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PRESIDENT'S CORNER: THE CURRENT STATE OF MiPSAC
By Charles Enright, JD MSW

The Michigan Professional Society on the Abuse lifden (MiPSAC) is the state chapter
affiliate of the American Professional society ba Abuse of Children (APSAC). MiPSAC was
formed in 1996 by several committed professionalmfa variety of disciplines that accepted
the challenge of improving Michigan’s responsehidccmaltreatment. Since its formation,
MiPSAC has continued to strive for improved methofleesponding to child maltreatment, to
foster networking, to be an information resouraetfi@ media, legislators, and policymakers,
and to sponsor quality training for Michigan praiesals involved with child maltreatment.

The MiPSAC Newsletter, edited by Vince Palusci aedi Cowling and the Child
Abuse Listserv hosted by Steve Ondersma have beetilent mechanisms to increase
communication and foster networking among Michigasfessionals involved with child
maltreatment and are benefits of MIiPSAC membersMi? SAC also collaborates with the
University of Michigan Medical School in sponsoriagpeaker at the annual Michigan
Statewide Conference on Child Abuse and Negle¥psilanti. This involves monetary as well
as planning support.

MiPSAC strives to strengthen ties with other orgations involved with child maltreatment. Nancyfsks, active
participation in Board meetings and as guest cteedf April-September, 2004 issue of the MiPSAGNEtter is one outcome of
this effort. She was/is Chairperson of the Michigzhapter of the National Children’s Alliance. Téés talent and experience in
these other groups working to ameliorate CAN, awitéctively we could be a powerful voice for Michig's children.

While each of us contributes to the cause indivigiuaie have also striven collectively to define @ganizational strategy.
We started by using a SWOT analysis of MiPSAC. tTh&rengths, Véaknesses, iportunities and fireats. From that it became
clear that while we have an enormous amount ofipassd expertise, we don't have significant finahoesources or the
organizational clout to do what we would like.

We have considered a web page for posting the N#wesffor all to see rather than just members. Hatee considered a
speakers bureau utilizing speakers from our ranlsaa a clearinghouse for other experts. Neith#rase has been fully
implemented yet. We will continue to develop at&gic plan to leverage our collective strengthBeatecognizing our limits and |
will try real hard not to spawn a Dilbert cartoonthe process. What can we realistically do, girenresources we have?

I look forward to presiding over MiPSAC Board megs this coming year and getting together with icthého are
passionate about seeing that everyone affectetiiliyroaltreatment receives the best possible psadeal response.

"Do all you can, with what you have, in the time yave, in the place you are." (Xolani) Nkosi Jadm February 4, 1989 — June
1, 2001

In this Issue of the MIPSAC Newsletter...

Page 1., President’s Corner: The Curtate 8f MiPSAC, by Charles Enright, JD, MSW
PagE 2. . MiPSAC Annownaathélpicoming Meetings
Page 3. Adoption Law Changes and Grantpisitation, By Carol A. Siemon, JD
Page 5. How to get information aboomipg Michigan legislation, by Pat Sorensgn

Page 6...New Requirement for Early Intervention @ménges to Ombudsman Legislation, by Lynne Martipe

MIPSAC ANNOUNCEMENTS & UPCOMING MEETINGS
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MiPSAC Board Meeting

SPECIAL MEETING: Strategic Planning 10am-12N
...to develop a strategic plan for 2005-2008

Board of Directors Meeting, 12N — 2pm

April 29, 2005

(2" Friday, even months, 12 noon — 2 PM)

Michigan Children’s Ombudsman’s Office, Lansing

Harmonm@michigan.gov

NCA National Symposium on Child Abuse
March 8 — 11, 2005, Huntsville, Alabama

NCA.org

15" National Conference on Child Abuse & Neglect:
Supporting Promising Practices and Positive Outsyn
a Shared Responsibility, April 13-23, 2005. Bostdi,

11" Annual FIA Physicians’ Medical Conference
May 24-25, 2004, Frankenmuth, Ml
VitaD@michigan.gov

MiPSAC’s Goals

* To bring together professionals working
in the area of child maltreatment

* To foster networking

* To be an information resource

* To sponsor quality training

Michigan Professional Society on the Abuse of Gardnc.
2005 MiPSAC Board of Directors

President: Charles Enright, JD, MSW, Midland,
enrightcha@voyager.net

Vice President: Rosalynn Bliss, MSW, CSW, DeVos
Children’s Hospital, Grand Rapids,
Rosalynn.Bliss@Spectrum-Health.org

Treasurer: Vincent Palusci, MD MS, DeVos Children’s
Hospital, Grand Rapid§/incent.Palusci@Spectrum-
Health.org

Secretary: Carol Siemon, JD, Office of Children’s
Ombudsman, Lansing, siemonc@michigan.gov

At-Large Board Members:

Kimberly Aiken, MD, PhD, University of Michigan
Annamaria Church, MD, DeVos Children’s Hospital
Leni Cowling, M.Ed. Bellaire, Ml

Howard Fischer, MD, Children’s Hospital of Michigan
Collette Gushurst, MD, MSU Kalamazoo Ctr Med Sésdi
Michael Harmon, BA, Michigan Ombudsman Office
Jennifer Pettibone, Lansing,, Ml

Elaine Pomeranz, MD, University of Michigan
Patricia Siegel, PhD, Children’s Hospital of Michig

N. Debra Simms, MD, Holland Community Hospital
Mary Smyth, MD, William Beaumont Hospital

Honorary Members: Edie Kessler, Lynne Martinez, ¢yan
Skula

Newsletter Editor: Vince Palusci
Editor Emeritus :Leni Cowling

MiPSAC was founded in 1995 and incorporated in 1896
the Michigan non-profit 501(C)3 state chapter ofS¥.
The comments expressed in this newsletter refiectiews
of the author(s) and do not necessarily represeatiews
of MIPSAC or the American Professional Associatarthe
Abuse of Children (APSAC).

Join the MiIPSAC member email listserv
(sponsored by Wayne State University)
by contacting Vince Palusci at
Vincent.Palusci@Spectrum-Health.org
or leave a message for MiPSAC at (616) 391-2297
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Adoption Law Changes

By Carol A. Siemon, JD
Michigan Office of the Children’s Ombudsman
Lansing, Ml

A convoluted and highly publicized terminationpairental rights and adoption case in 2002-2003tha@gprimary
impetus for a series of adoption bills clarifyindpption procedures that took effect December 2842The case
involved the termination of parental rights in @oainty, the children’s adoption by the foster pgsem a second
county, and, in a third county, a separate petittwradoption and challenge to the Michigan Chitdsdnstitute (MCI)
superintendent’s consent to adopt.

House Bill 6008, 2004 PA 486, amended section 4h@fAdoption Code (MCL 710.45) to require that wimeore than
one applicant is seeking adoption of a particutaldc each applicant must file the petition for aton in the county
where the parents’ parental rights were termina®eevious law provided for the applicant to fileadoption petition in
the county of the applicant’s residence. The aredrs#ction 45 also requires the court to provideado all
interested parties, including the applicant wheneed the MCI superintendent’s consent to adopé, wfotion brought
under that section challenging the MCI superintetideconsent to adopt decision.

House Bill 6009, 2004 PA 470, amended sectionsd3%aof 1935 PA 220 (MCL 400.203 and 400.209) toaipd
obsolete references and, more importantly, to §péwat the MCI superintendent (and not the FlAedtor or other
individual) has the power to make decision on ket child committed to the MCI. Additionally, élnew language
specifies that the attorney general’s office stepresent the MCI superintendent in any court prdicey in which the
superintendent considers representation necessagayrly out his or her duties. This new provisitarities that it is the
MCI superintendent’s right to be represented aatltthe representation decision is not made by thalffector.

House Bill 6010, 2004 PA 487, amended numerouscsecof the Adoption Code, however, the most imguoirt
provisions include:

* Adding definitions of “applicant” and “relativehisection 22 (MCL 710.22).

* Requiring under section 24 (MCL 710.24) that if grespective adoptive parent and child live oustate, the
petition to adopt must be filed in the county whtre parents’ parental rights were terminated ermp@nding
termination.

» If the petition to adopt is filed in a county otlthan where the applicant lives or the child isnduthe chief
judge of the court may transfer jurisdiction of thatter to the county in which the applicant lieeshe child
is found.

» Specifying in section 56 (MCL 710.56) that a cazahnot enter an adoption order until all appeathef
termination of parental rights are resolved.

* Adding a provision in section 56 that precludesdbert from entering an adoption order if a heatnger
section 45 is pending (to challenge the MCI sugiendent’s consent to adopt) until the motion ursistion
45 is decided and all appeals of the court’s dewgiare resolved.

REMINDER!
Please renew your annual membership for APSAC.

You must have APSAC membership to be a member of MiPSAC.
Part of you dues to APSAC pays for MiPSAC membership automatically!
American Professional Society on the Abuse of Children
P.O. Box 30669
Charleston, S.C. 29417
Phone: (843) 764-2905 or (877) 402-7722

- WWW.ap'sac.org ™
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Grandparent Visitation Legislation

By Carol A. Siemon, JD
Michigan Office of the Children’s Ombudsman
Lansing, Ml

After the Michigan Supreme Court found the thersemg grandparent visitation provision of the Childstody Act of
1970 to be unconstitutional, the Legislature passad legislation to rewrite the provision (MCL 722b). While the

new law clarifies the rights of “fit’parents to make decisions about who can havetiitwith their children, it also
expands the circumstances under which a grandpas@nseek court-ordered visitation (“grandparentinge”).

Grandparenting time may only be ordered in chilstedy cases and does not apply in child protegiieeeedings
(abuse and neglect cases). A grandparent maygsae#tparenting time if one or more or the followaygply:
» The child’s parents are divorced, or a divorcealegparation, or annulment is pending.
* The child’s parent is deceased and the parent whgdof the grandparent seeking grandparentimg ti
* The child’s parents have never been married andatriving together, but the father’s paternityshzeen
established.
* The child is placed outside the home or the legatady of the child is with someone other than reipa
(except if the child was adopted by someone otiran & stepparent).
* Within a year before seeking grandparenting tile,grandparent provided an “established custodial
environment” for the child.

Section 7b of the Child Custody Act of 1970 nowvpdes that the court must give deference to thésaets of fit
parents and further provides that a grandparent prase by a preponderance of the evidence thgpahent’s decision
to deny grandparenting time creates a substargkabf harm to the child’s mental, physical, or eimoal health.

Section 7b also states that if two fit parents lmgpbose grandparenting time, the court shall disithis grandparenting
time request. Subsection 7b(6) further providéstaf factors for the court to consider in determg whether or not
it's in the child’s best interests to enter an orfde grandparenting time.

In an unusual move to break the impasse betweemoihge-passed and senate-passed versions of iglatieg, the
final version includes a provision for the higherden of proof of clear and convincing evidencesfglace the
preponderance of evidence burden of proof if aretigie court finds that the preponderance of ewaddyurden of
proof unconstitutionally deprives parents of tfaimdamental rights. A court challenge on this essuvery likely.

While some questions about the application of #reremain, it is helpful for the courts and alltps to once again
have a specific legal process by which grandpamEmnsseek a court order for grandparenting timeusnaigr which a
court may render its decision.

1 A “fit” parent is not defined under this act or elsewhere in Michigan law.

Website resources for information on child maltreatment, local and
national organizations, statistics, legislative updates and

prevention,
by Rosalynn Bliss
www.apsac.org www.michiganschildren.org www.michigan.gov/fia
www.childtrauma.org www.firststar.org www.nationalcalltoaction.com
www.preventchildabuse.orgvww.cwla.org www.childrensdefense.org
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HOW TO GET INFORMATION ABOUT UPCOMING
MICHIGAN LEGISLATION

By Pat Sorenson
Michigan’s Children, Lansing, Ml
To participate in public policymaking related taldren and families, it is important to have accesthe basics: timely information

about upcoming legislation and any opportunitigspiablic input. There are a variety of avenuesskeuring information about
legislation under consideration by the Michigan iskgure.

The Michigan Legislature Web Site The Michigan Legislature web sitenfw.michiganlegislature.ojgs a free service of the
Michigan Legislative Council, the Michigan HouseRxépresentatives and the Michigan Senate. Orittheyeu can search bills by
category (e.g. children), by legislative sessignldgislative sponsor(s), by keyword, or by th¢'drssigned number. The telephone
number for current bill status is 517-373-0630.

Once you have the bill's assigned number, you oktthe bill’s status on the Michigan Legislaturebsite. Included on the site
are the sponsors, a copy of the bill as it wasthiced, and as it was subsequently amended aneldiag®oth the House and the
Senate. In addition, a history of committee arigeotegislative actions on the bill is includedndtly, the web site will link you to
any analyses of the bill done by the House Legidaknalysis Section (517-373-6466) or the LegigatAnalysis Unit of the Senate
Fiscal Agency (517-373-5383). These analyses gitewide good summaries of the content of the hilld how they change current
law, as well as arguments for and against the adsan@he Michigan Legislature web site also givas gasy access to the legislative
calendar, scheduled committee meetings and ageanlddegislative committee assignments and coirfmtmation.

The Legislative Service Bureau: The Legislative Service Bureau maintains the &latjive Document Room that provides
legislative staff and the public with paper coppésegislative materials from the current sessibthe Legislature, including bills
introduced, amended versions of bills, conferemmranittee reports, and bill summaries and analy3é® Legislative Document
Room can be reached at 517-373-016D@cRoom@Isb.state.mi.us

The House and Senate Fiscal AgencieSome of the most important legislation addressethé&yMichigan Legislature each year is
the budget bills that carve up the state’s limitesburces. The state budget process can be lewrgtimplicated and unpredictable.
One additional way to track the progress of thegetithills is through the House and Senate Fiscah8igs. The fiscal agencies are
nonpartisan, legislative agencies that assist tiohilyan Senate and the Michigan House of Repretbesgavith budget and fiscal
matters. Their web sitebt{p://senate.michigan.gov/sfandhttp://www.house.mi.gov/hfa/home.gdpclude an updated status of
each of the major budget bills and budget backgtdariefing materials, budget bill analyses anddink

Non-Governmental Sources of Legislative Information There are numerous non-governmental sourcesarhiation about
pending legislation, often available for a fee.afwles include:

» The Gongwer News Service and the Michigan Infoimnafi Research Services’s (MIRS) Legislative RepButh
Gongwer and MIRS are published daily (Monday thifokgday). In addition to general bill status infation, they
include behind-the-scenes political reporting, qtiohs from legislators and lobbyists made duragidlative debates.
Gongwer www.gongwer.cohas services for the public, as well as subsgilieluding legislative calendars, directories
of officials and links to important state governmsites.

» Advocacy OrganizationsMany advocacy organizations track legislatidatesl to the issues they are addressing. One good
example is Michigan’s Children, a statewide chitty@cacy organization. Michigan’s Children
(www.michiganschildren.odgmaintains a legislative bulletin board and hiidltas service that tracks legislation introduced
in Michigan that affects children and families inamge of areas including child abuse and negbesterty, youth violence,
child health, education, prevention, child care eady education, youth development and the stadgét. The Michigan’s
Children web site also includes information abqutaming legislative meetings, and legislative contaformation. Users
can sign up for Michigan’s Children weekly e-buhethat alerts them to new information added tovtle® site. Other
advocacy organizations to connect with include @bih’s Charter of the Courts of Michigamvw.childcrt.org, BRIDGES
for Kids (www.bridges4kids.org the Michigan Association for Infant Mental Hédm{http://mi-
aimh.msu.edu/intro/index.htjn| and the Michigan Federation for Children andiias (http://www.michfed.org
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New Federal Requirement for Referral to Early méattion

By Lynne Martinez
Michigan’s Children’s Ombudsman

In 2003, the US Congress amended the Child Abusestion and Treatment Act (CAPTA). The Keepingl@iein
and Families Safe Act of 2003 amends and extend®T@¥s original goal of child safety to focus monre child well-
being and permanency. Among its provisions, therklsguires states to establish referral mechaniertiset State Early
Intervention Program (EIP) for children under adgeé involved in substantiated abuse and neglsetscaMichigan’s
EIP is “Early On.”

This referral requirement opens the door to anssssent and an array of services for children uaderthree involved
in substantiated cases of abuse or neglect arfditiikes who care for them. Additionally, the refdrprovides child
welfare advocates and courts with a tool for pemnag planning and decision making. The EIP refegglirement
responds to national indicators that are drawitenéibn to young children’s needs, including:
» data revealing that most children in the child wedfsystem are very young, have high rates of dpusdntal
delay and disability, and are often not linkedte EIP
» standards by the American Academy of Pediatricsrd@mmend that children in foster care receive a
developmental evaluation as early as possible
* recommendations of the National Institute of Meakcthat all children under age three in the protect
services system should be referred to the EIP
» scientific evidence that early intervention canuealthe harm caused by abuse or neglect
» trends in child welfare law to focus on childrem/sll-being and permanency

The Early Intervention Program
The early intervention law entitles eligible chidrunder age three and their parents to many ssrincluding:
_ physical, occupational, and special therapies
__psychological testing
__special instruction
_ adaptive technology devices such as wheelchad$aaring aids
_ nursing services
_ nutrition counseling
_ transportation
_ family support services

The early intervention law also permits biologiadpptive, and foster parents to receive familypsup
services, including training, counseling, suppodugps, home visits and special instruction to enbadheir child’s
development. The regulations allow states to pl@vespite care—a critical service for those familtaring for a child
with a disability in or at-risk of entering fosteare. If a child is found eligible for the EIP, tbleild’s parent, evaluator,
and service coordinator collaboratively developratividualized family service plan (IFSP) that eresiservice
providers communicate and collaborate and who eaimer with child welfare workers, often relievitigeir workload.

Referral to the Early Intervention Program

While anyone can make a referral, early interventsov requires states to have a referral mechafusprimary
referral sources including hospitals, physiciamsl social service providers such as child welfaseworkers and day
care providers. Primary referral sources must naateferral no more than two working days after tdgimg the child.

Once the Early On Program receives a referralugtrappoint a service coordinator. Within 45 dalys,program must
help the family obtain a comprehensive, multidiBogry evaluation of the child’s level of functiorg and convene a
meeting to develop the Individual Family ServicarPI

The referral requirement is critical. Caregiverd aaseworkers often do not identify abused or roégie
children as having developmental delays and martlyesfe children lack a stable relationship wittadualt who can
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observe their development over time and advocatbé@nbehalf. Additionally, unlike other childrevho are referred
to the EIP by their pediatrician, abused and negtechildren often lack a medical home.

Questions remain for Michigan and other statesrdigg the best practices to ensure that the EamnlyPf@gram
assessment and services assist caseworkers imggetidevelopmental needs of young children. CHpacity of the
Early On Program to meet the needs of childrerrmedewill also need to be closely monitored.

Amendments to State Laws Increase Information A
to the Public about Child Welfare Cases

By Lynne Martinez, Michigan’s Children’s Ombudsman

Amendments to Michigan’s Child Protection Law artadl@en’s Ombudsman Act that were adopted by the
Legislature in December 2004 make significant cleartg the information that is available to cerfaitividual and
members of the public regarding child welfare caseslving Children’s Protective Service, Foster€and Adoption
Services.

The Child Protection Law (CPL) was amended to negthie Director of the Family Independence Agency
(FIA) to release specified information in a childlae or neglect case in which a child who was tigidhe case has
died. “Specified information” means informationdrchildren's protective services case recordaeélapecifically to
the department's actions in responding to a comipddiichild abuse or neglect. Director Udow worladasely with the
Legislature to craft this amendment to the CPLigvélg that the public needs to know what effohts FIA made to
protect the child.

Amendments to the Children’s Ombudsman Act maderségignificant changes. The Ombudsman has new
authority to receive complaints from people whoraaguired to report suspected child abuse and ciegitel provide
them with a report of the Ombudsman’s investigatfmother change allows the OCO for the first titmeelease
investigative findings of the OCO to a “statutogmplainant”. Finally, the amendments allow anyaptlisted as a
“statutory complainant” to make a complaint to @€0, and allows the OCO to provide some informategarding
our investigation of the complaint.

The OCO is an independent state agency with awyhtorreceive complaints from specified people, emd
investigate cases handled by the Family Indepered@gency (FIA), adoption agencies, and privatedzplhcing
agencies. It was created by the legislature iMt{2%“as a means of monitoring and ensurifmublic and private
agency]compliance with relevant statutes, rules, andgiet pertaining to children’s protective servicemldhe
placement, supervision, and treatment of childrefoster care and adoptive home$He names of complainants to the
OCO are confidential and all materials providednd created by the OCO as the result of an inastig are
confidential. The records of the OCO are not stthtije subpoena and are exempt from the Michigaedenm of
Information Act.

Under Michigan’s Child Protection Law, mandatedamrs are required to make a report to the Family
Independence Agency if they have reasonable causgspect child abuse and neglect.(2) In the pidss often been
frustrating that little information was availablethe reporting person about the actions that F& hrave taken in
response to a report of child abuse or neglecti®usly, if a mandated reporter called the OCOinamstigation could
only be opened listing the Ombudsman as the comgthiand the mandatory reporter could not receiepart of the
Ombudsman’s investigation. The amendments to thlgi@n’s Ombudsman Act allow the Ombudsman to jplea
report of the OCO investigation to a mandated rgpavho submits a complaint. This change is a @make opportunity
for greater partnership between the OCO and maddafmrters, who are often providing services itdobn and their
families.

Amendments to the Children’s Ombudsman act alsagdththe information that may be provided in a refm
the complainant after an investigation has beerpbeted. Previously, the OCO could provide a coinplat with a
report ofthe actions taken by the OCO and the involved agghe recommendations made by the OCO to the ggenc
and the agency’s response. Under the amendethadCO may release its findings to statutory caimaints as listed
in the act, as well as the recommendations, agexsponse, and actions taken by the OCO and thé/atvagency.

Finally, the amendments to the Act allow any indiadl to submit a complaint to the Ombudsman andifps
that the individual is entitled to receive the nexoendations of the Ombudsman and the FIA respantet
recommendations in accordance with state and feldeva governing confidentiality and other issues.
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State and federal law place various restrictiontherinformation that may be released to an indiaid
dependent on their relationship to the child ineol\and other factors. All of these restrictionB be considered by the
Ombudsman, the FIA and private child placing ageseis reports of investigated complaints are aleate

To receive more information about the role of thel@en’s Ombudsman or to file a complaint with tD€O,
please contact: Office of Children's OmbudsmanBe&® 30026, Lansing, Michigan 48909, phone: 5173-3@77, toll
free: 800 / 642-4326, fax 517 / 335-44idyw.michigan.gov, or e-mail childombud@michigan.gov

! The Children’s Ombudsman Act, 1994 PA 204 (MCL 722.921-722.934)

2 Mandated reporters, as defined in Michigan’s CRitdtection Law Section 3 (MCL 722.623), inclutiephysician, dentist,
physician's assistant, registered dental hygiemmgdical examiner, nurse, person licensed to peeithergency medical care,
audiologist, psychologist, marriage and family thgist, licensed professional counselor, certifiedial worker, social worker,
social work technician, school administrator, schoaunselor or teacher, law enforcement officerpther of the clergy, or
regulated child care provider who has reasonablaseato suspect child abuse or neglect.”

*The author wishes to acknowledge the contributioBteve Yager for this article- Ed

Book Report: “Huck's Raft" - A History of Americ an
Childhood’ by Steven Mintz

By Leni Cowling, M.Ed.
Bellaire, Ml

I think this book is a "must read" for anyone waoikiwith families and children.

Steven Mintz has written the first overview of Arisan childhood which addresses the opposing casfliat have
arisen in the transition from childhood to adulttioble notes that when the Mayflower left Plymowhgland, on
September 15, 1620, the ship had three pregnanewam it, and only one child survived. In coloriEw England,
childbirth was very difficult and usually life theening due to dehydration, infection, hemorrhageonvulsions.
Since the death of infants and children were commust families experienced the loss of many oif ttta@ldren.

Also the epidemics of smallpox, measles, mumps)ttgria, scarlet fever and whooping cough took nanlgren as
happened with the smallpox epidemic in Boston iA716The life of a Puritan was also surroundeddbgion with a
view that play was a sinful waste of time and bgkuhto Satan. The parents were responsible to teagtchildren and
literacy was religion. Children were rigorouslylottrinated with religious lessons with a strongplasis on saving
the soul spending twelve hours in church on Sabbatfaws in Massachusetts in 1643 and 1646 spadificharged
parents and masters to instill an honest callintheir children, apprentices and slaves. In thiyd&00's, children
were apprenticed out to learn a trade, as eadgasn years of age. And during this time, fatheus total control over
property, women and children.

A Puritan childhood is totally alien to 21st centémericans as was an Indian childhood was tdlitie century New
Englanders. The Puritans were not nostalgic atinidhood and viewed infants as sinners born inlsasically small
adults. In 1753 Benjamin Franklin described tigasion in which white English colonist childregither who ran
away or were taken captive by Native Americansjsed to return to the while culture, preferringtay with the
Indians. Young Indian children who were broughbithe white culture, if a return visit to theirtive culture
happened, refused to come back to the white cultiie goes on through the decades describing hevisystem"
addressed children in need and talks about theadrphains. (I have a dear friend, 78 years old, whe put on the
Orphan train at four years of age. | have a tapilview | did with her as she relates her experés. It is most
revealing.) He discusses the decade of the Siatidsts effect on children. He then includesrtBes millennium and
the influences at the present time.

I think this book addresses how our culture andesp@rovide, or does not provide, for the needslofdren. It is
imperative that we discuss it as the failure oftfugnan services to do this is clear. Who said, thretoever does not
understand the past, is doomed to repeat it."2ellent book, | recommend it.
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