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MILITARY FAMILY PROGRAKS: 
SoCIETY HoOELS? 

At this time ot fiscal austerity when innovative 
nev approaches are beinq sought for delivery of 
service s to families, and when both the public and 
private sectors are searching tor ways t.o iAprove 
productivity, the e.merging ranqe of ~li~ faaily 
proqrama bears close watchinq. 

Recognition by all the a~d services and the Coast 
Guard of the correlation between the qUAlity of 
service personnel's family life and perfonMnce 
on duty is being translated into creation of high­
level family policy offices, rapidly expandinq 
family services programs through the U.S. and 
abroad - and the establishment ot the Military 
Family P~source Center to support and link these 
military family programs and to facilitate improved 
liai.on with the civilian community. 

Below are summary descriptions of the various a~d 
forces family programs scheduled to reach 360 by 
198S. In this issue are also reports on confer­
ences and publications which further reflect the 
new family commitments of the military. A aore 
complete overview and analysis of the emerging 
military family policies and programs is published 
in the August/September issue of the AMERICAN 
FAMILY, SOlS Allan Road, washington, D.C. 20016. 

Family service programs play a vital role in the 
military co=munity since military families are 
often far from extended family and its traditional 
supports. In addition, stresses co~nly encoun­
tered i .n the civilian sector, such as those of the 
dual career family, are felt more sharply in the 
military community due to conflicts between Dili­
tary and family life. Most of the military family 
programs include information services, referral and 
coordination of family service providers and 
resources, relocation aid, spouse employment con­
sultation and job information, faoily financial 
management education, a.nd aid to families in crisis. 
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The Navy is currently expanding its network of 
Family Service Centers from the 22 centers now oper­
ating to a possible 62 by fiscal year 1983. High­
lights of the Navy program are the two centralized 
centers in Norfolk, VA and San Diego, CA . The cen­
ters will utilize a compute~ized information system 
with family service agencies on line, to assist work 
at the local level. 

For more information write: Family Support Branch 
(OP-152), Department of the Navy, Washington, D.C. 
203SO or call: (202) 694-5742. 
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~l.m CC~ P.ni.ly Scni.oe Cc!nt.en 

Thlt K.v 1..ne c.orp. hu establ Uhad 1' r 1 y s.r.rtot canters 
at rn ;or: K4rl..ne Ooqlll 1nna.l.Lat. tJ:Jna. 1lle orot.en CIO'JOIIC IQ 
p!!r'C*1t ot Mut.ne pop.i.l..a u.on. Pcx -=ti..... d.Jty 'tv u-. 
rotlnJd pt~nornel AM f 1 y :ben rot l.ocatoi ..-r a. 
of tha oonters , t:he K&ri.ne OXpa hu est.abl uned a J.orv­
d.Ut..1nee talefhor• rc! enal pmqt:ZD, 'W1 th roq I.Dnl.l hr.. 
1.n ().la.nti.CO, VA anc1 Pllnrlleton. CA. 

FOr l:li)A i.n!ocn.n.ion, write: hlaily l'r'Ogra-:s O!Cl.Ce 
(Code~). ~lal"t:<<!n U.S. KarUWI Qxps, ~ton, D.C. 
20380 oc CAlle (202) 694-2&9~. 

/U::::7J CO':mJn.i ty 5erv i.oe Centen 

1hore are OUTMtly 1'2 A=J Co:r:t.lnlty Servi.oe ~..en 
opaoltlJl; wor l.d--wl.de, st:a!!od by 0~ lUX thJwsa:-d 
volWltOOn (pr-1.r:anly lu:::TJ ~> and a tr:lllned 
pco1 euu:.nal at.aff. Aort CS: p:llu:y :ux;lmes a b.u..lt- in 
ecpana 1.0r1 ol.vl , Vl th the o::TT!I1Snier s i.n />.cq c:x:n::uru u.es 
-.oood1.119 • pop.Jlauon of 2000 r~1.0l.e for ~..ahl.l.shln; 
a CS::: on bue. 1he oemers lwJOe a.lwr.ra been fac.lly­
orLonted, arrl the ne'.oest pr;:oqr<ns (Ould 9~ Ser.ti.Oe5 

AM Fln.l.ly ~/) refloct the inc:rea.un; :u.litaty 
tnphasa on faluly IP.lOpOrt. 

P'or 1:0re i.nfoonatic:n , write: Headcr..~art:er~J, ~ of 
tho AmPj , Ccmruni ty Serv 1.Ce Di v uwn (I::W.c; - PSC'I , lb! f:an 
Bo.u ld.lrq tl , Rocm 1408 , 24151 Eisenhower kolf!DJe, Alexan:;!.na, 
VA 22331 or call: (303) 325-9390. 

Air Force Centers Rapldly £>cpand.i.rq 

B y 1987 tho us Air Porco eY.pccta to have P«U.ly 9.!WCJrt 
Centers at fr.lcry JMjor Air Porco lnse, a total of 124. 
F"o.lr Centon are to be oponod by autlm'l of tlu.a year . 
13 more durirq 1983 , ard 2~ add.l.t.i.ona.l ccm.ers by 1983. 
The goal of the t'SC effort is to <XlnSOll.dat.e ard ~ 
Air Force !anily progrOOIS in ~lenenuuon at the Al.r 
Force Fmnily Action plan for the 1980' s . St:rcrq 1-q)eOJS 
for the Air Force F.snily Acti.on plAn cx:mes f%:'01l the 
Scotonber 1980 conference on PS'!Uh.es, hal.d at Randolph 
Ari, Texas, to reassess Air Fot'Oe family polic1.es l1l VUN 

of cha.n:l i rg noods . 

For more i.nfoDMtion contact La'wrenc:e W. l'tlley. Ool.. 
l.SAF, Assistant for Air Force FCIIIU.ly ,...an.ers, oc:5/ 
~oer ard Personnel ~s. USAF, le.stw-qton, 
D.C-. 20330, l 202) 69~-0241. 

Far.\ily .1\wareneSS In 'nle coast G..lard 

'nle Q:)aSt QJard's PersonnBl Services Divisu.:a ia ~ 
tor inprovirq awareness ard delivery of f ar.lily seiV'l.OeS.. Its 
relocation aid program, for exanple, inclu::les extenSl ve cpler'tl­
nent l.easirq of hcr!eS, hc:R..Ise-h.mtirq leaves, and adva,roe p.!y­
nent of relocation and travel al~. Also, a bil:lliogra.ft1y 
of benefit.B-related publicat.i.oos is available to coast G.lard 
fani.l y llll!l1b!rs. 

For more infcmnation, wri te: Lt. Cl:r.r!Bl'rler Wi..ll.iiR Prot2Imn, 
u s Coast QJard (G-PS-2) , U. s. coast G..lard Headquarters, 
~. D.C. 20593 or call: (202) 426-6460. 

WHI TE HousE CONFERENCES 

St a te a nd Regi onal Confere nces on Chi ldren ' Youth 

The White House Co nfe rence on Children ' Youth, 
has now become the State and Regional Confere nces 
on Children ' Youth, to be held Oct ober, November 
and Dec ember 1981 . 
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The deadline for state reports and recOMCCndations 
to be suboitted to tho Oepartccnt of Health and 
H n Services is January 29 , 1982 , at which time 
they w1 ll be corp1led into a sinqle national r eport 
for inforgation sharing among tho states. All but 
the followinq states are holding conferences. 

The seven vh ich do not plan to hold conferences 
are Alaska, Arizona , llobraska , tlorth Dakota , 
Oklahoca , o r eqon , and V1rqinia . The money ap9ro­
priated t o help offset the cost of these state 
confer ences , - about $180,000 - is being retur ned 
t o t he Treasury. 

The State Conferences are widely varied in format 
ranging froo comprehensive, traditional t ype 
qatherinos to t hose focused on highly specialized 
t he::.es s~ch as yout h une.mployment, or stre ngthening 
the business and private s ector contributions to 
fa=ily services. For top ic selection conferences 
range from t op-down decision making to grass- r oots 
approaches based on s pecial citizen polls. 

A cocolete l i st of state coordinators with addresse s 
a nd phone numbers may be obtained from HHS HDS, 
Office of Public Affairs, Room 329D, Hubert Humphrey 
Sui lding , 200 Independence Ave. , Sl'i, ~lashington • 
D.C. 20201. Phone ( 202) 472- 7257. 

Wh1te House Conference on Aging 

The White House Conference on Aging wi l l be he l d 
November 30 - December 3, 1981 at l~ashington, D. C. 
Tho 2,000 delegate s to the Confe r ence , chosen early 
in September, are divide d into 14 committees, a nd 
further divided into smaller groups to f acilitate 
discussion for conside ring t he topic assigned to 
the l arger committees . Recommendations pr oposed 
by each full committee wil l be reported af t e r 
reconvening with the rest of the 2 , 000 del egat es at 
t he end of t he conference . There wil l be no 
r econmendations by the conference as a whole . 

The 14 topics are : Implications for t he Economy 
of a n Aging Population; Economic Well-Being ; Older 
Anericans as a Continuing Resour ce; Pr omoti on a nd 
Maintenance of l~el lness , Health Care and Se rvices; 
Opt ions for Long- Term Care; Fami l y a nd Community 
Support Systems; Housing Alternatives; Conditi ons 
fo r Continuing Commun ity Participation ; Educational 
and Training Oppor tunities ; Concern s of Olde r Women: 
Growi ng Number , Special Needs; Pr ivate Sect o r Rol es , 
Structures and Opportunit i e s ; Pub lic Sector Rol es 
a nd Structur es; Research . 

T~e Family and Communi t y Support Syst ems Committee 
w1ll look at forma l a nd informal networ ks f or 
i ndependent living ,intergenerat ional r e l a t ionships 
and s uppor t , and t he capac i ty of t he f amily . 

The fol lowi ng are matters o f suc h importance tha t 
every committee i s be ing asked to c o nside r them: 
spec~al needs o f minority group membe rs; needs o f 
low-1.nc ome elderly; diffe r e nces in urban and r ural 
ne ed s ; ~eeds o f f rail o r disabled elderly ; access 
to serv1ces ; privat e a nd public sec tor rol e s ; means 
o f implement ing confer e nce r ecommendat ions ; r o l e 
of olde r Ame r ica ns i n i nfluencing c hange . 

For more i nformat ion on t he Confe rence or to get 
on the mail i ng list, contac t Bill Stetson, Di rec t o r 
of Public Affairs, ~fuite House Co nfe rence on Ag ing , 
330 Indepe ndence Ave ., s .w. , (Room 40~9) , 
Wa shington, D. C. 20201. Tel: (202 ) 755- 8001. 
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FAMILY COAL ITIONS: UPDATE 

The national fanily coalition field at this ti~ 
presents ao=evhat of a kale idoscopic picture of 
growth and change . ln fu ture issues we wil l be 
reporting in more deta i l on the folloving : 

Coalition for Families 
Virginia Mart i n, Cha i r 
c / o family Service Association of Acerica 
DuPont Ci rcle Building 
1346 COnnecticut Ave., ~if - Suite 712. 
Washing ton, D.C. 20036 
(202) 822-8390 

This Coa lition is the successor to the Coalition for 
the White Kouse Conference on Yaoilies. In its new 
reconstituted role, with an institutional ~rship 
base of 31, it is currently developing a strateqy 
to respond to the Reagan Administration vel fare 
policies. 

ad hoc Coali tion on Block Grants 
1000 Wisconsin Ave., NW 
"ashington, D.C. 20007 
(202) 338-6484 
Attn - Ronnie J i ll Xweller 

This COalition of approximately 100 civi l rights, 
r e lig i ous, health, education, social services a nd 
community-based advocacy and other groups oppose 
the Administration's block grant prograo for 
•removing federal governme nt oversight and 
directives as to who will recei ve t he services.• 

ad hoc Committee to Support Block Grants 
c/o coalition for Amer1ca 
721 - 2nd Street, NE 
Washington, D. C. 20002 
(202) 546-3000 
Attn - Padraic Buckley 

The Committee of approximately 80 con~rvative and 
new right organizations was active during 
the period of the block grant debate earlier this 
year. It is currently awaiting new block grant 
initiatives from the White House expected early 
in 1982. 

Library Court Group 
Connaught Marshner, Chairman 
721 Second St., NE 
Washington, D.C. 20002 
(202) 546-3004 

This self-titled "pro-family• group is a fam1ly 
and social issue coalition, one of three major 
New Right coalitions. 

Family Resources Coalition 
Lynn E. Pooley, Coalition Coordinator 
2300 Green Bay Road 
Evanston, Illinois 60201 
(312) 869-1500 

This new •community-based, grass roots, family­
oriented• fede ration of several hundred U.S. and 
Canadian family resource programs is aimed at 
•helping fa=iliea obtain support services they 
need. • 

friends of the Family 
2233 Wisconsin Ave., NW 
Washington, D.C. 20013 
(202) 333-0700 
Attn - William Xelly 
or 
Martha Xeys 

This government/industry/non-profit sector 
consortiun seeks •to help strengthen families 
through a three-year campaign of public service 
announcements, information dissemination, and an 
extensive community outreach program.• 
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o~F!CE FOR FAMIL IE51 AcTIVITI ES 

Co r porate Policy Study 

In early July, the Office for families in the 
Department of Health and Human Se rvices provided 
matching funds to the Conference Board, a research 
organization of the fortune 500 business community, 
to study corporate policy and wo rk-place character­
istics as they affect family life. Entitled 
•corporate lmplementation of Workplace Innovations 
Designed to Assist families,• the one-year project 
will also explore issues affecting morale and 
produ.ctivity, and develop options for innovative 
corporate policymaking. A main feature of the 
project will be four invitational workshops, 
tentatively scheduled for New York, Chicago, Dallas 
a nd San Francisco in late fall and early winter. 
Results of the project will be disseminated to over 
17,000 corporations across the nation. 

Mini-Grants for Family Services 

The Office for Families has awarded seven mini­
grants for projects that emphasize the family and 
family self-help. Projects selected are all model 
proqra.ms, capable of being implemente~ in other 
communities. They address a wide var1ety of con­
cerns, such as legal, parental, care of the physi­
cally impaired, foster care, information dissem­
ination, and crises counseling services. 

One innovative project selected to receive funding 
is the Father Assistance Community Education 
Service, under the Central Connecticut Community 
Mental Health Affiliates, in Hartford, Connecticut. 
This program will provide services to fathers who 
are single parents . 

Each project is to receive $19,000 over a 12-month 
period. Funds for the projec ts come from The 
Research and Demonstration Child Welfare Project, 
under Title 426 of the Social Security Act. 

For more on Office for Families grants, write 
Jerry Regier, Acting Director of Of fice for 
Families while Martha Kendrick is on maternity 
leave, at 400 - 6th Street SW, Room 5723, 
Washington, o.c. 20201. Tel : (202) 472-3853. 

OvERVIEW OF BLOCK GRANTS AND BUDGET Curs 

The Administration's impressive Congressional 
victory this summer in cutting back on the spending 
limits for the fiscal year beginning October 1, 1981 
for proqr~s other tha n Defe nse, is but the first 
act in a multiye~r drama, especially over the bloc k 
~rant p~ovinions. The Administration fell short of 
its goal of ~ergin~ 90 of 500 fede rally administered 
•categorical• progranainto nine block grants to the 
Btates, and cutting the funding of each by 25\, 
the concept being to give states greater autonomy 
and freedom in administe ring this program, and 
hence a chance to improve efficiency of manage ment. 
Although budgets were c ut on most, 57 of the 90 
programs were kept out of the block grants. Most of 
the social service s programs and 10 of the 30 health 
programs were kept out, while only 3 of the 40 
education programs were merged into one block grant. 

The second act began in September when the Preside nt 
turned his attention to the appropriation process 
for the 1982 fiscal year, calling for additional 
cuts, including some in defense. He is also 
threatening to hold spending back to the level of 
his proposed cuts . 
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The third act began OCtober 1st when the states 
took over authority for administering block grants 
and had to plan to operate with reduced federal 
government funds. How the states will deal with 
their new responsibilities and fiscal austerity 
bears close watching over the next period. 

The fourth act will begin early in 1982 when the 
President submits his budget for the 1983 fiscal 
year, with further budget cuts proposed and renewed 
efforts to fold federal categorical programs into 
block grants to the states. 

Public Hearings 

'l'he HHS General Cbunsel has ruled that three of the 
key family-related block grants- Social Services 
Community Services and Energy Assistance- are te~h­
nically not block grants at all, because they do 
not consolidate categorical programs. Therefore 
they are not subject to the implementation pro­
v~sions of all other block grants (spelled out in 
T~tle XVII, the Omnibus Transition Section of the 
Reconciliation Act of 1981- ,P.L.97-3S) . In this 
case public hearings at the state level will not 
be required on Social Service, Community Services, 
and Energy Assistance grants . The Social Service 
grant as finally authorized by Congress included 
the following provisions, all under Title XX of the 
Social Security Act : Social Services; Day Care; 
and State and Local Training. 

HHS has also taken the position, which is being 
challenged, that none of its block grants require 
public hearings for the 1982 fiscal yea r, but 
presumably for the fiscal year after the state 
r e ce ives funds, i.e. the fiscal year 1983. The 
IIHS position is that language in block grant 
legislation supersedes that in Title XVII. 

Regulations Out 

Regulations to determine how states will carry out 
provisions of the block grant legislation enacted 
in August by Congress were issued October lat. They 
are brief and simple, reflecting only what the 
legislation mandates and giving the state s a wide 
degree of freedom to carry out the services broadly 
covered in the seven Department of Health and !Iuman 
Services block grants . For copies of the regula­
tions, get in touch with Gle nn Kamber, Deputy Execu­
tive Secretary for Regulations, Departme nt of Health 
and Human Services (HHS), 631 Hubert Humphrey Bu i ld­
ing, 200 Independence Avenue, Washington, D. C. 20201. 

Spending Cuts and Block Crant s: Recomme nded Reading 

As yet there are few comprehensive repor~ ~ 
analy!JC s of the impact ot the f ode r a l budget c uts 
and the transfer of programs consolidat ion and t rans­
for of federal programs t o t he State s, in tho f orm 
o f block grants. As fnr as we know none of tho 
analy s e s examine the impac t on tamill os i.n 
particular. The fol l owing are u s o f ula 

Brie f •Fact Sheets• on the s e ve n Heal t h and llumlln 
Se rvices bloc k grants have bee n ~repa rcd Oy t hd 
Depa r tment of Health and ltu1114n Servl cos . They 
inc lude a background statement, a s tl!lomont o n 
transi tion and a summary o f the f o llowlnq brotld 
fea tures of the block qrantsa funding t o rmul tiA I 
trans ferability; spend ing limitat i ons1 appllc"tlon 
and repor t i ng: 1114inte nanc e of ef fort: aud illl 
matc hing : nondesc rimination, withho ld i nq ~tnd funding 
oC lndian tribes. The seven block gn wts covon:~d 
are : Prevent ative Heal t h, Materna l and Chttd llcal t h1 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse and Me nt«l Heal t h; Prim«ry Ca r Ol 
Soc ial Serv i ces; Communtty Services; and Energy 
Assi s tance . 

The Fac t Sheets may be obtained from tho !HIS Pre ss 
Office, Room 638E, Hubert Hump hre y Buil d ing , 200 
Independence Avenue SE . Washing t on, D. C. 20201. 
Phone (20 2)245-7204 . 
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A more extensive description of the nine block 
f HHS and those of the Departments of Edu­

gra~ts 0 Agriculture (food stamps) and Housing and 
~~~~~"Development (community deve~opme~t), consol­
idating 57 categorical progra~s, ~s be~ng prep~red 

"Block Grant Info Packet by the Congress1ona1 
::s!arch service of the Library of C~ngress. Copies 
rna be ordered through your Congress~onal repre~en­
taiive after october 15, when the Info Packet w~ll 
be ready. 

For the impact on states the National Governors 
Assoc iation, 444 N. Capitol Street, Washington, D.c. 
20001, has prepared: 

0 

o FY 1982 - seendin~ Reduc tio ns : Ef fec t on States. 
Th1s summa rtze s t e Prc s1dent ' s add1t1ona l budget 
cut proposals and gives an overvi ew of Cong res­
sional action through Oc t obe r 5 , 1981, p rogram by 
program, including block grants. A r evis ton of 
the report, reflecting appropriations t his fa ll , 
is expected early in the next ye ar. 

The following is the first comprehens i ve s tudy of 
the impact of the Reagan Administration's f iscal 
policies on the whole range of human services pr o­
grams - 250 in all . It examlne a the impac t on both 
the substance of and the fiscal autho rtzat l on 
process for these programs under t he Budget Recon­
ciliation Act of 1981, carrying the exa~nat~on 
through Septembe r 5 of this year. Cover1nq t he 
fiscal years 1980 through 1984, the report no t only 
reviews all the bloc k g rants, but reaches out to 
cove r income maintenance , food stamps, nutr1 t ion 
progr~ms, community development, aid to f~l1ea 
with depende nt chi ldren, and a wide va riety o t 
other human s e rvice• programs. 

CI TIZENS ' Cll l DE TO CHANCES l it HU/Uit S~R 'II E PRC;,t;A!IS , 
od i t od by Ju l e N. Suue rma~ , HUMa ~ Sor~i~•• r~~~~a ­
t ion c ... t . r, 14 08 No rth P ~ lZI!tor• Arlin.,:ol'l YA 
18:10 1, Oo t o b• ,. 1981 , JJ4 pp. $7 . SS. fZ JJ J ;,~ -tJSJ 
Ot' ( 703} 687 - 0 134 , 

Se nator Jeremi a h De nton'• (R- Ala . ) ao- eall;,d 
"c ha»tity bill" ha • r ocoivod l i ght tr~t.ent 
from muc h o f tho mod ta, a lt hou'>lh thll Adoloat."ent. 
f nmll )• Life Da oto ns t r atlo n l'ro )e t • l<)Qlala u on 
• nJoyod bl - partiil"n aup~n from c n11 te•s dur 1 n~ 
it 11 e nactment a tl So t l o n g$5 ot tho Or.ttHbus 
Ruoone il i at. lon Ac t, wtu h call' nda th Publlc H ol t ll 
Sorvico Act. 

Th ro i a a stronq~r em ha&Ja on roaea rch 
and ev . lull tion undo r t ho n .., b.lll 

Th r e is a s t ro nqor emph 11s o n prevention 
o f the pr ob l rums of tocn~aqe p r oq nancy , whi c h 
includes dol ay in9 the on1et ot 1exual 
activ i ty 

The re ls a stronqor ~phasia on workln9 
Wl t h and throuqh ( ~mt l lOI - parentl AI 
well as o ther ta~lly ~mbors 
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The pa ssage of t h is bill a ssures the 
co nt inuat ion of t he f eder al Of f i c e of 
Ado l escent Pregnanc y Proq ram. . 

Or . Oocs e xpr esses some r eserva t ions a bout o ther 
a spects of t he Bi ll: 

The parental noti f i ca tion a nd permissLon 
provi sic;>n may s,crve to deter teenager s 
froa u u ng tho p roqr a.ma 

The rest riction on f unding all p roqrc.,s that 
are connected with ho s pitals t hat perforD 
abort ions i s r eg re t table. 

Fo r a complet e c opy o f the a na lysis , wr ite: 
The Fami ly I t:tpact Se::si nar, 1001 Connec t icut Avenue, 
h~, Suite 31 0 , Washington , D.C . 20036; or call: 
(202) 822-9405. 

SPousEs CLAIM s~ARE oF Mt L tr~Rv PE~s toNs 

Seve~al billa before Congressional Armed servi ces 
en~.l.tties rco ~!:d l.ng apouaa .l r l.oats to ::uli ta~:y 
pens1ons have important ~p~l.catl.ons f o r divorce 
cases and for marital property r ights of vooen 
everywhere. Their pass a ge or defeat could be a 
Congressional signal to the Supreme Court, which 
recently rule d that a military retiree's pay is 
not to be included in divorce settl~nts, because 
benefits are t echnically considered 'retai ner fees' 
payed to personnel on inactive r e serve status. 

In response to th i s rul i ng Repre se ntative Patricia 
Schroeder (0-Colo . ) has introduced the Military 
Spouse Retirement Equity Act (HR 3039) which would 
establish a pro rata share formula to protect 
military spouses. The Schroeder formula, which 
treats husbands and wives aa equal partners during 
the overlapping years of marriage a nd military 
service, would often put military wives in a Dare 
favorable position than that of other wives. 

Of the tvo other bills being introduced in Congress, 
the simplest is Senator Dennis OeConcini's (0-Ariz.), 
S 1453, which would entitle the military wife to 
whatever property, including pensions, is awarded 
her under state divorce law. Bill HR 1711, 
introduced by Xent Hance (0-Tex.), addresses the 
problem of collecting state awarded pension 
dist,ributions, as well as alimony and child support, 
by guaranteeing payment of awards with checks sent 
directly from the Pentagon. 

The eliminatial ot the "Marriage Penillty TaX• was s.i.qmd 
into lw by Cbl'qresa on August 13, 1981 as part of the 
Zbonaaic JW:xwery TaX Act (Fl,-97-34) bJt Wl.li rot becane 
etfecti~ until tax year 1982 - rot soon en:JU9h to relie!lle 
Mrried taxpayen lotiO file this ocmirg April. '1be ,_ 
-.rr.iaqe tax vill oot _,,.u:r..e federal tax tcltea for 
Mrried and ailgu taxnayera, u IICJIIIt be.liewe. It does 
create 11n ~ ot. five percent of the inxrne of the 
•1oww ~· apouM• -up to $1,500 in 1982, arxl 10 peroent 
- up to $3,000 in 1983 and thereaftec. &x:h eligible 
taltpaywrs vill ~get an .x!itional br:cWt on their state 
iroaDe tax, Wier• their state adopts federal tax dedl.lctions. 
~. -..cal ata~ are oonaiderinr:J pusin;J legisl.atial 
to block the rl{'li.c..tial ot. the Reagan~ at tho 
"tate level. 
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PIJBLI c Pou r.v: Focus ON ADOPT! oN 

A new publ ic pol i c y book, a mode l sta te code and 
recent Congr e ssional hear i ngs are all f ocusing public 
at t e ntio n on adopt i on issue s. 

Fami l y I mpact St udy 

The new book, r oste r Care a nd Families: Confl ictin 
Va lues a nd Pollc l cs , y Rut Hu , 1s a cr1t1ca 
analys1s o f the f o s t er care system in the Unite d 
States, shoving how it often operate s in ways to 
kee p fa::s i lies apart rather than r e unite them:it comes 
at a propitious time . Both its substantive find i ng s 
and the author's me thodology , "Family Impact Analy­
sis,• s hould be especially valuable as serious 
e f forts are made to assess the effec t of public 
pol icy changes involved in decentralizing fede ral 
f oster care and many other social and health pro­
grams from federal government to state and local 
j urisdictions. 

The desig n of the a uthor's research is based on a 
met hodology developed by the Family Impact Seminar 
in Washington, D. C. It is a systematic way of exam­
i ning the effects of public policies on families. 

In the case study which forms a key part of the book 
Hubbell examines federal, state and local polic ies 
and practices that control the fos ter care system 
in one key state, anonymously named "Big River." 

The study shows that when agency budgets are cut, 
funds are most likely to be reserved for the place­
ment process, for chaperoning visits between natural 
parents and thei r chi ldren in foster care and for 
administrative duties connected with those tasks. 

Funds to support families in trouble , such as coun­
seling, homemaker of day care of children while the 
parents s o lve their problecs are generally cut. 

POST6R CARE AND PAHILI ES : CONFL I CTING VALUES AND 
POLICI ES , by Ruth Hub be ll, Publ ished Jun e l, l 98 l, 
by Temple Univers ity Pr eee, Broad and Ozfo r d Streets , 
Phi l ade l phia, Pa. l 9l22 . L96 pp., hardcover, $l li .OO . 

Model State Code 

A Model State Adoption Act prepared by a Department 
of Health and Human Services Advisory Committee, 
~ublished in the Fede ral Re~ister, Part II, oct. 8, 
l.S narrower in scope than t at originally cuns1dered 
by the Carter Administration . The original model 
code dealt with all adoptions and took a strong 
stand on whether adoptees should have access to 
records identifying natural parents . The new 
version focuses on children with special needs -
older children, children with physical or emotional 
handicaps or multi-ethnic backgrounds. The proposed 
code says only that adoptees and adoptive families 
should have access to records on an adoptee's med­
ical and genetic history. 

States can incorporate, modify or ignore this pro­
posed model code . 

Congressional Hearings 

The Senate Finance Committee is scheduled to hold 
hearings october 16 on three adoption bills as part 
of its consideration of miscellaneous taxes . The 
Bills are : S . 608, •Individuals, A Deduction for 
Certain Expenses Paid or Incurred in Connection with 
the Adoption of a Child,• introduced March 3d by 
Senator Max Baucus (0-Ht)J S.l479 "A Bill to Ame nd 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to Exclude from 
the Income of an Employee Certain Adoption Expenses 
Paid by an Employer to Provide a Deduction for 
Adoption Expenses Paid by an Individual," introduced 

( 
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by fknator Bovard N. Hot zenhaua: and S.l S80 •A Bill 
to provide a peraonal exeaptlo n for c hildbirth o r 
adoption •••• introduced July )1, 1981 by senator 
Roqer Jep~n CR-la ) , o r iginally •• Title Jl, Section 
17, of the Paallv Protection Act of 1961 fS. l3781. 
The Adnlni•tration ia ~r~t~d to oppoa. t~ese tax 
credit p ropo•ala . 

Ia faAily -dlAtion the v a•;e o f t he f uture - the 
aalvatio n of ~he Anerican faaily? Can succe•• of 
the burqeoninq II>OVem~tnt lay t he q roun4 wor~ in the 
f amily - aociety'a ba•ic bu1ldinq block - fo r ~ch 
v ider UH of mediation •• a -thod of peacefu l con­
fllct reaolu~ion7 

Wi 1.1 -diation brinq about 1114 j or chan~e• in fa:rlly 
and d.omestic court procedures , cut court c a.se loads 
siqnifkantly and reduce co•t• just at t his cr i tical 
time v hen vay s are being aought to c ut public 
expenditures? 

Mill it touch o f f a destructive t urf var aoonq the 
p rofe••ional• and profc•siona l asaociat ions o f Lav, 
mant.al health, aM •octal vork7 

Theae aue•tion• and many others are addres•ed in 
thi• special Family Mediation i••ue of t he AK£RICAN 
family , the nat ional new•letter on family and public 
policy. Although the editor• of t he four-year-old 
AMERICAN PAMlLY are bullish on ! am1ly medLatlon, 
they do not believe it off ers a panacea. But rather 
that 1 t urgontl y neod• much wi der debate a.nd public 
under•tandinq at thia t imo . 

Prepared in cooperation v ith the Pacily Mediat ion 
As•ociation with the he lp of a q r ant from the 
William and Flo ra Hewlett Foundation, tbi• apecia l 
iaaue of the AMERICAN FAMILY placea the new move~nt 
in ita historical, aocial and cul tur al context. I t 
reveala the ma jor national organizat ion• and profea­
aiona entering tho field, the thru•t of c urrent 
aervicea , research and publication• and the eDerging 
and varied family mediator training proqr~. And 
it looks at family mediation as a new career, and 
aeeka the answer to the puzzlinq queation, •Who wi l l 
be tomorrov's mediator•?• 

The easence of the entire issue is synthesi~ed in 
the issue in an original 8-paqe easay •Mediation: 
The Wave of the Future.• 

AMERICAN FAHI!-Y Vo l. IV, No . f , ./'.u~t~/hli/ I • - · 
pubLU.hed Octob~r 10, 1981, by llc.k•twl.d 
lltUhingt.<m AISliOCiatu , 5018 A! Lan Road, 
B•tr.#ISCa Na.r!fl4nd, 20016. ( J01) J 20-f 800. 
20 pp. si.r:gt. oop11 price $6. 

PHILANTHROPY AND •REAGANOMics• 

With severe c:ut.bmc.k.a in federal and state social progr<m!S 
anticipated, an increasing I'UIIber of Americans will turn 
to ~ private sector ol9411izations,especially norr-pcofit 
ot'<}&nizationa,wuch auqht be expected to piclt up su!J!X)rt 
of local proqr- hllv ing lost federal furding. 'n1ese in 
turn vill be going in increasing runbeu to fo.m:lations 
&rd ot.00r pul.anthropic inlltitutiona for help. 

A 8tWy prepared by Lester M. Sal.sul and Alan J. Abrar.llon, 
of tile Urb5n Institute, in Washington, D.C. reporta that 
rxn-profic organizatials, especially troee involved in 
80Ci.al welfare and educ:atJ..oo, would be ar.r::ng tile Mrdest 
hit b>t federal ~. loeinq $4.8 billial in reYerll.letl 
in Facu 1982, and S27 biUi.oo during Fiacal 1981-84. 
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Also. report Sdar:on ard ~. for pdvat.e phil.ant;hrop.1 
to keep pace 'llith inflation and offset. the los.s of C8"-ICRJ4!S 
to the IIOU-JXOfi t cm;anizatlont, private donat.l.orwJ loC:Uld 
..,,. to in;;r- by the unrOiillu;tic rata of 26 peccant 
ab7ttt lt..a 191Jl ll!l'tel - a cat.e thr9!!1 tJmes futer than ita 
rate of qrowth in the past. 

rundraisorl Challenge Ur ban Institute Study 

Ouite the oppoaite v iew e=~rges f r om another study . 
sew feder al tax cuts wil l encourage bigqer gifts 
to hi~her education, aay fund raisera at the eight 
I •'Y i:Aague achools , Kas•achueetts Inatitute of 
Tec~~loqv and Stanford Unive r sity . Their opinion 
vas. founded in part on data pr eaented by Michael T. 
Bol~~ . of ~arvard Universi ty , wh ich showed that 
t he r educed t ax incentive for giv i ng wo uld be smal l 
in c oc::;>arison with the increase in afte r-tax i ncome 

Th1s opt imis tic view, contrary to th~ Ur~n tn~ti­
t ute s tudy t.!lat forecas t s a 3 . 3 percent r educt1on 
in ~ifts to educ ational institutions over . a four­
year period due to lower tax incentives, l.S 
aupport~ by results of a Gallup surve y. The 
s u rVey found that 58 percent of taxpaye:s who 
iteaize deduct1ons said tax advantages J.n giving 
vere • not verv important,• and 80\ s a id they would 
give the sa=e. acount to charity despite a r educed 
t.ax advantaqe . 

St:IOCW Con:orate Private 5«:tor Taslt Force 

'n) f!rlCQlraqe pdvat.e sector !lhllant.hropy, President Reagan 
bas eatabll.Shed the Spocial Task Force for Private Sector 
Initi.latives, amcunced at the October 5 mootirq of the 
National Alli..anc:e of alsinessnen, where Mr. Reagan s tressed 
COrp:>rate responsibility. The Task Force is canprised of 
35 leaders frcm corporations, fourdations, volunteer 
or941\izations, and religious groups . Its goals are to 
prCI!Ote private sector responsibility and to foster public/ 
pcivate partnership. The tAsk foroe is chaired by Bill 
Verity, Pr4!Sl.dent of Armco Steel, Middletown, Ohio. 

Pu!ll!CAT!0NS 

APPROACHES TO CHTLD MID FAMILY POUCY, Ha r o ld C. Wallach 
Edi t.or , PtJ.bl£ohttd 1981 by WQIItrJilti.J P1'11uo, inc., 5500 Central 
Avera.11, Boulder, Cotoroa.do, 90JOJ. 170 pp. hardcover, 820.00. 

~· collection of Essays, rep~:esentirq the diverse 
diaciplines of IIOCiAl. and behavioral scienc4!S, history 
phi~, and law, presents an WU!!Ually brOIId view ~f 
the field of 110ei.al p:>liciee aff ectirq children and 
families in the United States today. 'nlree thares are 
recurrent tnrougnout: tne roie of government in 
addressing family issues and problems: the values 
beliefs and ideologies involved in the social ' 
s c ience/social policy process: and the extent and 
t he mean~ of social science influence on policy 
forculatJ.on . 

The establishoent of public policy as a law or as 
a government program is often accompanied by 
controver~y . Failure to enact laws or establish 
programs lS interpreted as lack of concern, while 
~ormal.stat~nts of policy are interpreted as 
1~trus1ons 1nto the sanctity of the family. Both 
s1des of the controversy are discussed in these 
essays , a~o~g with analyses of specific legislation, 
court dec~s1ons, and existing programs. 

The question of t~e suitability of the role of 
advocate or lobby1st to the social scientist is 
addressed in several essays, with varying opinions. 
Almost all the authors agree, however, tha t research 
f1nd i ngs, clothed in the mysterious, so~etimes 
obscure language peculiar to social science must 
be made understan~able to the policy makers, in 
order for the soc1al scientists to contribute 
more effectively to the formulation of public 
pol icy. 
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Co-Rzri811t: T~• SJ~ival .of t~• Poat-lluolea.r Fcmity 
ha• juat publ~ahed ~t• f~rat ~souo~ . Ita mi s sion i a to 
18111112r~o• thoJ i"voll!Cir'IBnt of mo~11 i n tire lil!CIB of children 
ufJ*oia lLy witlrin l'ilOOnstit:uted familiea . ' 

Not.ir¥1 the increase in the runber of men who are serv irg as 
step-parents with wives who have children fran a previous 
maiTiage , editor Mark ~1 said, •More men find 
thsnSelves in this role, as tha fission prochlcts of the 
exploded nuclear fl!milies of the past reoanbine with new 
e lanents in new ~o&ys. 'nlese men are, in many cases t:.akinJ 
the place of men who flunked the job. TOOse doirq tne 
firi:'l} are ...anen who found their canpanions W'IW:illirq to 
upll:>ld a tiUly equal partnership". 1-bre generally 
Co- Eru-snt '" editor believes that "An W'\begL'UQ;jed i~V81'tellt 
in the lives of children is, Weed, one of the few known 
antidotes for the male condition." 'Itle pruniere i s!IUe 
:Ux:ludes a potpourri of articles, book reviews, "Nowll and 
Notes" and poetry. Co-A:ml>~ t will be p.lblished five ti!Ma 
a year, with subscription set at $1 per $1000 of annuo.l 
h:lusell:>ld incane. 

For a canplimentary copy, writez C'O- f\lrcnt , P . o. Bcoc 
92262, Miheukee, Wisconsin 53202. 

Fk~ILY AND PUBLIC POLICY: TWO PERSPECTIVES 

Reviewed below are two excellent current books on 
family and public policy that counter-balance each 
other in many respects. Family and Public Polic y 
gives an excellent introduction to the emergence of 
the family as a public policy issue in an enthusi­
astic optimistic, yet objective style. Futility o! 
Family Policy offers a brilliantly writte n, caustic 
commentary, which presents a bleaker view of the 
development of family policy. 

TH t FANJL T AND PUBLIC POLICY: THE ISSUE OF THE 
JP80 ' S , by Dr. J o hn J. Dompsey , Publio Hoalth , 
pub li•h•d Nay 1981 , by Pa ul H. Broo kes Pt•bti.Bhi.ttg 
Co ., P. 0 . Boz 10684 , Baltimoro, ND 8 1808 , ( JO IJ 
f JJ - 8100 , , ]6 . 95 ltardoovo~r. 

This comprehenaive chronicle de~c~ibea the matura­
tion of profess1onal and scient1f1c and ~lit!cal 
intereat in the family, the resultant pol1cy com~ 
mitmenta• to the fam1ly, and the public's uncertaln­
ty about the effects of implemented policy. The 
book ia filled with data and statistics makinq it 
particularly qood for educational purposes, but the 
text ia clear and easily readable by professional 
and lay poovle. 

The author attributes •uc h of the ahortcominqs in 
family public policy to the ori•ntation of the 
professional world toward pathology, rather than 
normalc y, to trea tment and r e habilitation than to , 
prevention and promotion. Includod in Dr. OdmVjdY I 
prognostication• for the future are• 

o Family policy il here to atay ancl wll ~ t co~t inue t o 
qrow into a larqer and more serioua e or • 

o Initial efto rta probAbly wi 11 proceed luu~ ~~. 
issue, creatlnq the need for ••••••ment• 0 

balance of the total effort. 
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Mr. Steiner begins his book by documenting the evol­
ution of family policy as a political theme. Using 
the Family Impact Seminar and the White House Con­
ference on Families as examples, Steiner argues that 
the theme never attained any clarity of definition, 
nor has there been any evidence of benefits accruing 
to families in need. Unable to resolve what consti­
tutes a family or even to define the desirable 
characteristi cs of family life, Steiner concludes 
that "family policy stalled at the discussion stage,• 

The author supports this interpretation by reviewing 
rece nt history of public policy in the areas of 
abortion, adolescent pregnancy, child care, public 
aaaistance, child support enforcement, foster care 
and domeatic violence. 

HOUSING DESIGNED POR FAMILIES, John Z.io~e1 and FOlly Wo~~h, 
PubLluhed ~y 1881 by tho~ Joint Cento~r f or Ur ban Studio~a, 
SJ Clturolt Strqo~t, Cambr idge, HA OZ1J8, (617) 495-4676, 
166 pp. , 16 fioo. , GJz.oo. 

Houoi >l(l Deoi.gned f or f'amiliu ia a ..-ry of .re5earCh 
collected fran the growing field of 8'\V~t-tehavior 
studies. UnfortuMWy, the ~th of WOCIIilUon on how 
to make ll::lusirq roo.re .uited to residents' req,Jl.rSBlta ia 
oot ref lec:tul in many types of li Vli'Q env .l.rcn:>«\ts, 
particularly in federally furdad housli'Q proJecu. The 
aim of the authors is to organize th.u reeearcll ani 
lllmtlllrize it in an ~stand -y. ao thAt i t ia 
accessible and useful to alCh decl...S.lOn lllillters u dreo.l.lc:rper., 
a.rc:hitects, planners, ll::luung oode requJ.atocs , cv:i .x:lAl 
&eientists. Scrne questions answered in this report are: 

• Where on a site can designers plan foe c:tuldr~'• 
playing and teenagers' hang in;-o..~t to avoid 
~ted danage fran u- actJ.vit.ies1 

• How ~t is it for a family to ~ it.s car 
within vi - of its ap.ut~~ent ~? 

• What are the dit f erences betwel!n the -.ys tam.il..l.es 
use their front yards, ...tuch are pubUc, cv:i thlur 
OOcJt y;uds, which are IDOl:'e pnvate? 

Untortunately this book ck)es mt tell the ~ ~ 
to~ the criucal probl• of tcdily's tu<;h ~ 
of ll::luairq: 

MILITARY FANIL! - Put-li11loild <(U'Il"ffll'!~ ~ '"" jl\ i~ t-=i t~ 
Reuouro• Cflntdl', 6Sv l ~~i~1:d C~c, ~i•• i ' • ~ i~!i•<J. 
Va. 8U JSO ( 10JJ 9~:-T6 I. l l fP· ~-. 

The aim o t NII.l'rAR't fA.'t!L:I is t.o eJ\ceuraqe the exch&n9e 
ot ideas and proqraa i nfo~t ton th&t v1l l af fec t 
milita~y familie• in a ~lt\\~ v~y. lta publ1catlon 
i1 p"rt ot t.he M1l \lary r.~mi \y Re•ouree Canter' a 
effort to onh.an •• lntor se~rv.l;:oe eoop.~ratton , 
a trwnq t.hoUI cooverAt 1 n bot t-en P-Ull t <H'f and e lv i l ian 
ll•lt>&l C U i il, Al)\t p r VHt.! 1nfo t"aatlun and t echnica l 
•••l•t "''c• t tl\4.' •• wt\<) l~trve ttnl H4ry !4.11111 iel . 
H.• illllll~ll ate \'\)llilt.1t\lenc y ls the growtnq nWI!ber of 
tllllll ly •"rv~ ·e• pr<,.n••u iiU\>P rtod by the AriMld 
S•rv i u•• en\1 tn• ~;;,,.,,11, t:uerJ. 

r.at.AIJllsh<t<l a y•• r a ,,o, tn• MfllC was funded as a 
thr-- y.,<lr d•m.>n•tr•t.l n proJect under a qrant froe 
th• Ndt\onal Center tor r hild Abu•e and Neq lect, 
under the •uspicea of t ole ar~ serv1c ea YMCA. It 
is an international center that •uvports family 
advoc&C\' in mi11tary services around th• world. lf 
eucoe•• t ul, the center e xpeete contlnu1nq fund i ng 
trOift the Armed Serv1ces. ln .ita eonti nu inq effort 
to b11 i ld brldQes between the eilitary •nd c ivilian 
sectora, MFRC has been in t ouc h wlth the soc ia l 
service ~1ss1oner• or p~ram directors in all 
the states to detere1ne whic h f uture state-level 
a qenciel and proor&IIIS will be able to ae rve 
ailitAry taeiliea. 

• 
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MEET! N(;S 

NOVEMBER 2-4, 1981 - Washington, D. C. 

Home Economics : OutlooK for the Fut uro . U.S. 
Department of Agriculture Building, Room 104-A 

The second day session, November 3, will f ocus on 
Family Support Network (Federal Family Proqrama , 
Establ i shing Family Suppor t Network and Family 
Matters), Household Production: Goods and Services 
{Measuring Household Production for tho GNP and ounl 
Role s at Work and Home) , Reforms in Family Finance 
{BanKruptcy, Mortgage Market, and the President ' s 
New Economic Plan 's Impact on Famil ies ), and 
Nat ional Data Sources {Continuing Consumer Expendi­
ture Survey and the 1980 Conaua ). 

Textiles and Clothing wi ll be the subject of tho 
first day and Human Nutrition the third day. 

For additional information get in touch wi t h 
Dr. Kathlee n Sc holl, Agri cultural Outlook Conforonco 
U. S. Department of Agric ulture, Family Economic 
Re search Group, Phone (301) 436-8461. 

JANUARY 7 I 1982 washington, o.c. 

.The ~licy Drplications of Ch.'Ulging Housel-olds am Family 
Patterns" will bo the subject o.f this 9:00 a.m. SYf!1Xlsiun at 
the capital ltilton at the annual meeting of the J\nnrican 
Association for the Advanc31cnt of Science, arrargoll .:m::l 
presided over t7t Harold c. wallach, principal statistician, 
General Aocount.lng Office. 'i'!lt'l hlllf-day syrrp>aiun will focua 
on t\oO objectiws: (l) cha.ractE'ri<tiriC) oano of the recent 
cht\n;Jes in OOusehold am fmti.ly p.3t~erns ru-d est.im'ltes of 
the near future pro~;pect.s, ani (2) hiqhlightlng eana of the 
key pllicy iJtplications of these chal~\'lSo 
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lists include "'verview of Trends, • 
Topics cov~ b'f pane . Child care in the u.s.: 1958-
Ardrow Ch0rlln1 'Tronds J.n of oivorce· 
1977' II Martin o•eonnelll •current Pa~terns . • 
Impacts on Children, II oliver Moles I A ~~ ~ 
Toon Fmlily FcmMtion, " Kri~~ ~~~ zcl. 
Teclurlquos for SWdyirq Fami.ll.es, Nicholas 

11 AMS Meetirqs Office, 
FOr more information, ca 1 ' , o c 20036 
1776 MCU.IMChUSOtts Avonuo, NW, Washi.O:)ton, • • ' 
( 202) 467-4489. 

ARMY FAM ILY SYMPOS IA 

Army wivos have tAken tho initiative in s~ a ~~es 
of .lmpot:t4nt ChrulgOII i n the WlY the Army Vlrs ~ts Together 
in gonoral, and tho rolo of spca.a~ in p;u-t cu ~tlon of 
with an ad hoc family ACtion ComUttoo the AssOC 
tho Unitod Stlltos Army and Ar:rrry W1vea Clu.be hM sponsored 
t1oo0 Arnly f'amily Sylr4:l0si.A, hold in Waah.u'qton. o.c • li\ 
October, 1980 ani 1981. The first ~u.JD dealt p!["JJMrily 
with tho idont..liication of isGUOS· Attention WB.S fcx:used 
on such problans as rolOC4t.ion, family support pcograms, 
medical care, child care, ard the rol.e am ldentlty of 
family mo11bur s in tho Army OCJ111J.ll1.i t Y • 

'nle sec:ord symposil.rn, Oct.lO , focused on deve l opinq 
professional methods and att.ib.ldes thcCUC1h sel!~t, 
loodo.rship trainirq, and the acquisiuon of CXJ!CU1U.(:at.l.Oil 

skills ani problan-solv~ techni~ - ~htJ.es deolled 
essential in today ' s inccoos~ ly fooul~r U1nt.ed Amity 
1:rt Or. lt.lrltilton Mc<.'ubbin , of the Un.iversJ..ty of ~tA 
Fllllrlly Studies Center , the keynote spoaker at ~liD U • 

'nle milit.uy policy changes resu1tirq frcm these S'pp08.lA 
ro!loct the vill~noss to assess prob.lecs franitly and to 
ini ti4te iz1\lroYancnts within the systall. ~ &:'li 
fnnu lies in the llUli t4ry oc:mruru ty, no lon::1er pasaJ.W 
"<Ulpendonts• are boconirq acuve •tmlily IDOI'Ibers" 'llotlo _,_t 
to la:u'Tl to t4ke res\X)OB.ib.illty thonse.lves foe ~1.1'19 
the envil'Oiloont in which tho lllihtAry fsuly can tnnv. . 

NATIONAL COUNCIL ON FAMILY RELATIONS 
1219 University Avenue Southeast 

Nonprofit Ora~iutlon 
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