_ED 194 193
TITLE
INSTITOTION
SPONS AGERCY
PUB DATE
CONTRACT
NOTE

EDFS. PRICE
 DESCRIPTORS

IDENTIFIERS

fassrsacr

DOCUMENT RESOME

PS 011 784
White House Conference on Families: National Hearings
Summary. _
National Inst. for Advanced Studies, Washingtor,
D.C.: White House Conference on Families, Washington,
D.C. ’
Office of Education (DHEW), Washington, D.C.
10 Apr 80
100-80-0019 ‘
144p.; For related documents, see PS 011 783-791.

‘MFO1/PC06 Plus Postage.
- Conferences: *La C S ,
- (Sociological Unit): *Family Status; *Government

*Cay Care; *Economic Status; Family

Role: Hearinas:; Needs Assessment; *Parenthood
Educations Policy Formation: Position Papers: Social

" Responsibility: *Violence: Welfare Services

*yhite House Conference on Families

This report provides an executive summary and

,overv1ews of the transcripts of each of the seven National hearings
gheld erior to the White House Conference on Families. Invoiving
testimony of citizens and experts, and site visits to innovative
programs and groups serving families, the Hearings were held in

fKansas,

Tennessee, Colcrado,

Connecticut, Washington, D.C., Michigan

gand washington. Issues and recommendations in the executive summary
~are organized according to the four mador areas of concern identified

by the White House Conference on Families. These areas are;

families

~and economic well-being: challenges and responsibilities of fanmilies,

families and human needs
‘five issues receiving the most attention across the seven national
‘hearings were (1) the role and impact of Federal, State, and local
..qovernments cn families, (2)

~for gquality child care, (3)

and families and major institutions. The

the availability and cost of and need
the availability of information or

ﬂcourses on family life education including parenting, marriage, and

~sex education,

(4) the impact of poverty, inadequate income, and

“dnflation on fawilies, and (5) the increase in family violence and

its causes and etfects.

(Authcr/SS)

from the original document..

***#** #*##*######*########*############*####**#########*####### 3 3k 33K Xk K

’"******:*#************#t**t**#***a**¢**t**::**t*****t*****************
Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made

*
*



White House
Co:1ference on FAMILIES

U S. DEPARTMENT OF MEALTM,
EDUCATION & WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

EDUCATION

THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO-
DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN-
' ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE-
SENTOFFICIAL NATIONAL iNSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY

M
o
4
—d
o~
i
(@)
Lot

NATIONAL HEARINGS
SUMMARY

BALTIMORE ¢ MINNEAPOLIS ¢ LOS ANGELES

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



White House |
Conference on FAMILIES

LISTENING TO AMERICA'S FAMILIES

The White House Conference on Families Hearings

When the National Advisory Committee of the White House Conference
on Families gathered for the first time last July, the Committee had to
make a major decision about the direction of the Conference. They
could function as a task force, developing a sophisticated definition
and analysis of the problems facing American families and begin laying
out potential solutions for discussion in the states. Or they could
open up the process and seek opportunities to hear families articulate
their own strengths and needs. They chose to begin this process by
listening to families themselves -- and we have not regretted it for one
moment. ’

The seven national hearings of the WHCF summarized in this book
were exhilarating, exhausting, stimulating and moving. More than
2000 Americans voiced their concerns, fears, passions and hopes for
families. The quantity and quality of testimony far surpassed our
expectations. .

The huge outpouring of concerns and recommendations both over-
whelmed and challenged us. We heard from two members of the President's
Cabinet, more than 25 members of Congress, eminent scholars, and leaders
of national organizations. Most importantly, we heard from hundreds upon
hundreds of ordinary family members -- mothers, fathers, and children;
defenders of traditional values and advocates of alternative lifestyles;
affluent suburban couples and inner-city mothers on public assistance;
as well as business, labor and community leaders. We heard from the
unemployed, victims of family violence, participants in marriage enrichment
and self-help groups. We experienced the incredible richness, diversity
and strength of American families. We saw the¢ human faces and emotions
that give life to the statistical charts and philosophical abstractions which
frequently dominate discussions of family issues. :

Their mescsage was enormously positive. Americans from every
walk of life, of all races, of every political and philosophical persuasion
demonstrated a deep faith in families as the bedrock, the starting
point for surviving in an increasingly complex society.
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They told us several things about American families. Many families
are making it, succeeding and prevailing. Many others are coping
-with new and difficult pressures -- economic, social, personal -- that
make their lives more difficult. Still others have been overwhelmed by
those pressures. They have broken and they are asking for our
compassion and help.

Format

Between the end of September and earl¥ January, 35 members of the
NAC conducted 13 ms of hearings in Il communities in 6 states and
the District of Columbia. The dates and sites included:

September 28 Kansas City, Kansas

September 29 Linsborg, Kansas

October 12 Nashville, Tennessee

October 13 Memphis, Tennessee

October 26-27 Denver, Colorado

November 16 Hartford, Connecticut

November 17 Stamford, Connecticut

November 30 U.S. Congress, Washington, D.C.
December 1 District Building, Washington, D.C.
December 7 Detroit, Michigan

December 8 Oak Park, Michigan

January 11 Seattle, Washington

There were two kinds of testimony: é)reregistered witnesses who were
placed on panels of 6 and were limited to 5 minutes; and “ispeak out"
participants who were heard on a "first-come first-heard" basis for 3
minutes. The tremendous response to the hearings required that 3-5
simultaneous hearings be conducted at each site for more than 20
hours over the iwo days. More than 400 witnessess were heard in
Michigan alone. :

In addition, NAC membars who conducted the hearings also made
site visits to innovative programs. and groups serving families. We
visited an inner-city health care center, a public school for handicapped
children, a cooperative child-care center, a shelter for abused spouses,
a home for runaway youth and a senior citizens center, among others.

More than 4000 ;Seople attended the hearings and almost half of
that group were witnesses. The entir&grocess was recorded and
transcribed, yielding to more than 10, pages of testimony.



Analysis

There is no way to share each story with you. There is no way to
compress 600 hours of testimony into a usuable document without losing
much of the emotion, conviction and human dimensions. Nonetheless,
it is crucially important that you read the summary introduction. It
was prepared for us by the National Institute for Advanced Studies
(NIAS). They read every word of testimony and have attempted to
organize and summarize the more than 10,000 pages of transcripts

into a document for your use in preparation for the WHCF. It
includes an executive summary and overview of each of the seven
hearings. It will provide you with a real sense of the concerns

of the people who testified at the WHCF hearings.

Major Concerns

Using the data for each of the seven hearings developed by the NIAS,
we have comniled the following listing of the major concerns cf the
individuals who participated in the WHCF hearings. Related topics
have been grouped together for reasons of clarity. It differs slightly
from the NIAS summary because of minor differences in grouping of
topics. In the first fifteen concerns, a limited breakdown of the major
issues within each topic is included where possible.

RANK CONCERN FREQUENCY

1. Sensitivity of Government 299

-- sensitivity to families (214)

--.sensitivity to racial/ethnic/religious
~ differences (49) '

-- accessability and accountability (21)

-- appropriate role of government

-- specific policies which hurt, help or

ignore families
-- family impact analysis

2. Economic Pressures 204

-- inflation and poverty (138)
-- unemployment (66)



RANK CONCERN FREQUENCY

3. Support for Specific Families 193

traditional families (77)
single-parent families (58)
extended families (19)
others or general (39)

4. Child Care o ; 184

-- availability of quality child care (137)
-~ cost (23)
- -- role of family, neighborhood, community
groups, churches, and government

5. Education : 171

-- quality and availability (68)

-- home/school relations (54)

-- moral concerns (26) .
responsiveness to diverse needs (23)

6. Health 161

availability, cost and quality (63)
preventive health care (41)
maternal and infant care (30)
mental health (24)

7. Work and }_‘amilies 149

-- flexible employment practices (43)
-~ discrimiration in work (40)

-- increased participation (36)

-- business and families (24)

-- counseling on the job (8)




RANK CONCERN FREQUENCY

8. Family Life Education - 147

-~ preparation for parenting (87)
-~ preparation for marriage (26)
-- sex education (22) :
-~ other or general (13)

9. Children and Parents 130

- respd'nsible parenting (52)
-~ supports for parents and children (39)
-~ general (39)

10. Community Institutions 127

-- religious institutions (80)
-- self-help groups and others (47)

1. Family Violence 124

-~ child abuse
-- spouse abuse
-- abuse of the elderly

12. Family Planning _ 123

-~ concern about abortion (88) :
-~ other family planning issues (30)

' 13. Financial Assistance to Families | 121

welfare and welfare reform (75)
Social Securitg (12) :

food stamps (5)

other (29




RANK CONCERN FREQUENCY

14. Housing 82

-- cost and quality (45)

-- discrimination

-- neighborhood factors
15. Media 70

-- impact of television -and radio (30) '

-- support for family values

-- presentation of family life, minorities,

women, housewives, etc.

16. Divorce and Separation 50
17. Law 48
18. Alcohol and Drug "Abuse 47
19. Tax Policy 46
20. Families and Aging 44
21. Families and Handicapping Conditions 39
22. Adoption and Foster Care 35
23. Social Services 30
24. Marriage 25
25. Military Families

20
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These concerns are at the heart of the WHCF. Thousands of people
are counting on you and me to translate their concerns into real action
to strengthen and support families. These hearings left me with several
unmistakeable impressions:

0  American families are alive, vital and working
overtime to survive;

o American families are under enormous and
unprecedented pressures;

o Our major institutions -- governmental, economic
and social -- exacerbate these pressures by
insensitive policies and thought?ess neglect of
families; and

0 Policies and programs which ignore or. undermine
family vaiues and influences are¢ destined to
fail since they ignore the institution Americans
value cbove all others -- their families.

This summary is a valuable tool to help you prepare for your responsi-
bilities as a delegate to the WHCF. I think that you will find it useful
and I hope that you read it thoroughly.

airperson
ite House Conference
on Families
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

BACKGROUND  AND OYERVIEW

The White House Conference on Families was called by President Carter
" ..., to examine the strengths of American families, the difficulties they
face and the ways in which family life is affected by public policy." To
maximize participaticn in and contributions to the three White Hous2 Con-

ferences, seven pre-conference national hearings have been held which, in
effect, took the Conference to the people.

This report entitled "Summary of National Hearings of the White
House Conference on Families" presents a distillation of the written and
oral testimony. More than 1700 persons presented oral testimony and more
than 400 persons presented written testimony in connection with the na-
tional hearings which were held between September 28, 1979 and January 12,
1980, Participants included representatives from local governments, pro-

-fessional organizations, advocacy groups, service providers, academic
institutions, religious organizations, 'grass rcots' organizations and
individual family members representing themselves.

With one exception, each of the seven national hearings was held over
a two-day pericd in: Kansas; Tennessee; Colorado; Connecticut; Washington,
D.C.; Michigan; and the State of Washington. (The hearing scheduled to be
held at Yakima was cancelled due to weather conditions.) The format for
conducting the hearings permitted participation from persons who had
pre-registered, as well as from other individuals who testified during the
less structured "speak out" sessions. The issues addressed covered such
concerns as the impact of inflation and unemployment on family stability,
child care arrangements, tax policy, and the problems of single parents.
Major topics and issues were extracted from the testimcny and are summar-
ized in this report.

This report has been prepared for distribution to delegates who
will attend the three White House Conferences on Families to be held in
‘June and July of 1980. The delegates at these Conferences will have the
responsibility of formulating policy recommendations regarding ways in
which major public and private institutions can strengthen and support
fapilies. This summary will serve as a resource for those deliberations.

As in the report, the issues and recomaendations which follow in
this executive summary have been organized according to the four major
areas of concern identified by the White House Conference on Families:

¢ Families and Economic Well-Being;

e Families: Challenges and Responsibilities;

e Families and Human Needs; and

e Families and Major Imstitutions.

| 2
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

The five issues which recsived the most attention across the seven
sational hearings have been organized according to tae four major areas
of concern listed above and are presented in order of frequency. A more
detailed discussion of the spzcific issues presented at each national
hearing is presented in the individual overv;eﬁs in Chapter III of the
report.

Families and Major Institutions

Role and Impact of Federal, State, aad Local Governments on Families.
The issue concerning the role and impact of federal, state and local gov-
ernments on families was one of the ten most frequently cited issues at
each of the national hearings. Further,for the hearings held in Kansas,
Michigan, and Washington, D.C., it was the most frequently cited issue
regardless of topic area. It is also important to note that in summariz-
ing across the national hearings, the issue concerning the role and impact

of government on families was addressed by more presenters than any other
issue.

The general theme of presenters’ concerns focused in two areas.
Some presenters felt that government policies and programs (particularly
at the federal level) contribute substantially to family breakdown. They
spoke of government’s "intrusion" into the religious and moral values of
families, or simply government’s "intrusion" where it is' unwanted and does
not belong, i.e., in the family. ;

Other presenters spoke positively of government’s involvement with
families, while encouraging government to reexamine existing policies and
programs to insure that they support and strengthen families and, in some
cases, encouraging government to incorporate religious values in policy
development.

Families and Human Needs

Availability, Cost, and Need for Quality Child Care. The issue of
quality child care was of major concern at each of the national hearings.
It was the most frequently cited issue for the hearings in Colorado re~
gardless of topic area, and was the second most frequently cited issue
by presenters from all hearings.

Most presenters called for an increase in the number and types of
child care arrangements available, stressing the importance of quality
child care. Some presenters were also concerned about the cost of
quality child care, which is too often prohibitive for many families.
Some presenters also criticized current.day care regulations as too
restrictive, precluding the participation of many children in programs.
A few presenters spoke against licensed child care facilities because
it would eliminate relatives (e.g., grandmothers) as possible child

u  1g



care providers, while others criticized government for creating too much

bureaucratic red tape regarding the use of government funded child care
facilities.

Availability of Information or Courses on Family Life Education
Including Parenting, Marriage and Sex Education. This issue was a major
concern at five of the seven national hearings, including those held in
Kansas, Tennessee, Connecticut, Washington, D.C. and Washington. The
general concern raised by presenters was the overall lack of adequate
information or educational courses which could prepare adolescents for

parenting and marriage, or which could assist parents in coping with
family problems.

Families and Economic Well-Being

Impact of Poverty, Inadequate Income, and Inflation on Families.
This particular issue was the third most frequently cited by presenters
when summarizing across the national hearings. It was among the ten
most frequently cited issues for each of the hearings except those held
in the State of Michigan. (Presenters at the Michigan hearings did cite
unemployment as a major issue, which is certainly related to inadequate
income.)

Presenters generally focused on the relationship between economic
hardship and family problems, citing inflation coupled with inadequate
income (due to unemployment or fixed incomes) as causal factors in such
family problems as: Jjuvenile delinquency, family violence, drug and
alcohol abuse and divorce. Some presenters focused specifically on
inflation ard its disproportionate impact on the poor, the elderly,
farmers, Blacks and Indians. Other presenters stated that inadequate
income has forced families to become dependent on the government and
has made it difficult for families to fulfill their basic human needs
for food, health care and housing.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

Increase in Family Violence, Its Causes and Effects. The fourth
most frequently cited issue by presenters across all the national hear-
ings was the increase in family violence. Only the presenters at the
hearings held in Kansas did not place major emphasis on this issue. ’
(However, presenters at the Kansas hearings did cite factors which
affect parent-child relations, which is a related issue, as a major
concern for them.)

Many of the presenters cited economic pressures, absence of the
woman from the home, and lack of family life education as factors which
have led to the increase in spouse and child abuse, while others
raised concerns, in general, about the increase in family violence and
the need for more local and national programs to deal with this prob-
lem.

il
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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

The recommendations which have been summarized across all seven
national hearings in Chapter V have been further condensed here and are
presented according to the four major areas of concern. Although they
are not presented in order of the frequency with which they were men-
tioned, they are among the more frequently cited recommendations.

Families and Economic Well-Being

l. Federal and state governments should take steps to stop infla-
tion and reduce the economic burden on individuals. For example, gov-
ernment should: establish a minimum guaranteed income standard; provide
subsidies to low-income families for utilities; increase social security
benefit levels; revise Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC)
program to increase benefits and to include two-parent families; and
revise tax policies to reduce. taxes, provide tax consideration for home-
makers, and eliminate the marriage penalty.

2., The federal government should make employment and education
national priorities. For example, government should: support an in-
crease in the number of available jobs and job training programs, espe-
cially for low=-income persons and minorities, and provide tax credits to
businesses which initiate job training and career advancement programs
for the unemployed, especially low-income persons and minorities.

3. The private sector should provide more jobs and job training
programs, especially for low-—income families and minorities. The private
sector also should support more aggressive affirmative action programs.

4. Employers should strive for increased flexibility in employment
(personnel) practices in terms of such things as: flexitime; increased
opportunities and benefits for part-time employment; maternity and pa-
ternity leave (to include adoptive parents); and sick leave allowances
for parents whose children are ill.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

l. Federal, state and local governments should reform the foster
‘care system.

2. Federal, state and local governments should develop coordinated
services and programs to assist handicapped persons and their families,
pregnant adolescents, and victims and perpetrators of family violence.

3. The White House Conference cn Families should examine alterna-
tive (to the traditional) family lifestyles (e.g., single parents) and

identify their strengths and make recommendations with regard to over-
coming weaknesses.

18
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4. The federal government should support the extended family con-
cept.

5. The private sector should support programs and services to meet
the needs of single parents and displaced homemakers.

6. Communities should develop various support services that provide
coordinated services to families, e.g., develop family life education
courses which provide parent education, training in interpersonal com-
munication skills, and address the issue of divorce and separation and
related problems. '

" 7. Families should assume responsibility for establishing and fos-
tering values.

Families and Human Needs

1. Federal, state and local governments should upgrade the quality
of programs and services in the area of health (including preventive ser=
vices), ‘education and housing, especially for low-income families and
the elderly. .

2. Public and private family planning services should be available
to all women and the federal government should conduct more research on
improving methods of contraception. With regard to abortion, there are
two positions: (1) the government should not fund or support abortion
programs; and (2) all financial and legal barriers to abortion should be
removed .«

3. There are two positions regarding government involvement in
child care: (1) federal and state governments should provide more fund-
ing for child care programs and revise eligibility criteria which cur-
rently exclude too many children; and (2) the government should ''get out
of the business of child care" and return child care programs to the con=
trol of the private-sector.

4., Federal and state governments should provide support, both in
terms of funding and services, to make it possible for elderly persons
to live with their families and avoid institutionalization.

5. The private sector and communities should assist in providing
a variety of quality child care arrangements to allow parents choice and

to meet different needs; e.g., after-school care, infant care, care for
handicepped children, arrangements available for parents who work split
shifts. :

6. Communities should develop educational and treatment programs
for alcohol and drug abusers which would involve family members.

7. Parents should be more involved in the educational system to
insure that what is being taught is consistent with the values taught
in the home.

| 2
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8. Couimunities should develop family life education programs to
include sex education, preparation for marriage and preparation for
" parenting. 1In addition, family life centers should be set up to pro-
vide ongoing help in parenting.

Families and Major Institutions

l. Federal and state governments should review all policies to
determine their "family impact." They should also be more sensitive to
changing family structures (e.g., increase in single parent families)
and cultural, racial and ethnic diversity among families. Government
also should work wita business and local communities to improve the
quality of life for families. :

2. The federal government should improve coordination among fed-
eral agencies so as to avoid the fragmentation which currently exists.

3. The federal government should increase the number of pre-
deployment seminars and other support services for military families.

4. The federal government should have more control over televi-
sion programming and should encourage the electronic media to present
programming which supports the permanency of marriage and the importance
of parenthood and family relationships.

5. The federal government should provide more intensive monitor-

ing of compliance in regard to civil rights legislation and affirmative
action.

6. Federal and state governments should establish social service

programs which are accessible and should broaden the base of Title XX
eligibility.

7. State court systems should: more strictly enforce alimony
and support payments; simplify legal procedures for child custody; and
expand court-related counseling services in divorce cases.

8. With regard to "cults'"/alternative religions, there are two
positions: (1) the federal government should take an objective approach
when looking at religions, especially "minority" religions; and (2) the
federal government should investigate "cults" and establish support pro-
grams for families whose members have joined these religious groups.

9. The communications industry shoqld support teievision program=
ming which reflects an honest picture of family lifestyles and of cul-
tural, ethnic and racial groups.

10. The private sector should provide transportation assistance to
low-income families and the elderly.

11. Neighborhood and community groups and organizations (especially
churches), should provide a "grass roots" network of support services to
families.

=
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I. INTRODUCTION

The White House Conference on Families (WHCF) was called by President
Carter "to examine the strengths of American families, the difficulties
they face and the ways in which family life is affected by public policy."
A process has been developed to achieve the goals of the conference which
included holding a series of seven national hearings across the country.

The hearings were convened to provide a forum for interested citizens
to identify the strengths and needs of families and to identify approaches
that can be initiated to strengthen and support families. Oral testimony
was presented by more than 1700 persons and over 400 submitted written
testimony. Participants included representatives from local government,
professional organizations, advocacy groups, service providers, academic
institutions, religious organizations, grass roots organizations and indi-
vidual family members representing themselves.

With one exception, each of the seven national hearings was held over
a two-day period in: Kansas; Tennessee; Colorado; Connecticut; Washington,
D.C.; Michigan; and the State of Washington. (The hearing scheduled for
Yakima was cancelled due to weather conditions.) The format for conducting
the hearings permitted participation from pre-registered persons, as well
as from individuals who testified during the less structured 'speak out"
sessions. The issues addressed covered such concerns as health care,
child care, taxation, services for the elderly, single parents and the
impact of unemployment and inflation on family stability. The transcribed
testimony (over 7,300 pages) and the written materials submitted by the
participants (an estimated 1,800 pages) were collected and have been
summarized in this document.

%

PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

This report is designed for distribution to the delegates at the
three White House Conferences on Families to be held in June and July of
1980. The delegates at these conferences will be charged with the respon-
sibility of holding deliberations and formulating policy recommendations
on ways in which major public and private institutions can strengthen and
support families. This summary of testimony from the national hearings
will serve as resource information for the deliberations at the White
House Conferences by presenting a broad spectrum of citizens® views re-
garding:

e the ways in which the role of families is in-
fluenced by public and private colicy; and

e the approaches that are critical to the develop-
ment of policies, programs and legislation that
will improve the quality of life for families.

JI-1 .
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IT. BACKGROUND

MAJOR TASKS

The major tasks for this project required the following activities:

e Review of all oral and written testimony for each
of the seven national hearings;

® Extraction of issues that typify concerns expressed
by the presenters regarding strengths, needs and
the changing role of families;

e Development of an overview of each of the seven
national hearings that includes a summary of

issues and recommendations presented in the testi-
mon;’;

e Development of a summary of the findings of all of
the hearings that identifies frequency with which
issues were addressed, similarities and differences

by region and by categories of organizations that
presented testimony; and

e Development of a summary of recommendations pre-
sented in all of the hearings, grouping them
according to the four areas of concern identified
by WHCF.

METHODOLOGY

In order to accomplish the above tasks, a methodology was developed
to allow for: the review of the more than 9,000 pages of transcripts
and written testimony; the categorization of issues and recommendatione;
and the summarization of the data as specified in the tasks.

Review

Using a form specifically designed for the purpose, the testimony
was closely reviewed to extract tcpics, issues and recommendations pre-
sented by each participant and to identify his/her geographic and group
affiliation. Since it was anticipated that presenters represented a
wide spectrum of the population, very broad and general group categories
were identified as follows: academic institutions, groups that would be
generally classified as advocacy groups, professional service providers,
community service organizations, local government service providers,
state government policy and program administrations, and individuals who
were representing themselves only.

0
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Categorizaticn

The data collected were then categorized to allow for a count of the
frequency with which topics and issues were addressed and to allow for
summarization of the material. The "Sample Topic Outline" (see Appendix A)
developed by the WHCF was used as the guideline for categorizing the topics
and issues. As the topics and issues were identified, it became necessary
to expand the outline with additional topics in order to obtain a more
accurate frequency count. Sub-topics were rephrased to represent the
issues identified and re-organized where necessary.

Major Section Development

Using data collected during the review and categorization phases,
the overview for each national hearing was developed. Topics and issues
discussed in the overviews were selected on the basis of the frequency
with which they were addressed. Recommendations are discussed inh associa-
tion with the issues to which they are related. Other recommendations
frequently cited but not summarized in the text are listed in the section
entitled "Additional Recommendations.

Data presented in the overviews were then used as the basis for

developing the sections which summarize the findings and recommendations
across all seven hearings.

ORGANIZATION OF THE REPORT

The following section3 of the report include:

® a section containing an overview of each of the seven
national hearings;

e a section containing a summary and comparison of findings
from all the hearings; -

® a section containing a summary of recommendations; iden~
tifying those which require public and private initiatives;
and

e an Appendix that contains the "Sample Topic Outline" de~
veloped by the WHCF, a sample of the review form used to

extract data from the testimony, and the names of persons who
provided testimony at the seven national hearings.

I1-2
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III. OVERVIEWS OF NATIONAL HEARINGS

INTRODUCTION

This section of the report contains an overview of each of the seven
national hearings of the White House Conference on Families. Each over-
view includes:

e a summary of topics and issues most frequently discussed
at the hearing;

e a list of the more frequently presented recommendations; and

® exhibits that display the frequency with which topics and
issues were addressed by participants.

Each summary presents the five topics most frequently mentioned by
participants at the hearing. For the most part, tWwo key issues related
to each topic are discussed including recommendations associated with
each issue. The list of recommendations at the end of each summary
includes those which were not discussed within the body of the text but
which were mentiona2d frequently.

There are two exhibits within each overview. The first reflects
the range and frequencies of topics and issues presented at the hearings.
The second exhibit presents the ten issues most frequently presented at
the hearings and reflects the frequency with which various groups dis-
cussed the issues.

The topics and issues presented in the overviews are consistent
with the topical outline provided by the White House Conference on
Families (see Appendix A); however, some have been incorporated under
other major areas of concern, e.g., preparation for marriage and pareating
have been grouped under family life education.

{0
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OVERVIEW
HEARINGS AND WRITTEN TESTIMCNY
STATE OF KANSAS

The hearings in the State of Kansas were held on September 28 and
29, 1979, in Kansas City and Lindsburg, respectively. More than 200
persons testified during the hearings and 67 submitted written testimony.
Representatives from organizations and groups such as the Missouri Council
of Family Relations, the Menninger Foundation, and 4-H clubs; and numerous

individuals speaking on behalf of themselves and their families presented
testimony.

TOPICS AND ISSUES

Both the oral and written testimony included a broad range of topics
including the effect of government on the family, parent-child relations,
parental rights and childrens® rights, family life education, family
planning, and inflation. Exhibits 1 and 2 present the frequency with which
topics and issues were addressed by different groups and organizations.
Presented below are discussions of the five topic areas most frequently
cited by presenters, and within each topic area one of two issues which
received the greatest attention. The topics and issues are presented
within the framework of the four major areas of concern developed by the
White House Conference on Families.

Families: Challenges and Responsibiiities

Children and Parents. The two issues that received the most attention
under this topic were:

e responsible parenting together with parent~child relations; and
e need for supports for parents and children.

Many presenters addressed the joint issue of responsible parenting

and parent-child relations, emphasizing parental responsibility for the
child‘s moral and religious upbringing. They further noted that in today's
society, some family members do not spend sufficient time together, nor, in
some cases, do they communicate well with eacl: other. Finally, many pre-
senters felt that the movement for childrem‘s rights, or child advocacy,
has undermined the rights of parents and their authority within the family
structure. For the most part, presenters recommended the following:

e children should not be granted the same righkts as parents; and

o family members should 3pend more time together participating
in joint activities, providing mutual support to one another
practicing effective communication skills and devoting
increased time to prayer..

OF
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A second issue addressed by several presenters was that of support
for parents and children. A major recommendation was as follows:

e community support systems should be developed and funded that
will provide coordinated services to families and help preserve
and strengthen the family unit.

Family Crises. The issues that received the most attention under
this topic were:

e the increase of child abuse and neglect;

e the effect of divorce on families; and

e the problems associated with adolescent pregnancies.

A number of presenters focused on the increase in child abuse and
neglect, while others addressed the effects of divorce on the family
and the rise in and problems which result from adolescent pregnancies
(for example, the medical risk to the teenager). Recommendations in-
cluded the following:

e programs for the prevention and treatment of child abuse and

neglect should be developed, including "national initiatives"
in this area;

e community support networks and workshops for divorcees or
those contemplating divorce should be developed; and

e family planning services should be provided.

Families and Human Needs

Family Planning. The issues that were addressed most frequently by
presenters were:

e unavailability of information on family planning; and

e the pros and cons of abortion.

Several presenters discussed the unavailability of information on
family planning and various difficulties encountered by parents with many
children, such as the severe 2conomic burdens and the reductions in
the quality of parenting. Presenters tended to recommend the following:

e there should be greater support for family planning services,
for example, ". . . [expand] the current health care concept
to include family planning,” and ". . . [strengthen] the
network of family planning clinics."

ITII-1b
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Among those who raised the issue of abortion, approximately half
of the presenters supported the position that it is a woman's right to
elect to have an abortion. The remaining half of the participants em-
phasized that abortion is not an appropriate method for family planning
and that the rights of the unborn child must be protected. Recommenda-
tions were divided:

e those in favor of abortion rights recommended the " . . . re~

moval of financial and legal barriers to legalized abortion
for all women . + +"; and

e those not in favor of abortion rights called for the reversal of
the Supreme Court decision on abortion.

Family Life Education. The issue raised most frequently by pre-

senters in connection with this topic was:

e preparation for parenting;

Almost all of the presenters who raised this issue focused on the
lack of adequate information on parenting and/or the lack of formal
educational or training courses to develop parenting skills. As one
presenter put it, "Profound societal changes have all but negated the
parenting forms which parents themselves experienced in growing up . . .
The only training most parents have had is from their own parents."
Recommendations included: ’

o ". .. mandatory family life/parentihg courses [should be
developed and implemented] in public school grades kindergarten
through twelve"; and

e a". . . nationwide network of family life centers' from which
family members can receive help in parentiug should be developed.

Fémilies and Major Institutions

Government: lLocal, State, Federal. The principal issue raised in
connection with this topic was:

e government sensitivity and accountablity to families.

The majority of presenters discussed the negative impact of gov~-
ernment on families, emphasizing that the government tends to form
policies with little concern for their effects on families. Further,
‘the regulations and policies developed by the government interfere with
or undermine the strengths and moral values of the family unit. Recom-
mendations included the following:

e there should be less government control over families and/
or ". . . no direct government involvement with families,"
particularly with regard to the religious, moral or value
structure of families;

I1I-lc
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e the federal government should conduct studies on the family to

determine areas of need and examine effects of current policies and
programs on families before any new programs directed toward
families are implemented;

e the federal government should formally recognize and provide sup-
port to non-traditional family units such as non-related adults
living together, single parents and childless couples.

ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS

The f. ‘owing section presents additional recommendations which were
addressed by presenters with some frequency. The recommendations are
presented within the framework of the four major areas of concern de-

veloped by the White House Conference on Families and are representative
‘of a variety of topic areas and issues.

Pamilies and Economic Well-Being

1. Federal and state government should take action to stop infla-
tion.

2. Federal and state government should encourage employers to
establish flexitime as poliecy.

3. The federal government should revise tax policy to reduce

taxes, to provide tax consideration for homemakers and to eliminate the
marriage penalty.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

»

. 1. Local government should develop coordinated services and programs
to assist families with handicapped children.

Pamilies and Human Needs

1. The private sector should establish more community-based child
care facilities staffed with qualified child care providers.

2. Federal and state government should revise current child care
regulations which currently exclude too many children.

3. Local communities and parents should examine public school
curricula to determine how they influence and/or infringe upon the reli-

gious or moral values of the family.

4. Local communities and schools should support nutrition educa-
tion and programs which provide nutritious food to children when
their families cannot do so.

28
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5. Local communities should establish educational and treatment
programs for alcohol and drug abusers which involve the family members.

Families and Major Institutions

1. The federal government should encourage the electronic media
to present programming which emphasizes and supports the permanency of
marriage and the importance of parenthood and family relationmns.

III-le 204
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EXHIBIT 1 i
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED* , a
STATE OF ‘KANSAS TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND ECONOMIC FAMILIES: CHALLENGES AND

| | |

I ; | | ]

| WELL-BEING l || RESPONSIBILITIES
| | .

| Inflation/Poverty/Inadequate Income | 20 | | Marriage

| | ||

| =-effects on family stability | 1 | | Children and Parents

| -other issues | 4] |

| | || -parent/child relations
|_Employment/Unemployment | 4| | -supports for parents/
I | || children

| _Flexible Employment Practices | 1| | -responsible parenting
| | (.

| Increased Participation in the | | | Special Challenges

| Workforce |10 | |

| | || -handicapping conditions
| —women | 71 | ~-single parenthood

| ~-minorities | 3] | ~adoption/foster care

| 1 "~

| Counseling Services at Work | 2 | | Family Crises

| | ||

|_Employment Discrimination | 1] | ~-child abuse

| | | | ~divorce and separation
| Families as Consumers | 1| | -other issues

| _ | ||

| Financial Assistance | 4| | Family Structures

| | [

#Exhibit 1lists breakdown of issues presentéd when a topic was addressed ten or
more times. .
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EXHIBIT 1 (Continued)
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED
: STATE OF KANSAS TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND HUMAN NEEDS

I
| _FAMILIES AND MAJOR INSTITUTIONS

Availability of Quality Health Care

[

| Government: Local, State,

31

| |
l I
I |
| |
| | | Federal 45
Maternal and Infant Health 71 | |
| | -sensitivity to families | 41
Family Planning .25 | | -other issues |4
| |1 |
-abortion | 15 | | _Military Families |_2
=-other issues |10 | | I
4 | | | Media |7
Mental Health 1| | |
_ | || _Law |3
Preventive Health Care |15 | | |
| | Social Services |2
-food and nutrition | 14 | |
=other issues 1 | Communi;y Institutions |_ 8
| | |
Drug and Alcohol Abuse | 10 | Transportation { 3
| |
-prevention programs | 6 |
-treatment programs |_—4
' |
Availability of Quality Education |_14 |
| |
-moral/religious instruction I 91
=other issues 5 |
| |
Home and School Relations |4 |
| |
Family Life Education |_33 |
| |
-preparation for parenting | 25 |
=preparatior for marriage | 5 |
-gex education in schools |3}
~ , | |
Special Education and Families |2 |
' | |
Housing |5 |
Child Care | 19 |
| |
~availability of quality programs | 8 | -
) -impact of federal regulations | 4 |
‘|___=other issues 7|
| | |
‘|- Services to the Elderly | 1]
| |
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EXHIBIT 2
STATE OF KANSAS ~ TEN MOST FREQUENTLY ADDRESSED ISSUES

|Frequency of |Acadendc| Advo-‘-i?‘%’g?%ésionallC-ommunitylLocal ovs [State R
|Presentation|Institu=| cacy | Service | Service | Service |Govt | |
Tssue | of Issues | tions |Groups| Providers | Groups |Providers |Admin.[#0ther|

| | . | | R

Policies and practices of the govern=|

0

| | | | I .
ment and theit impact on the family | 41 | 0 | § | 1 | 0 | L0 | R |
l | | | l T
Lack of adequate information and | l | | | | l | l
training on parenting [ 5 0 &l 5 | 1 ] 0 0 1|
| I I | | |
Factors which influence the rela= | l | l l Ll
tionship between parent and child | 20 | L | 2| 0 | 2 | 0 0 | 18 |
l | . l l |
Inflationandfts tmpact onfamilies | 20 [ 1 | 2] & | 2 | 0 O |15 ]
l l I . l I
hvailebility and cost of quality | l | ’ | I
child care R T O T J N VO . T I 1
| l l | | l ]
Concern over abortion |5 10 b e 0t
- l . | l I R
Availability, quality and cost l | | l I |
of education | W ol 0 o0 o0 0] 13
o | l I | | ]
Poor nutritional habits, adequacy | l l | | l | | l
of information on nutrition | w1 | 5] 1 L0 [ 0 101 1.
| ‘ | | I l | R
Fanilies in need of strong l l || | l I
SUppOTt 8ystems T A OO I T N SO o
o | | | | | L
Women and minordties in the work | l I l | o
force: econonic and soctal factors | 10 | 0 | 1| 0 | 0 | O [0 ] 9]
| L1 ] l I I L

E’KC ons which could ot be categorized. o



OVERVIEW
HEARINGS AND WRITTEN TESTIMONY
STATE OF TENNESSEE

Hearings were held on October 12, 1979, in Nashville, Tennessee and on
October 13, 1979,in Memphis, Tennessee. More than 135 persons presented
testimony at these hearings and another 38 submitted written testimony.
Representatives from groups such as Legal Services for Senior Citizens,
Cooperative Extension Service and the Commission on the Disabled, and ™
numerous individuals representing themselves participated in the confer-
ence activities. .

TOPICS AND ISSUES

. The topica presented in both oral and written testimony ranged from
broad concerns about the level of federal government intervention in
family matters and the impact of unemployment on the family, to specific
concerns regarding foster care services and child care ccsts. The fre-
quency with which topics and issues were addressed by groups or organi-
zations represented such a broad spread that they are best presented in
chart form (see Exhibits 3 and 4). The following five topics were ad-
dressed most frequently by presenters and will be discussed with the two
issues under each topic that received the most attention by the partic-
ipante. The topics have been organized under the four areas of concern
developed by the White House Conference on Families.

Families and Economic Well-Being

Inflation. The two issues that received the most attention under
this topic were: ‘ ’

® relationship of inflation to other family and social problems;

o impact of inflation on the poor, the elderly, farmers and
minorities.

The majority of presenters at the hearings stressed the relationship
between economic hardship and family problems. The rise in the cost of
living was cited as responsible for the increased participation of women
in the work force. Inflation coupled with unemployment were mentioned as
causal factors in a range of family and social problems which included:
increased crime; juvenile delinquency; drug and alcohol abuse; family
violence; and divorce and separation. Recommendations cited included:

o jobs and job training;
® increased welfare benefits; and

® government sensitivity to family pressures as legislation and
policies are formulated.

o
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Presenters who discussed the impact of inflation on the poor, the
elderly, and the farmer described the particular hardships these groups
experience as a result of inflation. Minorities such as Indians and
3lacks were mentioned as high risk groups that suffer disproportionately
from inflation and unemployment. Statistics were cited that 33% of Black
households exist at the poverty level with the 1977 median income for
Blacks being $9,560 compared with $16,740 for Whites. The elderly living on
a fixed income cannot adequately provide for basic necessities, and farmers
are haviny trouble supporting their farms and purchasing the necessary

equipmeus |0 sdequately run them. Recommendations included but were
not limited to:

e creation of job centers for Indians with relevant training pro-
grams;

e financial assistance to the poor and elderly so that they "can
live simply and with dignity";

e sensitivity on the part of goverrment to the problems of the
- poor and elderly; :

e support for the small farmer and better representation at the
national level;

e jobs for blacks and females; and
e adequate housing for the poor, the elderly and minorities.

Financial Assistance. The two issues that received the most atten-
tion under this topic were:

e the need for welfare reform; and
e impact of social security on family structure.

Presenters addressing the issue of welfare reform focused on the

inadequacies of Aid to Families with Dependent Children (the AFDC program).
The overwhelming majority of presenters stated that the benefit level was
too low and that 1969 standards are being used to determine welfare eligi-
bility. Of special concern was the policy that families with two parents
can’t receive welfare benefits. Presenters cited this policy as responsible
for family breakdown and the separation of parents. A student expressing
his personal concerns regarding the welfare system said:

"I feel that people living on welfare nead more money.
How I know this is that my mother is on welfare and
when she gets through paying her bills she has nothing
for herself. My father works at the hospital and when
he and my mother were together they could not support
each other. When they had their children they separated
from each other."

Recommendations cited for these concerns were:

25
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e the revision of the AFDC program to increase benefits and expan-
sion of eligibility to include two-parent families;

e a reduction of the number of days persons must wait to receive
emergency assistance; and

® an update in eligibility standards.

Presenters who expressed concern regarding the Social Security program
emphasized that policies "don’t. support families." Significantly affected
by these policies are the elderly who receive inadequate benefits and are
forced to live '"outside marriage" to prevent reducticns in benefits. Pre-
senters stated that Social Security benefits encourage women to work and

don’t sufficiently support women who want to remain ot home. Recommenda-
tions cited to address these concerns included:

e the need to review Social Security policies for their impact on
families, especially the elderly; and

e the need to increase benefit levels.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

Family Structure. The two issues which received the most attention
under this topic were:

e the need to reinforce values associated with the "traditional
family"; and

e the level of government intervention in family matters.

Many participants defined the "traditional family" as one which con-
sists of two pareuts who clearly differentiate their roles within the
family. Presenters stressed that essential to this family is a strong
religious orientation based on Biblical precepts which provide the value
framework for living within the family as well as dealing with society at
large. Participants expressed strong concerns that this framework is being
threatened by factors such as divorce, permissiveness within the family,
increased participation in the work force by women, abortion and the dimin-
ished influence of religion in American society. The primary recommenda-
tion made by many participants was:

e "a return to God and His laws would enhance family life."

Participants who addressed the issue of the appropriate level of
government intervention in family life expressed concern that government
policies are formulated without regard to the values families hold and
consequently are responsible for family disruption. While most acknow-

ledged government’s legitimate role in certain areas such as defense
and the economy, many were opposed to government’s involvement in family

matters, especially those related to the rearing of children.

III-2c
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Government’s involvement was viewed as most disturbing to =~me as it re-
lated to the educational system which "teaches humanistic --.iues which
destroy family life." One presenter summed up the recommendation:

"We call for less government intervention in family
affairs rather than more. We plead with those who
govern tn preserve an atmosphere which will nourish
the traditional family lifestyle and which will pro~
mote the practice of tried and truc principles that
this land of America may remain great."

Special Challenges. The issues that received the most attention
under this topic were:!

e supports for foster parenting; and
e needs of single parents.

Presenters discvzsing the issue of fost:r care described the pro-
gram as *®aot workir znd identified foster children as the "forgotten
segment in our soc.u:”." Acknowledging that children need permanent homes,
presenters stressed the failure of the foster care program and emphasized
repeatedly fhat children are being "kept in limbo." Presenters identified
the lack of informatfion akout children in placement as a significant bar=-
rier in developing effecikive programs. Further concerns included the
length of time a child spends in foster care, the hidden casts of foster

care, and the training needs of foster parents. Recommendations cited
were:

® '"better substitute care services";

e more explicit policies regarding the length of time in foster
care and guidelines for returning a child to his birth parents;

e additional funding for foster care/adoption programs;
e a child information system;

e mandatory training programs for foster parents; and

e no cuts in Title XX training money for foster parents.

The majority of presenters who addressed the issue of the needs
of single parents emphasized the importance of recognizing that many
American families are headed by single parents. Statistics were cited
that one out of six children now live in a single parent family usually
headed by women. Also, most families in poverty are headed by single
parents. Consequently, economic and employment issues rank high for
the single parent. Presenters focused on child care and training needs
and mentioned that stresses on the single parent family are responsible
for a range of social problems such as juvenile delinquency, drug and
alcohol abuse and adolescent pregnancies. Recommendations for address-
ing the needs of single parents included:
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e more reasonably priced but quality day care programs;
e ‘adequate housing at reasonable rates; and

e credit, jobs and training.

Family Crises. The issues that received the most attention under
this topic were: .

e the increase of family violence; and

e the needs of pregnant adolescents.

Presentars identified family violence as a major social problem.
While most focused on child abuse, others expressed concern regarding
spouse abuse and incest. Causal factors cited for the increase in family
violence were: pressures within the family; the absence of the woman
from the home; lack of parent and family life education; unemployment;
and the inability of persons to deal with anger. Recommendations cited
were:

e a comprehensive study of child abuse to provide direction for
relevant and effective policies and programs;

¢ increased funding for social services to families in stress;
e more emergency shelter facilities;

# Ffamily life education courses in the schools;

e self~help groups in the community; and

» changes in the welfare system to allow for a more speedy response
to family 2mergencies.

Presenters who addressed the issue of the needs of pregnant adoles-
cents cited the lack of family life and sex education courses, the ab-
sence of mothers from the home and the decreased influence of religious
values @8 causal factors regarding the increased numbers of pregnant
adolgiceéiits. Recommendations that were presented included:

e better communication between parents and their children;

e sex education at home and in school programs with parents having
input into the design and orientation of such programs;

o family life education courses;

e programs with an educational component to avoid loss of school-
ing during pregnancy;

e counseling services for the adolescent; and
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e welfare reform directed at providing benefits to the adolescent

without limiting her freedom of choice regarding the birth and
the care of the baby.

ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS

In addition to the recommendations discussed under the five topics,
there were a number of recommendations which were mentioned frequently
by the presenters. These recommendations will be presented according to
the four major areas of concern identified by the White House Conference
on Families. D

Families and Economic Well-Being

1. Federal and state governments should provide relevant job train-
ing programs especially for the poor and minorities.

. 2. The federal government should provide tax credits to businesses
which initiate job training and career advancement programs for the unem-
ployed, especially for low-income families and minorities.

3. The federal government should develop relevant job training pro-
grams and jobs for Indians as part of a comprehensive job center which
would assist Indians in obtaining employment.

4. The federal government should encourage and businesses should
initiate and support flexitime and leave programs which strengthen family
1ife.

5. Federal and state governments should support and businesses
ghould provide, whenever possible, child care services to families as a
result of the increased participation of women in the work force.

6. Federal and state governments should fund more child care pro-

grams as a supportive service to families.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

1. Communities should develop more support services to families
including counseling and parent education programs.

2. Family members, themselves, should develop better ways of com-
municating with each other and parents should be good role models for
their children in this area.

Families and Human Needs o

1. The federallgovernment should improve the health care delivery

systém for families and, review medicaid and medicare regulatibns to
determine their impact on family structure especially for the elderly.
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2. Federal and state governments should review existing educational
programs and upgrade the quality of education in the public school system.

3. Parents should be more involved in the educational system to in-
sure tha: what is taught is consistent with values taught in the home.

4. The federal government should review housing policies to insure
that elderly and low-income families are able to obtain adequate housing
within their financial means. '

5. The federal government should encourage, through various means,
home ownership by low-income families and should eliminate housing pro-
Jects.

6. The federal government should ''get out of the business of child
care."

7. Federal and state governments should support in-home care pro-
grams for the elderly which permit them to remain with their families and
avoid institutionalization.

8. The federal government should not fund abortion programs as part
of family planning.

Families and Major Institutions

l. Federal, state and local governments should review all their
policies to determine their "family impact."

2. The federal government should review whether it is too involved
in family matters, especially those areas related to thz rearing of
children.

3. The federal government should control television programming.

4. The federal government should broaden the base of Title XX eligi-
bility.

III-2g
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EXHIBIT 3
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED*
STATE OF TENNESSEE TESTIMONY

=food stamps

| | I | |
| FAMILIES AND ECONOMIC - | || FAMILIES: CHALLENGES AND |
I ' WELL-BEING I I I RESPONSIBILITIES | |
| |
| Inflation/Poverty/Inadequate Income |_22 | | Marriage |2 |
| | |1 | |
| ~impact of family stability | 12 | | Children and Parents | 14 |
|__-impact on economic survival |10 | | | |
| | | | -~supports for parents/ |
| Employment /Unemployment |_14 | | children | 3
| | | |__ -responsible parenting | 11
| ~impact of unemployment | 10 | | |
| ___-other issues | _4 | | Special Challenges | 23
| - | | |
|_Flexible Employment Practices 4 ] | ~adoption/foster care | 11
| _ | | -gingle parenthood , | 9
| Increased Participation in the | | ~handicapping conditions | 3
|___ Work Force |81 | , |
| | | | Family Crises ] 29
| Counseling Services in the Work ] | |
| __ Force ’ 21 | -family violence | 18
| | | -adolescent pregnancy | 5

|_Employment Discrimination 61 | -~other issues | 6

I : !
| Tax Policies { 10 | | Extended Family | 4
| , | | | | .
| . -marriage penalties | 5| | Family Structures j 39
| ~other issues | 5 | | |

N | || ~the traditional family | 38
,}_Financial Assistance I 21 } I -gay families ! 1

| -welfare reform | 15 |
| = -social security | 4 |
| | 2|
| | |

*Exhibit lists breakdown of issues presented when a topic was addressed ten or

more times.
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EXHIBIT 3 (Continued)
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRES SED

STATE OF TENNESSEE TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND HUMAN WEEDS

I
FAMILIES AND MAJOR INSTITUTIONS |

— —— — — i —— — —— 2 — O V——

| |
I I
| | |
Availability of Quality Health Care | 13 | Government: Local, State, |
| | Federal | 17
- -range of services | 10 | | |
-cost |31 -gsensitivity to families | 15
~ | | ~other issues |2
Maternal and Infant Health | 4| | |
' | | Access to Government Programs | 1
Family Planning |18 | I
| | | Military Families |3
-abortion | 16 | | !
-other issues i 2| | Media | 8
| || . |
Preventive Health Care | 2| | Law ’ | 3
| | |
Drug and Alcohol Abuse | 3| |} Social Services |9
| || |
Availability of Quality Education | 5| | _Community Institutions | _6
| | |
Career Education | 2| | _Business and Industry | 1
- 1 | |
Family Life Education | 12 | | Transportation | 2
| || |
~gex education | 5|
-preparation for marriage | 4 |
-preparation for parenting | 31|
| |
Special Education and Families | 1]
| |
Housing | 9 |
| |
Child Care [_18 |
. l |
-availability/quality | 14 |
-cost |14 |
I
Services to the Elderly | 7
| |
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EXHIBIT 4
STATE OF TENNESSEE - TEN MOST FREQUENTLY ADDRESSED ISSUES

|Prequency of [Academic| Advoe|Professional|Conmnity|Local Govs|State |
|Presentation|Institu~| coey | Service | Service | Service |[Gov't | ‘
Tssue | of Issues | tions [Groups| Providers | Groups |Providers |Aduin. [*0thet|

L, Rednforcenent of the traditional E
U | -

| |
| B
| |
| :
| | | | | |
| family % s | 4] & | 1 0 0 | % |
- | | | | | I O
|2, Impact of inflation |2 L0 s 3y o0 ! 0 | 1]
| | | | | | T
| 3, Increase in fanily violence | 1B ] 2 l b1 ) Lo ] 8]
| ' | | | | | I
| 4. Need for child care | 18 12 2 p b Joels
| | | | I | | o
|5, Funding of abortions | 18 | 4 5 0 Lo [0 Jol 1l
| | | | | | | |

H .

" | 6 Avatlability of fanily life | l | l l [

&L : ~education courses } 16 || ] |L2 IL_ 3 } L | 0 II 0 } 9 }
| 1, Need for welfare reforn |y e 1 [0 ] 8 I
| o | | . | R
| 8, Sensitivity and accountability | l | | I
| of government to families |5 1] L Lo 10 111 11 |
| | | | | | | ]
| 9, Imact of unemloynent | W 0 |5 R Y A P I i |
| - | | | | | o
|10, Need for foster care reforn ooy r 0] L |5
l‘ | | ] ] | s

-~ Hncluded in this category are individvals who testified on their om behalf and individuals affiliated with org'
zations which could not be categorized,
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OVERVIEW
HEARINGS AND WRITTEN TESTIMONY
STATE OF CONNECTICUT

The hearings in the State of Connecticut were held on November 15, 1979,
in Hartford and on the following day in Stamford. More than 275 persons tes=~
tified and 71 persons submitted written testimony. While many of the partici-
pants represented various organizations such as Catholic Family Services, the
Connecticut Task Force on Abused Women and Gamblers Anonymous, the majority o
participants were individuals speaking on behalf of themselves. :

TOPIC AND ISSUES

Both the oral and written testimony included a broad range of topics includ=-
ing the effects of government intervention in the family, welfare and welfare
reform, domestic violence, family life education and inflation. Exhibits 7 and
8 present the frequency with which topics and issues were addressed by different
groups ‘and organizations. Presented below are discussioms of the five topic
areas most frequently cited by presenters and within eéEh\topicL§rea one or two
issues which received the greatest attention. The topics and issues are pre-
sented within the framework of the four major areas of concern developed by the

White House Conference on Families.

- Families and Economic Well-Being

Financial Assistance. The two issues that received.the most attention
under this topic were: . <

e concerns about the welfare system; and
e concerns about the Social Security system.

A significant number of speakers found present welfare programs, e.8.,
Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) unsatisfactory. Of particular
concern was the criteria for qualification which restricts a number of '‘border-
line" families and prohibits recipients from supplementing their payments by
working. An underlying theme was the system”’s lack of sensitivity to the human
" aspects of family life. The following recommendation was made in connection
with this issue: '

e the welfare system should be reorganized so that it is more sensitive
to the needs of families.

Presenters also found the Social Security system lacking in several areas.
Recommendations in connection with this issue included the following:

e the Social Security system should be restructured to give greater atten-
_tion to the displaced homemaker; and

45
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e the Social Security system should be designed to complement the
efforts of other programs such as AFDC and should be more compre~
hensive particularly in terms of referrals.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

Family Crisis. The issues which received the most attention under
this topic were:

e need for programs and support systems for victims of domestic
violence; and

e the plight of displaced homemakers and of youth who are potential
juvenile offenders and runaways. :

Protection for battered women and abused children was a primary con-
cern of presenters. The problem appears to center on the quantity and
availability of such shelters and services as opposed to the quality of
existing programs. Recommendations included:

e funding for shelters and programs to assist victims and offenders
should be increased;

e ". . . more research is needed to determine causes and patterns
of domestic violence . . . [also need] emergency housing, coun-
seling, job training for abused women, and day care facilities
for their children"; and

® legislation and assistance designed to protect the abused elderly
and enforcement of existing legislation to protect women and

children are needed.

The other areas of crisis cited by participants were the plight of
the displaced homemaker and of youth who are potential juvenile offenders
and runaways. Recommendations included the following:

e should have more job training programs and public services for
displaced homemakers; and

® should develop more preventive and support services for youth
who are potential juvenile offenders and runaways.

Family Structures. The issues which received the most attention
under this topic were:

® the social problems with which traditional families are con~
fronted; and

o ecdnomic problems facing the traditional family.

Participants in the hearing identified a multitude of social and
economic issues which are detrimental to traditional families. Among
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these problems are the move towards and acceptance of trends such as "1liv-
ing together," divotce, homosexuality, and the lack of religious and moral

values fostered in the_home and in the schools. Presenters recommended
the following: ’ -

e families should become reacquainted with religious values and
morals.

In addition, inflation has had a great impact upon families according
to many presenters. The problem has placed a great deal of stress upon
‘heads of household in their attempts to provide the basic necessities such
as clothing and food for their families. In addition, high costs have

forced many women and mothers into the work force. Recommendations included
the following:

e The government should guarantee an adequate income or employment
for heads of households in order to alleviate much of the stress
of rising costs and inflation. As one presenter put it, "govern-
ment economic policy must strengthen the traditional family so

the wage earner is able to earn a salary that will support the
family."

Femilies and Human Needs

Family Life Education. The issues receiving the most attention under
this topic were:

e need for courses and programs designed to prepare people for pa-
renting; and

e need for collaborative support efforts.

Many presenters felt that additional courses and programs on 'parent-
ing" would help to relieve many of the pressures faced by today’s families.
The following was recommended:

e courses and programs to prepare people for parenting should be
of fered to students, particularly high school students, and parents

on a regular ongoing basis and should emphasize the importance of
parental authority and children’s responsibilities.

Participants also indicated a need for collaborative efforts on the
. part of families, schools and communities to provide support. Several
presenters recommended the following:.

e "family focus centers" or "neighborhood community centers' should

be established to assist married couples and/or parents with their
problems.

. I11-3c
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Families and Major Institutions

»

Government: Local, State, Federal. The issues addressed most fre-
quently under this topic were:

e the negative impact of government on families; and
o lack of coordination between state and local governments.

A relatively large number of participants indicated that governmental
involvement in programs and issues related to the family was detrimental.
Recommendations included:

e family impact studies should be conducted prior to the implemen-—
tation of any assistance programs;

e prospective recipients should be involved in the development of
assistance programs; and

e government should be more sensitive to the special needs of minori-
ties (e.g., the handicapped, Blacks and Spanish-speaking) in the
development and implementation of support programs.

Participants also discussed the issue of coordination between state
and local governments. The following recommendation was made:

e coordination between state and local governments should be im-
proved.

ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS

In addition to the recommendations discussed under the five tobics,
there were a number of recommendations which were mentioned frequently by
the presenters. These recommendations will be presented according to the

four major areas of concern identified by the White House Conference on
Families.

Families and Economic Well-Being

1. State and local governments should have more, better trained,
and more sensitive AFDC workers.

2. Equal payment should be given for equal work.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

l. Courses on marriage relations should be_developgd.

III-3d
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Families and Human Needs

1. Birth control information and serviceérshould be made available.
2. Legislation which supports abortion should be repealed.

3. The federal government should provide housing subsidies.

Families and Major Institutions

1. More funding should be provided for quality T.V. programs reflect-
ing family -alues. Th~ quality of T.V. programs in general should be
improved.

2. More use should be made of churches and community centers for
family activities.

I1I-3e
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EXHIBIT 7

FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED#*
STATE OF CONNECTICUT TESTIMONY

:4;;:‘4‘ RESTIN

FAMILIES AND ECONOMIC FAMILIES: CHALLENGES AND

| 1 1
| | || | o
| WELL-BEING I | RESPONSIBILITIES | |

| | 1 1
| Inflation/Poverty/Inadequate Income |_23 | | _Marriage |51 -
| o | | | |
| -inflation and economic survival | 10 | |_Children and Parents | o | -
| __-inflation and emotional stress | 13 | | | |
| | . ! Special Challenges |15 | .
| Employment |10 | | | |
| , | | | -handicapping conditions | 41 -
| -lack of employment opportunities | 7 | | -single parenthood | 91 =
| -unemployed minority youth 31 | —-adoption/foster care |2 | -
| | || I |
| Flexible Employment Practices |_12 | | Family Crises |36 |
| I~ 1 1
| -part-time; leave policies; etc. | 9 | | -family violence | 29 |
| __-other issues | _3 | | _ _-other issues L 721
| | | | [
| Increased Participation in Work | | | _E:tended Family |2 ]

| ___Force _21 | | |

l | | | Family Structures |_39_
|_Counseling Services at Work |21 i | |

| | | | ~the traditional family | 29 |-

| Employment Discrimination | 15 | | -gay families | 71

| ‘ | | | -other issues | 31

| ~discrimination against minorities| 8 | | ] |
| —discrimination against women 7

| A I |

| Families as Consumers | 1]

| I |

| Tax Policies | _6 |

| ! |

| Financial Assistance |_42 |

| | |

| —welfare reform | 27 |

| -social security | 8 |

| -other issues |7

| | |

| Insurance and Pensions | 1]

1 | |

*Exhiﬁit lists breakdown of issues presented when a topic was addressed ten or
more times.
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EXHIBIT 7 (Continued)
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED

STATE OF CONNECTICUT TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND HUMAN NEEDS

I I I
N | I
I I .
| Availability of Quality Health Care | 22 | | Government: Local, State,
| ] | | | Federal
| ~affordable health care | 17 | |
| __-other issues |5 | | -gensitivity to families
| | | |__-other issues
| Maternal and Infant Health |2 | |
| | | |_Media
| Family Planning |12 | |
| I | | _Law
| ~-abortion | 71 |
| -other issues | _5 | | Community Institutions
y I | |
-~ | _Mental Heaith | 3| | ~-religious organizations
| | | | -other issues
| Preventive Health Care |4 | | ,
| | | | Philanthropy and the
| Drug and Alcohol Abuse | 4 | | _Voluntary Sector
I I | | :
{ Availability of Quality Education |_11 | |_Business and Industry
o I | |
| ~-moral/religious instruction | 5| | Transportation
| ___~other issues |6 | |
I I ||
|_Home and School Relations |9 |
I ‘ . I I
| Family Life Education |_32 |
I I I
| -preparation for parenting | 23 |
| ~gex education in schools | 71
|___-preparation for marriage |2 |
I I I
|_Special Education |3 |
I . I I
| Housing |13 |
I ' I I
| ~availability | 10 |
| __-rent subsidies |3 1|
I I I
| Child Care |_26 |
I I I
| =~availability | 21 |
| ~other issues |_5_|
|- - I I
| Services to the Elderly | 2|
I ] I
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MBS
STATE OF CORVCICUT ~ TEH HOST FREQUENTLY ADDRBSSED ISSUES

[Frequency of [Acadenic| Advo=|Professional|Conmnity|Local Govi [State |
[Presentation|Institu= cacy | Service | Service | Service |Cov't |
Issue ldhmsHMsmmﬂMMmlmusMMwﬂmmMmp

Lo Soclal and econonie problens of

| |
* |
| |
| |
| | | . | | I
| the traditions] fandly | % 13 161 5 Ll 1l
| | | | | | | ]
| 2 Prograns for domestdc violenee | | | | | I
|___victing, vonen and children I A O T T O I |HL
| | | I | | I
| 31 Reconstruction of welfare systen, | R | | |
|___incressed funding anderiteria | ¥ | 0 | 3| 3 | ¢ 0 1 Mf
| B I | | ]
w | 4 Negative tmpact of government | I | | | o
FI {nvolvenent in family - O O O Y 0] IMk
L , N
" |5, Courses and prograns for parenting | 1) L 2] 6 1.3 0 10 IME
o | o | | o
| 6 Imact of inflation on fanilles | 1 0 o 1 ] 0 1|0 21‘x‘;
| | ] | | ]
| Jo_Avadlability of quality child care | I L 6] 2 ] N U I
| n | | | | | B
| 8 Avadlability of affordable I I | I | . ol
| health care S VR N Y N A I O R 2
. | | | [ I
| 3 _Availability of effordable housing | 10 | L | 2] 0 | 1 | 0 Lo ¢
o o I I C R
|10, Plexitine, tine sharing practices | 9 | 0 | 2] 1 | 0 | 0 } 0|
| L ‘ | | | l | lf

| #Included {n this eategory are tndfviduals sho testified on their om hebalf and individals dftltated with organ
'\ZMWWMMMMHMMWML U




OVERVIEW
HEARINGS AND WRITTEN TESTIMONY
STATE OF COLORADO

The Denver, Colorado national hearings were held on October 26 and
27, 1979. More than 240 persons testified and 32 persons submitted written
testimony. Representatives from such groups as Stepfamilies of America,
Families Are Responsible, the Farmers Union, and numerous individuals
representing themselves participated in the conference activities.

TOPICS AND ISSUES

The topics presented in oral and written testimony ramnged from broad
concerns for developing social welfare and immigration policies to specific
concerns regarding family conditions in boom-towns in energy impacted areas
and the needs of the single male parent. The frequency with which topics
and issues were addressed by presenters represented such a broad spread
that they are best represented in chart form (see Exhibits 5 and 6). The
following five topics were addressed most frequently by presenters and will
be discussed according to the two issues under each topic that received the’
most attention by participants. The topics are arranged according to the
four areas of concern identified by the White House Conference on Families.

Families and Economic Well-Being

Inflation. The two issues receiving the most attention under this
topic were:

e impact of inflation on the family farm; and
e inflation as a cause for family breakdown.

Many farmers’ wives were concerned that their children would no
longer be interested in maintaining a farmer’s life because it was becom-
ing economically unfeasible. Some presenters expressed the need to recog-
nize the working farm family as a ro.: model for other families. Other
presenters were concerned regarding the inequities associated with govern-
ment tax breaks for big business. Recommendations included:.

e establishing community food co-ops to reduce the cost of the
average family’s monthly food bill and to provide an alternative
market outlet for small farmers; and

e providing federal subsidies for utilities to low income farmers.
Presenters discussing the causal relationship between inflation and

family breakdown cited "intense economic pressure requiring all family
members to work" and "young couples having little hope of purchasing their

II1-4a

<t
Hoa



own homes due to ever-increasing high mortgage payments.'" Factors such
as these were viewed as forcing both spouses to work, which in many cases
led to increased tension within the home, and a '"'delay or rejection of
having children." The most frequently mentioned recommendation was:

e curb government spending to strengthen the national budget and
to reduce the economic burdens of individuals.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

Family Crises. The twc issues raised most often by presenters were:

e occurrence of family violence; and
e adolescent pregnancy/divorce and separation/displaced homemakers.

Many presenters were concerned about the degree of family violence
evident today, i.e., abuse of spouses, the elderly and children, incest
and general sexual abuse, and the interrelationship of these acts with
drug and alcohol abuse. Some presenters indicated that causal factors
related to viclence are lack of support for families that was once offere
by extended families and the excessive portrayal of family violence by
the media. Recommendations included:

e establishing 24-hour emergency shelteré;

e conducting research to determine the causes of family violence;
and '

e having schools review the effectiveness of families in the social
ization process.

The issues of adolescent pregnancy, divorce and separation and dis-
placed homemakers were mentioned with equal frequency by the presenters.
The ever-increasing number of adolescent pregnancies and high infant mor-
tality rates associated with this age group were of particular concern.
Presenters discussing divorce and separation cited alternative family
lifestyles and lack of commitment or knowledge of good parenting skills
as causal factors leading to separation and divorce. Presenters concerne
about displaced homemakers viewed the homemaker's plight as being directl

related to America‘s poor economic condition. Recommendations associated
with these issues were:

e more sex education and maternal health instruction in secondary
schools and increased communication between parents and children
in the home;

e more adult classes on.family life education and the develbpment
of interpersonal communication skillsj and

e extended day care hours for single mothers working split shifts
and development of informal community suppor%t programs.
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Families and Human Needs

Child Care. The two issues noted most often by presenters were:

e availability of quality child care; and

e variety of choices of types of child care.

A large number of presenters supplied data on research in child
deveiopment stating "the quality of the environment, both psychological
and cognitive, during the first six years of life is crucial to the level

of adult functioning." There was also a concern among many Colorado fami-

lies thar present state licensing rules and regulations for special infant
and toddler homes were inappropriate. One presenter stated:.

Economic pressures are so intense that there is no
alternative for many families except that all family
members work. Yet, day care centers are woefully
inadequate, few in number, and excessively expen-
sive. :

Recommendations included:

e utilizing a holistic approach in structuring programs within day
care centers;

e tailoring current Federal Interagency Day Care Regulations to the
specific concerns of Colorado families; and

e increasing the availability of federal Title XX monies through
use of sliding fee scales for eligibility.

Most of the presenters who discussed the need for a variety of day

care programs did so for employment-related reasons. Recommendations
included:

e establishing 24-hour day care facilities;
e establishing on-campus facilities for pregnant students; and

e developing on-site child care facilities at places of employ-
ment.

Housing. The two most noted issues under this topic were:.

e availability of family housing; and

e cost of housing.

The concerns for both of these issues were interrelatéd,_i.e., the

cost of available housing was too high for many of Denver's lower-middle
income families. Many presenters expressed concern regarding the '"lack
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of housing in energy impacted communities" and the poor condition of hous-
ing that does exist. Recommendations included:

e federal subsidy of low=-cost financing in the private sector;
e development of emergency housing facilities; and
e more Housing and Urban Development allocations to local programs

mandating price controls.

Families and Major Institutions

Government: Local, State, Federal. The most noted issues under this
topic were:

e sensitivity and accountability to families; and

® access to government programs.

There was mention of a need for guidance from the federal government
for stress-ridden families as well as a prevailing belief that government

already interferes with the sanctity of family life. 1In general, there

was a belief in the basic good of families and a plea for appropriate
government support. One presenter stated:

Government cannot take the place of a loving family.
Families should be encouraged to stay together in-
stead of being offered quick divorces, contraceptives,
abortions, sterilizations, and sex education without
parental consent.

The major recommendation was:

e establishing a federal office on families and community life
councils which would develop national priorities for families.

Presenters were also concerned with the amount of bureaucracy and
"red-tape" involved in obtaining assistance from the already established
family-oriented programs. There was mention of a belief that "all three
branches of government are convinced that middle-aged, middle-income people

are totally ignorant, uninformed and will forever remain the silent major-
ity." Recommendations cited were:

® reliance on the laws of the churches instead of the federal govern-
ment; and

e reduction of bureaucracy at all levels of government.

ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS

v

In addition to the recommendations discussed under the five topics,
there were a number of recommendations which were mentioned frequently
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by presenters. These recommendations are presented according to the four

major areas of concern identified by the White House Conference on Fami-
lies., :

Families and Economic Well-Being

l. The federal government should provide incentives for increased

participation in the work force and should motivate families through eco-
nomic means.

2. Safeguards should be established for small farmers against large
multi-national and foreign corporations.

3. Workshops should be developed by the Small Business Administra-
tion for would-be entrepreneurs.

4. The federal government should institute a follow-up study on the
effects of the new food stamp regulations on the prevalence of nutrition

and hunger.
5. Supplemental food programs should be improved by providing bet-
ter quality food to consumers.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

l Local governments should build emotional, political and social
support networks for single parents.

2. Federal, state and local governments should support legal and
community awareness of the problems and causes of family violence.

3. Communities should recognize and accept diverse roles with non-~
traditional family structures.

~ 4o Communities should provide family counseling through courts of

conciliation in divorce or separation cases and through family counseling
centers.

. 5. Family Life Education Programs should educate family members
about the vulnerable life cycle periods that may lead to individual
breakdowns.

6. Communities should use federal funds to establish and support
"Families Are Responsible Programs."

Families and Human Needs

l. State and local governments should implement extensive, com~
munity level first-aid education for volunteer emergency health person-

nel. '
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2. Vague government laws on narcotics abuse and drug paraphernalia
should be elimirated.

3. Alternatives to out-of-home care facilities for the elderly
should be established.

Families and Major Institutions

l. The federal government should increase the number of pre-deploy-
ment seminars for military personnel.

2. The federal goveranment should conduct impact studies on boom-
towns.

3. Communities should enact firmer, more uniform laws for family
abusers.

o
)
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: , EXHIBIT 5
) FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED*
. STATE OF COLORADO TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND ECONOMIC FAMILIES: CHALLENGES AND

| | | |
| | | |
| WELL-BEING I | RESPONSIBILITIES I
| | || |
| Inflation/Poverty/Inadequate Income |_18 | | _Marriage |1
| | || |
| -impact on the family farm | 15 | | Children and Parents | 18
|  =cause for family breakdown 31 | |
| | | | -parent/child relations | 4
= Employment /Unemployment } 31 | -gupports for parents/childrenl 14
bl
]
| Flexible Employment Practices |_5 | | Special Challenges |_14
| | | | |
| Increased Participation in | | | -handicapping conditions | 3
| Work Force 31 | -single parenthood | 9
| | | | -adoption/foster care |_2
|_Counseling Services in the Workplace| 1L | | |
| | | | Family Crises |_33
| Families as Consumers 61 | |
co | | | -family violence | 17
',| Tax Policies | 5] | =-adolescent pregnancy | 5
S | | | ~divorce and separation | 5
| Financial Assistance | 18 | | _-other issues | _6
| ‘ | || ' |
| -welfare reform | 10 | | Extended Family | 1
| -food stamps I 3] | , |
| -other issues | 5| | Family Structures i 8
l__ i |

|

*Exhibit lists breakdown of issues presented when a topic was addressed ten or
more times.




EXHIBIT 5 (Continued)
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED
STATE OF COLORADO TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND HUMAN NEEDS

I
| FAMILIES AND MAJOR INSTITUTIONS

|
|
|
Availability of Quality Health Care 5 | | Government: Local, State,
‘ A | | Federal - 2
Maternal and Infant Care 13 | | |
| | | ~-sensitivity to families | 17
-preventive health awareness | 10 | | -sensitivity to racial/ |
-nutrition concerns |37 | cultural minorities | 15
| || : |
Family Planning _ | 5 | | Access to Government Programs | 17
| || |
Mental Health | 4 | | _Military Families | 4
| || |
Preventive Health Care | 5 | | Media |11
_ | || |
Drug and Alcohol Abuse 5| | -impact of TV/radio | 10
| | | _ -other issues |1
Availability of Quality Education 1l | | |
~-cost | 61 | |
-moral/religious instruction | 5] | ~—accountability of the legal | 6
| | | ~divorce/separation | 4
Career Education | 1] |_~-other issues |_4
| | | |
Home and School Relations | 4 | | _Social Services |_7
| | ' |
Family Life Education | 15 | | Community Institutions |7
| | |
~preparation for parenting | 7| | Philanthropy and the |
-preparation for marriage | 4| |__Voluntary Sector |1
-sex education in schools 4| | |
| | | |_Business and Industry |_8
Housing 21 | | |
| | | Transportation | 2
-availability | 14 | | |
-other issues |7 |
| |
Child Care |_41 |
| |
~availability of quality care | 31 |
-other issues | 10 |
| |
Services to the Elderly | 9|
1 |
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EXHIBIT 6
STATE OF COLORADO - TEN MOST FREQUENTLY ADDRESSED ISSUES

[Frequency of [Acadenic| Advo~|Professional|Conmmnity|Local Gova[State | |
|Presentation|Institu-| cacy | Service | Service | Service |Gov't | |

|
| Issue | | of Issues | tions [Croups| Providers | Groups |Providers |Admin.|*0ther|
| | I | I I B
H.MmﬂmWMwmwmmHm Joow oy el b b
| | | | | | .
| v Tnflation - fmpact on family | | || | | IR
| ___survival | 18 L vt o s
o . | | | | | "
|3, Access of government Poowoors el o0 0 L0 Lo
o | | | | | N
| 4 Government sensitivity/ | | | | | | | | |
| accountability to families | w0 3 b o oo
o | | T | .
E I 5, Widespread family violence 1 17\ { 0 % 3 % 0 _1 ) % ! { 0 = 1] ’l:
| | | | | o
& |6, Availability of adequste housing | 14 | 1 | 4 | 1 | 3 | 0 [0 | 5]
| | | | | | I
| 7. Supports for parents/children | W 2 |3t o P o lL]os l
| | T | | |
‘H.MMmmWMMﬂmmm | | | | | I I
| fanilieg Lot Lo el 0 o |0 Jo ]|
| - | | | | | IR
| 9, Avareness of infant/maternal health | 13 ] 0 | 7 {_ 01 0 I 0 % 0 | .8 I
] | | ] | s
- |10, Welfare reforn T L S R e
] L | | | | | ["1

- #Included {n this categoty are individuals who testified on their own behalf and individuals affiliated vith organi-
‘szWMWMMMMmmmm ‘ .
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OVERVIEW
HEARINGS AND WRITTEN TESTIMONY
WASHINGTON, D.C.

Hearings were held on November 30, 1979, and December 1, 1979, in
Washington, D.C. More than 250 persons presented testimony at these
hearings and another 46 persons submitted written testimony. Representa-
tives from groups such as the National Community Action Agencies’ Executive
Directors Association, My Sister’s Place (a shelter for battered women)
and the American Occupational Therapy Association, and numerous individuals
presented testimony.

TOPICS AND ISSUES

The topics presented in both oral and written testimony included a
wide range of concerns--from day care and the impact of family crises on
family strength to inflation and the impact of federal, state and local
government policies and procedures on the family. The frequency with
which topics and issues were addressed by the various categories of pre-
senters are listed in chart form (see Exhibits 9 and 10). The following
five topics were addressed most often by the presenters and will be dis-
cussed in terms of the two specific issues under each topic that were
mentioned most frequently: inflation, family crises, child care, impact
of government (local, state, federal), and Community institutions. In
the discussion which follows, the topics are presented according to the

four major areas of concern identified by the White House Conference on
Families.

Families and Economic Well-Being

Inflation. The two issues that received the most attention ungder
this topic were: : S

e the relationship between inadequate income and family stress and
problems; and

e the relationship between inadequate income and family dependency
on the government to meet basic needs.

Those who cited the impact of inadequate income on families stated
that stress and depression have a negative effect on persons carrying out
parental roles, thereby leading to an increase in such things as spouse
abuse and child abuse. The economic burdens are particularly problematic
for such groups as female-headed single parent families, the elderly,
‘Blacks and prisoners’ families. More women are being forced into the

~labor market due to economic necessity. The recommendations included the
',following.

e the federal government should establish a guaranteed minimum family
income based on the prevailing cost of living 1ndex, :
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e the definition of "poverty" should reflect the inflation rate;
and

e the problems of economically disadvantaged families should be a
top priority.

Thoss presenters who cited the problem of inadequate income leading
to increased dependency on the government, discussed the impact of in=
adequate income on a family’s ability to obtain such basic human needs as
housing, food, and health cate. Presenters recommended that:

e employment opportunities should be developed for everyone who is
willing to work.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

Family Crises. The two issues which received the most attention under
this topic were:

e family violence; and
e divorce and separation.

The two most frequently mentioned categories of family violence were
spouse abuse and child abuse and neglect. Several presenters mentioned
. that stress in the economic area is leading to a rise in the incidence of
family violence. Others mentioned that there is a lack of adequate pro-
grams and/or shelters for helping the victims of such abuse, especially
in the area of spouse abuse. One presenter summed up the recommendations
presented:

e '"The White House Conference on Families should encourage: the
examination of social imperatives that influence the behavior of

the abuser and the abused; the development of programs which will

provide service both to the abuser and the abused; and the enact-
ment of legislation which will provide realistic civil remedies."

The other issue frequently cited under this topic was that of di-
vorce/separation. Some presenters suggested that the high rate of divorce
is related to other major social problems. Others commented on the eco-
nomic burdens faced by divorced women especially those who retain custody
of their children. Presenters recommended that:

e programs should be developed to provide adequate financial support
to women and children after divorce.

Families and Human Needs

Child Care. The two most frequently raised issues were:
e availability of and variety of choice in child care arrange-

ments; and
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e cost of child care arrangements.

Several presenters discussed the availablity and variety of child
care arrangements. A few presenters questioned the wisdom of having
children cared for by those other than their own mothers. The following
recommendations were made:

e the quality, number and types of child care arrangements should
be increased, e.g., child care arrangements are needed for infants
and children under three years of age, for handicapped children,
and school-aged children and such arrangements could be set up at

parents’ places of employment, schools, etc.;

e child care arrangements should create stimulating environments for
children rather than simply providing custodial care and should be
tied closely to the family, neighborhood and community; and

e child care arrangements should be conveniently located.

Cost was also mentioned as a consideration. Some presenters indicated
that the costs of quality child care arrangements are prohibitive for many
parents and reduce the number of options available. Several presenters
suggested that:

e funding for child care should be increased; and

e child care arrangements should be reasonab.y priced.

Families and Major Institutions

Government: Local, State, Federal. The two issues most frequently
cited in connection with this topic were:

e the role of government as it relates to families; and
® the government’s sensitivity to families.

In terms of the role of the government in relation to families,
many presenters felt that government policies and programs should be
designed to strenthen and support families. In the words of one pre-
senter, ''the role of the Government is to augment, supplement, and sub-
sidize rather than supplant or substitute for family capability . . ."
Others were concerned that there seems to be no family policy. A few
presenters felt that the family is ". . . none of the government’s
business" and that government should not interfere in family values.
The general recommendation seemed to be that:

e all existing and proposed federal, state and local policies re-
lating to families should be examined to determine whether they in
fact strengthen and support families or whether they undermine
family life.
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Presenters also discussed government sensitivity to families. The
following recommendations were made in connection with this issue:

# the federal government should be sensitive to changing family
structures (e.g., increase in single parent families) and to the
cultural, racial and religious diversity among families;

® programs should be tailored to the needs of minorities; and
o the federal government should allow families as much freedom

for self-development as possible rather than providing too much
interference.

Community Institutions. In terms of this topic, the two most fre-
quently raised issues were:

e the impact of alternative religions/"cults' on families; and
® the role of community institutions related to families.

There were generally two positions in relation to alternative
religions/"cults":

"Rapidly increasing cult activity is one of the most serious threats
to the family today. Cults are using deceptive techniques to suck
youth in and build financial empires."; and

"The deprogramming movement causes the greatest threat to religious
freedom in America. Wheo in this country has the right to decide what
is and is not a true religion?"

Recommendations were divided accordingly:

® those presenters who were against "cults" felt that information on
"ecults" should be distributed to the public, especially to youth,
and that the federal government should launch an intensive inves-

tigation into various "cult" activities especially into suspected
tax violations;

e those who represented alternative religious/"cults" felt that the
White House Conference on Families should take an objective
approach when looking at religions, especially minority religionms,

and that deprogramming should be stopped as it is an infringement
on the individual’s freedom.

With regard to the role of community institutions, some presenters
felt that neighborhoods and local community groups can provide a great deal
of support for families. Presenters recommended that:

e existing community resources (e.g., churches, neighborhoods,

schools) should be used, or developed where necessary, to provide
a network of support services to faz%;}es.
C £
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ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS

In addition to the recommendations presented in connection with the
issues discussed above, there were a number of other recommendations which
were cited frequently by presenters. Again, these recommendations will be
presented according to the four major areas of concern identified by the
White House Conference on Families.

Families and Economic Well-Being

l. Government should provide more employment opportunities.

2. Government and industry should strive for: increased flexibility
in employment practices in terms of flexitime scheduling, increasing oppor-
tunities and benefits for part-time employment, maternity and paternity
leave (to include adoptive parents), sick leave allowances for parents
whose children are ill, and so forth. As one presenter said:

"Greater flexibility in the corporate world is needed if women
and men are to be able to fully commit themselves to careers and

families and be productive employees as well as responsible part-
ners and parents."

3. Government should revise tax policy so that it is supportive of
families (e.g., provide tax incentives to families who care for ill, handi-

capped and elderly members in the home; 'allow married couples to use
single tax rates; reform laws and regulations covering inheritance).

4. Government should redesign welfare programs so that they encourage
family stability (e.g+, provide an adequate income).

5. Government should develop a Social Security program for home-
makers.

6. Government should support and encourage affirmative action for
groups such as women, homosexuals, minorities, and others.

Families: Challenges énd Responsibilities

l. Government should support the extended family concept.

2. Public awareness concerning the diversity of familyvstructures
should be increased.

Families and Human Needs

1. Public and private family planning services should be available
to all women without regard to age, marital status, or income. Contracep-

tive techniques should be improved so that they are safe, effective and
convenient.
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2. On the issue of abortion, the presenters were divided: half
felt that public funding for abortion should be restored and that abortion
is a personal decision, while the other half felt that the White House
Conference should repudiate abortion.

3. Quality public education should be made available.

4. Local communities should develop programs to strengthen home-
school relatiomns.

5. Local communities should establish family life education programs
that include sex education, preparation for marriage, preparation for
parenting,. and continuing education in parenting. These programs should
begin in the primary and secondary schools. Presenters differed as to who
should provide information on sex education.

6. Government should support programs to provide better housing,
especially for low-income families.

Families and Major Institutions

l. Media, especially television, should reflect aﬁ honest picture
of the diversity of American family lifestyles, and cultural, ethnic and
racial groups.

'I (
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EXHIBIT 9
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED#*
WASHINGTON, D.C. TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND ECONOMIC FAMILIES: CHALLENGES AND .

| | || | |
| | || | |
| WELL-BEING | | | RESPONSIBILITIES | |
| | | | |
| Inflation/Poverty/Inadequate Income |_26 | |_Marriage | 2 |
| | || | |
| -impact of inadequate income ] 18 | | Children and Parents |_21 |
| _~other issues 81| | I I
| | | | ~-supports for parents/children| 12 |
| Employment /Unemployment | 9 | | ___-responsible parenting |9 |
| | || B |
| Flexible Employment Practices | 10 | | Special Challenges | 19 |
| | || | |
| -flexitime | 4| | -single parenthood | 7|
| -other issues | 61 | -adoption/foster care | 71
| | I -handicapping conditions | S5 |
| Increased Participation in the | || | |
| Work Force | 3| | Family Crises I 35 |
| | || v [
| Employment Discrimination | 10 | | -family violence | 19 |
| | | | ~-divorce/separation | 8 |
| -need for equal employment | | | __ -other issues | 8 |
| opportunity | 71 | | |
| -other issues | 3| | _Extended Family | 1|
| | || | |-
| Families as Consumers |11 | Family Structures | 6 |
| I | | I |
|_Tax Policies 9 |

| | |

| Financial Assistance | 13 |

| | |

| -welfare reform | 8|

| ~other issues I 5|

| | l

*Exhibit lists breakdown of issues presented when a topic was addressed ten or
more times.
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EXHIBIT 9 (Continued)
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED

WASHINGTON, D.C.

TEST IMONY

FAMILIES AND HUMAN NEEDS

FAMILIES AND MAJOR INSTITUTIONS

l (.
| ||
| ||
Availability of Quality Health Care | 9 | | Government: Local, State,
| | | Federal _56
Maternal and Infant Health |2 | | |
| | | -semsitivity to families | 50
_Family Planning [_20 | | -sensitivity to social/cul- | |
| | | tural/religious differences | 6 |
-abortion | 16 | | | |
-other issues | 4 | | Military Families |4 |
| - | |
Mental Health [_11 | | Media | 13 |
‘ | || | |
-availability and appropriateness | 5 | | -impact of media especially | |
~other issues | 6 | | T.V. | 10 |
g , | | | -other issues | 3|
Preventive Care 71 | | |
| | | Law |__8 |
Drug and Alcohol Abuse 51 | | |
| | | Social Services |__5 |
Availability of Quality Education [_1l4 | | | |
| | | Community Institutions |_34 |
-lack of quality education | 71 | | |
-other issues 71 | -religious and cultural | |
| | organizations | 30 |
Career Education | 2| |__ -other issues I 4 I
| [
Home and School Relations [ 12 | | Business and Industry | 2 |
| || | |
-sensitivity to family forms | 6 | | Transportation | 1]
-other issues |6 |
[
Family Life Education [_25 |
| |
-preparation for parenting | 11 |
~preparation for marriage | |
and sex education . | 8 |
-other issues | 6 |
| |
Housing [_13 |
: | |
-availability/cost | 6 |
~other issues |71
| l
Child Care |_27 |
| |
-availability/variety | 16 |
-cost | 4 |
-other issues le 7 |
l |
Services to the Elderly | 7|
71
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EXHIBIT 10
VASHINGTON, D4Co = TEN MOST FREQUENTLY ADDRESSED ISSUES

|Frequency of |Acedenic| Advo= Professional | Commmity(Local Gov.[State | | _u
|Presentation|Institu=| cacy | Service | Service | Service |Gov't | |-
Issue | of Issues | tions |Groups| Providers | Groups |Providers |Aduin.|0ther|

lv Role and impact of federal, state

!
|
|
l
| | | | | | I
|___and local governments on families | 56 | 4 | 13| 2 L5 | 0 o | R
| | | | | | | I
| 2o Cost, quality and availability | l | l l I
| of child care arrangements Lo e Lt e 1t o o
| | | | | | | I
| 3 Tmpact of inflation, poverty and in- | l l l l l l l !
|.___adequate income on family functondng| 26 | & | 6| 2 | 0 | 0 |0 | W]
l | | | | | I
W | 4o The need for fantly lfeeducation | 25 | 4 | 2] 3 | 5 | 3 [0 | 8]
H ‘
H | | l l | | | I
G150 "Colts"/alternative religions l | | | | I
*|__and inpact on family L% 10 71 o0 Lol
| | l | | | I
| 6. Increase in family violence Ly vy e oy
l , | | | | | R
|1 Concern regarding sbortionpoliefes | 16 | 0 | 5 | 0 | 3 | 0 |0 | 8]
l | | | | | [ I
| 8 Cost, quality and availability | | | | | I B
|___of education LWl 3y 0 o b0 o]
| l | | | | R
| 9 The impact of the media, espe- I l | I | ]
| clally TV, on family life B 2 Pt 0 | 10 1o ] 8]
. | | | | l .
|10 The cost, quality and availability | l | | | B
| of housing B e O e N B O
| L | L] 1 | | | ‘ '1

| Mncluded in this category are individuals who testified on their own behalf and individuals affiliated with organi-
zations which could not be categorized.




. OVERVIEW
HEARINGS AND WRITTENM TESTIMONY
STATE OF MICHIGAN

Hearings were held on December 7, 1979, in Detroit, Michigan and on
December 8, 1979, in Oak Park, Michigan. More than 375 persons presented
testimony at these hearings and another 62 submitted written testimony.
Representatives from groups such as the Detroit American Indian Center,
the American Asscciation of University Women, and the Concerned Seniors
for Better Government, and numerous individuals representing themselves
participated in the conference activities.

TOPICS AND ISSUES

The topics presented in both oral and written testimony ranged from
broad concerns such as inflation and health needs, to specific concerns
such as housing conditions and job training. The frequency with which
topics and issues were addressed by groups or organizations reflected such
a broad range of concerns-that they are best presented in chart form (see
Exhibits 11 and 12). The following five topics were addressed most
frequently by presenters and will be discussed from the perspective of the
two issues under that topic that received the most attention by the
participants. The topics and issues are presented according to the four
major areas of concern identified by the White House Conference on
Families.

Families and Economic Well-Being

Unemployment. The two issues that received the most attention under
this topic were:

e the impact of unemployment on family life; and
® the need to provide"employment opportunities for minorities.

Many presenters emphasized the frustrations which result from un-
employment and which consequently "ruin family life." Connecting long-
term unemployment with poverty, the presenters expressed their concern

regarding the decrease in motivation which the unemployed experience and
the cyclical nature of this process. Viewing unemployment as the root
cause of other family and social problems, presenters were concerned about
a number of areas: - the dependence on welfare which results from unem=-
ployment; .the increase in the crime rate as a result of unemployment; and
the loss of self-esteem which &accompanies unemployment. Recommendations
suggested by participants were:

® more vocational training programs in the urban areas;

® passage of a bill similar to but more relevant than the Humphrey-
Hawkins Bill;

74
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e revitalization of small businesses;

® assistance to persons vho have completed training programs to
locate employment; and

e provision of child care services for the children of working
parents. :

Participants who addressed the issue of the need to provide employ-
ment opportunities for minorities focused on the Hispanic and Black popu-
lations. The Hispanics "are going to be the second largest minority by
the mid-80‘s and among Hispanics, unemployment is more than double the
national average. Among Hispanic youth unemployment is as high as 60
percent and higher paying jobs are not available.” Presenters expressed
similar concern for the Black population, especially Black youth, who also
have a significant high school drop-out rate. Recommendations suggested
were: '

e expansion of the Comprehensive Employment Training Act (CETA
Program);

e support of P.L. 95-207 which states a major purpose'of education

is to prepare every individual for a career suitable to the
individual’s preference;

e "full employment for Blacks";
e more aggressive affirmative action programs; and

® the establishment of education and employment as national priori-
ties. ‘

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

Special Challenges. The issues that received the most attention under
this topic were:

e the needs of handicapped children and their families; and
o the needs of single parents.

Presenters focusing on the needs of the handicapped and their fami-
lies discussed a wide range. of handicapping conditions which included
blindness, emotional disturbance, epilepsy, and developmental disabili-
ties. While the handicapping conditions varied, presenters expressed

similar concerns regarding: lack of community resources; need for public
education; and stress on families who have a handicapped member. Recommen-

dations cited were: .

e early intervention with'high zisk children;

e support for P.L. 94-142 (Education for All Handicapped Children);
and .
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e the training of teachers to work with the handicapped.

Presenters expressing concern regarding the needs of single parents
focused on the unavailability of community services to support the one-
parent family. Consistently ranked high as areas of need were: job
training and employment; financial aid and education programs for adults;
child care resources; flexible working hours including part-time employ-

ment; and emotional support systems for the parent and his/her children.
Recommendations cited were:

e provision of job training and employment accompanied by flexibility
in the work schedule and the availability of adequate child care;

® vocational training starting at the high school level;

e increased professional responsiveness to the kinds of problems
single parents bring to agencies;

e encouragement of the foster grandparents program; and

® reevaluation of the eight-hour school day with consideration of
lengthening 1it. ‘

Family Crises. The 1issues that received the most attention under
this topic were:

e the problems associated with divorce; and
) the increase in family violence.

Concerned about the high divorce rate, presenters addressing the
problems associated with divorce consistently focused on the need to re-
vise the divorce process and to provide counseling services prior to
court proceedings. Other divorce-related problems presented were: the
problems of women members of minority groups who are unprepared to handle
employment issues after a divorce; laxity of divorce laws; the need for
child care programs and flexibility in work schedules; and the need to
consider the father's right to joint custody of the children. Recommen-

dations cited were:

e tightening of divorce laws and the revision of no-fault divorce;

o development of family life education courses;

e expansion of court-related familykéounseling services; and

@ simplication of the legal procedures for child custody.

Presenters who addressed the issue of family violence expressed their
concern regarding the magnitude of t'«¢ problem. While most presenters fo-

cused on child abuse, others emphasized spouse abuse as the major problem
facing America today. Statistics cited were: 1in 60 percent of American
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marriages some wife beating occurs; wife beating is three times as fre-
quent as rape; between 200,000 and 800,000 battered wives seek divorce
‘every year; murder within the family makes up approximately 25 percent
of all murder offenses; and reports indicate that less than one out of
ten incidents of wife beating are reported. One presenter indicated
that the "highest priority for the 80‘s should be domestic violence" and
many presenters agreed tha. ~~grams must exist to curb the
rise of violence in the fam Jations were:

e the federal government follow the lead of some states like Michi-
gan and Illinois in their support of domestic violence legisla-
tion, shelter programs, prevention and treatment, and public
education programs;

e the federal and state governments fund self-help coordinating

committees to address the issues of child abuse and the gaps in
services; and

e the federal government develop a national family policy that.
advocates non-violence in families.

Families and.Majpr Institutions

Government: Local, State, Federal. The issues that received the
most attention under this topic were:

e the need to redirect government*s involvement in the family; and
e the fragmentation in government services.

The majority of presenters stated that government efforts to support
families have been ineffective and expressed the position that government
ought to review its role and intervention in family matters and develop

a national family policy. The rationale for such an approach was cited
" by the presenters because families have not had a.central place in gov-
ernment policies and suy; to families has been lacking. Many pre-
senters expressed concern regarding "wasteful government programs that
undermine family solidarity." Recommendations cited were:

e ''government reverse the trend of excessive gbvernment interfer-
ence in family life and consider new, innovative ideas to improve

the federal tax structure, education policies and public assis-
tance programs"; and

e government pass the Family Protection Act.

Presenters addressing the issue of fragmentation of government pro-
grams stated that movement into one system decreases support from another,
e.g+, extra work reduces income maintenance benefits. They agreed that
~ government programs should assist families in moving towards independence
but stated that lack of coordination among government agencies fragments
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services and often ingreases unnecessary dependence on a service or sup-~
port system. Recsfimendations were:

e development of an twerall family policy and the requirement that
each agency submit family impact statements;

e 1improvement in coordination among federal agencies;

o review of how families use governmental services in order to
identify inceu..ves and dis‘ncentives that present laws and regu-
lations have on the family; and

e development of a better partnership between government, industry
and the churches in order to strengthen family life.

Community Institutions. The two issues that received the most atten-
tion under this topic were:

e the need to shift the focus of family intervention from the fed-
eral level to the local level; and .

e the role of community-based prosrams in family life.

Most presenters focusing on community institutions stated that federal
government intervention in family life has been ineffective and emphasized
the need for local and self-help initiatives in supporting families. Stat-
ing that there should be "local solutions to local problems,* a number of
presenters recommended:

e passage of the Family Protection Act which supports the "tradi-
tional family"; and

e increased involvement of local groups, especially the churches,
with families tc support parents who have the responsibility to
transmit values to their children.

Presenters- advocating for more ''grass roots" and community-based
programs stressed their relevance for families. Citing the lack of sup-
port for families and the need for additional local supports, presenters
mentioned some successful initiatives which have been taken such as the
United Neighbors and 4-H clubs which provide supportive services to fami-
lies and enable family members to address, locally, problems they encounter
in daily living. Recommendations cited were:

e development of family networks which would enable families to

share with one another their successes and failures and common
problems; and

e utilization of local community resources which are most familiar
with local needs and problems.
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~ ADDITICNAL RECOMMENDATIONS

In addition to the recommendations discussed under the five topics,
there were a number of recommendations which were mentioned frequently
by the presenters. These recommendations will be presented according to

the four major areas of concern identified by the White House Conference
on Families.

Families snd Economic Well-B: ..ag

1. The federal government should insure '"minimum adequate grant
standavdz in income maintenance programs.'

2. The federal governmeut shou.: .ak:¢ ~~ov~ssive steps to curb
inflation. '

3. The federal government should provide additional tax exemptions
and deductions for low-income single~parent families.

- Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

1. Federal, state and local governments and communities should
develop more prevention and educational programs related to adolescents
and pregnancy.

2. TFederal and state governments should reform the foster care sys-
tem. "At this time, Michigan has approximately 11,400 children in foster
care, 9,500 of these children were removed from their homes because of
abuse and neglect. It is believed that at least one~half of these chil-
dren could have remained in their homes had support services been avail-~
able to their families." .

3. "The White House Conference on Families should take a close look
at the alternative family life styles identifying their strengths and
making recommendations to strengthen their weaknesses since the 1980°s
should see a continued rise in alternative family life styles."

4. TFederal and state governments and industry should support pro-
grams for single parents with special emphasis upon child care, flexi-
time and job training.

S. Federal and state governments should support efforts to provide
information to families regarding family resources in general, but
specifically in relation to families with handicapped members.

6. The family should assume the responsibility for the entire area
- of values, their establishment and fostering.

. 7. Government and industry should support the displaced homemaker
by providing re~education, vocational training and child care services.
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Families apd Human Needs

l. Federal and state governments should increase funding for ser-
vices to the elderly. "National statistics indicate that senior eiti-
zens comprise 11 percent of our population; they account for 25 percent
of our suicides; over 30 percent are below the poverty level; and 62
percent of them vote, more than any other population segment. The coun-
try’s issues as a whole, inflation, food, energy and crime, affect our
elderly along with everyone else. What makes it so difficult for them
is their wvulnerability, fixed incomes, loneliness and fears."

2. Federal and state governments should insure that comprehensive
health services are available and accessible to all families.

Families and Major Institutions

1. The federal government should "insure the unique cultural and
structural integrity of extended family networks in developing programs
directed at servicing the needs of Indian families."

2. "The federal government should allow parents to retain their
rights and responsibilities as overseers of the family" . . . "Our coun-

try was built on ingenuity and self-reliance, but government programs
are stifling individual progress."

3. The communications industry should encourage and provide better
television programming for children and their families.

4. The federal government should review the practices of "cults"
and their effect upon family life.

5. Federal and state governments should provide tramsportation
assistance to low-income families and the elderly.

6. Federal and state governments should insure that famiiies have
the financial and emotional supports necessary for them "to live in

dignity." "We protect land, rare species of animals, birds, etc., why
not the most important of all, mankind in its cradle, the family."

S¢;
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EXHIBIT 11

FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED*
STATE OF MICHIGAN TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND ECONOMIC

FAMILIES: CHALLENGES AND

| || |
| || | |
WELL-BEING | || RESPONSIBILITIES | |
| || | |
Inflation/Poverty/Inadequate Income |_l0 | |_Marriage | 2]
I |1 | |
~impact on economic survival | 7| | Children and Parents | 23 |
-other issues | 31 | | |
‘ | | | -responsible parenting | 20 |
Employment /Unemployment | 25 | | -gupports parents/children | 3]
| || I |
-problems of minorities | 13 | | Special Challenges | 26 |
-unemployment and social problems | 8 | | | |
-other issues | 4] | ~=handicapping conditions | 11 |
| | | ~-single parenthood | 10 |
Flexible Employment Practices | 3| |__-adoption/foster care | 5 |
| || v | |
Increased Participation in the | | | Family Crises | 55 |
Work Force S | |
| | | ~divorce and separation | 21 |
Counseling Services in the Workplace| 1 | | ~=family violence | 20 |
| | | ~-adolescent pregnancy | 71
Tax Policies | & | | -other issues | 7|
| || | |
Financial Assistance | 13 | |_Extended Family | 3|
: | || | |
-welfare reform | 11 | | Family Structures | 5 |
-other issues | 21 | ] |

| I

#Exhibit lists breakdown of issues presented when a topic was addressed ten or

more times.
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EXHIBIT 11 (Continued)
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED
STATE OF MICHIGAN TESTIMONY

» I
FAMILIES AND HUMAN NEEDS 1

| | | |
| | |_FAMILIES AND MAJOR INSTITUTIONS | |
| | P | [
| Availability of Quality Health Care | 10 | | Government: Local, State, | |
| ' | | Federal | 39 |
| -cost of care | 81 | | |
| -services and minorities | 2| | -sensitivity to families | 34 |
| | | | -sensitivity to racial and | |
| Maternal and Infant Health | 1| | cultural minorities | 5 |
| | [ | |
| Family Planning | 17 | |_Access to Government Programs |1 ]
| | || | |
| -abortion | 12 | | _Military Families | 3|
| ___ -other issues I_51 | | |
| | | | Media |9 |
|_Mental Health 3| | | |
| | | | Community Institutions |25 |
| Preventive Care 31 | I I
| | | | -religious and cultural | |
| Drug and Alcohol Abuse | 11 | | organizations | 10 |
| | | | —community based groups | 8|
| -abuse among children | 51 ~other issues | 7]
| -abuse among minorities | 4] | | |
| —-other issues i 2 | | Philanthropy and the | |
] | | |_Voluntary Sector | O
| Availability of Quality Education | 15 | | | I
| | | | Business and Industry |3 |+
| -quality and cost | 12 | | | l
o -busing | 3| | i |
| | |
| Career Education 2 |
| I |
| Home and School Relations | 12 I
| |
| -parental involvement in education| 7 |
| —other issues : |__5 I
| |
| Family Life Education | 71
| | |
| Special Education and Families | 3|
| | |
| Housing |_14 |
| | |
| -availability and cost | 12 |
| -other issues |__2 I
| : |
| Child Care | 22 |
| | |
| -availability and quality | 19 |
| -variety of choices ] 3|
|- | |
| Services to the Elderly | 8 |
1 |
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| EXHTBIT 12
STATE OF MICHIGAN - TEN HOST FREQUENTLY ADDRESSED ISSUES

|Frequency of [Acadenic| Advo-|Professional|Commnity|Local Gov. |State | |
|Presentation|Institu=| cacy | Service | Service | Service [Gov't | B
Issue _ | of Issues | tions [Croups| Providers | Groups [Providers |Admin. | ¥0ther|

T T T T T

I, Government’ involvement with

o
|
|
|
| | | _— | | I
| the family % |1 v v oy |klny
| | | | | | I
| 2, Tmact of unemloynent | 5 | L3 3 o]0 Jriul
| | | I | | I
| 3. Problems associated withdivoree | 2 ] 0 | 1] 5 | 3 | 1 Lo [ 1]
R | | . | | T
| 4, Increase in family violence I T A O O I e
| | | | | | R
| 5, Availability of quality childeare | 19 | 5 | 0] 3 [ 1 | 0 Lo | 10 ]
o | R | | B
: ? | 6. Imortance of parent-child relations | 13 | 0 | 1| 2 L 0 10|
o | | . | | .
bk
|0 Need for adequate housing [V O I O A A I B
| - | | ] | | .
| 8, Impact of alcohol and drugs TS N I O U
R o | ] | | |
| 9, Needs of handicapped childten O N T I R e I
- SR | I . | | |
|10, Reforn of the welfare systen R S T S S A A A O R
o | | L | | L |

zations which could not be categorized.




OVERVIEW
HEARINGS AND WRITTEN TESTIMONY
STATE OF WASHINGTON

The hearing in the State of Washington was held in Seattle on Janu-
ary 11, 1980. The hearing scheduled to be held in Yakima had to be can-
celled due to weather conditions; however, those who had planned to attend
were strongly encouraged to submit written testimony. More than. 200 indi-
viduals testified, representing themselves or public and private organiza-
tions. An additional 112 persons submitted written testimony.

Representatives from groups such as Project Home Base, National
Caucus on the Black Aged, the Council for Private Education and numerous
individuals representing themselves participated in the conference activi-
ties.

TOPICS AND ISSUES
The topics presented in‘both oral and written testimony ranged from

the broad concerns about.the impact of inflation and the role of the fed-
eral government in strengthening families, to specific concerns such as
family life education courses and estate taxes. The frequency with which
topics and issues were addressed by participants represents such a broad
spread that they are best presented in chart form (see Exhibits i3 and
14). The following five topics were addressed most often by presenters
and will be discussed in terms of the two issues under that topic that
received the most attention by the participants. The topics have been
organized under the four areas of concern identified by the White House
Conference on Families.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

Special Challenges. The issues that received the most attention
under this topic were:.

e effects of handicapping conditions on family strength; and
e the reiationship of single parenthood to family strength.

Presenters who expressed concerns about handicapping conditions
such as developmental disabilities and juvenile arthritis, discussed
the degree to which these conditions present social, economic and emo-
tional stress to the child and his/her family. Recommendations in-
cluded:

e better implementation of P.L. 94-142 (Education for All Handi-
capped Children Act);

e supplemental security income guidelines should be revised to
include more middle-income families; and

85
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e educational and counseling programs for parents and children with
handicapping conditions should be established.

The majority of presenters who addressed special challenges dis-
cussed the issue of the needs of the single parent. The comment was made
that federal policies and employment practices have not kept pace with
the changes in family structure. While the range of needs for the single
‘parent family was the same as for other families--affordable housing,
quality health care, quality educational and day care services--the pre-
senters were concerned that programs and services designed to address
these needs often still lack sensitivity to the special needs of the
single parent. Recommendations included:

® policies and programs developed for families should be sensi-
tive to the needs of single parents;

e support programs for single parents should be funded; and
e the Equal Rights Ammendment should be passed.

Family Crises. The issues that received the most attention under
this topic were:

o effects of family violence on family strength; and
e impact of separation and divorce on family strength.

Presenters noted an increase in child neglect, child and spouse
abuse and cited economic stress, decrease in religious values and lack
of preventive services as causes. Recommendations included:

e federal criminal penalties for spouse and child abuse should
be established;

e preventive and remedial services should be funded in cases of
family violence;

® professionals should receive better training in detecting and
handling instances of family violence; and

o family emergency shelter programs should be established.

Presenters who addressed the issue of separation and divocrce, cited
lack of pre-divorce counseling, lack of religious values and negative
federal policies (e.g., tax "penalties" for married couples) as causal
factors. Separation and divorce were frequently cited as the cause of
adjustment problems with children (e.g., poor school performance, juve-
nile delinquency). Presenters made the following recommendations:

e family life education courses to include preparation for marriage
and parenthood should be developed;

we'd
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o communication workshops for families should be established--as
one presenter put it, "let's teach families how to stay together
through problem solving."

e arrangements should be made to allow third party reimbursement
for marriage counseling

e family conciliation courts should be funded: and

e lawyers should receive training regarding the emotional impact
of separation and divorce.

Families and Human Needs

Child Care Services. The two issues that received the most attention
under this topic were

e the relationship of federal policy to the quantity and quality of
child care services and

® the relationship of federal funding to the quantity and quality
of child care services.

While most presenters favored federal involvement in child care pro-
grams some cited government intervention and bureaucratic 'red tape' as
the reason for deficiencies in the quantity and quality of programs.
These presenters tended to suggest the following

e the federal government should disinvolve itself from child care
programs and return them to the control of the private sector-

Other presenters favored federal involveﬁent in and funding of child
care programs- These presenters recommended the following.

e the federal government should increase the quantity and enhance
the quality of child care programs through higher salaries. the
use of child development programs and the use of competency-
based criteria for staff-.

Families and Major Imstitutions

Government Local. State. Federal. The two issues that received the
most attention under this topic were '

e the federal government's responsibility to the family and

e the federal government‘s sensitivity to racial and cultural
minorities.

Presenters had differing views regarding the federal government's
involvement with families. Some presenters saw federal policies and
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programs as the cause of family breakdown, while othei's expressed support
for the government's involvement with families and support for the White
House Conference on Families. As one presenter put it, "it is the family
that builds stable and productive individuals and those individuals build
a Nation.'" Their major recommendations were as follows:

® some presenters felt that the government should "stay out of the
family"--as one presenter put it, "many government policies are
directly antagonistic to citizens and families . . . our govern-
ment should remove itself as much as possible from the lives of
its citizens."; and

e other presenters recommended that religious values be incorporated
into policy development and that family impact statements be de-
veioped for all federal legislationm.

Participants who addressed the government's role with respect to
racial and cultural minorities cited a lack of sensitivity to these two
groups as the cause of many economic, health and social problems with
which they are faced. Representatives from the Alaskan, Asian, Black,
Chicano, Hispanic, Filipino, Samoan and Native American communities ex-
pressed concern about the government's sensitivity to their needs. The
following recommendations were made:

® federal funds should be allocated for support programs for each
of the minority groups listed above;

e there should be an increase in the number of bilingual staff at
public agencies; and

e immigration policies should be revised so that they are more
supportive of foreign-born families.

Community Institutions. Many presenters who were addressing other
topics and issues also made reference to the need for religious influ-
ence and values in the home and the school. However, the single issue
that received the most attention was:

@ the influence of non-traditional religious groups on the famiy.

The overwhelming majority of presenters expressed concern regarding
young people being 'brainwashed" and held against their will by groups
the presenters identified as '"cults." They cited the influence of these
groups as an increasing threat to the stability or in some cases the Very
existence of the family. The most frequently occurring recommendations
were as follows:

e the federal government should investigate "eults"; and

e the federal government chould establish support programs for
families whose members have joined these religious groups.

n
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ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS

In addition to the recommendations discussed under the five topics,
there were a number of recommendations which were mentioned frequemtly by
the presenters. These recommendations will be presented according to the
four major areas of concern identified by the White House Conference on
Families.

Families and Economic Well-Being

1. The federal government should establish a minimum guaranteed
income standard with an emphasis that respects the freedom of individuals
to manage their own lives.

2. Federal and state governments should revise financial assistant
policies (e.g., food stamps, Social Security, Supplemental Security Income,
Aid to Families with Dependent Children) to be more semsitive to the ex-
cessive housing costs for the working poor.

3. PFederal and state governments should revise tax policies to make
them sensitive to the needs of widows(ers) and displaced homemakers.

4, TFederal and state governments should establish tax credits that
strengthen the family, for example, for care of the elderly and increase
tax credits for married couples and for child care.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

—id

l. Local communities should €stdblish more parenting education
programs to meet the needs of working parents.

2. Community organizations should establish workshops and services
to help family members improve their communication with each other.

3., Community organizations should establish more positive parent-
ing workshops for single parents (e.g., Parent Effectiveness Training,
Transactional Analysis). .

4., Federal and state governments should provide support programs
(financial and services) to allow elderly persons to live with their
families.

S. State and local governments should establish programs to pro-

vide support and counseling services to birth parents whose children
are in foster care.

Families and Human Needs

1. The federal government should develop a national health plan
that emphasizes preventive health care.
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2. State and local governments should provide better funding of
health care programs to: (1) serve more working class families; (2) pro-
vide accessibility in neighborhoods where families are located; and (3)
provide better trained staff.

3. Local communities should revise zoning regulations to allow
child care facilities to be located in downtown areas.

4. The federal government should conduct more research on improving
contraception methods.

Families and Major Institutions

l. Federal and state governments should increase the participation
of members of minority groups in policy development.

2. "The federal government should provide more intensive monitoring
of compliance activities regarding civil rights and affirmative action
regulations."

3. Federally funded programs should be decentralized to give more
authority to state governments to administer funds.

4., "State governments should establish task forces, comprised of
professionals working at the local level, to study and propose changes
in regulations that address coordinated service delivery."

5. The federal government should investigate the tax records of
"religious cults."

6. Federal and state governments should establish policies and fund
programs to provide in-home services to families.
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EXHIBIT 13
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED*
STATE OF WASHINGTON TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND ECONOMIC

FAMILIES: CHALLENGES AND

| | || |
| | || |
| WELL-BEING I || RESPONSIBILITIES 1
| : | || | |
I Inflation/Poverty/Inadequate Income I 20 I | Marriage I 7 I
|
| -effects on family strength | 17 | | Children and Parents | 13 |
| ___-impact on economic survival |31 | | |
| | i | -supports for parents/children| 9 |
| Flexible Employment Practices | 5| |_ -responsible parenting | 4 |
| | . | |
| Increased Participation in Work | | | Special Challenges | 34 |
|___Force 61 | | |
|- | | | -single parenthood | 18 |
|_Employment Discrimination | 8] | ~handicapping conditions | 9|
| | | |_ -adoption/foster care |71
| Families as Consumers |11 | | ]
| | | | Family Crises |_35_|
| Tax Policies | 12 | | | |
| | | | ~-family vielence | 13 |
| -child care deductions | 5] | ~-divorce and separation | 8 |
| -other issues | 7| |__~other issues | 14 ;
| | I | '
| Financial Assistance I 10 | | Extended Family 12 g
|| |
~welfare reform | 4| | Family Structures _13 |
-other issues | 6| | | |
| | | ~-the traditional family | 10 |
{ I I -other issues { 3_}

*Exhibit lists breakdown of issuc¢u presented when & topic was addressed ten or

more times.
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EXHIBIT 11 (Continued)
FREQUENCY OF TOPICS AND ISSUES ADDRESSED
STATE OF WASHINGTON TESTIMONY

FAMILIES AND HUMAN NEEDS FAMILIES AND MAJOR INSTITUTIONS

| | [ | |

| | | | |

| . I I I |
. | _Availability of Quality Health Care |__3 | | Government: Local, State, | |

| | | | Federal |_55 |

| Maternal and Infant Health | 1] | | |

| : | | | -sensitivity to families | 32 |

| Family Planning [_26 | | -sensitivity to racial and | |

| | || cultural minorities | 23 |

| -abortion | 22 | | | |

| -other issues | _4 | | Access to Government Programs |2 |

| | [ | |

| Mental Health | 5 | | Military Families | 2 |

| | [ | |

| Preventive Care | 51 | Media | 14 |

| | | : | |

|_Drug and Alcohol Abuse 9| | -impact of TV/radio | 10 |

I | | |_-impact of movies | 4 |

| Availability of Quality Education | 24 | | | |

| I~ | | Law |11 |

| -bilinguel instruction Il 9| | | |

| -moral/religious instruction | 71 | -children and the law | 5|

| -other issues | 8| | -other issues | 6 l‘

| I (- | I

| Career Education | _6 | | _Social Services |72 1

| | | | |

| Home and Schrol Relations | 13 | | Community Institutions | 35 |

| | [ | |

| -parents‘ rights | 12 | | -religious organizations | 33 |

|  ~sensitivity to family forms | 1| | -other issues | 2|

! | [ | |

| Family Life Education |_ 24 ! | Transportation | 1|

| | I | |

| -preparation for parenting | 18 |

| ~preparation for marriage | 3|

| __ -sex education in schools | 3|

| | |

|_Special Education | 1 |

| I |

|_Housing 7|

| I |

| Child Care | 31 |

| | |

| -~quality | 23 |

| -availability | 5|

| =cost | 3]

| | |

| Sexvices to the Elderly ] 10 |

| | |

9
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EXHIBIT 14 -
STATE OF WASHINGTON - TEN MOST FREQUENTLY ADDRESSED ISSUES

|Frequency of |Acadenic| Advo-|Professional|Conmmity|Local Gov.|State | |
|Presentation|Institu~| cacy | Service | Service | Service [Gov't | |
Issue | of Issues | tions |Groups| Providers | Growps [Providers |Admin.|*Other|
| | } I | R

I Influence of non-traditional |
1|

L
—

!
| | | | I
religious groups on family |3 | | 4 10 10 ] :
| | | | | | I
| 2 The federal government's | | | | | | I
sensitivity to the family A O T O T T I I T I B I
| | | | | | | I
3. Availability of quality child I | ] | | I
care programs - S O T I A A O O L
| | | | | l | ]
ks The federal government's responsibil-| | | I | I
| ity to racial and cultural minorities| 23 | 4 | 5 | 5 o | 2 o | 1] :F
| I | . | | R .
|5, Governent funding of abortjons | 22 | 1 | 5| 4 | 2 1 0 [0 |10
| | | ] | l I
| 6. Availability of quality education | ] I | | L
| prograns I R I W I S e U PO S I O o
| | | - l | .
| 7. The relationship of preparation | I I | l I
| for parenthood to family strength | 18 | 1 | 3] 3 I S
| * | | | | | | I |
8. The relationship of single I l l | | | | 1 | ,E
| parenthood to family strength | 18 o | &1 3 {2 0 Jo |9 |
l | | | | | | | N
| 9 lmpact of inflation on family | | | | | | -
| strength R A O T T O OO S I
| ‘ | | I . R
|m.mMHMdmmdmmwmmml 3]0 | 0‘ R R } 2 }1}4}
| l | ]

~ #ncluded in this category are individuals who testified on their own behalf and individuals aff1liated with organi
zations which could not be categorized.
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IV. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
NATIONAL HEARINGS

INTRODUCTION

This section of the report provides a summary and comparison of the
ten issues most frequently cited at each of the seven national hearings.
A summary of the categories of presenters wheo raised these issues is
included also. By summarizing and comparing the findings of each hearing,
a clear picture begins to emerge uvf the issues of greatest concern or
interest to particular areas or regions of the country as well as issues
which cut across the entire nation.

SUMMARY AND COMPARISON OF ISSUES

The four major areas of concern identified by the White House Confer-
ence on Families served as the framework for the summary and comparison
of issues. These areas of concern include:

e Families and Economic Well-Being;

e Families: Challenges and Responsibilities;

o Families and Human Needs; and

e Families and Major Institutions.
Exhibit 15 presents a comparison of issues for each major area of concern
and each national hearing. Immediately apparent upon inspection of this
exhibit is that each major area of concern has at least one issue which
received substantial emphasis at six or more of the seven national hear-
ings. The following sections describe these and other issues within each

of the four major areas of concern, beginning with the issue which re~-
ceived the greatest attention across all the national hearings.

Families and Major Institutions

Role and Impact of Local, State, and Federal Governments on Families.
The issue concerning the rele and impact of federal, state, and local
governments on families was one of the te¢.i most frequently cited issues
at each of the national hearings. Further, for the hearings held in
Kansas, Michigan, and Washington, D.C., it was the most frequently cited
issue regardless of topic area. It is also important to note that in sum-
marizing across the national hearings, the issue concerning the role and

impact of government on families was addressed by more presenters than any
other issue. :

The general theme of presentersf concerns focused in two areas. -Some
presenters felt that government policies and programs (particularly at the



federal level) contribute substantially to family breakdown. They spoke
of government’s intrusion into the religious and moral values of families,

or simply of government’s intrusion where it is unwanted and does not
belong, i.e., in the family.

Other presenters spoke positively of government’s involvement with
families, while encouraging government to reexamine existing policies and
programs to insure that they support and strengthen families and, in some
cases, encouraging government to incorpor:te religious values in policy
development.

As indicated by Exhibit 16 a substantial number of presenters who
cited this issue were representatives of advocacy groups and to a lesser
degree, community service groups and professional service providers.

However, the majority of presenters citing this issue were individuals
representing themselves.

Other issues. The remaining issues in the area of Families and Major
Institutions were addressed substantially less frequently than the issue
of government”s impact on the family and were only among the ten most
frequently cited issues for one or two of the national hearings. For
example, presenters at the hearings held in the State of Washington and
Washington, D.C. expressed concern about the influence of non-traditional
religious groups, such as "cults,”" on families. Many presenters were
concerned about young people being "brainwashed" and stated that '"cults"
are one of the most serious threats to the family today. Some presenters,
participating in the Washington, D.C. hearings expressed concern that de-
programming is a serious threat to religious freedom and encouraged the
White House Conference on Families to take. an objective approach when
looking at religions, especially minority religions. Across these two
hearings, the presenters who cited concern about "cults" were generally
individuals representing themselves.

The remaining issues in this topic area received particular emphasis
at only one national hearing and are reflected in Exhibits 15 and 16.

Families and Human Needs

Availability, Cost, and Need for Quality Child Care. The issue of
quality child care was of major concern at each of the national hearings.
It was the most frequently cited issue for the hearings in Colorado
regardless of topic area and was the second most frequently cited issue by
presenters from all hearings. "

Most presenters called for an increase in the number and types of
child care arrangements available, stressing the importance of quality
child care. Some presenters were also concerned about the cost of quality
child care, which is too often prohibitive for many families. Some
~ presenters also criticized current day care regulations as too restrictive,

precluding the participation of many children in programs. A few presen=-
ters spoke against licensed child care facilities because it would elimi-
nate relatives (e.g., grandmothers) as possible child care providers, while
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others criticized government for creating too much bureaucratic red tape
regarding the use of government funded child care facilities.

The presenters most concerned with this issue tended to represent
professional service providers, academic institutions, advocacy groups
or themselves.

Availability of Information or Courses on Family Life Education
Including Parenting, Marriage and Sex Education. This issue was a major
- concern at five of the seven national hearings, including those held in
Kansas, Tennessee, Connecticut, Washington, D.C. and Washington. The
general concern raised by presenters was the overall lack of adequate
information or educational courses which could prepare adolescents for

parenting and marriage, or which could assist parents in coping with family
problems.

The majority of presenters who addressed this issue represented
professional service providers, advocacy groups, community service groups or
themselves.

Other Issues. A number of other issues were of major concern to pre-
senters at various national hearings, although their frequencies are sub-
stantially lower than the two issues described above. These remaining
issues are presented in Exhibits 15 and 16.

Families and Economic Well=Being :

Impact of Poverty, Inadequate Income and Inflation on Families.
This particular issue was the third most frequently cited by presenters,
when summarizing across the national hearings. It was among the ten most
frequently cited issues for each of the hearings except those held in the
State of Michigan. (Presenters at the Michigan hearings did cite unemploy-
ment as a major issue, which is certainly related to inadequate income.)

Presenters generally focused on the relationship between economic
- hardship and family problems, citing inflation coupled with inadequate
income (due to unemployment or fixed incomes) as causal factors in such
family problems as: juvenile delinquency, family violence, drug and
alcohol abuse, and divorce. Some presenters focused specifically on
inflation and its disproportionate impact on the poor, elderly, farmers,
‘“Blacks, and Indians. Other presenters stated that inadequate income has
forced families 5 become dependent on the government and has made it
. difficult for fomilies to fulfill their basic human needs for food, health
care and housing.

. The presenters who addressed this issue were representing, principally,
“-advocacy groups, professional service providers, community service g;oups,
and, to a large extent, themselves.

Other igssues. The remaining issues in this topic area were discussed
to a lesser degree, although a fairly large number of presenters across
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the hearings in Tennessee, Colorado, Connecticut, and Michigan raised as
an issue the need for welfare reform.

Exhibits 15 and 16 present the other issues in this area for each
national hearing and each category of presenter.

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities

Increase in Family Violence. Its Causes and Effects. The fourth
most -frequently cited issue by presenters across all the national hearings-
was the increase in family violence. Only the presenters at the hearings
held in Kansas did not place major emphasis on this issue. (However,
presenters at the Kansas hearings did cite factors which affect parent-
child relations, which is a related issue, as a major concern for them.)

Many of the presenters cited economic pressures, absence of the
woman from the home, and lack of family life education as factors which
have led to the increase in spouse and child abuse. Others raised concerns,
in general, about the increase in family violence and the need for more
local and national programs to deal with this problem.

Other issues A second issue which received substantial attention at
the hearings held in Tennessee and Connecticut was that of supports for
the traditional family. These nresenters generally cited the need to
reemphasize the traditional family structure of two parents, a mother and a
father, with differentiated roles. Presenters also cited the problems or
threats to the traditional family such as the diminished influence of the
church, permissiveness within the family, abortion and women "forced" to
move into the work force. This issue was generally raised by advocacy
groups, professional service providers, and academic institutions, but also
by a substantial number of individuals speaking on behalf of themselves.

The remaining issues were discussed to a lesser degree and are re-
flected in Exhibits 15 and 16. The following section presents a summary of

the recommendations across the seven national hearings.

(.-
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EXHIBIT 15
COMPARISON OF MAJOR ISSUES ACROSS
NATIONAL HEARTNGS*

Mafor Topic Area and Issues National Hearings
l | || Washs, | | Washing- |
Kanses | Temn. | Colorado | Com. | D.C. | Michdgan | ton | Total |

o o | |
|

~ Fenilies and Economic Well~Being

|
|
|
Lo TImpact of poverty, inadequate |
|
|
|

| K
| B
| |
| N
| | I | | I
| incone and inflationon families | 20 | 2| 18 | B % | - |1 | 1% ]
| . I | | I
| 2 Problems with the current wel- | . | | | | |
) | fare system and welfare reforn - | B WY - - 6 | |
e | | I I | | R
Y13 Inpact of wemloynent - | W] - ] - |5 |- |l %l
| | I | | | I
| 4 Women forced to participate in | l | l | l l .
| the wotk force due to soctal | I ] | | ]
| and economic problens | 0] -] - | o=l =l - 1 wl
| | | I | | |
| 50 Flexibility in employnent | I I | | |
| practices I S T T O A R R |0|;
| | . L] | | | J
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-~ particular national hearing,




EXHIBIT 15 (Continued)
COMPARISON OF MAJOR ISSUES ACROSS
NATTONAL HEARTNGS*

Major Topic Area and Issues National Hearings
| l | l | Vash,, | | Washing= |
Families: Challengee and Respongibilities| Kansas | Tenns | Colorado | Conn. | D.Cv | Michigan | ton J_Total_

|
v Incresse in fanily violence, its | ] 1 | |

causes and effects . 18 17 4] 19 20 12 ‘115
2. Support for the traditional family ~ 38 - |9 | -1 - -
_ - | | .
| 3 Tactors which affect parent-child | | | l
i telations ) - -] - |13 -
H | | | |
; 38000 R N R
: | | . |
| =1l -1 -1 1 -
| |
| |

b hu.mmmofnuhpummwd |
to fanily steength .

“f7pmmHMmmmummnt
‘and their femilies | -

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

B

| &,-Supports for parents and children 12
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

| & Reform of the foster care system | -
—

|
| |
| |
| |
| |
e :
| 5 Problems associated vith divorce - | - |
| |
| |
| l
| |
| |
] l
| |
| |
l |

|
|

el e ] e ] - | U
—
|
|

‘ *Cells without frequencies {ndieate that the issue was not one of the ten most Frequently cited issues
| for 8 particular national hearings
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EXHIBIT 15 (Continued)
COMPARISON OF MAJOR ISSUES ACROSS
NATIONAL HEARINGS*

'''' | Major Topic Area and Issues National Hearings | | l_
| | | | | | Washs, | | Washing- | |
| _TFamilies and Human Needs | Kansas | Tenn. | Colorado | Conn. | D.C. | Michigan | ton | Total |
I | | | | . l |
| 1. Availability, cost and need for | l | I | | |
|___quality child care | 19 | 181 3 J2a | 27 | 19 | 23 | 15
| | | | | | | | | l
| 2 Availability of information or | | | | | | | | |
| courses on family life education | l | | | | | ]
| including parenting, marriage l | | | | | | | |
|____and sex education L5 | 18] - 123 1.2 | - |18 |10
l | | | | | | | l

- |_3._Concerns reparding abortion poliees| 15 | 16 | - | - | 16 | - | 2 | §

N | o | | | | | | | |

§ | 4 Availability of sdequate, i | | | | | | | |

N | affordable housing | -« | R U O T T O I I Y I
| I | | l | | | | |
| 5o Availability and cost of quality | | l | | | | l |
| education | 14 | | = | - 1 W |1 - [ a |
| l | | | l | | l |
|6 Avatlability of affordable, | [ T | | ]
| quality health care | - | | N 0 R R A D |
| | | | | | | | | | |
| 7 Poor nutrition habits and lack of | | | | | | | | |
“|___1information on nutrition L4 | -1 - 1 | = = ] =1 W]
I ) | | | | | | | ||
1.8 Maternal and infant healthcare | - | = | 13 | « | =+ | = { - { 13{_
N | | | | I ¢
| 9. Causes and effects of alcohol o I | l | | | | ]
loMWMe I R AT ERC T D S S IR SN O O |
| l | l | L L | [ |

*Cells without frequencies indicate that the issue was not one of the ten most frequently cited issues
for 8 particular national hearing.
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EWHIBIT 15 (Continved)
COMPARISON NF MAJOR ISSUES ACROSS
NATTIONAL HEARINGS™

Major Topie Area and Issues National Hearings

Wash., Washing= |
_ Panilies and Najor Ingtitutions | Kamsas | Tenn. | Colorado | Comn | DiCo | Michigan | ton | Total -:

L, Role and {mpact of federal, state |
and local governments on famdlies | 41 | 15 | 17 | % | % | % Woorm )

0, Tnfluence of noneteaditional |
teliptous groups on famflies | = | e | o | < | 5 - 1B ] %

3 Govetnnent's tesponsibility to ]
_racdal sd ethde minorities -l -1 - - 1.1 3|

) 8—AMIX

by Accessibility of government to . | ,
families__ ] - "‘l 1] l = l - - - l 17

5o Accountability of the legal | -
ysten to feniles L= =] W - . - W
‘ ‘ l ‘

1 Tnpact of the mdts oo fantlfes - - . SR - -
S 1 | S

o *09118 vithout frequencies indicate that the issue was not one of the ten most frequently cited issues fora
particular tationel hearing. fy
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EXHIBIT 16
MAJOR ISSUES ADDRESSED AT NATIONAL
HEARINGS BY CATEGORIES OF PRESENTERS

|Frequency of |Acadenic| Advo~|Professional|Conmnity|Local Gov.[State |

Mejor Topic Area and Issues |Presentation|Institu=| cacy | Service | Service | Service [Gov't | _
amilies and Bconomc Well-beng | of Issues | tions [Groups| Providers | Growps |Providers [Admin. [#0ther ﬁ

- | | | | I
|

Lo TImpact of poverty, inadequate |

| |
| |
| |
| | |
| | | | | |
| income and inflation on families | 126 | 6 [ 20| 9 | 71 | 3§ J0l79k
| N | | | | I
| 2 Problens with the current l l I l l I
|__velfare systemendwelfareveforn | 63 | 4 | S| 6 | 1 | 4 |2 |%B|
| | | | | | | N
% | 3. Imact of unemployuent T O R T e JIJHI
b - | I | | L
w‘
| 4 Women forced to participate in the | | || l | I P
| votk force due to soctal and | | . | | .
| econonic problens S VA At
R | | . | | I
| 5o Flextbility {n employment practices | 10 | 0 | 2] 2 | 0 | 0 |0 | ¢
| ‘ | | ] | | I

o #Included 1n this category are individuals who testifted on their ovm behalf and individuals affiliated with
o organizations which could not be categorize.
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BYHIBIT 16 (Continued)
MAJOR ISSUES ADDRESSED AT NATIONAL
HEARINGS BY CATEGORIES OF PRESENTERS

| | |Frequency of |Academic| Advo=|Professional|Commnity|Local Gov.|State | |

| Major Topic Area and Issues |Presentation|Institu=| cacy | Service | Service | Service [Gv't | |
[Fanilies: Challenges and Responsibilities | of Issues | tions |Growps| Providers | Groups [Providers |Adnin.|#0ther|

| 1o Increase in family violence, its |

|
| | | | | I
| causes and effects LW |8 W] 6 1B o8 s
| | | . | | I
| 2. Suport for the traditional family | 67 | 8 [ 10| 9 | 3 | 2 |l ||
| | | ] | | ]
| 3+ Pactors which affect parentechild | l || | | ||
- |__relations L% L 13 3 0 0 |5 |
H “_
H ] T T
'S | 4 Supports for parents andchildren | 26 | 2 | 6| 4 | 0 | 1 |1 [1]
| | | | | | R
| 5o Droblems mssoctatedwithdivorces | 2 | 0 [ U] 5 | 3 | 1 [0 ]l
] | | . | | ]
- | 64 Relationship of single parenthood | | | | | I
| to fanily strength |18 0 4] 3 v 0 Joqy |
| - | | | . | | I
| 7 Problens of handicapped children | | I | | N
|__end their fanilies Lol o [ g
| - | | | | | R
| 8 Defornof the foster caresysten | 1L [ O [ 3| L | 0 [ 1 [1 ]3]
| | B S N I

~ ¥ncluded in this category sre individuals who testified on their own behalf and individuals affiliated with
organizations which could not be categorized.
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EXHIBIT 16 (Continued)
¥AJOR ISSUES ADDRESSED AT NATIONAL

HEARINGS BY CATEGORTES OF PRESENTERS

[Frequency of [Acadenic| Advo-|Professional|Conmnity|Local Gov. |State | |
Major Topic Area and Issues |Preseatation|Institu-| cacy | Service | Service | Service [Gov't | |

Fanilies and Human Needs | of Issues | tions |Groups| Providers | Groups |Providers |Admin.|#0ther| -

1o Availability, cost and need for

|
.
]
-
| l l | | | I B
| quality child care o8 |8 s s o frin
o | | | l l I
|
| 3 Availability of information or | l | | | l l I l
| courses on fanily life education | l | l | | I | l
| including perenting, narrisge and | l | | I I { | [
| gex education e A I I N D U VO A e
- | | | | | | I
. |3 Concern regarding sbortion polices | 69 | 5o lw ] 8 |5 ] 0 10|35 |
< | | | N | | I
= | 4 Availability of adequate, | l l | | | | o
- |___affordable housing |9 2 1] 3 6 0 lo1%nl
| | | | | o | R
| 5 Availability and cost of quallty | | ] | | | | lff
© | education |8 | s R
N o . | N
| 8 Availability of affordsble, | T R | l l |
| ___quality health care U N
R | IR | | I
|70 Poor nutrition habits and lack [ [ | | | ]
. }___of infornation on nutrition U U I T O I 0 | 1
KRR R | | | | | 1
| 8 Maternal and infart healthcare | 13 | O | T | 0 |0 ] 0 |0 |
A ‘ | I I I | L
| 9+ Causes and effects of alcohol | | | | | I ]
| and drug abuse D A A T A (R A N S O
| . | | I . I

: *Cells without frequencies indicate that the issue was ot one of the ten most frequently cited issues fora
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EXHIBIT 16 (Continued)
MAJOR ISSUES ADDRESSED AT NAZTTONAL
HEARINGS BY CATEGORIES OF PRESENTERS

Major Topic Area and Issues

|Prequency of |Academic| Advo=|Professional|Commmnity|Local Gov.|State |
|Presentation|Institu-| cacy | Service | Service | Service |Gov't |

Families and Maior Institutions

| of Issues | tioms |Groups| Providers | Groups [Providers IAdmin_JﬁOthe s

Iv Role and impact of federal, state

|
|
|
|
| | | . | R
|__ond local governments on famildes | 20 | ¢ | B | W |} 1 | 110 139
| | | | | | I
| 2+ Influence of nonetraditionl | | . | | T
| religious groups on families 1% o o1 L] & ] 0 lOlM
| | | | | | |

| 3. Governnent's responsibility to | l | | | IR
|___racial and ethnic ninorities B O T 0 L 11
| | | . | | |
| 4 Accessibility of governnent to I I | | .
| families L 1 15 | 2] 0 [0 | 0 | 0] 10
| | | | | | | 1
| 34 Accountability of the legal systen | | | | | | ]
| to fanilies W 0 & 00 0 o]
| | | | | | o
| 6 Tmpsct of themedlaonfamtltes | 13 | 2 | L] 0 | 2 | 0 | 0|
| | l l L1 L1 .
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i ‘particular national hearing.




V. SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

The following is a summary of the recommendations presented earlier
in the overviews of oral and written testimony provided in connection with
the seven national hearirgs.

In general, across the seven regions, recommendations were made most
often concerning: inflation; employment; flexibility in employment prac-
tices; welfare reform; tax policy; family challenges and crises; supports
for families; the traditional family; health and health-related services;
family life education; child care; housing; the media; and the role of
federal, state and local governments with respect to the family.

The frequency with which recommendations were made on any topic or
issue *ended to follow the frequency with which the topics and issues were
addressed within and acress the seven national hearings. The frequencies
of selected topics and issues are presented in exhibits in the individual
overviews (Chapter III) and in the summary of findings (Chapter IV).

As the recommendations have been summarized, no attempt has been made to
link specific recommendations with specific groups or organizations. When-
ever possible, statements that are explicit in the testimony have been

used to present the combined expressions of sgveral participants.

In this section, the recommendations from the individual overviews
were organized according to topics and issues and then collapsed according
to the major areas of concern. They have been organized to present those
that have implications for the public sector (government: local, state
and federal), those that have implications for business and industry
(private sector) and those that call for individual initiatives (community/
individual). They are not presented in order of frequency; however,
as mentioned earlier, they were the most frequently cited recommendations.

FAMILIES AND ECONOMIC WELL-BEING

Government: Local, State, Federal

1. Federal and state governments should take action to stop infla-
tion.

2. The federal government should curb government spending to streng-
then the national budget, in order to reduce the economic burdens on
individuals.

3. The federal government should establish employment and educa-
tion as national priorities.

4., The federal government should support an increase in the number
of available jobs and job training programs, especially for low-income
persons and minorities.



S. The federal government should provide tax credits to businesses
which initiate job training and career advancement programs for the un-
employed, especially for low-income persons and minorities.

6. The federal government should establish a minimum guaranteed
income standard with an emphasis on respect for freedom of individuals
to manage "their own lives.

7. Federal and state governments Should revise the Aid to Families
with Dependent Children (AFDC) program to increase benefits and expand
eligibility to include two-parent families.

8. The federal government should revise tax policies to reduce
taxes, to provide tax consideration for homemakers and to eliminate the
marriage penalty.

9, The federal government should increase Social Security benefit
levels and review Social Security policies to determine their impact on
families, especially the elderly.

10. The federal government should provide subsidies to low-income

families for utilities.

Private Sector

l. Business and industry should provide more jobs and job training
programs, especially for low-income families and minorities.

2. Industry should strive for increased flexibility in employment
(personnel) practices in terms of flexitime scheduling, increased oppor-
tunities and benefits for part-time employment, maternity and paternity

leave (to include adoptive parents), sick leave allowances for parents
whose children are ill, etc.

3. Industry should support more aggressive affirmative action pro-
grams.

FAMILIES: CHALLENGES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

Government: Local, State, Federal

1. Federal, state and local governments should reform the foster
care system and provide additional funding. Reform should include such
things as: more explicit policies regarding length of time in foster
care and guidelines for returning the child to his/her birth parents;
programs to provide support and counseling services to birth parents
whose children are in foster care; and mandatory training for foster
parents.

2. Federal, state and local governments should develop coordinated
services and programs to assist handicapped persons and their families.



3. Government and communities should develop programs and services
designed to address the issue of adolescent pregnancy. These programs

and services should include such things as counseling and family life
education.

4. With regard to family violence, "The White House Conference on
Families should encourage: the examination of the social irperatives
that influence the behavior of the abuser and the abused; the development
of programs which will provide service both to the abuser and the abused;
and the enactment of legislation which will provide realistic civil reme-
dies."

5. "The White House Conference should take a close look at alterna-
tive [to the traditional family] family lifestyles, identifying their
strengths and making recommendations to strengthen their weaknesses . . ."

G. The federal government should support the extended family con-

cept.

Private Sector

l. Industry and government should support programs and services
that meet the needs of single parents in terms of such things as: con-
venient and affordable qualitw child care; affordable housing; flexitime
and job training.

2. Industry and government should provide support services to the
displaced homemaker.

Community/Individual

l. Communities should develop support systems that will provide co-
ordinated services to families including. counseling and parent education
programs designed to improve communication among family members and which
meet the needs of working parents.

2. TFamilies should assume the responsibility for the entire area
of values=~=both their establishment and fostering.

3. To address the issue of divorce and separation, communities
should develop family life education courses and courses in interpersonal
communication skills.

FAMILIES AND HUMAN NEEDS

Government: Local, State, Federal

l. The federal government should insure that comprehensive health
services (including preventive services) are available and accessible to
all families.



2. Public and private family planning services should be available
to all women without regard to age, marital status or income. The federal
government should conduct more research on improving methods of contra-
ception.

3. With regard to abortion, there are two positions: (1) the govern-
ment should not fund or support abortion programs; and (2) all financial
and legal barriers to abortion should be removed.

4, Federal, state and local governments should review existing edu-
cation programs and upgrade the quality of education in the public school
system.

5. The federal government should review housing policies and pro-
grams to .insure that the elderly and low-income families are able to
obtain adequate housing within their financial means.

6. Federal and state governments should provide more funding for
child care programs and revise eligibility criteria which currently ex-
clude too many children. On the other side, other presenters felt that
the government ought to "get out of the business of child care" and re-
turn child care programs to the control of the private sector.

7. Federal and state governments should provide support, both in

terms of funding and services, to make it possible for elderly persons

to live with their families and avoid institutionalization.

Private Sector

1. Business and industry should assist in establishing child carve
facilities designed to meet the needs of working parents.

Community/Individual

l. Communities should develop educational and treatment programs
for alcohol and drug abusers which would involve family members.

2. Parents should be more involved in the educational system to
insure that what is taught is consistent with the values taught in the
home .

3. Communities should develop family life education programs to
include sex education, preparation for marriage and preparation for pa-

renting. A network of family life centers should also be set up from
which family members can receive on=-going help in parenting.

4, A variety of quality child care arrangements should be available
to provide parents with a choice and to meet different needs. For example:

child care arrangements for infants and children under age_three, for school-
aged children and handicapped children; child care arrangements set up
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at the parent‘s place of employment and/or in schools, and 24-hour care
(e.g., for parents who work split shifts)

FAMILIES AND MAJOR INCTITUTIONS

Government: Local, State, Federal

l. Federal and state governments should review all their policies
to determine their "family impact."

2. Federal and state goveraments should be sensitive to changing
family structures (e.g., increase in single parent families) and to
cultural, racial and ethnic diversity among families. Programs should be
tailored to the needs of minorities.

3. The federal government should improve coordination among federal
agencies sy as to avoid the fragmentation of services which curcrently N
exists.

4. The federal government should increase the number of predeploy-
ment seminars and other support services for military families.

5. TFederal and state public policy makers should work closely with
business and local communities to improve the quality of life for families:

6. The federal government should have more control over television
programming and should encourage the electronic media to present program—
ming which emphasizes and supports the permanency of marriage and the
importance of parenthood and family relationships.

7. The federal government should provide more intensive monitoring
of compliance in regard to civil rights and affirmative action regulations.

8. Federal and state governments should establish social service
programs which are accessible and should broaden the base of Title XX
eligibility.

9. The state court systems should: more strictly enforce alimony
and support payments; 8implify legal procedures for child custody; and
expand court-related counseling services in divorce cases.

10. With regard to "cults'"/alternative religions, there are two
positions: (1) the federal government should take an objective approach
vwhen looking at religions, especially "minority" religions; and (2) the
federal government should investigate "cults" and establish support pro-
grams for families whose members have joined these religious groups.

Private Sector

1.  The commnications industry should support television programming
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which reflects an honest picture of the diversity of family lifestyles and
cultural, ethnic and racial groups.

2. Business should provide transportation assistance to low=-income
families and the elderly.

Community/Individual

1. Neighborhood and community groups and organizations, especially
churches, should be used to provide a network of support services to
families.

2. There should be more '"grass roots" community-based programs which
could assist families in developing solutions to local needs and problems.
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A. SAMPLE TOPIC OUTLINE DEVELOPED BY WHITE
HOUSE CONFERENCE ON FAMILIES




Themes

Major Topic Areas

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Topics

® Family Strengths and Supports

® Diversity of Families

THE_WMITE HOUSE CONFERENCE ON FAMILIES

Sample Topic Outline

® The Changing Realities of Family Life

® The Impact of Public and Private Institutional Policiec
@ The Impact of Viscrimination

@ Special Needs of:
Elderly

Families

Families with Handicapped Members
Single Parent Families
Other Families with Special Needs

Feuilies and Economic Well-Baing

Families: Challenges and
Responsibilities

Families and Human Needs

Families and Major Institutions

Poverty/Inadequate Income

Egplovment/Unqulgyment/Under-

employment

Inflation

Families and The Workplace

~career planning

-part-time, full-time,
flexitime

-transfer policies

-sick leave and other
leave policies

-maternity leave, paternity
leave

-increased participation in
workforce

-counseling facilities at work

~job sharing

Families as Consumers
~credit
-advertising

-retail practices

Tax Policy

-marriage penalty

-child care deductions
-~exemptions for dependents

Financial Assistance
-welfars and welfare reform

=food stagps
-gocial security
-unemployment insurance

Insurance and Pensions

The Growth and Care of...

Health

~the child
-the youth
~the adult
~the aged

Marriage
-preparation for marriage

-supports for marriage
~divorce/separation
-counseling/therapy

Children and Parents
~preparation for parenting
-supports for parents and
children
-adoption/foster care
-parent-child relations
~responsible parenting

Special Challenges
=handicapping conditions

-single parenthond
Family Crises
-adolescent pregnancy
~divorce

~family violence
-death and dying
~displaced homemaker
~juvenile delinquency

Extended Family § Other

Family Networks

-relationship between
families and health
care system

-availability, quality &
cost of health care

-maternal & infant health

~-family planning

-mental health

-health education

-drug & alcohol abuse

-food an’ nutrition

~-preventive care

-chronic illness

~long~term care

Educatlon

—-availability of quality
education

-cost of education

~home-school relations

~family life education

~special education and
families

~continuing education

~gengitivity to family forms

~-career education

-retraining

Housiny ‘

~-availability of family
housing

~-cost of housing

—~housing discrimination

-neighborhood and community
impact

-housing displacement

Child Care

-availability of quality
child care

-variety of choices: family,
community, private,
publicly-supported

=coat of child care

Care of The llgerli

-availability of quality care
-varlety of choices: family,.

community, private,
. publicly-supported
=-costs o X

Government-local,state,federal
-overall family perispectives
-sensitivity to families

ACCARS
-accountability to families
-military

Media

-radio/t.v,
-newspapers/magazines
-movies

Law

-divorce/separation/alimony
-adoption/foster care )
-custody/child support/visitation",
~juvenile justice/delinquency
-children and the law

-child neglect/child abuse
-court-related counseling

-spouse abuse

Social Services
-availability/accounteoility
-cost

-government funding:Title XX
-disseminatjon of information
-helping professions

Community Institutions
-self help groups
-religions and cultural-
ciganizations
-informal supports
-civic and fratsrnal
organizations

Philanthropy and the Voluntary
Sector i

Business and Industry
Transportation




SAMPLE REVIEW FORM

City, State, Date of Hearing Reviewer

Characteristics Code

AlB TOPIC(S) ISSUE(S) RECOMMENDATION(S)

|
|3
| |
| |
|| |
| |
|| |
|| |
|| |
|| |
| |
| |
| |
|| |
- |
|| |

| N |

Key for Characteristics Codes

A ~ Individusl representing hinself /herself or his/her family

B - Groups or organizations represented by type
I Acadenmic - tolleges and miversitles
2, Advocacy = (e.g., Association for Retarded Citizens; mti-sbortion)
3o Professional service provider (e.g., Easter Seal Society; lawyer)
4y Community service (e.g., Liousj Boy Scouts, etc.)
'&Lm”mmMmemmMm”mmmmmmMmmm
"6 State government ~ policy or program developers

7 Other = (identify in topic area)
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Soper

THE WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE ON FAMILIES
*PARTICIPANTS LIST

KANSAS CITY, KANSAS

THE 4-H PROGRAM (NEBRASKA)

THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

THE FAMILY LIFE MINISTRY IN THE
CATHOLIC CHURCH (MISSOURI)

THE CATHOLIC RESPECT LIFE COUNCIL

THE CENTRAL REGION OF THE AMERICAN
ASSOCIATION OF PASTORAL COUNSELORS

DONNA YOUNG

REPRESENTATIVE NINA STROM

DELORES CHESTNUT

SHIRLEY FIRST

JANICE ANDERSON

MS. ROXANNA DESELMS

SISTER CLAIRE MARIE BURNS

THE NATIONAL ALLIANCE FOR OPTIONAL
PARENTHOOD (ST. LOUIS CHAPTER)

PROFESSOR DENNIS BAGAROZI

KANSAS ACTION FOR CHILDREN
INCORPORATED (KAC)

DORIAN BUSKA

JANE CLARK

RITA HUSSEY

VICKEY PEAK

THE JUNIOR LEAGUE OF TOPEKA

OSWALD DWYER

THE AMERICAN HOME ECONOMICS
ASSOCIATION

MARCIA ROEPE

THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY
WOMEN (INDEPENDENCE, MISSOURI)

£D MOSES

JANE PAYANE

DELORIS CORSLAN

HESTER WILLIAMS

GRACE ABOUSHAN

EVELYN HURLBERT

DR. MARGARET HOGER

DR. KEN KENNEDY

JOYCE MUCHIE

JANET MOSS

THE COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE
(IOWA STATE UNIVERSITY)

FATHER FLANAGAN'S BOY'S HOME OR BOY'S
TOWN

ROBERT BROWN

THE UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI EXTENSION
DIVISION

THE ARCH DIOCESE

THE OFFICE OF CREATIVE MINISTRIES OF
THE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH (MISSOURI)

MR. JACK CARSON

GLORIA MCDUFF

CAROLYN COOPER

THE NILES HOME FOR CHILDREN

BEN CLARK

PATRICIA BROUSE

CASEY WARNER

LANA BAUKA

RONALD PITZER

THE MISSOURI CHILD CARE ASSOCIATION

SEORGE FERNAUL

DOROTHY GILL

DAVID KEEFER

SEPTEMBER 28, 1979

THE COOPERATIVE EXTENSION PROGRAM

THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

AWARE OF GREATER KANSAS CITY (A
NATURAL FAMILY PLANNING SERVICE GROUP)

PRO-FAMILY FORUM

THE PARENTS AND FRIENDS OF GAYS
KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI

BETH MASICK

SUE SEAMON

THE NATIONAL ASSCCIATION OF EXTENSION
HOME ECONOMISTS

IDA BELL SCOTT

VIRGINIA GRESHAM

THE KANSAS COALITION ON AGING
(THE STATE LEVEL)

MARION WINBORN

DR. WALTER BROADNACKS

THE SOCIETY OF TEACHERS OF FAMILY
MEDICINE \

PARENTS WITHOUT PARTNERS INTERNATIONAL

LINDA NIXON

THE IOWA COUNCIL FOR CHILDREN

AMERICAN SAMOA

R.E. ANDERSON

THE KANSAS CHILD NUTRITION PROJECT

JOYCE REDALL

THE KANSAS ADVISORY COMMITTEE OF
MEXICO - AMERICAN AFFAIRS FROM TOPEKA

JUNE HAVNER.

PAT JONES

JUNE NICHOLS

PHYLLIS PERNER

BOBBIE NICHOLSON

THE METROPOLITAN MISSOURI BAPTIST CHURCH

MRS. ELAIN MITTENDOFT

REV. DAVIS

THE NATIONAL ORGANIZATION OF WOMEN

CATHY EDWARDS

MS. BURRIS

THE COLLEGE OF HOME ECONOMICS, (KANSAS CITY)

THE KANSAS DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL REHABILI-
TATION SERVICES

THE NORTHEAST CENTER

FRANK AND RENEE PEAK

JAMES MCGUIXE

THE MISSOURI COUNCIL OF FAMILY RELATIONS

JEROME UDALL

COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN IN KANSAS CITY,
KANSAS

THE NATIONAL CLEARING HOUSE, HOME-BASE
SERVICES FOR CHILDREN AND FAMILIES AT
THZ UNIVERSITY OF IOWA

BETTY JONES

FRANK BURTON

CHARLOTTEE KELLEY

HARRIETTA BUCKHIGH

PATRICIA SCHLOSSER

JAMES AND BEVERLY JOHNSON

CAPT. RONALD CURLEY

JESSIE LEMON BROWN

JEAN MARKELL

BARBARA CROMWELL

#*As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names
on this list exactly as they were spelled (phonetically ) in the transcripts.
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KAREN CHAMBERS

MR. CIPIE

JOHN PRESLEY

THE KANSAS CITY CRIPPLED CHILDREN'S
ASSOCIATION

PENNY BENNETT

JOHNSON COUNTY COALITZION FOR THE
PREVENTION OF CHIZD ABUSE

PROBERT MILLER’

MARIAN GOOD

HAROLD OLIVER

THE NEBRASKA HOME EXTENSION COUNCIL

THE NATIONAL ABORTION RIGHTS ACTION
LEAGUZ (NARAL)

DORAL HOWELL

DORIS WOODSTOCK

MONICA BRIDENBACH

LINDSBURG, KANSAS

SALINA AREA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE COM-
MITTEE ON EDUCATION

SENIOR AIRMAN O'DELL

IRENE HEINES

HOMEMAKERS UNITED FOR WOMEN'S EQUALITY

SUE UNGER

MR. ED SHEPARD -

WORK OPTIONS FOR WOMEN IN WICHITA,
KANSAS

PETER AHLERS

CAROL CLARK

FRANKIE GIBSON

MCPHERSON DIVERSIFIED SERVICES

JEAN BAXTER

ST. JOHN'S HOSPITAL, THE CHEMICAL
DEPENDENCY TREATMENT CENTER

MISS ATKINSON

LINDA PINKERTON

MARGARET MORRISS

MARY ROGGE

NAACP OF WICHITA, KANSAS

LEONA WHEELER

JOYCE KISSING

ROD SVEIVEN

MARGIE CARR

KENT NICHOLSON

THE KANSAS ASSOCIATION FOR THE

- LEGALIZATION OF MIDWIFERY

KANSAS FUTURE HOMEMAKERS

SHELDON LOUTON

FATHER STEVE LATOURNEAU

JOHN FRY

MRS. KERR

JOHN MELCOMB

VICTOR STREUFERT

LOIS JOHNSON

DONYA HERRING

THE DEPARTMENT OF NUTRITION AT KANSAS
STATE UNIVERSITY

THE ASSOCIATION FOR CHILDHOOD EDUCA-
TION INTERNATIONAL

ERLEEN LITERAL

SHARON NICHOLS

ED AND BARBARA SCANLON

UNITED COMMUNITY SERVICES

NEUTRAL GROUND (KANSAS CITY)

ANN KRAUSE

NORMA STIMKOWSKI

GEORGIA DONOVAN

MARY ANN GROMBER

VILLAGES, INCORPORATED

CARL JANSON

KATHLEEN DOLAFELD

HARRY RUBESTEIN

CAROL CHRISTIANSON

THE FAMILY AND CHILDREN AGENCIES IN THE
KANSAS CITY METROPOLITAN AREA

GEORGE HAWKINS

REV. TAYLOR

MR. BILL RANKIN

SEPTEMBER 29, 1979

JETTY FOLK

THE COOPERATING HOME ECONOMICS DEPARTMENT
OF THE ASSOCIATED COLLEGE OF CENTRAL KANSAS

MRS. JOHN MALCOLM

SALLEY MCDANIEL

WOMEN'S HEALTH CARE SERVICES

THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

HARRY WASCO

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MACHINISTS AND
AEROSPACE WORKERS

SISTER SEAN MARIE WISE

THE XANSAS ASSOCIATION OF REHABILITATION
FACILITIES

CONGRESSMAN GLICKMAN

PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF KANSAS

JANE BAXTER

CALVINA THOMAS

CHIEF MASTER SERGEANT RAMSEY

JOHN MORRISS

KAY KLINE

IVAN CARPER

JAN DAVIS

KATHRYN MCWILLIAMS

SUZANNE CARNS

NORMAN CHILDSWORTH

MARY OSWALD

SUSIE SAMUELSON

ELENA STREET

PAT JONES

KEN BRESTHOOD

VERA SPENCER

CORRINE SERVICE

RACHEL CARLSON

MIKE MARTIN

THE DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY AND CHILD DEVELOP-
MENT

THE KANSAS COUNCIL ON CRIME AND DELINQUENCY

SUSAN DAVIS

MRS. JACK HAGGART

LARRY ALLISON

CHUCX SMITH

CAROL CHESTER

*As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names
on this list exactly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the transcripts.
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KANSAS WRITTEN TESTIMONIES

CAROL J. HARPER

ROSE MARIE ARMNHOLD

VEAU DELL PROCHAZKA

HUGH WAMBLE

MRS. NANCY GEE LAMONT

LUDRAN MAUGHAM

OCCUPATIONAL HOME ECONOMICS ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

JOHNSON COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR THE PRE-
VENTION OF CHILD ABUSE. (JCCPCA)

JOHN & PHYLLIS HUGHES

TONY & SHERRY CATANESE

MRS. KENNETH E. NEVINS

JOHN R. GLYNN

JOSEPH B. KAWALESYK

CLAUDINE CERRA

JOE HELTON, JR.

JOHN WILLIAMS

MRS. MARGIE KIMBROUGH

MR. & MRS. BILL EARLY

MRS. HELEN K. CUBIT

MRS. J. VESEKA

KEITH & MARCIA DULAC

JANET DALTON

MARCIA SWEENEY

LEWIS-CLARK COUNCIL ON YOUTH, INC.

STELLA HANSEN

JESSIE W. WILSON

MARY ELLEN WHITTLE

MRS. ALVINA R. GOTTSCHAMER

ROBERT E. REITER R

GERALD R. HUBLERS

JOHN R. WADELLA

E. THOMAS COPELAND, JR.

TERESIA DILLER

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE

DR. DAVID FORRIE

RABBI RANDALL FAULK

MS. MARGARET WELCH

DAVID SALTMAN

JOHN THOMAS POLK

DR. BRUCE WHITE

THE OFFICE OF FAMILY LIFE AT THE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION OF DIOCESE
(CHARLESTON, S.C.)

LORRAINE SHATTUCK

VIRGINIA UTES

JOHN BALTZ

MS. LULA MAYNARD

SCOTT BALKHAM

JIM & MARGARET SMITHEY

THE KENTUCKY COOPERATIVE EXTENSION
SERVICE (BOLLING GREEN)

NASHVILLE VWCA DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
PROGRAM

COMMUNITY SERVICES OF CHATTANOOGA

ANNE STEVENS

PEGGY CLAUDE

THE DEPARTMENT OF HOME ECONOMICS
(TENNESSEE STATE UNIVERSITY)

MRS. LESLIE MONDALIE

MS. KITTY SMITH .

THE MEHARRY COMMUNITY MENTAL HEALT
CENTER, CHILDREN AND YOUTH SERVICES

DOT DOBBINS

THE FAMILY LAW SECTION OF THE NASH-
VILLE OFFICE OF LEGAL SERVICES
(MIDDLE TENNESSEE)

JOSEPH ORTWERTH

MARY V. SMITH

CATHY HEUSEL

WYANDOTTE ASSOCIATION FOR CHILD CARE
SERVICES, INC.

MANHATTAN HIGH SCHOOL HOME ECONOMICS DEPT.

E. KARLA VOLLMAR

DAVID WATKINS

MINGENBACK FAMILY LIFE CENTER, INC.

DR. LOIS N. KORSLUND -

DIANA HELTEN

JOANN DYSON

MRS. DELORES KLINE

ARLEEN MCKINNEY

THE VERNON M. KRAUS FAMILY

FLOSSIE MAE BARBER

MRS. GLENDA M. KNOWLES

PAUL & ROSEMARY COLE

VICTOR A. VIARD

MRS. NORVAL RALSTIN

ARLEEN S. BLACKEMAN

REV. ROBER? HEMBERGER

MRS. NORLAN SNYDER

BILLIE FLORA

PAUL H. LUCE

DIOCESE OF TOLEDO (FAMILY LIFE® DEPT.)

WALTER GRUNDER

BOB & KELLEY LAISON

MR. & MRS. FLOYD MATHESON

WILLIAM E. RICHARDS

EDWARD B. SANDERS

PENNY WINFIELD

MRS. LEONA WHEELER

MRS. JAN DAVIS

STEVE W. DAY

OCTOBER 12, 1979

THE CITIZENS FOR DECENCY

DR. BILL SHERMAN

MS. TILDA KEMPLIN

LA LECHA LEAGUE

MYRTLE QUARLES

THE JUNIOR LEAGUE OF NASHVILLE

MS. VIRGINIA PATTERSON

JOAN DOWLIN

MONICA TERRY

CAROL NADLER

MS. BARBARA CLOUD

PATTY GERARD

MS. DORY MINCHER

RICHARD SEINE

MRS. RHODA DIGLEE

MRS. GLORIA GERSH VAUGHN

THE SECRETARY'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON THE
RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF WOMEN.

THE STATE TENNESSEE COALITION AGAINST
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.

THE DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES- (WILLIAMSON
COUNTY, FRANKLIN, TENNESSEE)

CAROL MccoY

MRS. (HONEY) ALEXANDER

VICKIE ROGERS

THE FLORIDA CATHOLIC CONFERENCE

NANCY MERIT

THE HOME ECONOMIC DEAPRTMENT (EAST TENNESSEE
STATE UNIVERSITY)

THE COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION OF THE SOUTH
CAROLINA CITIZEN FOR LIFE.

METRO HUMAN RELATIONS COMMISSION (TENNESSEE)

printed 1ists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on this
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THE TENNESSEE INDIAN COUNCIL

SUNN SIDE COMMUNITY CITIZENS

OPERATION PUSK. (NASHVILLE)

COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN

ROY HELMS

MRS. KENNETH BOYLES

GLORIA IDA

THE TENNESSEE CONFERENCE ON WELFARE

DR. CAROL ELLIS

HORACE BASS

PHILIP MARTIN

KAREN EDWARDS

MEGAN DAUGHERTY

PARENT ANONYMOUS (KENTUCKY)

THE PARENT INVOLVEMENT PROJECT
(NASHVILLE)

TENNESSEE BAPTIST CONVENTION

MRS. SUE ERTCKSON

TE:E ROMAN C.:..0LIC DIOCESE (NASHVILLE)

MRS. PAUL ROMINE

MRS. LYNN CONRAD

ANNA LOU HOLMAN

NASHVILLE URBAN LEAGUE

MRS. LLOYD S. CRANTZ, SR.

TRIVA MITCHELL

DON BOWER

GLORIA HUDGINS

LOUISE SAHAG

ROBERT JAMES PADGETT

I. J. GRIZZLE

THE CHILDREN'S AID SOCIETY
(BIRMINGHAM, ALA.)

MRS. CHARLES PITTINGER

DORIS BURNS

VERDELL CAMPBELL

FAMILY MISISTRIES OF UNITED METHODIST
CHURCH

MOSELLE CORT

JIM ‘WALDRON

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE

DEAN DOSTER

MELDA OWENS .

BIRTHRIGHKT - (MEMPHIS)

LEGAL SERVICES FOR SENIOR CITIZENS
(GRAY PANTHERS)

FLAIR (FAMILY LIFE AND INDIVIDUAL
RESPONSIBILITY)

CRIME'S INDIRECT VICTIMS
NASHVILLE CITY WIDE COALITION
OLA HUDSON

EDSELL ENGLAND

MRS. AUDREY WRIGHT

MISS BRENDA MOORE

" GERALD BACHE

DEANA GORDON

THE METROPOLITAN EDUCATION ASSOCIATION

CATHERINE WILLIS

THE EAGLE FORUM OF ALABAMA

CLARLESCY WHITAKER

INTERNATIONAL CHILDBIRTH EDUCATION ASSOCIATION

WIVF TELEVISION STATION

ALICE ALGOOD

MICAEL HERD

CHARLES MYERS

NAPLES INFORMED PARENTS

MS. TIPTON

LYDIA SANDERS

DOROTHY JEAN SMITH

THE TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

CAROL BEASLEY

MOTHERS ON THE MARCH INC.

THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF JEWISH WOMEN

THE METROPOLITAN SOCIAL SERVICES COMMISSION

BOBBY JENKINS

THE TENNESSEE FOSTER CARE ASSOCIATION.

THE PRO YAMILY FORUM

DR. PAUL BARNETT

MELISSA GLASGOW

THE NATIONAL FOR WOMEN AND SECRETARY OF THE
ALABAMA ROW.

DICK ALLISON

THE BIRMINGHAM-JEFFERSON COUNTY WOMEN'S CLUB

DR. ROBERT WALKER ’

LINDA WALDEN

JANE MILLER

OCTOBER 13, 1979

KATHERINE HOWELL

NATIONAL ALLIANCE FOR OPTIONAL PARENTHOOD
A. C. WHARTON, JR.

MIMI WHITE

ALLEN DIXON

FRENCH GOTHARD

ANN PRUITT

TENNESSEE WRITTEN TESTIMONIES

THRIFTHAVEN BAPTIST SCHOOLS 8TH GRADE
STUDENTS (MEMPHIS, TENN.)

MRS. CECIL W. MCDANIEL

KATHERINE D. MAXWELL

MRS. JOE L. PEARCE

MRS. CARRIE HAYNES

SCOTT BAWCOM

MOZELLE CARE

CARLA PEACHER

ROBERT J. PADGETT

BARBARA BREUER

NASHVILLE SECTION OF THE NATIONAL
COUNCIL OF JEWISH WOMEN

CHARLES BRITT

THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND REHABILI-
TATIVE SERVICES (TALLAHASSEE, FL)

PAUL H. BARNETT

SHARON D. GARY

ROBERT E. "BOB" SCHAEFER

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF GEORGIA

MRS. I. J. GRIZZELL

JUDITH C. MARTIN

SHARRON E. HICKS

SHERRI MYERS

MES. SHELTON M. BLYTHE

MRS. FRANKLIN THOMAS

MRS. WESLEY (CATHERINE) MYERS
ALABAMA HOME HEALTH CARE (ALACARE)
JOSEPH B. WALKER

JANE F. WHITFIELD

LANE COLLEGE (ENGLISH DEPARTMENT) JACKSON, TN
MRS. SUE SHAW

MRS. J. L. MINTER, JR.

MISS MARJORIE CHARLTON

JUANITA B. MIMMS

MELISSA GLASGAN

CATHOLIC SOCIAL SERVICES

NICHOLAS HOBBS

JULIE WILLIAMS

MRS. ROBERT K. MCCULLEY

THE COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE

*Ag printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on this
list exactly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the transcripts.
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DENVER, COLORADO OCTOBER 26, 1979

COULSON FAMILY JAZZ BAND MRS. PAT RIFE
MR. CHARLEY MARINO MS. HELEN MCHUGH
JOINT EFFORT YOUTH FOUNDATION THE SOUTH WEST ACTION CENTER
KMGH TV MR. GEORGE BENNINGFIELD
THE STANDING ROCK SIOUX TRIBE OF ~ MR. JOHN BEERS
FORT YATES, NORTH DAKOTA THE NAVIGATORS
OFFICE OF HUMAN DEVELOPMENT HEW, 4=-11 STATE TEEN AWARENESS TEAM FROM NEBRASKA
REGION 8 HUMAN SERVICES FAMILY AND CHILDREN SERVICE
COLORADO CHAPTER OF THE NATIGNAL UNITED DAY CARE CENTER
ASSOCIATION OF SOCIAL WORKERS FOSTER GRANDPARENT PROGRAM
GOVERNOR'S STEERING COMMITTEE FOR THE MR. GARY GRINNELL ~
'UTAH CONFERENCE ON FAMILIES . PAT & LINDA LYNCH
RESETTLEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE ARCH- COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES
DIOCESE OF DENVER DR. PETER KONRAD
UTAH TECHNICAL COLLEGE HUMAN DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL FOR THE COMMUNITY
FAMILY RESEARCH CENTER IN SAN DIEGO ACTION AGENCY IN REGION I FOR COLORADO
PERINATAL OUTREACH CONSULTATION MS. JOAN RUSSELL )
JEFFERSON COUNTY COUNCIL PTA COLORADO MIGRANT COUNCIL
MR. HOMER PAGE MRS. REED GARDNER
FORT COLLINS, COLORADO STAKE OF THE DENVER NATIVE AMERICAN UNITED
JESUS CHRIST OF LATTER DAY SAINTS REV. JEROME SCHOEL
MS. LISA SWANSON-FALEIDE COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
THE FAMILIES ARE RESPONSIBLE PROGRAM MS. MILDRED WALTERS
THE SOCIEY OF NATIVE PEOPLES THE AMERICAN INDIAN MOVEMENT
MR. PHIL MILLER MS. AUDREY OATS
MS. FRANCES FOX BEYOND MONOGAMY, INC.
ATLANTIS COMMUNLITY CHILDREN'S ADVOCACY CENTER
MS. SALLY AUGDEN NATIONAL CENTER FOR PREVENTION AND TREATMENT
DIVISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT OF THE OF CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT
STATE OF COLORADO COMMISSION ON THE DISABLED
COLORADO UTILITY TASK FORCE MR. LUDWIG ROTHBINE
CREATIVE INITIATIVE FOUNDATION FOR THE MR. DOUGLAS CHATFIELD
CENTRAL UNITED STATES MR. LOT POC
MRS. SORYA POC MR. RICKY MEZZY
AMERICAN FRIENDS SEXVICE COMMITTEE MS. MARTY MCQUEARY
MR. ROBERT JANOWSKY MS. MARY ANN FELDMAN-LANG
MR. JACK LANG EMARQUESY MS. KAY ROSAN
THE KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS ROUTT COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
DR. GANT STANDING ROCK SIOUX TRIBE
JEWISR FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICE MILE HIGH CHILD CARE ASSOCIATION
COLORADO CHILD CARE COALITION ST. THERESE PRO-LIFE ACTION COMMITTEE
“MR. THOMAS FOSTER - DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN DEVELOPMENT AND THE
BOULDER COUNTY TENANTS ORGANIZATION FAMILY AT THE UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA
COLORADO CHAPTER OF NATIONAL NEIGHBORS MS. JUDY MCKENNA
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY MR. ED LAPEDIS
MS. SHIRLEY ELDRIDGE MR. TERRILL WILLIAMS
MS. SYDNEY LEAKE MS. KATHRYN TOWNE
COLORADO CHAPTER OF THE AMERICAN NATIONAL URBAN INDIAN COUNCIL
JEWISH COMMITTEE COSTILLA COUNTY CONSERVANCY DPISTRICT
MS. ANGELINE HEATON MR. HOWARD BRAND
ROCKY MOUNTAIN MARTHAS MS. ANGELA RUSSELL )
MS. BEVERLY KINARD COLORADO COMMISSION ON CHILDREN AND THEIR
MS. JEANIE SEDGELY FAMILIES
PRIDE PROJECT MS. DORA ANNE VON VIHIL
BOULDER COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL AFL-CIO
SERVICES MS. DAPHENE MINTER
REV. MIKE BIRD MR. DOUG TOLLER
MR. LEE SERRANI MR. TOMAS ALIRES
MS. DOROTHY SMYDER NORTH DAKOTA HEALTH CARE REVIEW, INC.
MS. KHADIJA HAYNES MS. ANN HEIMAN
COLORADO CATHOLIC CONFERENCE MS. DEBORAH POLLOCK
EDEN THEATRICAL WORKSHOP WOMEN IN CRISIS
EMILY GRIFFITH OPPORTUNITY SCHOOL STATE REPRESENTATIVE MARTHA ESPAVED
(PARENT EDUCATION PROGRAM ) MS. FERN PORTNEY
MR. FARLAND BOTTOMS COLORADO WOMAN MAGAZINE
COLORADO PAREMT-TEACHER ASSOCIATION BLACK STUDIES DEPARTMENT AT THE UNIVERSITY
MR. JACK DIGNUM OF NORTHERN COLORADO
‘MR. LARRY WISHARD MS. SHARON HARRIS
MS. ANN HAMILTON DR. MARGARET LA TOURRETTE
MS. IRMA FORD MR. RICHARD HOLCOM

#As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on this
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MS. SANDRA STOCKALL

MR. JOSEPH HERNANDEZ

MS. MARIAN PEARDON

MS. EVELYN SHAMHART

COLORADO ASSOCIATION FOR AID TO BAT-
TERED WOMEN

MS. DONNA STEWART

MR. CHARLES E. MOWRY

NATIONAL INDIAN HEALTH BOARD OF DENVER

SENIORS EMPLOYMENT SERVICE

MS. NORMA ETTLEMAN

GREGORY MCHUGH

RUDOLPH LEE

JANICE GARRETT

DOUG CONLEY

. DE WITTE GORDON

HATIVP AMERICAN PEOPLE IN DENVER

4S. LElTY STEPHENSON

¥R. PHILLIP NASH

MS. BETTY FAIRCHILD

MS. JUDY NOGG LEVEN

MR. GLEN JENSON

SHBE

]

DENVER, COLORADO

ATLANTIS COMMUNITY

MR. SYLVIAN ROYBALL

THE EL PASO COUNTY ASSOCIATION FOR
FAMILY DAY CARE

DEGREE OF HONOR PROTECTIVE ASSOCAITION

COLORADO CHAPTER OF CITIZENS FOR
DECENCY THROUGH LAW

MS. BARBARA UPTON

MR. LARRY GUERRERO

MS. CATHERINE CLARKE

MR. CARL RAYFIELD

MS. LIBBY BORTZ

MR. JOSEPH G. TURNER

DR. MARY ANN PARTHUM

MS. BETTY PROCTOR

MS. FELICE LORSEN

MS. CONNIE FLANAGAN

MS. MIMSY TACKNEY

MR. SAM ABEYLA

CLIFTON E. BARBER, PH.D.

THE SECRETARY'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
THE RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF
WOMEN

MS. MARGARET NICHOLSON

MS. DOROTHY PYLES

COLORADO COMMISSION ON CHILDREN AND
THEiR FAMILIES

MR. DWIGHT C. LOPESY

CONSUMER CREDIT COUNSELING

MS. SARAH TRUJILLO-FORD

MR. ED MCCARTHY

MS. JOAN HOSKINS

MR. GARTH ELDREDGE

MRS. ANN ELDREDGE

WOMEN'S CAREER DEVELOPMENT CENTER

JUNIOR LEAGUE OF DENVER

MR. JOHN REYNOLDS

MS. SARAH WHITE

MS. KONNIE SHOWP

MS. JUANITA HERRERA

ARCHDIOCESE OF DENVER AND THE
SANCTUARY INSTITUTE

MS. ANNE KERWIN

MS. EDNA BERRY

COLORADO EXTENSION HOMEMAKERS

DR. PAUL WEXLER

YMCA OF METROPLITAN DENVER

MS. RUTH TOBEY HAMPSON

MR. RICARDO LAFORE

MR. RICHARD SMITH

MS. BEVERLY CHICO

MS. JOAN STURGIS

ELIZABETH STONE RECOURSE CENTER

MR. JACK LISS

MS. MITZI BARNES

THE NEBRASKA COUNCIL OF HOME EXTENSION
CLUBS

CHILD PROTECTION DIVISION OF THE AMERICAN
HUMANE ASSOCIATION

MS. EDNA J. HUNTER

COLORADO HOME ECONOMICS ASSOCIATION

MS. DONNA CHITWOOD

MS. MAXINE GUNDERSON

VOCATIONAL HOME ECONOMICS TEACHERS

CHEYENNE SIOUX TRIBE

MS. RUTH FEDJE :

DR. GUENDALINE BROWN

UNITED FAMILIES OF AMERICA

MS. DOROTHY GLASS

MS. MARIAN SHIPLEY

OCTOBER 27, 1979

MR. MIJARES BARBOZA

COLORADO AZSOCIATION FOR FAMILY DAY CARE
CONCERNS OF PFJPLE, INC.

CHILDBIRTY & PARENTING ASSOCIATION CT7 COLORADO

'NATIONAL GAY TASK FORCE

LITTLETON YOUTH EMPLOYMENT PROGRAM

HUMAN VALUES INSTITUTE

COLORADO COMMISSION ON CHILDREN AND THEIR
FAMILIES

MRS. DEWOLF

MR. RICHARD PASSOTH

MR. JERRY SEGURA

MS. ELIZABETH CLARKE

SISTER CLARE WAGSTAFFE

MR. SHERMAN HAMILTON

MR. ROBIN JOHNSON

MR. ART DEYO

MP. DAVID KELLEY

ME. DANNY HUTCHERSON

YORK STREET CENTER (DENVER, COLORADO)

DR. CORBIN PENNINGTON

MR. CHRIS BONNER

MS. ANN W. PERALTA

MS. JERI DAVID

COALITION OF INDIAN CONTROLLED SCHOOL BOARDS

LA LECHE LEAGUE OF COLORADO

MS. MARIA MOZEE

DENVER COUNCIL ON CHILDREN

MS. BETTY BENJAMIN

MEW MEXICO HOME ECONOMICS ASSOCIATION

MS. PAT MCCARTHY

COLORADO CONGRESS FOR MODERATE AND LOW
INCOME WOMEN

MS. HONEY ROBERTS

MS. HILDY WEXLER

MARRIAGE ENCOUNTER

LA LECHE LEAGUE INTERNATIONAL

MR. JAMES SHAPORD

MR. FOSTER CLINE

BROTHER ANTHONY WOJCINSKI

MR. PHAM VAN TUOC

MR. THOMAS J. KERWIN

MS. MARIETTA PETERS

MR. R. M. NIESLANIK

MS. KIM WALKER

MR. ELVIN RYAN

MS. JUANA BORDAS

WOMEN'S CENTER IN PUEBLO

MS. TANIA HAMILTON

*As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on this
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COLORADO WRITTEN TESTIMONIES

THE COLORADO NURSES ASSCCIATION

JAMES HOFFMAN

MRS. EVELYN GROSS

THE WYOMING STATE COMMISSION ON WOMEN

JOANNE SHEARER

MRS. G. P. POST

ROSEVILLE ARFA YOUTH SERVICES INC.

THE ALASKA COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF
WOMEN

THE CHRISTIAN FAMILY MOVEMENT

LA LECHE LEAGUE OF COLORADO

THE VOLUNTEERS OF AMERICA

LARIMER COUNTY MENTAL HEALTH CENTER
(CHILDREN'S TEAM)

DAVID L. ASHMORE'

JAMES W. CARLEY, M.D.

WILLIAM & DELLA LINK

MR. & MRS. ARTHUR ENDRIZZI

HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT

¥S. FRANCIS ROBERTS

RABBI SILVER

MS. JULIETT CRAWFORD

MS.. LUISA CULLINA

PRUDENCE RANDALL CENTER FOR WOMEN

THE HUMAN LACTATION CENTER

MS. ELSA FITZGERALD

MS. CEOLA COOKE

UNITED PARENTS OF AMERICA

MR. JONATHAN C. MAYERS

CAMBRIDGE FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S
SERVICE, CAMBRIDGE, MASS.

REV. STEVE PIETERS

DR. URIE BRONFENBRENNER

MR. MICHAEL TOMMASI

MRS. MARY LEE

MS. KATHLEEN MCNAMARA

NATIONAL FOSTER PARENTS ASSOCIATION,
THE NORTHEAST REGION

MR. JOHN MARTIN

MS, ANNE- GRADY

CONNECTICUT CHILD WELFARE ASSOCIATION

MS. MARIBEL PEREZ

MR. ALBERT BRUZAS

ASSOCIATION OF THE CHILDREN OF
NEW JERSEY

MS. MARTHA LEGGETT

MR. SCOTT WILSON

MS. JEAN VOLUCKAS .

DR. JOAN MOSHER i

MS. LUNA LEACH v

MS. SUSAN WALKER o

SECRETARY'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON THE
RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF
WOMEN, SECRETARY: HARRIS OF HEW

MS. MICHELLE MARTIN

MS. LAURA BALFOUR +, ‘i

MR. KEVIN WELINTUKONIS

MR. ALLEN PEICHERT

DR. DIANE GREENL

DR. BRUCE BRODSKY

MS. RUTH COOKE

GAY ALLTANCE OF PROFESSIONAL GRADUATE
STUDENTS FORM UNIV. OF CONN.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR EMPLOYMENT
TRAINING ADMINISTRATION

PARENTS ANONYMOUS

DR. JULIO MORALES

MR. KENNETH BIEBER

B

THE MULTIPLE SCLEROSIS SOCIETY OF COLORADO

DR. JULIE M. UHLMANN

MRS. VIRGINIA HURST

ROBERT R. JANOWSKI

KATHLEEN M. STREETER

STEPFAMILY ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA, INC.

COMMUNITY COUNSELING CENTER (ROSEVILLE,CA)

PATRICIA MESTAS VIGIL

MRS. ROBERT F. CONNOR

JANET CRAGO

DR. HOWARD BUSCHING

MILE HIGH UNITED WAY'S CHILD CARE INFORMATION
AND REFERRAL SERVICE

WANETA L. WILSON

PAULINE H. TURNER

LINDA REA

JOANN TOUCHTON

NOVEMBER 16, 197¢

FATHER PAUL ENGEL

MS. MARY ANNE PRESSAMARITA

LEGAL RESEARCH AND THE SERVICES FOR THE
ELDERLY

NEW YORK STATE CATHOLIC CONFERENCE OF THE
ROMAN CATHOLIC DIOCESE

MR. ARTHUR FITZGERALD

MS. AGNES BLACK

FULL GOSPEL INTERDENOMINATIOMAL CHURCH

MS. JULIE MURPHKY

MRS. MAUREEN SAUER

MS. JEAN SAWYER

MR. TERRY TAFFE

MS. BETTY TIANTI

MR. THOMAS HAGERTY

PROJECT GREEN HOPE

MS. LINDSEY HUDDLESTON

MS. JOAN PARRELLA

MS. KAREN JOHNSTON

MR. FREDERICK HUMPHREY

MS. MIGDALIA REYES

MR. EDGAR J. MARTEL

OPERATION WAKE-UP

MS. MARY CUNNINGHAM

MS. MARGARET TORLEI

FATHER DAVID COUTURIER

CITIZENS COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS

MS. MARY COLEMAN

MS. AUDRIE WALSH

REV. WILLIAM F. SCHNEIDER

MR. JOSEPH FUTSCHIK

MS. DOROTHY BAKER

MR. HERMAN MACHICADO

MRS. MARIA MACHICADO

MS. SIOUX HALL

MR. TONY CHAMPION

MS. RUTH FREYMAN

MS. ANNETTEE OUELLET

MS. CAROL LEMIEUX

MR. ALBERT BRUZAS

CONNECTICUT CONFERENCE ON CATHOLIC CHARITIES

DR. SHARON SHEPELA

GREATER HARTFORD CHAPTER OF THE CONNECTICUT
GAY TASK FORCE

BITHRIGHT OF GREATER TORRINGTON

RELIGIOUS COALITION FOR ABORTION RIGHTS IN
CONNECTICUT

MORALITY IN MEDIA

MR. MARTIN VAN HORN

#As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on this
1ist exactly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the transcripts.
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MS. PAT FARNHAM MS, ANNE BURHOE

UNITARIAN WOMEN'S ALLIANCE OF MR. PETER PALERMINO
. HARTFORD ALLIANCE FOR THE PRE5#¢V-IION OF RELIGIOUS
MS. SELMA LOBEL LIBERTY
MS. LOUIS- PATRY MS. DEBRA DELMONICO
MS. CHARLOTTE KINLOCK CONNECTICUT CHAPTER OF WOMEN FOR
NORTHEAST PASTORAL CENTER FOR CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT

HISPANICS IN NEW YORK CITY MR, FRANK STAROPOLI
MS. MIRIAM STANTON COUNCIL OF BLACK CATHOLICS OF THE DIOCESE
MS. ROSEMARY ESQUIVEL OF BROOKLYN
MR. REGILALD WILLIAMS FAMILY SEPVICE OF GREATER BOSTON
MS. BARBARA LOVE ’ NEW ENGLAND CATHOLIC COUNCIL FOR SOCIAL
HOME EXONOMIST-UNIVERSITY OF VERMONT MINISTRIES

EXTENSION MR, THOMAS MORGAN
MS. MARIE PETERS MS. BETTINA DOBBS
CONNECTICUT TASK FORCE ON ABUSED DR. PATRICIA BREWER

WOMEN WORLD WIDE MARRIAGE ENCOUNTER
RECONCILIATION ASSOCIATES MS. JOSEPHINE MCDONALD
MR. MICKEY RAWLINGS NORTH CONWAY INSTITUTE
MR. RONALD TANQUAY MS. HELEN HUFF
MS. ANN LACARA NATIONAL CHRISTIAN FAMILY MUVEMENT
HOTLINE TO END RAPE AND ABUSE (HERA) MS, MERVA BENJAMIN
MS. ALINE CARTWRIGHT COPING WITH THE QVERALL PRECNANCY-PARENTING
MS. JEAN SNOW EXPERIENCE (COPE)

MRS. EDWINA KARPELLS
MR. COWARD

£0:NECTICUT WOMEN'S POLITICAL CAUCUS
MR, KEVIN BENDER

MRS. CAROLE NORRIS

MS. JACQUELINE O'BRIEN

WOMEN FOR CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT,

FAMILY SERVICES CONNECTICUT STATE CHAPTER
ud. Rosw REWISLDS CONNECTICUT WOMEN'S EDUCATION AND LEGAL
RS, LNCIL OF JEWISH FUND

MS. THELMA SHERWOOD

MR. JUAN COLON MR. ROBERT KELLEY
FAMILY SERVICES ASSOCITION OF BOSTON MS. BERNICE ABERNATHY
VERMONT EXTENSION HROMEMAKER'S MRS. EVA HUDAK
ASSOCIATION CONCERNED FAMILIES
MRS. SUZANNE FALLER MRS. JUDY RUHM
STATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT MRS. DOREEN CAVANAUGH
MRS. BETTY PARK MRS, KATHY MEDBURG
DEPARTMENT OF CHILDREN & YOUTH CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR NEW YORK CITY
SERVICES MRS. HELENE GROMAN
INSTITUTE FOR THE HISPANIC FAMILY MRS. JOAN CANNING
PERMANENT COMMISSION ON THE STATUS NATIONAL COUNCIL ON COMPULSIVE GAMBLING
OF WOMEN MR, JACK MCCARTHY
MRS. NANCY NORMEN MR. & MRS. MANKTELOW
MR. GEORGE HASTINGS MR. MICHAEL FORMISANO
MRS, SHARON FORMISANO MRS. ARACELYO DORLAT DE GRADY
MR. JAMES O'CONNOR MRS. JAMES O'CONNOR
MR. DEREK SCHUSTER MR, ERIC NICHOLS
NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN FAMILIES OF AMERICA
MR. LAWERNCE LANG MS, GLORIA ORTIZ DE GERENA
MR. JAY MELCHER MR. THOMAS PATRICK MELADY
MS. IRENE BROWN MASSACHUSETTS COALITION OF BATTERED WOMEN
CONNECTICUT JUSTICE FOR CHILDREN SERVICE GROUPS
COLLABORATION COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO REGIONAL OFFICE
NATURAL FAMILY PLANNING ASSOCIATES IN HARTFORD, CT
NARAL (NATIONAL ABORTION RIGHTS ACTION FAMILY CLUSTERING, INC.
LEAGUE) MS. PATRICIA YOUNG
MR. KEN SMITH MR. DALE POTTER

MS. MILAGROS PADILLA RHODE ISLAND COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

*As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on this
list exactly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the’ transcripes.
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STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT

DR. PAUL PACTOR

PASTOR FRED ERSON

MARJORIE SPALDING

CLAUDIA SISSONS

THE NEW YORK CHAPTER OF FRIENDS OF
LESBIANS AND GAY MEN

ELTON HELANDER

JOANNE MOSS

CHARLES WARD

THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON COMPULSIVE
GAMBLING

HELEN REED

ALEEN STANTON

PAT LANKENAU

ED LANKENAU

DIANNA MCCLURE

IDA DAVIDOFF

ELEANOR WHITE

THEODORE AND ELLEN MUSANTKY

THE URBAN REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
(THE MAYOR'S DOWNTOWN HOUSING TASK
FORCE) .

DR. VELANDY MONOHAR

MS. RUTH VERDEJO

CONNECTICUT ASSOCIATION OF DRUG
ABUSE PROGRAMS

NATIONAL ALLIANCE FOR FAMILY LIFE

RICHARD & ANDREA BARBUTO

ASSOCIATION OF BLACK SOCIAL WORKERS
.CONNECTICUT CHAPTER

VERA SHAW

ANGNES PRESTON

MR. VINCENT FANELLI

STAMFORD FAMILY WORKSHOPS INC.
JOHN PARSONS

MRS. ILDRA CAROL

MRS. SCHUBERT

MRS. LEVINE

MRS. MEUPLING

AMERICAN PERSONNEL AND GUIDANCE
ASSOCIATION

CONNECTICUT LEGAL SERVICE

MS MARY COLLIER

MRS. BARBARA BRAUN

MR. LOYD AYER

CONNECTICUT ASSOCIATION OF HOMEMAKER
HOME HEALTH AIDE SERVICES

MS. NANCY BROWN

CONNECTICUT ASSOCIATION FOR THE .
EGUCATION OF YOUNG CHILDREN (CAEYC)

MS. BARBARA ZAKLITSCH .

MS. JEAN WILKINS DEMBER

NOVEMBER 17, 1979

GERALDINE WHITE

RICHARD CUNNINGHAM

POUGHKEEPSIE, NEW YORK BRANCH OF THF AMERICAN
ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

THE SALVATION ARMY, THE EASTERN TERRITORY,
SOCIAL. SERVICES DEPARTMENT

SHERON GREENE

MARTIN LEVINE

ALLEN LYONS

THE NORTH AMERICAN SOCIETY OF ADLERIAN
PSYCHOLOGY

MAUREEN LICHT

WOMEN CRISIS SERVICES IN THE GREATER NORWALK
AREA

THOMAS O'NEIL

THE SISTERHOOD OF BLACK SINGLE MOTHERS

FAMILY SERVICE ASSOCIATION OF GREATER LAWRENCE
(LAWRENCE, MASS)

BETTY BLAZE

CHARLENE DAVIS

PROJECT TEEN AID (BROOKLYN, NY)

BERNARD COHEN

STAMFORD COMMUNITY HOUSING COALITION

MS. MARY MARQUARD

MS. LULA WHITE

COALITION OF BASIC HUMAN RIGHTS

MS. HOPE EVANS

MASSACHUSETTS HOME ECONOMICS ASSOCIATION

STAMFORD HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION .

" DR. JESSICA WOLF

ALEEN STANTON

CONNECTICUT SCHOOL OF SOCIAL WORK

DR. CLARA APPELL

LISA MORENO-GARCIA

THE NEW ENGLAND FAMILY LIFE DIRECTORS FOR THE
CATHOLIC CHURCH

MRS. MAKER

MR. JAMES KILDAY

MR. LATHAN WIDER

MR. MOON LANDRIEW

MR. PETER MUNSING

MRS. ADRIENNE LEAF

MS. BETSY HOFFMAN..

MR. EARL SMITH

MR. NEIL ANTEDOMENICO

MR. JOSE A. OLMI

CONNECTICUT CONSERVATIVE UNION

PERMANENT COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN
THE CHILD CARE COUNCIL OF WESTPORT/WESTON
MS. BARBI 'STRIVE DISRAELLY

MRS. ANTONIA MCGHEE

MS. SUZANNE ZAFONTE

NAACP - NEW HAVEN CHAPTER

HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT WRITTEN TESTIMONIES

E. JOANNE ANGELO

THE DIOCESAN COMMUNITY AFFAIRS
COMMISSION

REV. JAMES J, LEBAR

THE NEW JERSEY HOME ECONOMICS ASSOCI-
ATION

LEONARD L. LIEBER

THE LADIES AUXILIARY OF THE CHURCH
OF GOD

OLGA BROWN

ESTHER FREUND

MATTHEW O'CONNELL .

LOUISE BATES AMES

THE COUNCIL OF CATHOLIC WOMEN (ARCHDIOCESE
OF HARTFORD)

STEVE KEESE

THE ALCOHOLISM COUNCILS OF FAIRFIELD COUNTY

THE NEW JERSEY JUNIOR LEAGUES

RUTH S. JETTE

JEANNE H. ELLIS

NANCY NICKERSON

JOSEPH S. TREMAN

JEANNE M. SNOW

#*As printed lists of participants were umvaiublé; NIAS has reproduced the names on this
1ist exactly as they were spellad (phonetically) in the transcripts. )
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JEANIE SEDGELY

JAMES C. AUTH

KATHRYN E. GEOPGIA

MR. & MPS. PETER R. BONO

JOAN WEINBERG WEISS

STAN O'MALLEY

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER PROTECTION

GENEVIVE GINN

THE FAMILY LIFE COMMITTEE

MRS. MARGARET LAMARCA

THE ADOLESCENT AWARENESS AND
EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS

DOROTHY CARTER

ANTHONY J. REED

ROSALBA OSORIO

FRANCIS BIANCE

MS. DEBORAH M. EVANS

GRACE R. ABORAMOVITZ

FRANCES W. MAIMONE

PRISCILLA CURRIER

THE UNITED PARENTS OF AMERICA

ALBERT J. BRUZAS

NEW YORK CITY BOARD OF EDUCATION
(COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 21)

THE AMERICAN MOTHERS COMMITTEE, INC.

RUTH HERSCHLER

OLGA BROWN

NEW JERSEY DIVISION OF YOUTH AND
FAMILY SERVICES

WASHINGTON, D.C.

MEN'S EQUALITY NOoW OF THE USA, INC.

REPRESENTATIVE JOHN CAVANAUGH

MR. BAN NEUFELD

REPRESENTATIVE JOSEPH FISHER

MS. THEIMA PESKIN HALPERN

THE AMERICAN OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY
ASSOCIATION

MS. MARY RENQUIST

MS. MARY O'KEEFE

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES OF
ALLEGHENY COUNTY

THE NATIONAL COMMUNITY ACTION AGENCY
EXECUTIVE DIRECTORS ASSOCIATION

CONGRESSMAN MURRAY

HOME ECONOMICS ASSOCIATION OF WEST
VIRGINIA

MCDONALD'S WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN
AREA RESTAURANT

CONGRESSMAN PAUL SYMON

JAMES DEWEERD

"UNITED NATIONS AFFAIRS FOR CHURCH
WOMEN UNITED

PATRICIA WOODS

MS. ELIZABETH DEWIGHT KONEA

CONGRESSMAN DRINAN

THE COMMISSION ON FAMILY MINISTRY
AND UNISEXUALITY OF THE NATIONAL
COUNCIL OF CHURCHES OF CHRIST

DON JOHNSON ;

CATHOLIC CHARITY AND SOCIAL SERVICE
AGENCIES IN THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY

DR. MADDI GERSHENFELD

DR. MAC H. BROWN

DAVID LARKIN

FELICE N. SCHWARTZ

TOM BASIL

PROPAGANDA RESEARCH INSTITUTE OF
CHICAGO

MARK SCHNEIDER

MENTAL stzaxcn "INSTITUTE

MRS. BECKY A. SACHS

IDA F. DAVIDOFF

DENESE B. MANN

THE BERGEN COUNTY COMMISSION ON THE STATUS
OF WOMEN

LEGAL RESEARCH AND SERVICES FOR THE ELDERLY

SHERON GREENE

NATIONAL FRATERNAL CONGRESS OF AMERICA

CAROL H. MCKEON

JOSEPH L. JONES

CANDACE PISTERZI

JEAN P. SAWYER

KATHLEEN AND MILAN DANIEL

MR. & MRS. WILLIAM FERRI

MRS. EDWARD WOODS

GRACE L. WOOTEN

MRS. R. PRENTICE

MARY CASCIO

COPING WITH THE OVERALL PREGNANCY/PARENTING
EXPERIENCE

DOUGLAS C. CREED

AGNES BLACK

MRS. KAYE E. BARKER

RUSSELL H. DEFARNETTE

SISTER MARJORIE FALLON

JENET WILLIAMS

ELLEN I. DAVIE

CONNECTICUT DAY CARE CHILD DEVELOPMENT
COUNCIL, INC.

NOVEMBER 30, 1979

CONGRESSMAN GEORGE MILLER

CONGRESSMAN ALBERT GORE JR.

MR. WILLIAM STANMEYEP

REV. JEROME MOODY

MS. LYDIA EAGON

MR. MICHAEL FELLER

DAVID CLARK

MS. DEBBIE CARSON GORMAN

SISTER J. ROBERTA RIVELLO

MY SISTER'S PLACE

MYRA LADUE

JUALYNNE DODSON

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS (UNITED STATES
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES)

PARENTS ANONYMOUS

JOSEPH GIORDANO

JILL BURNETTE

DELAWARE VALLEY REGIONAL CONFERENCE ON
FAMILIES

CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA

LOUISA STEMPER

HELEN CARTER

BARBARA JOHNSON

RONNIE WICKERSON

REV. HOFFMEISTER

NATIONAL COUNCIL.OF SENIOR CITIZENS

DONALD ST, JOHN-PARSONS

THZ NATIONAL CENTEP ON INSTITUTIONS AND
ALTERNATIVES

JERRY F. CAMMARATA

UNITED FAMILIES OF AMERICA

MARYLAND RIGHT TO LIFE

JAMIE SCHROEDER

THE AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES

MARIAN GORDON~ROSEN

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA MOTHERS ASSOCIATION OF
THE AMERICAN MOTHERS COMMITTEE

STUART L. MAY

AFL-CIO DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES

AMERICAN PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION

#*As printed. lists of pttticiplnts were unavailable, NIAS kas reproduced the names on this

list enctly as they were spelled (phoneticany)

the .ranscripts.
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GEORGE DRIESEN

ZUBY WILLS

THE WASHINGTON COMMITTEE OF PARENTS

JIM BALDEN

LAWRENCE STERNE

NATIONAL BOARD OF AMERICAN MOTHERS
COMMITTEE INC.

WASHINGTON URBAN LEAGUE YOUTH
ARBITRATION CENTER

THE NATIONAL MILITARY WIVES ASSOCIATION

PLANNED PARENTEOOD OF METROPOLITAN
WASHINGTON

INSTITUTE FOR URBAN AFFAIRS AND
RESEARCH (HOWARD UNIVERSITY)

MARILYN MARX

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MECHANISTS
AND AEROSPACE WORKERS OF THE AFL-CIO

THE AMERICAN COUNCIL OF LIFE INSURANCE

HARRY B. RIMER

NEI KYUMBA

MIMI JAFFE

SANDRA B. PROCTOR

HOWARD GRUNTLAND

JOAN CHALLINOR

THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF SOCIAL
WORKERS

THE NATIONAL COALITION FOR CHILDREN
AND YOUTH

NGINA LYTHCOTT

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF
AMERICA

BARBARA KELLER

ACTTION FOR CHILDREN'S TELEVISION (ACT)

THE HOUSE OF RUTH (BALTIMORE CITY)
THE NATIONAL COALITION AGAINST
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

FLORIDA COUNCIL ON FAMILY RELATIONS

SUSAN ROYLANCE

CHERYL STRUCHINSON

THE HOME AND SCHOOL INSTITUTE OF
WASHINGTON, D.C.

THE FAMILY ADVOCACY COUNCIL

DIANA JOVANOVIC

CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL NATIONAL MEDICAL
CENTEF OF THE CHILD PROTECTION
CENTER

MAURICE BOREN

FEDERICK M. SOLOMON

MS. ALICE LEEKS

MS. HELEN BASHAM

“THE FAMILY" - SOCIOLOGY CLASS OF
TOWSON STATE UNIVERSITY -

MR. WILLIAM WESTERKAM

MS. ELIZABETH MOORE

MS. CATHERINE GRAF

FEDERATION OF ORGANIZATIONS FOR
PROFESSIONAL WOMEN

MS. BARBARA BREWTON

DOMESTIC RELATIONS COMMITTEE OF THE
WOMEN'S LEGAL DEFENSE FUND

LARRY STINE

DR. JANF. FLEX

THE ALLIANCE FOR THE PRESERVATION
OF RELIGIOUS LIBERTY (APRIL)

MARGO BURGESS

MARY ‘STINE

PAMELA & KENNETH WRIGHT

MS. JEANE OLSON

FAMILY SERVICE ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA

MR. MICHAEL SAUNDERS

GAY COMMUNITY CENTER.

CATHOLIC CHARITIES OF BALTIMORE

MS. MARSHA MOSS :

MS, SUSAN HUGHES

JANINE REID

LARRY SILVERBURG

JEAN BOREN

LEE TERBUSH

THE COMMITTEE DEFENDING THE FIPST AMEND-
MENT

SUSAN HUGHES

THE SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON CHILD AND HUMAN
DEVELOPMENT OF LABOR AND HUMAN RESOURCES
COMMITTEE

DAVID & ANGIE BOYTER

SENATOR HARRISON A. WILLIAMS, JR.

DR. ROBERT L. PRUITT

THE NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR BLACK CHILD
DEVELOPMENT

MARY KEYSERLING

DEANNA COOPER

LAURA SUMMERS

* PAULA PENN

THE MARYLAND COALITION FOR GiFTED AND
TALENTED EDUCATION

ADDIE L. HALL

SENATOR CARL LEVIN

THE NATIONAL CONSORTIUM OF SCHOOLS FOR THE
STUDY OF EDUCATIONAL PROBLEMS OF CHILDREN
FROM ONE PARENT FAMILIES

MONTGOMERY COUNTY'S ABUSED PERSONS PROGRAM

ILENNA HERRELL

THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON FAMILY RELATIONS
COMMITTEE

"THE NATIONAL ALLIANCE FOR OPTIONAL PARENTHOOD

MARYLAND STATE OFFICE ON AGTNG

THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF LAIETY

THE NATIONAL LEAGUE FOR NURSING

COLLEGE OF HOME ECONOMICS (FLORIDA STATE
UNIVERSITY)

THE CUB HILL BIBLE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

JOHN GALVIN

THE NEW YORK STATE ASSOCIATION OF SETTLE-
MFNT HOUSES AND NEIGHBORHOOD CENTERS

THE WASHINGTON COMMITTEE OF CONCERNED
CITIZENS

MARY ANN KRICKUS

ZERO POPULATION GROWTH (ZPG)

MONTANANA FOR CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES

MARIA ELENA ORREGO

DR. ANITA SOLOMOM

SUSAN FEFFERMAN

MR. HANCOCK .

PERSONAL FREEDOM FOUNDATION

MS. CYNTHIA NORTHROP

MS. JENNY RUTH

"MS. MARCIA PERIMAN

CITIZENS FOR EDUCATIONAL FREEDOM

PATHWAYS TO INDEPENDENCE

ORGANIZATION FOR THE ENFORCEMENT OF CHILD
SUPPORT

FAMILY SERVICE ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA

MS. PAT EVEY

THE ASSOCIATION OF JUNIOR LEAGUES

BILL & SUE COUGHLIN :

%EQNA88¥EBRV GAUNGIL OF THE RILIGIOUS
EOALTTION FOR ABORTION RIGHTS

THE NATIONAL LEGAL AID AND DEFENDERS
ASSOCIATION

MS. FLORENCE C. WELCH

DR, MARY B. ABU-SABA

CITIZENS FOR GOD AND COUNTRY

MS. DLANE SILLS

NATIOWAL ASSOCIATION OF PARENTS AND
PROFESSIONALS FOR SAFE ALTERNATIVES IN
CHILDBIRTH (NAPSAC)

MS. JUDITH DOBEINS

*As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the nam2s on
this list exictly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the transcripts.

426




#*PARTICIPANTS LIST

WASHINGTON, D.C.

THE NATIONAL GAY TASK FORCE

THE NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN

MR. THOMAS BURNS

SCHOOL BOARD DISTRICT 21 -

BROOKLYN, NEW YORK

MS. JULIE ISELIN

THE D.C. COMMISSION FOR WOMEN

THE INSTITUTE OF LAW AND AGING -
GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY

MR. DOUG FERGUSON

LINDA POTTER

THE YOUTH FOR UNDERSTANDING

MR. BONNIE BECKER

MS. BARBARA SCOTT

THE NATIONAL ALLIANCE FOR FAMILY LIFE

MARCH FOR LIFE INC.

FAYETTE COUNTRY CHILDREN'S ADVISORY
PANEL (KENTUCKY)

WORLDWIDE. MARRIAGE ENCOUNTER
(BALTIMORE, MD)

MRS; PAUL MAZURRIEWICZ

MR.-WALTER C. POHLHAUS III

THE NATIONAL FEDERATION OF TEMPLE
SISTERHOODS (MID-ATLANTIC REGION)

THE CHILD CARE TRAINING DEPARTMENT
TEMPLE UNIVERSITY, PHILADELPHIA

THE NATIONAL FRATERMAL COMNGRESS OF
AMERICA

THE NATIONAL COALITION OF BLACK GAYS

THE NATIONAL MENTAL HEALTH ASSOCIA-
TION'S COMMITTEE ON CKILDREN AND
ADOLESCENT MENTAL HEALTH

THE UNITED CHURCH PEOPLE FOR GAY
CONCERNS

THE CHRISTIAN FAMILY MOVEMENT (CFM)

THE WOMEN'S LEGAL DEFENSE FUND,
WASHINGTON, D.C.

MS. DIANE TURNER

THE ENFORCEMENT OF CHILD SUPPORT'

FRANK BROWN

JAYR ELLIS

FAMILY LIFE IN THE UNITED STATES
CATHOLIC CONFERENCE =~ (THE
HATIONAL LEVEL)

DOROTHY HUMPHREYS

BILL KEYES

PATRICK NUGENT

THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY

THE BRETHREN MENNONITE COUNCIL FOR
GAY CONCERNS

DOROTHY SCANLIN

TEE CATHOLIC LEAGUE FOR RELIGIOUS
AND CIVIL RIGHTS

WASHINGTON D.C.

AMERICANA HEALTH CARE CORPORATION

CONGRESSMAN LESTER L. WOLFF

JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER OF GREATFR
'WASHINGTON

NATIONAL PARENTS' RIGHTS COALITION

AUDREY E. BURGESS

CATHERINE EAST

LITA LINZER SCHWARTZ

CARMEN SHAW -

DELAWARE CHAPTER, NATIONAL CAUCUS
ON THE BLACK AGED

SANDRA S. CORNELIUS

COUNTY. CCMMISSIONERS OF CAROLINE
COUNTY

DECEMBER 1, 1979

ARMANDO & GLADYS MARTINEZ

THE NATIONAL ALLIANCE FOR THE MENTALLY ILL

MS. CONNIE JOYCE

LA LECHE LEAGUE INTERNATIONAL

MS. JERARD CORMIER

AUXILIARY TO THE AMERICAN OPTOMETRIC
ASSOCIATION '

MS. HELEN S. LANE

MS. ANN BAILEY

DR. THERESA GREENWOOD

DIANE DUBROFF .

THE CENTER FOR THE SUPPORT OF THE FAMIL

THE ASSOCIATION OF PART-TIME PROFESSIONALS

MS. MARY E. MURRAY

DR. ANDREA M. WILLIAMS

THE STRESS ON FAMILIES PROJECT (HARVARD
SCHOOL OF EDUCATION) . :

AMERICANS UNITED FOR SEPARATION OF CHURCH
AND STATE

AMERICAN PERSONNEL AND GUIDANCE ASSOCIATION
(APGA)

MISS EILEEN HOFFMAN

MS. MARIAN DOUGLAS

MS. AGNES WELCH

THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY MARYLAND COMMISSION
ON CHILDREN AND YOUTH

MR. ROBERT E. BLOTTER

THE NORTH AMERICAN COUNCIL ON ADOPTABLE
CHILDREN (NACAC)

THE AMERICAN HOME ECONOMICS ASSOCIATION

DELTA SIGMA THETA SORORITY, INC. (THE
SOCIAL ACTION COMMITTEE)

THE COMMISSION ON WOMEN IN MISNISTRY OF THE
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CHURCHES

M2S. KENNETH COMNER

AMY FALLER

MS. CAROLE HIGGINBOTHAM

MS. PAT EVEY

MS. OLGA SILVA

THERESA GREENWORD

THE FAMILY LAW REFORM JUSTICE COUNCIL,
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA

SARAH STANLEY

THE WOMEN'S CENTER (PA)

THE WOMEN'S ACTION LEAGUE

THE CITIZEN'S COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS

REV. J. DEOTIS ROBERTS

E. JAMES STUTLER

CAROL W. HOWE

JANE LEGOWSKI

VALERIE C. LORENZ

CARLOS VILLA

EVELYN K. MOORE

WRITTEN TESTIMONIES

ADAMS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 4TH & 5TH
GRADE STUDENTS

MRS. HELEN WRIGHT

HOME OF DIVINE PROVIDENCE, INC.

CITIZENS FOR GOD AND COUNTRY

ALVIN S. GOODMAN

BALTIMORE COUNTY COMMISSION FOR WOMEN

SARAH E. ROBINSON

RAYMOND L. BELL

MS. ELAINE JOHNS

MR. & MRS. LEONARD L. BARRON

EVELYN JOSHUA JONES

MRS. F. J. WARD

MRS. MARTHA ¥TRK

*As'ptim:ed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on
thig list exactly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the transcrpits.
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ROBERT & FANNIE YOUNG MARTIN J. SNYDER
MARY G. WILLIAMS JOHN KELLY, JR.
MR. & MRS. JOHN KELLY MRS. JOYCE CAPPETTO
AUDREY FREEDMAN THE NEW JERSEY PARENTING COUNCIL
MARY W. MANN SARA L. SMITH
CONNAUGHT MARCHNER THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CHURCHES OF CHRIST
MICHAEL E. ADAMS IN THE U.S.A.
DENNIS FRIESEN-CARPER VICKI GOTTLICH
THE COUNCIL FOR AMERICAN PRIVATE DR. MABEL G. WELLS
EDUCATION PAUL MCCLEISH
MAURICE BOREN FAMILY ADVOCACY COUNCIL

CAROLINE COUNTY COUNCIL OF EXTENSION MRS. DOROTHY M. HINTZ
HOMEMAKERS CLUB

DETROIT, MICHIGAN DECEMBER 7, 1979

CARDINAL JOHN DEARDEN LANELL BUFFINGTON
MICHIGAN TEAMSTERS JOINT COUNCIL ANITA RINGO

NO. 43 COMMUNITY AFFAIRS DEPT. THE NATIONAL FEDERATION OF THE BLIND OF
MARY CLEAVON 7 - MICHIGAN
wXyz - TV (DETROIT) LATINO ALDRICE SERVICE CENTER
ANNETTE BRODIE CONCERNED SENIORS FOR BETTER GOVERNMENT
THE METROPOLITAN AFL~-CIO FOR SENIOR NEW DETROIT INCORPORATED

CIT1ZENS MARGARET FORMOLO
JACQUELINE PISAURC PRISCILLA CARRIE TUCKER
ROSA LOPEZ SYLVIA OTT
BERNARD CACZYAK THE AMERICAN ASSICIATION OF UNIVERSITY
SANDRA NELMS WOMEN
ELIZABETH TINLE THE OFFICE OF AGING COMMUNITY FAMILY AND
THE MICHIGAN STATE DIVISION OF WOMEN CHILDREN SERVICES, DIOCESE OF GAYLORD
ALVIN T. CLAVON ERNESTINE GREER
EDITH MANLOVE JUDY POMP

THE YOUTH EMPLOYMENT TRAINING PROGRAM DAVID ALANIS
OF THE METROPOLITAN DETROIT FOUNDA~ FORD MOTOR COMPANY

TION THE MICHIGAN FARM BUREAU OF WOMEN
LINDA WHITTON RAUL FELICIANO
BILL HARRIS FRANCIS E. PALMER
JAMES BANNON DIANA JACKSON
REV. CHARLES ADAMS LILLIAN HATCHER
THE MICHIGAN ASSOCIATION FOR CHILDREN PAMELA BOTHERAL
WITH LEARNING DISABILITIES THE FAMILY LIFE BUREAU IN COLUMBUS, omo
THE INDIAN NATIONAL ORGANIZATION OF MACI MOONEY
WOMEN'S LABOR TASK FORCE . DON LITTLES
BERNADINE ERVINE BEVERLY NEEDHAM
GUNILLA REED MARY JANE CLAY .
SISTER ROSALIE ESQUERRA THE YWCA - DOWNTOWN DETROIT
AGNES MILLER MADELINE SATWICZ
DELTA SIGMA THETA sonmu'nr. INC. - ARDEN. TILEY
(YMATIONAL PROJECTS COMMITTEE) THE NATIONAL GAY TASK FORCF
BETTY JORDON FATRICIA RYAN
HENRY T. WALKER PLFAS SEALS
CARMELITA MULLINS KATHARINE TENNYSON
THE SOCIETY FOR EXCELLENCE . DR. PAULA WOOD
MS. SALLY CARPENTER MS. WILLA MAE BELL
MS. KAY MCGOWAN MS. PEARL ARELROD
MS. BERTHA MIRELEZ MS. XATHY NIKOW
MS. NANCY CHEICK MS. PEARLENE PETTY
MS. MARCIA BENNETT MS. LAURA CALLOW
MS. MARIA FINN MS. BETTY MORGAN
MS. CAROL ELLIOTT MR. GENE GRAVES
RICHARD COMMUNITY COUNCIL MICHIGAN COMMUNITY CHILD CARE COORDINATING
_ DETROIT AMERICAN INDIAN CENTER COUNCIL
P COUNCIL ON EARLY CHILDHOOD AT WAYNE LATIN AMERICAN AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT, SAGINAW
STATE UNIVERSITY DIOCESE ‘
MR. ED WATT WELFARE RIGHTS ORGANIZATION
COMMUNITY AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT ron ‘MS. MICHELE MICKENS
SAGINAW CATHOLIC DIOCESE DETROIT HEALTH DEPARTMENT
MS. ANN MCGADNEY MS. DOROTHY KISPERT
ROMAN CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF JOLIET, COMMISSION ON INDIAN AFFAIRS
ILLINOIS ¥5. AGNES MILLER
MR. ‘SAM LERNER MICHIGAN ASSOCIATION FOR TRAFFIC SAFETY

#*As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on this
list exactly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the transcripts.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




*PARTICIPANTS LIST

MR. BOE FOLAN

INDIANA HEAD START ASSOCIATION

MS. MARY MCCLENDON

NATIONAL COUNCIL ON ALCOHOLISM,
GREATER DETROIT AREA

MARILYN GILBERT

LEE KEFAUVER

NEARLEER TUCKER

DONALD ANGELINE

FEVEMAN DILLARD

LOUISE BURRELL

EDNA WILLIAMS

MARTIN LIVERANCE

THOMAS BUESCHER

FEESSEEE

SANDY PEPPERS

CLAUDINE JACKSON

THE WALTER REUTHER EASTSIDE CENTER

THE INTERNATIONAL UNION, UNITED AUTO~
MOBILE, AEROSPACE AND AGRICULTURAL
IMPLEMENT WORKERS OF AMERICA

GROWTH WORKS, INC.

MARIE DALTON

NANCY DAVIS -

GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY COMMISSION ON
AGING FOR QUALITY CARE

MELEN HAWKEN

THE CHURCH OF THE BRETHREN OF
MICHIGAN

MS. FRIEDA GORRECHT

THE NATIONAL BLACK CHILD DEVELOPMENT
INSTITUTE

FAMILY SERVICE OF DETROIT AND WAYNE
COUNTY

CLAUDE PULLIS

JULIE BEAL

AREA AGENCY ON AGING ( SOUTHEASTERN
MICHIGAN)

SR. ZONA SCHEINER

PASTOR LEE VANDENBERG

MS. ARLENE ALTMAN

THE CHALFONT COMMUNITY COUNCIL

MS. MARYAM MUHAMMAD

THE SPANISH SPEAKING INFCRMATION
CENTER AND EMBASSY

MS. GLENNA DAVIS

FRANCIS LAWRENCE

GLORIA POGUE

PAULA ZIMMER

KETTERING HIGH SCHOOL PARENT INVOLVE-
MENT PROGRAM

NADINE BELL

LESLIE DE FINTA

DETROIT CONSUMER AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT

PEARL THOMPSON

JULIET DUBRESH

THE TEAM FOR JUSTICE (THE DETROIT
METROPOLITIAN AREA)

THE CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF DETROIT

DWIGHT TEEPLE

CASS MARIE COMMUNITY CENTER

RITA MURPHY .

PATIENCE -FAMILY SERVICES (DOWNTOWN
CATHOL1C CHURCHES)

HOWARD SALTER -

MRS . MAJOR JOYCE BOYER

ROBERTO FLACHIER

ANGELA WRIGHT

ELIZABETH TOUVAN

THE RAPE COUNSELING CENTER
POLICE ‘DEPARTMENT)

YOUTH ADVOCACY PLANNING AGENCY
(CITY OF DETROIT)

(DETROIT

MR. CAL WILLIAMS

MICHIGAN HOME ECONOMICS ASSOCIATION

MS. ANNE MARIE LUCAS

AREA AGENCY ON AGING,
REGION 5

MR. DINO VITALE

MS. KATHLEEN SLAWSON

MS. CATHY ARENI

MS. EILEEN THEIS

MS. MARION LOCKHARD

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF STATE COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES (AFSCME)

MR. KHADIJAH MUHAMMAD ‘

RICHARD CANNON

COUNCIL OF ACTIONS UNITED FOR SERVICE
EFFORTS (CAUSE)

THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF JEWISH WOMEN
(THE GREATER DETROIT SECTION)

LYNN BAER

DOROTHY SUMMERS

JOSEPH COX

MARIE JACKSON

HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH FOUNDATION

LYNN VANDERHARST

PATT BARBOUR

RICHARD HIGGENS

SHIRLEY STEEL QUINN

SYLVIA JOHNSON

MRS. BEATRICE HERNANDEZ

MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES
(INDIAN ART PROGRAM) )

THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY
WOMEN (MICEIGAN STATE DIVISION)

ILLINOIS COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN

THE COUPLE TO COUPLE INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE

MS. KATHLEEN FOJTIK

YOUTH LIVING CENTER (METROPOLITAN DETROIT
AREA)

MS. CYNTHIA STUART

DR. GRACE STEWART

BRANCH COUNTY SPOUSE ABUSE COUNCIL

MS. HELEN I. HOWE L

MS. ARDITH DICKASON

DR. EDGAR KFEMER

MR. DAVID R. SMITH

MARY LUEVANOS

MICHIGAN FEDERATION OF PRIVATE CHILD AND
FAMILY AGENCIES

THE INDEPENDENCE CLUB OF ALLAN TOWERS

THE SEVENTH PRECINCT POLICY COMMUNITY
COUNCIL

CHARLENE TILKINS

NORMA OLMEDO

GWENDOLYN MCNEAL

MELVA DONAVON

GIONNE JONES

JEAN KING

THE CHASS CENTER COMMUNITY GOVERNING BOARD

FRANCINE BROOKS

RICHARD MUNGER

THE MICHIGAN DIVISION OF THE AMERICAN
ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

DIANA HOLLINS

ETHYL BAILEY

CAROL AKFELD

KATHELENE WEST

DOUGLASS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION (KALAMAZOO
MICHIGAN)

THE YOUTH FOR UNDERSTANDING EXCHANGE PROGRAM

THE CHARLES STEWART MOTT FOUNDATION

THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMUNITY

THE NATIONAL ALLIANCE FOR OPTIOANL PARENTHOOD

#As printed 1iat§ of participants were unavailable, NIAS tepto&ucéd the
list exactly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the transcripts. names of thig
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THE NATIONAL FRATERNAL CONGRESS OF
AMERICA

THE FREE EARNING COMMITTEE (SOUTH
LYON, MICHIGAN)

THE MICHIGAN ASSOCIATION OF THE CHILD
CARE ADMINISTRATORS

MAYOLA REESE

BONNIE MAYFIELD

DEBBIE ANGELINI

OAK PARK, MICHIGAN

CONNIE HEMKE

NANCY ALEXANDER

MR. DICK CONNORS

THE DETROIT CHAPTER OF THE NATIONAL
ASSOCIATION OF BLACK SOCIAL WORKERS

BARBARA MCKEAND-STEVENSON

HENRY WINKLEMAN

-MICHIGAN CONFERENCE OF THE NATIONAL

CRGANIZATION FOR WOMEN

KATHERINE CITRYN

CATHY OLINERO

SUZANNE KELTSCH

THE DISPLACED HOMEMAKER PROJECT AT
MACOMB COUNTY COMMUNITY COLLEGE

THE ARCHDIOCESE OF CINCINNATI

LORRINDA ANDERSON :

JANET PEUTZAL

ELAINE BENNETT

PATRICIA HILL BURNETT

DORIS ROBINSON

EULA HOOVER

RICHARD WOJICK

COMMUNITY, FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S
SERVICE FOR THE DIOCESE OF GAYLORD

MRS. MARIAN WORDLAW

JIM AUGUST

THE JEWISH FAMILY SERVICE

THE FAMILY NEIGHBORHOOD RESOURCE
CENTER

WYONA HOWARD

MR. NELSON HOUSE

WASHTENAW COALITION FOR CROICE

THE WIDOWED OF THE DIOCESE OF
TOLEDO

PHYLLIS RAPPAPORT

CAROL SMITH

BROTHER MARTIN MASSLER

MRS. HENRY KUEN

THE HOME LEARNING CENTER
(FLINT, MICHIGAX)

THE FAMILY LIFE COMMISSION FOR THE
GRAY DIOCESE IN INDIANA

DALE WOFFORD

BERNICE GADON .

THE CATHOLIC LEAGUE FOR RELIGIOUS
AND CIVIL RIGHTS

MARGARET JOYCE

ELLEN BAYES BRACKET |

ETHEL SILBEPG

EXOFFENDER UNITED FOR EQUAL
OPPORTUNITY

DR. ALFREDA IGLEHART

DR. NEIL STANTON LEVY

THE OAKLAND COUNTY WELFAKE RIGHT
ORGANIZATION |,

BARBARA DOWNEY .

THE MICHIGAN COMMITTEE FOR THE
PREVENTION OF CHILD ARUSE

ELIZABETH GROSSFELD

ETTA ADAMS

THE CATHOLIC XWIGHTS OF ST. GEORGE

THE AMERICAN FEDERATION OF THE STATE
COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES..(AFSCME)

MAZIE MASON

THE MICHIGAN OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY
ASSOCIATION

JIM JOYCE

MARY KOCH

DENIS RAY MARTIN

DECEMBER 8, 1979

SUE BROOKS

UNITED COMMUNITY SERVICES OF METROPOLITAN
DETROIT

DR. ELIZABETH HOOD

THE INDIAN HOME ECONOMICS ASSOICATION

MR. SAM PANZER

NATALIE ANDERSON

JUDGE VICTOR BAUM

BARBARA SCHIFF

WILLIAM QUICK

THE CATHOLIC HUMAN DEVELOPMENT OFFICE OF
GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN

DR. ALGEA HARRISON

THF ALLIANCE FOR THE PRESERVATION OF
RELIGIOUS LIBERTY

NAOMI EDEN

PREVENTION TO BE BORN WELL

ANN TIPPY

HEALTH AFFAIRS FOR THE LANSING DIOCESE

DOROTHY GRABOWSKI

THE MICHIGAN CONFERENCE OF SEVENTH DAY
ADVENTISTS

MRS. SUE GRABOWSKI

JILL GOLLAHER

NELLY ALLEN

MR. EDEN

RHONDA BOLYARD

MICHIGAN LEGAL SERVICES

THE LEAGUE OF CATEOLIC WOMEN

MAURENE WHITTWER

ESTHER DONOHUE

JUDY KLYDER

NAOMI MANDELBAUM

BARBARA WONLESS

MARY JOE DURIVAGE

MR. GRIMM

DR. JIMMY ED CLARK

THE MICHIGAN DIVISION OF THE AMERICAN
ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN

' PLANNED PARENTHOOD (DETROIT)

COMMUNITY SERVICES IN THE CITY OF OAK

- PARK

REV. DR. JOHN FORSYTH

MRS. REBECCA STAY

SHIRLEY BRYANT

THE WOMEN'S CONCERNED TASK FORCE FOR THE
MICHIGAN EDUCATION ASSOCIATION

KATHLEEN WOLZ

HOME BASE SERVICES TO FAMILIES OF FAMILY
AND NEICHBORHOOD SERVICES FOR WAYNE
COUNTY. ,

APPRAISAL CENTER FOR EARLY CHILDHOOD
DEVELOPMENT .

SISTER VICKIE MARCZYNSKI

LINLA NIERMAN

SUSAN MEISTER .-

THE PREVENTION OF CHILD ABUSE (IN
GREATER LANSING AREA)

MARY ELLEN STAC:'.{

HELEN JONES

#As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on this
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JACKIE GLADSTONE

FRANK GONZALES

MR. IRVING KEMPNER

PATRICIA HARDY

JANE RICHARDSON

MARY ANN PINKERTON

MARGARET HARTSHORN

THE GENESEE COUNTY HEADSTART PROGRAM

THE MICHIGAN STATE FEDERATION OF
WOMEN'S CLUBS

RICHARD MARTIN

MR. JOE BENAVIDEZ

FAMILY FOCUS (THE JUVENILE COURT
YOUTH ASSISTANCE PROGRAM)

THE SOCIETY FOR ADCLESCENT MEDICINE

GERALD LOJEWSKI

PAM CAR

JUAN J. ARBONA, JR.

CATHERINE A. KNOP?

NANCY CLOYD

KATHY VERLO

ELLA GAMBLE

PATRICIA VAN DAM

HOLLY LOVELAND

ARTHUR JACKSON

BRIGHTMORE COMMUNITY CENTER (CITY
OF DETROIT)

LA LECHE LEAGUE

JANICE NIEUWENHUIS

DENNIS PYLAC

JULIA MILLIFORD

SHARON CRAFT

PAT LINEBACH

BETH SACOWSKI

MARGARET FORMALO

MRS. KATUERINE KELLEY

RHODA HOCHWALD

THE AMERICAN PERSONNEL AND GUIDANCE
ASSOCIATION

MRS. CECELIA MOBLEY

DUANE LAWS

KARL HAWK

THE GENERAL FEDERATION OF WOMEN'S CLUBS

MARIANNE RAHILLY

JANICE CLAYTON

THE NATIONAL WELFARE RIGHTS ORGANIZATION
(OAKLAND COUNTY)

JOAN LARSON

IDA GIBSON

THERESA LANGE

THE MICHIGAN COILLITION OF RUNAWAY SERVICES

LUCY MCCRAE -

DELPHINE REED

NANNIE BURNSIDE HARDIN

ESTER PASTOR

MARY LOUISE BERGER

THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH (HUMAN SERVICES
IN SUBREGION 12 SOUTHSIDE OF THE CITY
OF CHICAGO)

EDWARD SCHNEE

THE GREATER TOLEDO NUTRITIONAL COUNCIL

WILMA TAYS :

IRENE PICCONE

MARILYN NAGY

EQUAL RIGHTS FOR FATHERS

RUTH SCHNEE

SAMUEL J. SKOUSEN

HOLA THOMAS

MICHIGAN WRITTEN TESTIMONIES

ANDREW G. DONALDSON

LINDA J. LYMAN

THE MICHIGAN EDUCATION ASSOCIATION

WISCONSIN GREE! THUMB PROGRAM
(SUPEPIOR, WISCONSIN)

DENNIS NORMAN PIELACK

THE MICHIGAN COMMUNITY COORDINATED
CHILD CARE (4~C) COUNCIL

PHYLLIS SEABOLT

GROUNDWORK FOR A JUST WORLD

EDWARD M. BECKER

JOHN & JOAN AMES

SHARON COLE

BARBARA ROTH-GRONDIN

MRS. BRUCE WHITEHEAD

MR. H. A. MATTHEWS

SYLVIA RIKLIN

THE NATIONAL RECIPROCAL AND FAMILY
SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT ASSOCIATION

THE DEPARTMENT OF CHILD DEVELOPMENT
AND FAMILY STUDIES

ST. JOSEPH COUNTY RIGHT TO LIFE, INC.

MICHIGAN COUNCIL ON FAMILY RELATIONS

REV. JOHN P. ZENZ

MRS. DONALD L. KEIL

KATHLEEN FROELICH

MICHIGAN LEGAL SFRVICES (M.L.S.)

ROSE SZABO

THE MICHIGAN CHILD CARE TASK FORCE

WM. C. SPRINGSTON

DETROIT ‘AMERICAN INDIAN CENTER

BRUCE ARMSTRONG

ROBERT R. SANTOS

DR. & MRS. J. C. WILLKE

DR. GARY A. EYRE

J. SUSAN LEDER

DR. EDITH LISANSKY GOMBERG

MRS. DONALD HEARL

MRS.. SYLVAN MAURINE WITTIWER

MARLENE MILLER KREININ

NANCY NORRIS

CENTER OF HANDICAPPER AFFAIRS

KAREN E. GREINER

CLARENCE D. EHINGER

WILLIAM JEAN MITCHEM

L. F. CHAVEY

MR. ALBERT BEIMBECKER

JANE WILSON

LINDA J. DOW

DR. JOHN T. DEMPSEY

CENTRAL COUNTY CENTER FOR SENIOR CITIZENS

MARY ELINOR DAVIS

RHINA GRIFFEL

CELESTE C. BESEL

GARY L. BESEL

FAMILY LIFE TODAY

BARBARA A. GUTOWSKI

DON PALERMO

THE OUT WAYNE COUNTY HEAD START POLICY COUN(

SARA H. NOBEL

MRS. KATHARINE F. KELLEY

PARENTS WITHOUT PARTNERS, INC. (EASTERN
MICHIGAN REGIONAL COUNCIL #57)

CLIFFORD REUTTER

LEAGUE OF CATHOLIC WOMEN OF DETROIT

MRS. PAUL R. THEROUX

WIDOWED DIOCESE OF TOLEDG

*As printed lists of participants were unavailabie, NIAS has reproduced the names on
this list exactly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the transcripts.
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- SEATTLE, WASHINGTON

THE NORTH AMERICAN COUNCIL ON
ADOPTABLE CHILDREN
JOHN BEENKE

THE NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR CITIZENS

IN EDUCALZON

SEATTLE QOFFICE OF SARA JOHNSON
PROGRESS

PATTY LUCAS

CINDY STEPHENS

BOB JARNICK

GEORGIE KUNKEL

THE WASHINGTON STATE COUNCIL ON
FAMILY PLANNING

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, DEVEL(P-

MENTAL DISABILITY PLANNING COUNCIL

LINDA CATES

WIDOWED INFORMATION AND CONSULTATION

SERVICE

SENIOR CITIZENS LOBBY OF WASHINGTON

ADULT DAY SERVICES

THURSTON COUNTY RAPE RELIEF, RAPE
CRISIS CENTER

DR. LIZ MORRISSEY

CATHOLIC CHARITIES FOR WESTERN
WASHINGTON CATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE

THE COALITION FOR CHILD ADVOCACY
IN WHATCOM COUNTY

DEANNA L. BRIESE

THE ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE

NANCY BORTON

SEAMAR COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTER
(SOUTH SEATTLE, WASHINGTON)

JOANNE VASQUEZ

DR. DAVID M. BROWN

PHIL G. DOWNEY

DONNA SULLIVAN

DEE MCQUESTEN

ASIAN PACIFIC WOMEN'S CAUCUS

NANCY HOLMAN

WARD E. ELLSWORTH

TENNERIF CHIEF CONFERENCE, ALASKA

MIKE HOFF

THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF JEWISH
WOMEN

MARGARET OKAMOTA

THE HUNGER TASK FORCE

JIM HARNISH

JANE FIELDS

JANE WOODWARD

SHIRLEY HANSON

DOROTHY BREWSTER

YOUTH FOR CHRIST (SEATTLE AREA)
NATIONAL NATURAL FAMILY PLANNING

- . "GROUP

HELEN DIXON

NIGHTA TRAINGING AND DEVELOPMENT
GROUP

MARY GERARD

FRED GODIVA

SUZANNE KING

JEAN RAYMOND

GORDON GASTROW ,

JAMES AND HARRIETT SALISBURY

MARY NIELSEN..

WASHINGTON INSTITUTE FOR JUDICIAL
REVIEW (WIJR)

JEAN KINKADE

WOMEN SUPPORT SHELTER TOCOMA,
WASHINGTON

JOAN SCHRAMMECK

MR. CRAIG IMES

JANUARY 11, 1980

PARENTS OF STILLBORN ('P.S.")

JERRY MCKAIN

ANNE A. ARAKRAKI

JACK JENKINS

JUVENILE ARTHRITIS REPRESENTATIVE ON
THE NATIONAL ADVISORY BOARD

ASIAN COUNSELING AND REFERRAL SERVICE

REGION X ADOPTION RESOURCE CENTER

THE CENTER FOR THE PREVENTION OF SEXUAL
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

THE ASIAN PACIFIC WOMEN'S CAUCUS

ELEANORA BALLASIOTES

MID-WILLAMETTE VALLEY COMMUNITY COORDINATED
CHILD CARE COUNCIL DISTRICT III (SALEM,
OREGON)

MRS. FAYES HANVEY

THE WASHINGTON ASSOCIATION OF CHURCHES ON
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

RICHARD W. WELLS

COMMUNITY ORGANIZING, CENTRAL AREA
MOTIVATION PROGRAM

THE WASHINGTON COALITION OF SEXUAL
ASSAULTS PROGRAMS

ANDREW KAPLIN

CHARLENE IRWIN i

SHARON LE BARON MORGAN

JAMES COWART

WENDY MORGAN

MILDRED L. ANDERSON

DR. THOMAS SMART

ELAINE BURHOP

LINDA HOPPER

SONJA LARSON

MARIANNE ANDREWS

THE SEAMAR COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTER

LESTER L. CARNEY :

ROBERT & MARY JANE MORGAN

JAMES DEWEY

ALICE Y. THOMAS

NORTHWEST REPRESENTATIVE OF CHRISTIAN
FAMILY MOVEMENT

KAREN BLOOMQUIST _

THE LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF WASHINGTON

DEEJAH SHERMAN-PETERSON

WANDA - SAYLOR

ELIZABETH GROWLEY

GLENDA ESTUS

LYNN REDSIN

MARY WHITMORE

THE WASHINGTON STATE ASSOCIATION FOR CHILD-
HOOD EDUCATION INTERNATIONAL (ACEI)

DR. CATHERINE HOOPER BRYER

THE LONG SPRINGS CONFEDERATED TRIBES

THE MARY MOHONEY REGISTERED NURSES CLUB

THE TOCOMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
(FAMILY. HEALTH UNIT)

CAROL ELLEN RICHARDS

DAVID PAUL DANCE

JUNE ARNOLD

MRS. HAL ROBERTS »

HELEN DONNAVIN

LINDA GOTHER .

THE DIVISION OF AMBULATORY PEDIATRIC CARE,
THE UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON, DEPARTMENT
OF PEDIATRICS

TISH FRANK GARCIA

BETTY WILLIAMS

THE SFLF APPOINTED SOCIAL ANALYST

HAJARA CHEVETT, REPRESENTING BENJAMIN
SHABAZZ

ANITA SMITH

*As printed lists of pdttiéipants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on
this 1ist exactly as they were spelled (phonetically) in the transcripts.
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SAYMONIAN POLYNESIAN COMMUNITY
(SEATTLE)

THE WORLD COMMUNITY OF ISLAM
(SEATTLE)

MONA JONES )

THE FAMILY PLANNING AND RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS FOR HISPANIC
FAMILIES FOR REGION 10

SHIRLEY LANDA

BARBARA ANN CBARLESTON

EMALINE GEORGE

LINDA TERRY

EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATORS
SPOHOMISH COUNTY HEAD START

LYNN B. JOHNSON

VIVIAN MCLEAN

LITHUANIAN-AMERICAN COMMUNITY OF
THE UNITED STATES

THE FAMILY LIFE IN THE SOCIETY

.. OF OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA

BETTY ZETCH

PAMELA MAGRAM

NANCY HANAWELL

PARENT EDUCATION PROGRAMS (NORTH
SEATTLE COMMUNITY COLLEGE) :

THE SAN FRANCISCO MEDICAL CENTER OUT
PATIENT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

THE ASIAN WOMENS PACIFIC CAUCUS

THE ODESSA CHILDREN'S CLINIC

MARIANNE CRAFT NORTON

DELORES TOBONGA

THE SEATTLE ARCHODIOCESAM COUNCIL
OF CATHOLIC WOMEN (NORTH CENTRAL
DEANERY)

MR. JACOB HERZOG

IRENE POULSON

PAM KUING

DR. FRANK BROUILLET

NANCY WRIGHT

DR. LAYTON

YNEW SPECIALITY OF FAMILY MEDICINE"
(UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON)

JANE RENO

LESLIE CRUM

MS. EDNA KARLINSEY

CAROLINE SIMON KRANTZ

MARY ANN TABOR

ALANON FAMILY GROUPS AND ALATEEN
(THE CHILDREN OF ALCOHOLICS)

PROJECT DELTA

GERALD LESLIE

LAEL DORMAN

ALBERT PACHECI

DON GLABE

KING'S COUNTY HEADSTART

BETA SOQUADIS

MARK DAVIS

RICHARD PEATICHIN

PAUL GREEN

BRIAN DHANNIFEL

THE CHICANO EDUCATION ASSOCIATION
(STATE OF WASHINGTON)

THE WASHINGTON COUNCIL ON FAMILY RELATIONS

THE WASHINGTON STATE SHELTER NETWORK

JEAN GARRISON

THE CITIZEN'S ORGANIZATION FOR RESPONSIBLE
EDUCATION

MARILYN KANDS

WASHINGTON STATE INDIAN TRIBES AND URBAN
INDIAN ORGANIZATION

MARTAN CALHOUN

THE WASHINGTON COUNCIL SECONDARY EDUCATION

DISPLACED HOMEMAKER PROGRAM (HIGHLINE
COMMUNITY COLLEGE)

DR. JEROME ZETCH

THE DEMONSTRATION PROJECT AMERICA
COMMUNITY BASE RESEARCH ORGANIZATION

ROXANNE TREES

ELIZABETH KEHLER

CRISTINE BARSTONE

PHYLISS BARNETT

PARENTS ANONYMOUS (STATE OF WASHINGTON)

THE RIGHTS AND STATE CATHOLIC CONFERENCE

THE URBAN LEAGUE (HEALTH & WELFARE)

THE AMERICAN SMALL FARM INSTITUTE

LYNN HOPKINS

THE FILIPINO YOUTH ACTIVITIES (SEATTLE)

MR. ART TURO

FREEDOM TIIROUGH ECONOMIC

CONNIE FRYE

SEATTLE, MATERNAL, CHILD, HEALTH CARE
SERVICES

PAUL WRIGHT

THE SCHOOL AGE PARENT CONTINUATION PROGRAM

TRACEY NEAL

LIN LUDWICK

BARNEY DALTON

GABRIELLE AVERY

THE WASHINGTON COMMISSION FOR THF BLIND

ARLENE NELSON

ELEANOR OWENS

TROUBLE SHOOTERS

THE WASHINGTON TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION

"~ JOAN SWANSON

THE AMERICAN HOME ECONOMIC ASSOCIATION
PEARL ANCHETA

BUNNY WILBURN

FRANK LOWERCE

LARRY BALES

DALE DORMAN

SEATTLE, WASHINGTON WRITTEN TESTIMONIES

THOMAS B. SMART

THE WASHINGTON ASSOCIATION FOR
MARRIAGE AND FAMILY THERAPY

DR. PEPPER SCHWARTZ

DAN & BARBARA BASS

MAX AND LILLIAN SELTZER

MRS. JOSEPHINE J. CASTILLO

THE VASHON CHILDREN'S CENTER

CELIA THOMAS

KEITH PUTMAN

MRS. GENIVIEVE A. SMITH

MARTIN KRITCHMAN

DR. & MRS. VICTOR WEINBERG

HUGH & MARY MCPHAIL

MRS. FAYE HANVEY

LAURIE KINGERY

ANN E. FLETCHER

LUCY KINNEY

DR. HAROLD & LILA SCALES
IDA WATSON CAMBURN
MARCIA & KURT SCHEKEL
PAUL D. YOUMANS

MR. & MRS. LELAND M. CRAWFORD
JOHN J. GIRIVANS

RUTH MCGROARTY

SAM & LENORE ROSENBLUM
HARRY S. WARREN

AMMIE HEDLEY

#*As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on this
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PATRICIA ELLIS

MR. & MRS. JAMES C. CRAMPTON

VICKI CONLEY

THE KING COUNTY NURSES ASSOCIATION

MILLIE RUSSELL

LEE & WENDY WOOD

MRS. SETH HAYES

OREGON SOCIETY OF INDIVIDUAL
PSYCHOLOGY

SHARON WARTMAN

TRUMAN & MICHIE JOURNEY & FAMILY

ANDRIA B. GREEK

MR. & MRS. LELAND M. CRAWFORD

ANN L. ERHART

CYNTHIA A. GOUVIN

JACQUELINE YOUNGBLOOD

PROJECT HOME BASE

VIVIAN J. ARSENAULT

UNITED WAY OF KING COUNTY

DON & LUCY HAMILTON

JEAN FATTON

ROBERT L. EUWING

VIVIAN MCLEAN

GARY W. SHERMAN

JUDY SCOTT

VIRGINIA SATIR

ALTA EBEL

GLORIA LAING

BRENDA MOORE

C. J. LEITCH

LUCILLE KRONQUIST

RUTH ANNE HILL

JERRY L. MCKAIN

JACK & JOAN STRONG

OREGON PERSONNEL AND GUIDANCE ASSOCIATION

PATRICIA J. CARLSON

TED & STEPHANIE JENSEN

VERTIE FAUCHER

SYLVIA CONWAY

THE FAMILY LIFE EDUCATION COMMITTEE

PAULA K. SAND

JOHN AND JULIE NEREL

MARY LYNNE SESSIONS

MRS. MYRTLE GRIGSBY

THE KUNGLER FAMILY

SOUTH SEATTLE COMMUNITY COLLEGE PARENT
ADVISORY COUNCIL

LESLIE J. SMITH

ROSE M. OLSON

JOAN SCHRAMMECK

MRS. THOMAS D. CARPENTER, SR.

E. H. DAVIS

JOSEPH A. BULGER, JR.

YAKIMA, WASHINGTON WRITTEN TESTMONIES

NORTHWEST RURAL OPPORTUNITIES

COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
(OFFICE OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS) ’

THOS M. LYBBERT

DARLENE MONTZ

SYLVIA A. GUTHRIE

NADINE LLOP

DORIS L. HEIM

BRUCE & CATHY WILLIAMS

THE YAKIMA INDIAN NATION'S DIVISION
OF EDUCATION

NEZ PERCE TRIBE OF IDAH

DONNA GILBERY :

ERWINA B. PETERSON

HOME ECONOMICS AND FAMILY LIFE DEPART-
MENT (YAKIMA VALLEY COLLEGE)

HEDWIG M. PFEIF

MRS. DAVID HULL

JAMES L. BRUMMETT

THE ASSOCIATION OF WASHINGTON CHILD
CARE AGENCY

FRANCES HOMAN

JOSEPH VALENTINE

JuDY POPP

WASCO & YAKIMA, TRIBES AND BANDS OF
YAKIMA NATION (TOPPENISH, WASHINGTON)

JEFF R. STEVENS

DISPLACED HOMEMAKERS OF DESCHUTES
COUNTY, INC.

JOHN S. PHILLIPS

COLLEGE OF HOME ECONOMICS, HOME ECONOMICS
RESEARCH CENTER AND COOPERATIVE EXTENSION
SERVICE (WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY)

COMMUNITY SERVICES (ST. ELIZABETH HOSPITAL

COOK INLET COUNCIL ON ALCOHOLISM P

SHIRLEY TAYLOR

BENTON FRANKLIN COUNCIL ON AGING

WAYNE SCHEOLN

JOHN A. BRUCE

THE YOUTH RESOURCE CENTER AT THE YWCA,
SPOKANE, WASHINGTON

THE YAKIMA COUNTY NON-FUNDED CHILD CARE
ASSOCIATION

JEANETTE BENSON

*As printed lists of participants were unavailable, NIAS has reproduced the names on
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