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Minutes: 

The hearing was opened on SB 2417. 

6.5 

SENATOR DEB MATHERN introduced bill. The bill inten,js to be revenue neutral. Federal 

money coming into the Human Services that would put the money where it is intended. lt is not 

in the Oovemor•s budget. We are assured of the money coming in. With our ever changing 

work force there io a need to have child care at different times of the day. We must do our part to 

keep the providers. 

BARB ARNOLD .. TENOESDAL, ND Assoo. For the Education of Young Children, s11pports 

bill. (Written testimony) Presented amendments. SENATOR KlLZER: How many families 

and children using child care in our state, MS. ARNOLD-TENOESDAL: About 67%, highest 
' 

in the states, 

LINDA REINICKE1 Program Director for Child Care Resource and Referral, supports the bill . 

.'I .:. 
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._.. Humln ServiCCI Committee 
8HL'Rololudctt N1m1bor SB 2417 
Htll'ffll.Dato Fobrulry6, 2001 

(Written tottimony) ROBERTA LBIN, 1upports bill, (Written testimony). SENATOR 

' MATHERN: Would these programs be eligible for grants'! MS, LElfi: Yes, SENATOR LEE: 

What aro adult noeda1
/ 

MS. LEIN: Parent needs, education of providers, where can the adults go to take a break. 

SENATOR LEE: What aspect are you fOQusing on in kitchen -11nd furniture? MS. LEIN: We are 

fOQusing on the cleanUness of food area and safety factor of furniture. 

SANDY BENDEW ALD, director of Region VI CSCC, provides clarification of the role of 

CSCC in this bill, (Written testimony) 

Opp<>sitlon: 

LARRY BERNHARDT, Director of Stark County Social Services in Dickinson, opposes 

Concerns are ( 1) no representation of licensing entity on that committee or oversight group that 

wou?d be looking at those. We have a good feel of what are the issues, what are the training 

needs, what arc the problems in daycare. (2) The intent of the \lhild care development block 

grant is to provide daycare assistance for families in ND and the lion's share of the dollars should 

go the families of the state that need assistance in daycare. Caution you to improving daycare 

when there are families that can't afford daycare. We ne~d to leave the discretion to the 

department on how those dollars should be spent in ND, so they cnn meet those needs. Counties 

arc gettin$ 300/o of costs reimbursed to do licensing activities in state. Counties are paying 70%. 

The hearing was closed on SB 2417. 

12, ~ape I, Side A 

SBNATOR MATHERN moved amendments of 10761.0101. SENA TOR PO LOVITZ seconded. 

Roll call vote canied 6-0. · SENATOR MATHERN moved DO PASS and REREFER to 

Appropriatiom. SENATOR FISCHER seconded the motion. Roll call vote failed 3-3. 

. ' . 
' ' . 
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Paae J \ 
Senate H\tman Services Committee ,O 
BHVRNOlutlon Number SB 2417 /\I\/ 
Hearina Dato Feb.,..,=,, !fJ&l ,V 
SENATOR PISCHBR moved a DO NOT PASS. SENA TOR KILZER seconded the motion. 

Roll call voto oarried 4-2. SENATOR K.JLZER wlll carry the bUl. 

. ·.· ·_:jJ:\ .. ;.i:<;t:::: · · :: :ir. :.,sili\f/k·:\•.:: 
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10781.0101 
Tftlt, 

Prepared bY the Legislative Council staff for 
Senator D. Mathern 

February 1, 2001 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2417 

Page 1, llne 2, after "oar,• Insert 11lmprovemeni-

Page 1, line 7, after "cart" Insert "Improvement" and replace "chlldren's services coordinating'• 
with "children and family services division of the department of human services" 

Page 1, remove Une 8 

Page 1, line 9, remove "collaboratlon with the state's child care resource and referral agencies," 

Page 1, llne 10, after "care" Insert "Improvement" and replace "committee" with "early childhood 
services administrator• 

Page 1, line 11, re~ace •review" with "Improvement grant" and replace "under" with "to 
evaluate and monitor the progress of" 

Page 1, line 12, replace "review" with "Improvement grant" 

Page 1 , line 19, replace "used for awarding grants and an" with "de'f'eleped ev the etete'e et.Hd T 
.,Mfl Fe1ew,ee 1Ad refoFFal ageAolee ifil eellaberalleR with arid using the children's ": 
services coordinating committee's system for distributing local grant money. An" 

A,, (, lltti 2.2. / ~pl"'' " ~K.c I vdl"6 " wl~ '1'M, ( vdt'H9 4' 

Page 2. llne 7, replace "Provide" with "Expand or Improve the quality ot• and replace "services" 
with "facilities" 

Page 2, llne a. replace "special funds derived from" with "the federal child care and 
development fund allocations for fiscal year 2001 and fiscal year 2002" 

Page 2, llne 9, remove "federal funds and other Income• 

Page 2, line 10, re~ace "children's services coordinating committee• with "department of 
human services" 

Page 2, Hne 11, after "care" Insert •improvement" 

Page 2, line 12, after the period Insert "The appropriated funds may not supplant, replace, or 
reduce any currently funded programs." 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 10761.0101 



Roll Call Voto#: / 
Dalo: .L/l~/11 

2N1 SENATE STANDING COMMJTrEE ROf}CALL VOTES 
BILI.JIW0LVTION NO. )... 'I I/ 

Senate HUMAN SERVICES Committee 

□ Subcommi~on ________________ _ 

or D Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Nurnber 

Action Taken . . I/-~ 
Motion Made By J ~/ 

t/14f ~~·•c 
Senaton Yet 

Senator Lee. Chaiunm:,un v 
Senator Kilzer. Vice-Chairperson v 
Senator Erbele v 
Senator Fischer I/' 

Seconded 
By 

No Sen1ton 
Senat<>r PoJovitz 
Senator Mathern 

'Yn No 
J/ 
v 

Total (Yes) _/,-- _____ No _0 ___ ,.._ ____ _ 

Absent fJ ------------------------
Floor Assipunent 

Iftbe vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate h1tc:4t: 
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Date: 2/1o1w(o/ 
Roll Call Vote #: 2-

2Nl SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTIS 
BILI.JRESOLUTION NO. ;_ '// 1 

Senate HUMAN SERVICES Committee 

□ Subcommittee on ________________ _ 

or 
□ Confirence Committee 

Leaislatlvo Council Amendment Number 

Action Taken D" R~.~ te~~ 
" Motion Made By J&.o 'ti,~ 

Sen1ton Yes 
Senator Lee. Chaimerson 
Senator Kilzer. Vlce-Chaimerson 
Senator Erbele 
Senator Fischer ✓ 

Seconded 
By ~~ 

No Senaton Y• 
✓ Senator Polovitz V 
v Senator Mathern ✓ 
t/ 

-·-

No 

·-

Total (Y•) --= ....... ~~------No~ __ a ________ _ 
·.·• A....._-t 

-:!·' -~ 

Floor Assignment 

If the vote ls on an llllelldment_ briefly indlcate intent: 
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Roll Call Vote #: 3 

:ZNI SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTJON NO. '2, c/ I 7 

Senato HUMAN SERVICES Committee 

C Subcomm,ttee on ____________________ _ 
or 

0 Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number ..... -------------· 

ActionTaken _ f), M~~------------
Motion Made By ~ j~ 

Senaton Yet 

Seconded 
By 

No Stnaton 
Senator Lee. Chairoerson V Senator Polovitz 
Senator Kilzer. Vlce-Chairoerson V Senator MathCf'!' 
Senator Erbele v 
Senator Fischer v 

-

Total (Yes) _,d _______ No ~ 

Absent 

Floor Asslsnment ./1.e....v. 4 ~(.,.J 

If the vote ls on an amendment, briefly indicate intent: 

Yes No 
J/ 
✓ 
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fllPORT OP STANDING COUUIV fll (410) 
,..,,_, 1 I, 2001 1 :GI p.m. 

Module No: SR•lf..3111 
Clrrter: KIizer 

lnNt1 LC: 10711,0102 Tffll: ,0200 

AIPORT OP STANDING COMMml& 
88 2417: Human BtrvlcN Committee (Sen. IM, Chairman) recommends AMENDMENTS 

AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO NOT PASS (4 YEAS, 
2 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING), SB 2417 was placed on the Sixth order on 
the calendar, 

Page 1, line 2, after •care• Insert "lmprovement11 

Page 1, line 7, after "care• Insert •improvement" and replace "ohlldren's services 
coordinating• with "children and f amity services division of the department of human 
services" 

Page 1, remove Hne 8 

Page 1, llne 9, remove "collaboration with the state's child care resource and referral 
agencies," 

Page 1, llne 1 o, after "care" Insert "Improvement" and replace "committee" with "early 
childhood services administrator" 

Page 1 , llne 11, replace "review" with "Improvement grant" and replace "under" with "to 
evaluate and monitor the progress of" 

Page 1, Une 12~ replace "review" with "Improvement grant" 

Page 1, llne 19, replace "be used for awarding grants and an" with "use the chlldrents services 
coordinating committee's system for distributing local grant money. An" 

Page 1, llne 22, replace "excluding" with "lncJudlng" 

Page 2, llne 7, replace "Provide" with "Expand or Improve the quality of" and replace "services" 
with "facllltles" 

Page 2, llne 8, replace "special funds derived from" with "the federal child care and 
development fund allocations for fiscal year 2001 and fiscal year 2002" 

Page 2, llne 9, remove "federal funds and other Income" 

Page 2, line 10, re~ace "children's services coordinating committee" with "department of 
human services" 

Page 2, lfne 11 , after "care" Insert "improvement" 

Page 2, tine 12, after the period Insert "The appropriated funds may not supplant, replace, or 
reduce any currenUy funded programs." . 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 
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Date: Ftbnwy 7, 2001 

1 To: Senator Judy Lte, 
Chairpor,on - Human Servlcea Convnittec 

From: Barb AmoJd0 Ten1esdaJ 
NDABYC PubUc Policy Committee 

Re: Conwents ro1udin1 S824 I 7 -

Wb•t tbll l>Ul 1r:W dg• 

• Create local partnerships between agencies, chUd care providers, parent, and employers to address child 
care needs whhfn their community. 

• Doubles the impact of federal dollars by seeking a tocal dolla,· for dollar match. 
(S5000 in community chUd care improvement grant money and $5000 local match) 

• UtUizos a small percentage of the new federal CCDF allocation. With over 1. 7 mil Hon new federal dollars 
coming to our state each year and not rc.~quiring a state match• there is plenty of mone~ to finance the 
activities outlined in this bill while still Increasing the county Uccnsing reimbursement and to cover higher 
subsidy payments to parent,, 

• Support new and innovative Ideas within our state that could raise the quality of care for children. 
A few examples are: 

✓ Fund a child care association to provide a CDA class M :111 •!'. dtca. 
✓ Help pay cost to bring tribal child care providers together to discuss what kind of 

support (CCR&R, lending libraries, health & safety training etc.) would be necessary to increase 
the number of licensed caregivers on thoir reservation. 

✓ Start up summer and aner•school programs in school-aged children. 

ln rgpon■e to Department of Human 6orvfce, comrocn&• on SB24l7-
lt is important to keep in mind the premise and priorities of the Child Care and Development Fund, which is to 
improve the quality of licensed care, retention of child care providers and expand the availability of services ( 1992 
preamble), According to Judy Galloway, our deputy regional administrator for the Office of Early Childhood 
Proarams. the CCDF final rule published July 241 1998 expanded the definition of activities that could be included 
in quality expenditures. The framework providetl by the final rule allowed for states to create a seamless child care 
iystem that meets the needs of children and families within each state, Our current focus on subsidies as the primary 
agenda item in meetin1 the needs or families is out of balance with the more whoUstic approach encouraged by the 
ori1inal focus of the CCDF fund, and the direction the federal government is moving towards in their additional 
$817 mJJUon in discretionary child care funds. The point is - there is plenty of money to fund all programs at their 
current level and increase support to counties for licensing, CCR&R 's, wrap-around care by Head Start, 
implementation of S824 I 7 and subsidies. If our state is truly putting 20% or more intr., quality activities - Why is 
the quality of care substandard, or the Jack of availability still a problem. Something should change. 

Two maJp1 Interest of CCDF money u Identified by DHS-
ln the comments provided to the senate human services committee by the Paul RoMigan and John Hougen. they 
have identified paying subisidics to parents and licensing activities as the focus ofCCDF funding. The Jack of 
support of the quality CCDF funding is the exact reason this bill needs to be pused. 

Parental Choice: 
It is true that the federal law states that we need to reimburse rec·s for relative care if that is the preferred type of 
child care chosen by parents. S824' l 7 does not preclude communities comhsff together to apply for gnnt money to 
provide training and education to relative providen, or even conducting activities that make it easy to bring relati\'e 
c:ue providers into compliance with licenaina standuds. What is a concern, is the idea of providing perks or 
incentives to people who have no interest in improvin& their skills tn meetina the needs of children and families. 



Lken1ln1 activld": 
The monltodns of child car, m Nordl Dakota doe, need additional funda to incrtUH lk:eruin1 efforu in COUJ\I)' r_.. . . 
omc,1. With addidonal fundin1 should also be tho expectation to improve the monirorina of chUd care rttaulations. \ .. 
The lkwlna acdvidet and expectations of child ~arc providers mould be eon1istent throuahou1 the stale. If one 
count)' Ucfnsor 1Uow1 • Muy Kay make-up party 11 aood 10Jf.e1teem trainina for a provider in her area, why is this 
unaccepeablf in another cowuy? Comlsccncy should be croated throughout the ,ta,.ci. If North Dakota sen usms 
quality CCDF dotlan to pay for county Ucensina, their must be some valu~ in being Uccn1ed • and thus anoth"r 
araument for not conthsulq to put such empha,is on paylna 1ubaidk,1 to un-rcaulated care. 

Provider compensatfon: 
There seems to be an 111umption that retention efforts will bo towards increuina salaries of child care providers ~nd 
will eventually raise the rate, char1ed to parents. This j1 untrue. The flnt stop towards better compensation is 1he 
creation ofprofe11ional development activities that tncreuo tho education, mdnins and experjonce of early 
childhood profe11tonals, Currently, there are few higher educat,on cluses available for early childhood 
professionals, and no cluses on the western half of the atatc for the Child Development Associates credential. h is 
the old argument that stUl holds true - providers c1Mot rajse rates, because parents caMot afford to pay more. TI1is 
is even more reason to get communities and employers involved to help solve these issues that create a beuer 
support system for workforce development, When we have lower standards of compensation for child care 
provJ~rs, h means leH quaUfled people and poorer quality care for children. In the end - everyone loses. 

Decision making power of Department of Human Service,: 
It is hard to manaae at a state level what individual conununities sec as a priority. SB 2417 gives resources 10 locnl 
communides to lncreuo tho 1v1ilab1Uty, affordabUity or chJld care, This bUI wu created not to reduce already low 
iupports for child care, which is the reason line 12 on the second page of the bUJ was put in. Again, this ls a bill 10 
improve ihe quality of care to children, not increase subsidies payments or regulations. This is one reason for lhe 
ovei,jght committee excluding the already weJl represented efforts that the department of human ,;ervices sees as 
their first two priority areas, 

(
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North Dakota Assoc/at/on for 
the Education of Young Children 
PO Box 5797 • Fargo, ND 58105-5797 

Febnaary 6, 2001 

To: 

From: 

Judy Lee, Chairperson, Senate Human Services Committee 

Barb Arnold-Tengesdal 
North Dakota Association for the Education of Young Children 

Re: Testimony in support of SB2417 

nae North Dakota Association for the Education of Young Children (NDAEYC) has a 
paid statewide membership of 356 and a local chapter affiliate membership of 
approximately 200 additional people, ': 1°· local chapters are in Grand Forks, Fargo, 
Jamestown, Bismarck, and Minot. Members represent a variety of jobs in the early 
childhood profession - family and group day care providers, duy care center staff and 
directors, preschool staff, Head Start staff, Minot and Grand Forks Air Force Base Child 
Development Center staff, Child Care Resource & Referral agencies, lab schools from 
Higher Education institutions and many other professionals within the field . 

.. 
Wby was the bill developed? 
This bill was created in partnership to HB 1381 ( child care tax credit for employers) as a 
child care and workforce support package, Time and again, NDAEYC has heard from 
parents, child care providers and employers that there are gaps in our statewide child care 
system .. and in reality, there is not a system for delivering child care services. 
► Parents complained that they could not find the child care they needed, or the quality 

they wanted. 
► Child Care providers find few inccmtives to stay in the field and with little adult 

interaction, the stress of long hours, few benefits, and low wages it js a difficult field 
to work in. Statewide data proves that it is not a viable profession to make a long­
tenn career commitmcnL 

► Employers find it difficult to hire workers for non-traditional working hours, and 
often sec how child care disruptions as a cause of problems in the workplace. 

North Dakota is on the brink of a child care crisis. Finding trained and qualified early 
childhood teachers to meet the growing demands for out of home care has become 
increasingly difficult. Few extended family members are staying home to watch the 
children of working parents. We can look around us and see many other states taking 
advantage of the economic boom and expanding programs that improve the care for kids. 
North Dakota is still not experiencing the boom and our tight state budget does not allow 
for new programs devoted to improving our weak child care system. This bill is a unique 
way to use collaborative partnerships to generate new funding and new opportunities. 

S)f;;,,/,;:~~.;-~._{l',.,~:1, · ... ·, ., 
,. .. '·· '. ~- . ' 
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How wUI die C""' C1111 l•prowi111111t G,,,,, Pro1ra Work? 
In December 2000, conareu pwod the FY 2001 Conaolidatod Appropriation, Act (P.L. 
106--554) which onaotl into law provisions of several bills, includJna the HHS-Eduoation• 
Labor Appropriation, blll (H,R, 5656), The appropriations law contains additional 
discretionary CCDF funds that were added t<l our original allocation. This is money for 
child care and must be used to supplement, not supplant, State general revenue funds. 
According to Childron'1 Defense Fund our state allocations are Sl,761,308 above our 
current allocation for FY 2001 (hcsinnlng October 2000). This is new money to our 
state. Tbll II over 3 mtlllo■ dollars above our current level or 1pendln1 for tbe next 
biennium. 

► This bill would put $500,000 over two years towards the Community Child Care 
Improvement Grant Program. 

SB 2417 identifles through the amendments an oversight committeei th.u is convened by 
the early childhood servic~ administrator. 

Ovenight eommtnoo: 
Thia bill creates a committee of 10 people from a variety of agencies who have oversight 
of the program and detcnnine the criterii4 for grant dist4ibution, evaluation and 
monitoring of the program. Criticism has been brought forth regarding who the 
participants on the committee are, and why economic assistan~e and county licensors are 
not included, Some peoplti have funding the Children's Services Coordinating 
Committee's local plans and eliminating the middle layer of administration and oversight. 

The CSCC local plans are one small picture of child care in our state. To address this 
issue in a more complete way, we should take into account other needs done by other 
agencies u well. This is the reason for specifying who is on the oversight committee. 
Each of the n1embers brings data pertinent to raising quality. Child Care Resource & 
Referral (CCR.&R) does annual training needs assessment in each region and pulls 
together a statewide picture. CCR&R also looks at other retention issues in their monthly 
updates with providt.'18, and uses the Clifford, Harms, Cryer rating scales, which 
measures the quality of care in centers. Head Start now has new perfonnance standards 
and federal mandates abot,t quality that can be shared with the entire state. Head start 
federal funding was also hwreased this year and they had been asked to address the same 
issues identified in this bill. ''fhe early cblldhood services administrator and Head 
Start collaboration officer rep~·esent the interest of the 5 year visioning plan for children 
done in October, In creating this visioning plan, 60 people from a variety of disciplines 
came together and created a unique: vision for services to children and families that 
weaves together regulatory, educatkm, social services, parental choice, collaboration, etc. 
All this data together will lead this community child cai·0 ~ mprovement initiative forward. 
This statewide oversight committee it, needed to evaluate, monitor and keep track of the 
increase in the quality of child care throughout the entire state. The individual CSCC 
plans could not give us this bigger picture of how successful the program proposed in SB 
2417 has or has not been. 

' ; ~ ;_,.·. '.; _, 'e ,_',' ' ; . ~ i;,' • ;i. •,I.'., . : :.~, ... 
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Why not county Ucensin1 or economic u,lstance on the statewide committee? 
Because they reprcaffll. the resulatory and reimburmncnt end of child care • 
which is not what this bill is addreasin1, 

PittrJpution te CS~C• fqr f\mdina l2cal cgllaltoratixe prqjecy, 
The regional and tribal Children's Services Coordinating Committees are great at 
bringlns together collaborative partners. They also have a workable application process 
for distributing grant money within the community. This bill requires a 100% match 
from a local fundln1 source, and is designed to bring communities together to wrestle 
with how to Improve the quality of child care in their area. The match can be from public 
or private sources and can be in-ldnd donations. 

Grants awarded b@Kd on meeting thr~e targeted needs. 
There are three primary needs that have been identified both nationally and within our 
state, that must be met if we are to improve the quality of care ~vailable to parents. It is 
believed that if concerted efforts are made to address these issues, then the quality of 
child care available in our state will be raised, 

1. Increase the availability and accessibiUty of licensed care in hard to find areas: 
Rural, school-age, infant-toddler, weekend, evening, summer. 

2. Retention of qualified child care providers with training, education and compens,1tion. 
3, Expand or improve the quality of child care facilities. 

The best part of tlds bllU 
In November when the visioning for children planning committee was gathering, 

· members of the department of human services were very cautious as to the ability to 
participate in the implementation of the plan as they felt they could not do anything that 
the legislature did not approve. This is the reason this bUl has been created. To give a 
voice, a foot and financial beginning to the ideas and issues addressed in that plan. 

We are creating a local investment in finding answers to the child care crisis. It allows 
different regions and tribes to address their unique child care needs without making a 
one-shoe-fits-au approach to improving quality. It provides a doUar for dollar match 
from local sources- in essence doubling the money put in towards raising the quality of 
child care in North Dakota. Instead of the state using $500,000 - we are collaborating 
with local support and putting $1,000,000 towards quality. NDAEYC finds that bold 
and exciting! 



' 

\.tlJt • \.tWN '-'•• \,,UWllt ... 

Chlld Care and Development Block Orant (CCDBO) 
Alloc1tlon1 for FY 2001 

Federal funding for the Child Care and Development Block Grant (CCDBG) 
rose to $4,&67 bllllon In FY 2001. Thia fuudlng Includes two components: 
dlsoreUonary and mandatory/capped entitlement funds. 

01,aretlan, fund• were lncreaaed b $817 mllllon brl~ total 

M1nd1tory/c1pped entitlement 'funding rose to $2.667 bllllon In FY 2001. 
This funding stream Itself Includes two parts-mandatory funds and matching 
funds: 

Mandaton¥ funds staved constant In FY 2001 at $1,232 billion. 
States w continue to receive a level or federal funding based 
on what they received during a period prior to 1996, 

Matching funds Increased by eppro,clmateiy $200 mllllon over 
the previous year1 to a total of $1,336 bHllon In FY 2001, This 
was a scheduled increase Included In the 1996 leglslatJon 
authorizing CCOBG. In order to receive the federaJ matching 
funds, states must meet several requirements. First, states must 
continue to expend a "malntenance-of-efforr level of state 
funding for child care based on the amount spent In FY 1994 or 
FY 1995, whichever Is greater. Second, 1tatet must obllQate for 
expenditure all of their current year manda~ funds. ThTrd, 
states must put up state matchlng funds to draw down the 
federal dollars. Therefore, to receive their share of the Increase 
In federal funding, states wlll have to provide some addltlonal 
matching funds. The match rate Is slmllar to the Medicaid match 
rate. The state-by-state allocation of these federal funds, and 
each state's required match, Is shown tn the second table below. 

• Discretionary Funds Increase FY 2000 to FY 2001 
• Mandatory Matching Funds Increase FY 2000 to FY 2001 

Discretionary Funds Increase FY 2000 to FY 2001 
Final Allocations 

http://cdfweb.vwh.net/chil~care/cc_ devblookgrant_alloc2001.hbn 

Ir 
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.... Total Total tncrea.ln 
0{~2':l Dlscre= FY200 

Dlscretlowy 
Fundil 

Alabama $24.179,698 $41.164.585 $16.984,887 
Alalka 2.-482,924 4.068,876 1,603.952 

Artzana 24,109,239 41.683,392 17,574,153 

Arkan• 14,108,936 24,754.995 10.646,059 

Cafifomla 140,118,941 233.210,913 93,091,972 

Colorado 12,777t050 21,667,247 8,890,197 

Connecticut 8,348,819 14.969,652 6,620,833 

Delaware 2,324.302 4,145,779 1,a21,e1n 

District of Columbia 2,004.896 3,332,314 1,327,418 

Florida 60,657,099 101,401,071 40,743.972 

Georgia 39,040,010 66,060.236 27,020,226 

Hawaii 4,607,295 7,981,199 3,373,904 

Idaho 6,208,409 10,911,269 4.702,860 

Illinois 44,098,996 74,315,122 30.216,126 

Indiana 21,679,660 36.918,950 15,239.290 

Iowa 10,586,303 17,854,779 7,268.476 

Kansas 10,453,641 17,753,131 7,299,490 

Kentucky 21,115,994 35,575,149 14,459,155 

Louisiana 29,952,478 49,903,882 19,951,404 

Maine 4,453,264 7,614.042 3,060,778 

Maryland 15,597,567 26,483,277 10t885,720 

Massachusetts 15,944,808 27.391,015 11,448.207 

Michigan 33.442.537 56.873,785 23,431.228 ,. 
Minnesota 15,567,676 25,623,505 10,055,829 

Mississippi 19,769,390 34,142,726 14,373.336 

Miuoort 21,742,006 36,838,779 16,096.773 

Montana 3,618,207 6,252,843 2,634,636 

Nebraska G,730,023 11,109,174 4,379,151 

Nevada 5,872,758 10,067,434 4,194,676 

New Hampshire 2,889,507 4,999,237 2,109,730 

New Jersey 22,018,871 38,160,188 18,131,315 

New Mexico 11,004,633 19,145,850 8,141,017 
New York 65,688,289 111,298,679 45,708,290 

--- North Cerollna 33,654,445 66,592,843 22,938,398 

~~ Notth Dakota 2,872,494 4.433,802 1,781,308 ,, - Ohle 38,966,029 66.946,624 26,980 • .t95 
Oklahoma 17,846,738 31,085,452 13,238,716 

,.,'' ' 

ii,' .. \· . Oregon 12,129,731 20,601,959 8,472.228 .. , 
Penna~la 37,227,387 62,876,567 25,449.200 

Puerto Rico 27,153,207 47,744,829 20,501,822 ~(,, 
· f}1'··,•.'. 

i~{, . • http://cdfweb.vwh.net/cbUdcarelcc .... dovblockgrant_alloc2001,htm 
' .. j•\; ~L/,.-:- ~;.- \ ... I I • ~- /· ' ' \, 
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RhodellllfMI I I ' 3 092 883 5.237 812 I ' 
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SouthCaroNna 21,216.238 36,012,981 14,79S.743 
SouthDakotl 3,698,840 6,932,506 2.233,668 
Tennessee 24,094,711 41.244,087 17,148,356 
Texas 111,802,871 190,209,793 78,a,922 
utah 11,746,420 20,&43,745 8,887,325 
Vermont 1,924,388 3,245,418 1,321,030 
Virgi,la 22,717,260 38,612,741 16,895,481 
Washington 19,334,643 32,945,383 13,810,740 

West Virginia 8,585.481 15,019,618 6,434,137 
Wisconsin 17.270,415 29,075,560 11,805,145 
Wyoming 1,940,145 3,179,647 1,239,502 
Sub Total States 1,140,148,520 1,eM,000.000 793,151,480 

TOTAL (fnctudlng 1,182,672,000 2,000,000,000 817,321,000 
states, territories, 
tribes, Chltd Care 
Aware toll-freo phone 
llne, T&TA, research) 

Mandatory Matching Funds Increase FY 2000 to FY 2001 
Flnal Allocations 

Stat• Federal Federal Increase In Total State 
Matching Matching Federal Match 

Fund• Funds Matching Requlrtment 
FV2000 FY 2001 Funds FY2001 

Alabama $17,422,447 $20,056,875 $2,634,428 $8,699,897 
Alaska 3,107,472 3,688,651 579,179 2,891,955 · 
Arizona 20,923,151 25,838,255 4,915,104 13,447,521 
Arkansas 10,399,238 12,312,211 1,912,975 4,549,212 

California 150,085,692 174,892,428 24,806,738 166,381,090 
Cok)rado 16,705,714 19,948,981 3,243,267 19,948,981 
Connecticut 13,029,950 15,859,243 2,829,293 15,859.243 

Delaware 2,929,216 3.482, 190 552,974 3,482,190 
Dlltrict of 1,793,217 1,934,162 140,945 1,934,162 Cok.tmbla 
Florida 67,971,238 67,992,063 10,020,827 52,092,824 
Georgia 33,098,773 39,380,462 6,281,689 26,816,626 
Hawaii 4,935,260 6,596,284 661,014 4,788,066 
Idaho 6,486,014 8,423,762 937,738 2,864,473 
fNlnoll 52,258,949 60,935,059 8,878,110 60,935,059 
lndlena 2◄,333,860 28,706,933 4,372,083 17,584,107 

Iowa 11,242,851 13,118,071 1,873.420 7,812,718 
KlnUI 11,018,088 12,888,188 1,872,079 8,845,945 
Ktntucky 15,723,488 17,989,838 2,288,173 7,617,468 
Loullllna 18,792,288 21,973,873 3,U'1,81& 9,181,4M 

http://cdfweb.vwh.net/clu1dcMtlcc_devblocqrant_aJloc200 l .htm 02/05/2001 
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Mllr,e 4,510.878 5.210,972 700.096 2,870,111 
Maryland 21,137,881 24.993,340 3.855,459 ~,4,993,340 
Mauecholettl 24,039.218 28,128.402 4.089.UM 2,9, 128,402 

~ 40,932.188 47.862.750 6,930.562 31\332,604 
Mlnnelota 19,847.050 23.348,958 3.501,906 22,334.m 
Mississippi 12,003t622 14,015,681 2,012,059 -1.~m.152 
M,ssot.Wf 22,381,527 26.975.271 3.593,744 16,586.209 
Montana 3.420,082 3,975.429 555,347 1,4617,382 

Nebraska 6,990,450 8,132,242 1,141.792 5,33tl,195 
Nevada 7.783,957 9,556,633 1,772,676 9.420,,001 
New 4,768,426 5,636,083 867,657 5,636,l'83 Hampshire 

New Jersey 33,005,730 38,687,625 5,681,895 38,687 ,6.?5 
New Mexico 8,065.898 9.251,874 1.185,976 3,284,541 

--
New York 74,787,882 85,863,057 11,075,175 85,883,051' 
North Caronna 31,636,982 37,217,632 5,680.650 22,359,176 
North Dakota 2,4931592 2,858,269 364,677 1,225,556 · 
Ohio 45.422,811 53,006,541 7,583,930 36,789,395 
Oklahoma 13,835,991 16,249,398 2,413.407 6,559,976 
Oregon 13,117,570 15,375,204 2,257,634 10,250,136 
Penn sylvan la 45,689,521 52,996.606 7,307,085 45,840,779 
P1,1erto Rico - - - 0 

Rhode Island 3,888,266 4,586,39:, 698,127 3,940.086 

South Carolina 15.467,514 18,012,348 2,544,834 7,558,845 
' South Dakota 3,117,935 3,594,395 476.480 1,667.492 

Tennessee 21,512.460 25,367,856 3,855,396 14,399,907 
Te)(as 92,0521550 109.400.835 17,348,285 71,218,011 
Utah 11,256,175 13.411,341 2,155,166 5,361,633 

Vermont 2,197,642 2,508,092 310,550 1,511,286 
Virginia 28,811,173 31,835,089 4,823,916 29,377,619 -Washington 23,579,517 27,753,860 4,174,343 26,987.481 

West Vlrglnla 6,241,382 7,338,794 1,095,412 2,401,451 

Wisconsin 21,121,005 24,527,173 3,408,168 16.840,972 
Wyoming 1,948,518 

·, 
2,229,301 282,783 1,221,629 

Sub Total 1,138.217, 719 1,331,717,719 1115,500,000 1,028,421,804 St1t11 

http://cdf\veb. vwh.n"~chitdcare/cc_devblockgrant_alloc2001.htm 02/0S/2001 
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FY 2001 Chld Care Approprladon1 

The FY 2001 Consolidated Appropriations Act (P.L. 106-554) enacts into law 
the provi1lona of several blU1, including the HHS-Education-Labor 
ApproprletionI biU (H.R. 6668). • The new law contains several provisions 
related to child care and early care and education. 

M,{/ltlonal FY 200 t Dlscc,tlon,rv CCDF Funds. The FY 2001 appropriations 
law contains over $817 million in additional FY 2001 Discretionary CCDF 
funds. When added to the amount previously appropriated for FY 2001 , total 
Discretionary CCDF funding Is $ 2 billion. The law requires that these 
additional funds must be used to supplement, not supplant, State general 
revenue f unda for child care assistance for low-income f amllles. Additionally, 
the Conference Report to the Act specifies that funds under the Child Care 
and Development Block Grant are to be used to supplement, not supplant, 
State and local child care funds. No State match Is required to draw down 
these Federal dollar.. 

Earmarks for FY 200 t Qlscr,tlonorv CCDF Funds. FY 2001 Discretionary 
CCDF funds Include the following earmarks: 

• $19. 12 million for ch/Id care resource and referral and school-aged child 
care activities, of which $1 mlllion will be for the Ch/id Care Aware toll 
free hotline. 

• Over t 172 mlllion for quallty Improvement activities, and $100 million to 
Improve the quality of Infant and toddler ,:::are. These quality dollars are In 
addition to the four percent minimum that States must use for quality. 

• $1 O milllon for HHS to use for child care research, demonstration, and 
evaluation activities. 

' 
Advence Aaproprlatlon for FY» 2002. In a departure from the past, the 
appropriations law did not Include an advance appropriation for FY 2002 
CCDF funds. However, the conference report notes that the conferees Intend 
that funding for the child care block grant be at least the current level In FY 
2002. 

Early Lesrnlng Oppq[tunltlss Act. $20 mllllon Is appropriated for HHS to 
lmplerY,ent a new program--the Early Learning Opportunities Act. Funds are to 
be used by 10011 communities for developlng, operating, or enhancing 
voluntary early I earning programs that are likely to produce sustained gal ns In 
early learning. (See more detailed description below). 

• Full t1xt of the blll can be found on ttw, Library of Congresa' Thomas web•alte at 
btto;//th9m11.loc.goy/, Enter the bill number (H.R. 5868) In the search function near the top 
of the pagt. 
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HNd s,,n. The appropriations law provides a $933 million increase for Head 
Start, raising total funding to $6.2 billion for FY 2001. These new funds will 
be used to expand enrollment and make significant Improvements in quality, 
Including providing profesalonal development opportunities and enhancing 
wages and benefits for staff. ACF is strongly encouraging Joint planning of 
services to familles ellglble for both Head Start and CCDF in order to provide 
full .. day services and reach new populations. 

21" Century Communhy Leaming Centers. The U.S. Department of 
Education•• 21• Century Community Leaming Centers received a $392 million 
Increase, bring!i1g total funding to nearly $846 mllllon for FY 2001. This 
funding Includes over $20 million for after-school programs in specific 
communities that are named in the conference report. The conference report 
also requires the U.S. Department of Education to strongly encourage 
applications to be submitted Jointly by a local educatf onal agency and a 
communlty .. based organization (such as child care providers, youth 
development organizations, museums, libraries, and Departments of Parks and 
Recreation). The Department of Education plans to make approximately 400 
new grant awards with the additional funding. On January 3, 2001, the 
Department Issued a Federal Register notice inviting applications. Applications 
are due by March 30, 2001. For more information see: 
htto:/lwww,ed.goy/21 stcclc/spps.htrol. 

Profe1slon1l Development of Early Childhood Educators. The appropriation 
law provided $1 0 million for a new initiative to train early childhood educators 
and caregivers In hlgh•povarty communities. The focus will be on professional 
development activities to further children's language and literacy skills to help 
prevent them from encountering reading dlfflcultles once they enter school. 
We-anticipate that the U.S. Department of Education wlll award these funds 
through a grant competition. 

Loan Forglv,eoess for Child Car, Providers. For the first time, funds have been 
provided ( $1 mllllon) to the U.S. Department of Education (ED) for a 
previoualy•authorlzed student financial assistance loan forgiveness program for 
child care providers. The conference report discusses plans to examine the 
estimated number of borrowers i.nd amounts ellgible to be f oreglven to help 
make c·ertaln that sufficient funding la avallable for this program In the future. 
The conferee• also direct ED to ensure that Information about the avallablllty 
and benefits of this program la provided to all potentially ellglble borrowers. 

· Campus Chlld C,c,. Funding for campus-baaed child care (the U.S. 
Department of Educ ~tlon' a Child Care Access Means Parents in School 
program) Increased by $20 mllllon to a total of $26 mlllfon. 
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Ttchnlcal Assistance Qranfl. As part of Social Services and Income 
Maintenance Research, the appropriations law provides $2.6 million for grants 
to qualified private, non-profit intermediaries to demonstrate the provision of 
technical assistance to child care providers to improve the quality and supply 
of child care f acillties In low Income communities and to document the 
changes. 

Tlt/1 /. The appropriation for the U.S. Department of Education includes over 
$800 million In additional funding for Title I - Education for the Disadvantaged 
programs. This increase includes an additional $100 million for Even Start, 
raising the program•s total appropriation to $250 million. 

TANF Transfer to Social Services Block Grant. For FY 2001, the appropriations 
law char1ged the cap on the percentage of Temporary Assistance for Needy 
Families (TANF) funds that can be transferred to the Social Services Block 
Grant (Title XX). The new cap Is 10 percent of TANF funds awarded to the 
State in FY 2001 (rather than the previously-specified 4.25 percent). The 
overall limit on the percentage of FY 2001 TANF funds that can be 
transferred to CCDF and Title XX remains at 30 percent. 

Ch/Id Care Safety and Health Grants. FY 2001 fuods were not appropriated 
for the child care safety and health orants recently authorized by the 
Chlldren's Health Act of 2000 {P.L. 106-310). However, the authorization 
remains in place with the posslbillty of future funding. 

Qhlld and Adult Care Food Program. The Miscellaneous Appropriations section 
(H.R. 6666) of P.L. 106-564 changed eHnlbllity requirements for the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture's Child and Adult Care Food Program. Effective 
December 21, 2000 through September 30, 2001, a private organization 
(e.g., for .. proflt child care provider) can participate In the food program If at 
least 26 percent of the children served by the organization are eligible for free 
or reduced price lunch. (Previously, the law required that 25 percent of 
children receive Title XX Social Services Block Grant funds in order for a 
private organization to be eligible.) 
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Early Learning Qpportunhles Act 

$20 mlllion Is spproprlattld for HHS to implement a new progrftm-the Early 
Learning Opportunities Act (although funding Is authorized for significantly 
higher amounts through FY 2005). Funds are to be used by local 
communities for developing, operating, or enhancing voluntary early learning 
programs that are llkely to produce sustained gains in early learning for young 
children (from birth to the agfl of mandatory school attendance). 

Use of Funds. A grantee Is required to use funds for three or more of the 
following activities: 

• Helping parents, caregivers, child care providers, and educators to increase 
their capacity to facilitate the development of cognitive, lanQ~age 
comprehension, expressive language, social-emotional, and motor skills, 
and promote learning readiness; 

• Promoting effective parenting; 
• Enhancing early childhood literacy: 
• Developing linkages between early learning programs within a community 

and between early learning programs and health care services for young 
children; 

• Increasing access to early learning opportunities for young children with 
speclal needs, Including developmental delays, by facllitatlng coordination 
with other programs serving such young children; 

• Increasing access to existing early learning programs by e.,cpanding the 
days or times that the young ohlldren are served, by expanding the number 
of young children served, or by Improving the affordability of the programs 
for low .. lncome famillas. 

• Improving the quality of early learning programs through professional 
development and training activities, Increased competition, and recruitment 
and retention Incentives, for early learning providers; and 

• Removing ancillary barriers to early learning, Including transportation 
dlfflculties and absence of programs during nontraditional work times. 

Grantees must also: coordinate with local educational agencies to support 
school readiness; ensure that activities e.nd services are developmentally­
appropriate; provide benefits for children cared for In their homes as well as 
children placed In the care of others; and use slldlng scale fees for any 
programs or services that require payment. 

Awarding /;,mds. In keeping with the statutory language, since the 
appropriation la leas then $160 minion for FY 2001, HHS will award grants 
dlrectly to Local Councils, on a competitive basis, to pay the Federal share of 
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the coat of carrying out early learning programs. (If the appropriation exceeds 
$1 60 mlllion for a flscal year the law requires that HHS allocat~ funds to 
States, ·and States would award funds to Local Councils). Local Councils will 
consist of local agencies, p1rent1, and other stakeholders and community 
leaders. The law ee1abllshes some basic requirements related to local 
applications. HHS shall provide technical assistance and monitoring to Local 
Councils as necessary. 

Amounts Reserved for Ind/an Tribes, Alaska Natives, and Native Hawallaas. 
Of the total funds, 0.6 percent is reserved for Indian Tribes, and 0.5 percent 
is reserved for Regional Corporations and Native Hawaiian entities. 

Federal Share,. The Federal share is 86 percent for the first and second years 
of the grant, 80 percent for the third and foorth years, and 76 percent for the 
fifth and subsequent years. The non-Federal share may be contributed In cash 
or In kind. Funds must be used to supplement, not supplant, other Federal, 
State and local public funds. 

PerformanctJ Goals, Local Councils will biennially assess community needs 
and resources, develop performance goals, and report annually on progress. If 
HHS deterrnlnes there Is not sufficient progress, a performance Improvement 
plan wlll be required. 

Administrative Costs. HHS may use not more than 3 percent of the amount 
appropriated to pay for administrative costs, Including the monitoring and 
evaluation of State and local efforts, Not more than 3 percent of the funds 
received by a Local Council can be used for administrative costs. 

Coordination. HHS and the U.S. Department of Education (ED) must develop 
mechanisms to resolve administrative and programmatic conflicts between 
Federal programs that would be a barrier related to coordination of services 
and funding. Equipment and supplies purchased with these funds are not 
restricted to children enrolled or otherwise participating In the program carried 
out under the Early Learning Opportunities Act. 
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a.irpenon Lee and Members of the Committee: 

I am Linda Reinicke. a Proaram Director for Child Care Resource & Referral. I 

reprelCllt the statewide network of Child Care Resource & Referral (CCR&R) offices 

located in non-profit agencies in the state's eight major cities. We are funded by the 

Department of Human Services (Federal Child Care Development Fwxt), foWldation 

grants, and community resources. Lutheran Social Services is the host agency for 

CCR&R in western ND and my employer. 

Child Care Resource & Referral I) helps parents find child care 2) supports the 

start-up of center and home-based child care businesses 3) trains chikl care providers 4) 

and works with employers and communities to address their child care needs. OUr work 

with parents, providers. and communities aff'ords us a comprehensive picture of child 

care throughout the state. We see SB 2417 as an asset to building the supply and quality 

of child care, and we voice our support for SB 2417. 

Based on our work with parents and providers, we see these child care challenges: 

1. B1HcH11 aad m1latal1l11 t•e 1upply olelalld eare is difficult (see 

attachment). There are approxhnatejy 1, 700 licensed ~hlld care facilities in 

ND. In 2000, 348 providers, one or In five providers, closed tMlr businesses. 

Durina that same tJme period 281 new providers opened businesses. However, 

the net lou wu -67 prcvlders and a Joss of 677 spaces In the state's licensina 

capecity. Data shows the Wllliston and Jamestown regjons have the hiehest 

tumover. Most often. turnover la attributed to a Umlted ability to aenwate 
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adequate income. Generally. the 6nancial scenarios for programs are I) blah 

o.,.,.aioml costs (staff costs consume 70'/4 of budgets. yet staff salaries are 

Deal' minimum wage) 2) limited ability to ask parents to pay more for the care 

they receive; (parents are already paying 20-4ot/4 of the fiunily's income for 

child care) and 3) after staff is paid, little remaim for needed equipment or to 

renovate and expand. 

2. Building and maintaining the supply of lnrant care Is particularly difllcult, 

~ the need is high. Last year CCR&R provided referrals for S, 762 children 

of which 2,412 (almost half) were for children under age two. Again, the 

ability to generate an adequate income is a core issue. Our state has a 

commitment to doing what is best for infants by enforcing a low provider­

child ratio. Our infants deserve care that is there for them when they need it, 

and ~ith infantSt that is most of the time. Low ratios. however, hardly 

generate dollars needed to cover staff salaries, and, when a program, center­

or homo-based, needs to adjust the budget. infant care is most likely the first 

expense to be eliminated. 

3. Evening, weekend. or shift-work care also generates limited income. Parents 

working late•hour ~s at nursing homes or weekends at local mini .. marts are 

presented with few or no options for good licensed care. 

With the Community Child Care Improvement Grants, an additional resource is 

available for commw\ltles to address their speclfic child care challenges. CCR&R will be 

available to usist individuals or communities interested in starting a child care busineu 

or current proa,ams Interested in Increasing their licensing capacity or program quality. 

We urp your aupport otSB 2417. Thank you. 

:, '."'.,':,: ,, 
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7 {lllmln:k) 

n am a (Elcldnlan} 

TGIII 

•11101 

Hai:lllm2 

Rmlirtn 3 {Dlll,la I.ala) 

n■glan4 (Grand Fab) 

n■glan5{Fago) 

Tolll 8 {Dlddl.wt) 

Dlllaby OlldC.. Racutle& 

11111 'ClllclC..Ucens1ng_F1g111Nfor2000 
(JulJ 1199 -June 2000) 

JalN 

51 

212 

83 

223 

498 

158 

348 

135 
1,710 

Jul-II 

ti25 

3,894 

1.351 

4.739 

8.682 

2.SJT 

5.345 

1.632 
21,171 

Dmps 

(22) 

{53} 

(4) 

(42) 

{91) 

(49) 

(59) 

(28) 

(348) 

Olapa 

(306} 

(827) 

(47) 

(600} 

(92S) 

(597) 

(470) 

(327) 

(4,100) 

8-Fel>-01 

PnMdera 
Adda Jun-00 

11 .-s 
34 193 

11 90 

33 214 

92 497 

28 135 

49 338 

25 132 
211 1.143 

Capacity 

Adds Jun-GO 

218 735 

653 3.720 

123 1,427 

330 4.469 

1,117 8.873 

232 2.142 

508 5,381 

248 1,551 
3,423 21,218 

··•.•~: ~~f '~~)$-~~ 

LoealGaln TIIIIIOVW 

(11) .38IJ(, 

(19) -25% 

7 .sew. 
(9) -19% 

1 -18% 

(23) -31% 

(10) -17" 

(3) -21% 
(17) -20% 

LoalGaln 

(90) 

{17~p 

78 

(270) 

191 

(365) 

36 

(81) 
(177) 
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T•tlmony for.8B2417 
Reglonal/Trlbal CSCC R•ponM 

My name is Sandy Bendewald and I am the director of the Region VI 
CSCC. I am here today representing the , regional/tribal CSCCs as 
the chair of the State CSCC legislative committee. , I am · not here 
today to either speak In favor of or against the bill, but rather to 
provide clarification on the role of the CSCC in this bill. 

The regional/tribal CSCCs are ttsted in the bill as the entity to 
distribute grant funding to local grantees. We do have granting 
proce11e1 In place that could be used to award the child care grants 
•• lleted In this bill. The procedures have been developed to Insure 
there Is not conflict of interest when the decisions are made. The 
CSCCa also have in place procedures to monitor the grants once 
awarded. 

The CSCC1 do award grants for other state entitles. We have 
awarded grants for the · DMslon of Mental Health and Substance 
Abuse as wen •• for the Department of Health. The contracta 
between the CSCCs and the state departments outline the guidelines 
and what type of grants can be awarded. In both of theN cn11 the 
state departments have approached the local CSCC1 llklng of their 
Interest and wttllngneea to award the granta. The majority of the 
cscca do chOON to enter into the contract because ft addresses 
Issue and concern• In their five year plans. 

The child care luues In thil bill In addition to many earty childhood· 
1uue1 not In the bill, are of concem to the cscca and are included in 
the five year plane. My auumptlon 11, if thl1 bill pa-, most If not 
all, CSCC1 would be willing to enter into a contract to award the 
grantl. 
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Ta ,_, IM,a.hwu,._.. ••• k"11•C.•u 
,,_ tJ#.M#Mln•,tMlll-"H'Ntt.GfllNI ,.,.__,("PM471) 
.. lJ ~ ... . ... , ... ,., ...... ., .. ,.., 
a.w ... 1e ...... .., ....... Wt ... WICCIU&dltllltdwayllOtlftllPomm IWl,fol:w.:t· 
ce-,t••-·••flllul4M ........... Jt'1aoe111 ...... lwouWwitJIOA..,...,' IM!Uld 
hotN lltM lk to, ...... ,.. Mid ........ hi Pinned and htupd'II "1)1 IO tho bo..at " ..... ra-Uet. 
-,ao,.. aM tfJ .. ukiot, • 241' ....Wallow cowcuuw ICt'ON ~ D_. to 11M NWWl\qO ti 
ls.-wltd,. ... illlhl.,..fldi__,, 

MIit 11 yeua ~ on bchurotobJW,~ Md ta4nJUu 111 Honla Now ckJ,.01\, I wa, l,ppcd to btcomo a 
..,._t1,~W°""'"'l~1MtotdltMl>W'•Tqlc"""°"hs1ueg~lopleatblMayl9'7. Al 
'"'~• tloocl ~ Mdll Mte ..,a\'cd, °"' w°" Jfldually-.mc ~ oa NeOS•~ oldw onpm1 
fO&t NM4 ~ chH4 _.. "' .......... • Mblt, P'C'Cluc4i\'O ,.,.. Jbm, Tht CNW care Tulc ,~ WII fonMd to 
.WU I -.&yll la ......... eNld • a"4 workfottt luuu, and a ttraic,ic bmlMN plan WU Rtaltcl, 
II 2411 wout _.. u,. u wen .. odwn hi tho -~ llclnf tht IIIM clta1tenaa, &o ICMMO ohUd C1119 tnltlMMI! 
...,vmwmt_.,.tt...,ld'tMclevtlopNnt, 

Ono otu.o ,_. tlpuloant burier, &o ,.,...u II emplo)'M 1, WJnt rcUut; ch1l4 car,. Nauonu IUM)'l thOw 
tuc to% al Qudlot wo aot CIIJllftdent ""4r otin4 care wUI bo In pllCf 11'( saoatht f'rom DOW. I• • OrMd '°"' 
~. 10, 1% or,.,... ropo,kld lhll II wu dlffltult so lad oMkl care. , .. lM 2000 0JNld Poru bpoa 1-abnf 
Malki..1 Stucly, :Jffi d'panat, l..UC11t4 probkn fln&Mna ctiUd ca,c durJq tbl Umt of di, tbey _... tcniett. 
S8 :,1,, il &araeU•a MtlHWty and ~Uty ot~hild ""'· ,r,ould allow commwutl• to addrtu tlle twin 
&mid, tfftww lb11MchWW wo p,ovlchn, ud ~rt1tln1 avin~lly otMrvtce, clwtaa ~ldonaJ houn 
an4 f'tt "l'ff'f )"OIII ;hJW,a 

A ~ IUJor .._ .. tor ,arena, aec•1n1 child care 11 the QU&Wx ol lhc ~hUd we opion, ava11tbl• 10 thom, 
Quality sutt,ra. It coa8nncd ~ numorou, pjece, of re,wch chins pu~r ICldolnic ,.,,,mw,ce and mo" 
~Vt UIOIMt~'614 rdadouhlpt u I mult Qf'hlah q11Hly child we. Yet. ffllfl)' parutl bM to chOolc 
bQew<cn INU!kltd cart b IMP' c1"14ren and ttnnb11ttn1 ~mploymcnt. A utJonwldc, tuftt)' fDwMI tut an 
•rm1111 50% f1I,.,.. Nd an cxpQricnoo so bid tJ-.t)' 111d 10 ltop ~"I that etuld 00,1 provider lhoplhtr, Local 
,_.,. clllc,._ IIIUY child caN: danlpdoN due 10 poor quali~ can--d.lapm ao& chanpd all day an4. chUdrea 
,,...1• till ..... •to llleadoft lack olnrtwdnce aN ifllCUcctull ldll\lbtlon .• Tn the 2000 Labor Mllrut 
._.,, :tl'6 .,~-•••••• tldk:eu• • proWtln ladtna cp1ffl)' cue tbe1 could anw Wblh ,.,.... cboke 
eholWlle 1 ............. 11 A .... dllld cart. h CD Otlly ,work lt.ral c'°'• 111 MtltWe. D 24J'P, l1 
■sltla, • ,..,_.. \M ...- "c:WW CM, -4 ._. posJ&Jon North o.ota puntl ta ftnd. ,,.._ .,..,.,, ... ., o., ~ .......... tMlfflll ... ,..,, . 

.....,, •llklhlvt:dJ&r fl allecled • 1 dlll)'_..., i. .,cfflx:rJw cMWclrc, OYet baldll p1rent1 Ill• 
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BASIC COMPONENTS OF QUALITY OF LIFE FOR EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION 
PROGRAMS 

Thelma Hannt propo•• 3 ba1lo componenta of quality In program1 Ht'Vlng children: 

1, ProttctJon of ohlldren'• heatth and 11fety and prevention of abuH and neglect. 
2. Building relation,hlp1 with children, parenta, extended famUy, and community 
3. Opponunttln for 1tlmul1tlon and l11mlng from experience. 

No one component 11 more or lees Important than the others. It take, alt 3 to create a quality 
program. 

I, ProttotJon 
A. Health 

1, Nutrition 
2, Sanitation 
3, Pel'IOnal Hygiene; aelf .. help 
4, Mea1ure1 to reduce lnfectlou, diseased In group settings 
5, Parent Education materials and referrals 

B. Safety 
1, PrecautJon• to avoid Injury from ml1hap1 
2, Supervl1lon 
3. Prevention of abuse and neglect 
4. Parent Education 

II, BulkUng Relatlonahlps 
A. With chlldNn 

1. Separation from pnntt 
2. Continuity of Cite; prtma,y caregtver 
3. POlttiwapproecheltodilclpMne 
4, 0eYelopment of IOCillt lkMII 

a, WMttPllf'IID 
1. 0ppoftunltiN for communication 
2. Blti,g trUlt owr tine 
3, Parent comnncaton and education 
4, Anti-b6II apprwh, cuMu,al......., 
5, Tuned In lo the chMd'I ...,,., and communMy 

"'· Oppor1untltN tor llinullMon and , • .,.. 
A. V~ of hlfldl.Oft dllll• 
1.App'OPJ ,... 
C, ~ ftlllialft.allilllllllllll M._. .... 

D. ld,tdt.. ..,.uy and--lfnplttlml to,..._ 
I. ~--outof-

laahol ............ hal~. aupw-lilory andCUfflCUlf' ~-.. 
..... ........ to home and ctlld .. --- ...... 
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5=Good 
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