suggested circumventing Federal

- regulationa by having Babyland certified as a pilot project which
would makel it eligible for Federal aid; a move that would have
Placed the day care canter beyond the reach of New Jeraey .
bureaucrats, - . _ - S

Rabyland's Executive Director meanwhile asked to sit on the State
Task Force| that was being formed to draft infant day care
Standards.,| In 1970 and 1971 Mary Smith, tha women from Operation
Hougewivag| and the Board of Direoctors of Babyland drafted four
Pxoposals for infant day oare standards. _The state responded to
thelr ideas by declaring that it was not writing guidelines, but.
Just studying whether they were needed or not. Eight months ‘
later, on | September 23, 1971, guidelines for infant day care
were published. The title was Standards for Group Day Care of
Infants. They had been developed by Mary Smith and her

358ocia ° | | . o

d89%ociates.

State regulators ignored virtually all of Babyland's . .
recommendations and drew up & list of regulations that would have
created more problems -than thoy solved. Assembly spemker Kean
4gain came to Babyland's aid, scheduling hearings that allowed
its direotors to mount a challenge to the State's guidalines.
Because of fthe Trenton henringa~and-the.continuing‘political
Pressure on State regqulators to. compromise, many of the
regqulatory changes supported by Babyland were finally enacted.

BABYLAND BEGINS TO EXPAND

When public monies became more readily available in 1973, :

- Babyland had already bought and ranovatad a former mediral office
building for its second day cara center. A child abusge Program,
with 35 day|care slots, opened in 1975. That same year the
original Babyland in Scudder Homes Rousing Projects had to close
after a rasl of break-ins, leaking pipag, a basementpfire,and the
lack of heatl and hot water. Theipy experience at Scuddgr Homes
made Babyland's Executive Dizeotor and Supporters determined to
build and contrel their own facilities in the future. to

In 1978 Esga County wanted teo setup a shelter for the viotims of
Domestic viellance. . A number of traditional servica agenciag were
. anxious te win the contract to run the facility, but thought the
$50,000 budgated was insufficient, Meatings went on for year,
~thug, thip 1 ng-term haggling Plaged the funding in danger of
expiring. 1 en a surprising development occurred at one of the

l By e
g *d . o S.0L G6EF INAZ BRI T o3 e el - 5. S
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process to have Babyland run the facility. Today
month,

toddlexrs, opened on South Ozxange’ Avenue in 1981 .
employeas,
Bank of New Jarsey. The firat center to be built

for infants jand toddlers, from the ground up, it i
child-centerpd State of the art day-care facility.
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Babyland Nursery, Ing, is also taking on the chall
‘Pregnancy in
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Pre=natal ecar
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8 & two part program which ig Fedara

+ and parenting skills. Girls who &
h' as women, In£ants,,Children(WIC),
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meetings thpt Babyland was hosting, Babyland was offerad the
contract to| run the aheltar because the New Jersay Division of
,Emily Services (DYFS) was impressed with its
commji tment, experiance, capabilities, and track racord for
~ 3uccess. Through a concerted effort, DYFS facilitatad the

the Babyland-

Sponsored Essex County Fanily Violence Program provides housing
and oounseling for more than 40 women and their children each

Babyland IIF, a $2 million facility for neazly 200 infants and

The nursery was

Planned by ﬁore than 50 neighborhood residents, Babyland »
nd a number of: aarly childhood experts, who helped to

custom-design it. A $800,000 mortgaga was financed. through the

‘New Jexsey Economic Development Authority with first Fidality

in New Jarsey
8 truly a

.létér, the Federal Head Stéxt‘hgehc& wanted to
lot programs for HIV children, a Newark Head Start
asked to set one up. Thay refused to .get involved

Babyland

challenge:-and in 1989 opened ona of the nation's

HIV. ' The :
day care for 30

well as counseling, education4and support gervicas
ents, With New Jersey ranking fourth nationally in

eabant

th age<-appropriate activities, rather than have
d to the lonaely, cl%nical_su:roundings'of a '

enga of teenage

he City of Newark, through a program that serves
nd their childraen, The Babyland Parent-child

re not under a

re are xeferred to a clinic. A host of services is

food Stampsg,

he infant and
ditional 15
hoir babies and
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Babyland LI opaned in 1992 in the downtown.headqﬁarters of New

up to 95 ghildren of Blue Cross/Blue Shield employees. In 1394,

parents, b
pPlaced in

- children. |However, if they can remain togethexr as part of their
natural f ily, they retain gome Semblance of stability and
Permanence. Children Together provides a community-based option

that offers
. and other
" three-fold

- Foster |Carxe Program,- Through this Program, babiea who

vparents.

"~ TEL:000 000 0000 R A o

Mothers who are 16-18 years old may place theijr

rom ages three months to three years in the Babyland I
rogram while they attend sohool or: work. .They must
kshopa each weekday from 3:30 to 4:30 whera they learn -
ting akills,,lifa_skills, and the availability of = -
vices. Thay are encouraged to g6 inte their children's -
oth to_participate in their children'sg care and to

illed caregivers who S8erve as parenting rele models,

in. the prograw for the entire three years.

ien New Community opened Harmony House, 102 units of

1 housing for homelaas families, Babyland V became an
art of the faocility. It now Servas 76 homeless infants
rs each day while their parents are learning how to
f-suffigient through job training and basic education. -

. Cross and Blue Shield, It has the capacity to serve

I began operating in a bright, freshly remodeled,
development conducive faallity which was onge a

at belonged to the Telephone Company . Serving mostly
risk, the canter sgerveas nhearly 60 toddlers, '

CHILDREN TOGETRER: FOSTER CARE

oneered a new form of child care in 1993 when it
dren Together. Brothers. and Siaters from sevarely

al families are often separated, not only from their

t also from each othar when they are by necessaity
ostaer care. This séverance has devastating effegts on

en‘Together"Hame(South Orange, N.,J.) is a

c@ with a capacity for twelve children, with
room to house siblings who are maintained

* in & family-style livingvenvironment._

_1izeg Foster Homes Program which offers tfaining

uoordinqted case management, and has 4 gommunity o
raaourge component. 'In Marah 1995, Bahyland -
establishad the Boarder Babies Program as Part of ita

are not permitted, by DYFS, to leave the hospital with
their parentgs are placaed in the loving carg of fomter

8e - d
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ster parentg, which ingluda criais intervention,
alth cargq, nutrition,~speaial oultural rYequiregantsg
and famjily reunification,

-grovides Support serviecas and spacial training to DYFS

‘Togather emphagizes the merjits of a hame-lika, .

ive eavironment by means of appropriate role—modnling,
relationsghip building activitiag, family-group oriented
B, and warm, comfortable physical 8urroundings.

SUMMARY

Nursexy's eight loocations ineluda 8ix day-care Sentexa,

Babylan

a Family Violenge Shalter, and the Children Together Home. A
total of 2¢ different Programs address the needs of children and
their familigg. Tha centera Provide qualiey day care for ovgr
1000 on ldren, ranging from pranatal to 5 years of aga. They
benefit from both an early childhood education and a health
maintenanoe and nutrition Program, ' parent invelvement in thaejir

's d-valopment, as well ap a tranaportation Program.

Nurseries receive a wide array of 8cnial servicags,

kers visit their honews, asaisting parents te care

for their children. All of the toddlers are enxrollaed in
al WIC Program to ensure that their nutritienal needs
Childrmen are immunjzed and given ocuplete phyaigal

ons. The centaers keeop complete medical records on eaeh

properly
the Fada
are maet,
examinat
child,

Tha staff of 197 during summer months, inoludes. 165 full-time
enployees. Nearly half hoid professional degreas or

-ocertifications. Their baekgroundg range from Child Development

Associatae to Ph.D. epnd cover many fields inoluding: Sogiml Wozxk,
Seciolagy| Nuxsing, Early Childhood Education, Nutrition, Family
& Child b velopmant and Paychology. Thig highly exporienced
Staff is augqmented by voluntemerg who sexrve at most centexrs, and

Babyland Has 3 Proud tradition eof stafe training. 1t develops ang
maintaina high standards of oara. Its teachers and Caragivars
are qontiyually updated on the latest methods and trends in
infant an early childhood education, Caregivers can earn up to
36 oredits in Early Childhood Education through ofi-site, in=~
Servica t aining courges which are taught by &coredited atafye
membera, | :
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