
Family Feruor
By Gary M. Ross
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l n  t l r c  p r r ' s idc r t t i l l  r J t ' c 'o I  l ( )80 .  Rt r r r l l t l
Reagan aclvrratecl a number of whole
sorne values: famih', rvrtrk, ncighbor
hrxrcl,  peace and just ice. None ofthese, of
( ( )ursc. $' ls ext l t tsir  elv l t is to pr()tn( )te.

F<tr example, Adventists, Morntons, and
other religious and secular groups ha','e
long taught, and continue to affirm in
practice, the importance of family as the
basic unit of socien'.

Jus t  non '  fami l_v- re la tec l  leg is la t ion
preoccup ies  LT.S.  representa t ives  on
Capitol Hill. It mav become a unifuing
theme of the post Reagan era. As one
obsen'er said, "This thing's got legs and
breadth and depth."

\{4rat accounts for the familv fervor of .
our time? In what legislative directions
does the concern v,'ith family take us?
\vr.{.rich of its manifestations already elicits
an Adventist response?

Explanations come easil,v to mind.
Vher-r Pat Robenson, currently a mouth-

Contintted on page 40
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schools with interscholastic sport pro,
grams has been well documented bv a
number o[studies.]2 SLrr.h programs afiet. t
not only the status structures of hieh
schotr l  students but also rhe dai lv trnera-
t ion of the st 'hrxrl .  The effect is di.snrotire
to the educational program and mav er.en
result in less-effeci ive st.hrxrl  leadershio.
since male r ' tnches are often r iewed is
good educators and candidates for admin
istrative positions.32

Funding Problems
5. Interschctol atbletic programs depril,e

edttcational programs d resources, .[acili.
ties, and stafJ and cotrld sericttrsllt af fect
tht, .sttpptr! o! tht' Atlt't'rttist commitnity
lor its s<hools.

The actual cost of intersch(x)l athletic
pr()grams is difficult to assess because
public ancl privare schrxrls have clifferent
sources of income. For church-relatcd
schools and colleges, funding sorlrces arc
l imited to tuit ion, fees, enctrwments,
denominational supp()n, gifts, ancl gatc
recelpts.

Thc  cos ts  < t f  an  a th le t i c  p rogrant
include the expense of crecting or prel-raring
buildings, fields, ancl tracks, Lrpkcep,
c o a c h i n g  s a l a r i c s ,  e q u i l t m e n t ,  t r a v c l ,
insl lrance, substi tute tcachcr salaries (at
the high schrxrl lcvel), salarics of atl-rletic
ancl acaciemic supllort personnel (at thc
collcge level), ancl scl.rolarships. l'l-re
hel ief that inrcrt 'ol lcgiarc lrhlet i t .  grro
grams can be self  supponing is a ntvtht
thcy are, on the averege, "excessivclv

deficit producing."r: 6l-t.-".leaders, clrill
teants, marcl'ring bands, and pcp sclr,racls
can acicl significantlv t() rhc k)ral cost.

Money c()nsumecl by athletic pr()grams
deprives acadcmic ancl <xher legitirnatc
eclucational pr()grants of neeclcd resour-
ces, hci l i t ies, ancl personnel. In rnan_v
i r ts t i l r r t i r rns  adcr l tu te  phys i t .a l  c t l r r t : l r ion
and recreational ftrcilities arc sacriflcecl
f<rr athlctic f?rcilitics, and academic per-
sonnel arc sacrificed to cmDktt' coaches
and their sraffs.

\Xzhile collegc coaches tcncl to be full
t imc, nonteaching personncl, high schtxrl
coaches are frequer-rtly full time teachers
who receir.'e additional salary fitr coach
ing responsibilities. Ben Harris decries

the excessive number <>fIhigh schrxrl] coaches
required to adntinister the. . . arhletic pro
granrs whr> must also teach classes. 'I'his situa
tion can, and usuallv does, result in problen.rs.
Fint l ing a pers(,n wh(, is qrral i i ied trr q1y.1..1t
girls'r'olle,vball and als<> teach general science
can present problems. This situati()n tencls tr>"load" a sch<xtl with pers()ns n-l.ro place most
of their energies and time on rhe coachinq
r e s p ( ) n s i b i l i r i e s  0 f  r h e  j o h  r r r h e r  t h a n
on.  .  .  teach ing . la

tional tLlition and fees to suppoll an inter-
school athletic program. Onlv a handfr_rl
of students would l le ret.rtr i ted or lost
because of the presence or lack of inter
sch(x)l sports. And it is unlikelv that rl.re
thttrch would funci srrch a(t ivi t ies. In fact,
the  presence o f  such programs on
Adventist campuses crtr_rld have a negative
impact on levels of sLlpport.

Advent is t  schoo ls  have prov ided
wholesome recreati()n for their students
for nearlv a centlln'. These intrantr_rral
pr()grams reduce the competitive aspects
{ ) f  spor t .  a rc  re la t i reh  inexpens ive  t ( )
operate, and are reasonabh'safe. Nrtr d<r
thev clisrupt thc acaclemic pr()gram.

It seems strange that at a time r,,'hen
escalating c()sts ancl other concerns are
causing manv pr-rblic, private, and cl'rurctt
related inst i tut iol ts to el int inate such prt i .
grams, s()mc in our church woi.rlcl have Lrs
consicler reversing our ltistoric 1-rositi<xt
o1-rposirrg intersch<xtl athletics. D
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causes, he touches a nerve. Peorrle listen
to him and. as the pol ls and primaries
i n d i c a t e ,  t h e y  e v e n  e n d o r s e d  h i s
candidary.

At the other end of the political spec,
trum the Democratic Party is seeking that
magic issue to which voters will resonate.
Having discovered little fervor in the
populace about the budget deficit or
trade imbalance, they have ignited fires
with the theme of "Our Family, Our
Future." Here, one Congressman said, is"good po l i cy  and good po l i t i cs . "
Exclaimed another Democrat, "decency

and se l f  in te resr  have rnerged. "  Of
coLrrse, making family their political trade
mark entails v!.resting the label from
Republicans and squaring famil.v,related
s p e n d i n g  p r o g r a m s  w i t h  f e d e r a l
responsibiliq'.

Meanwhile, organized labor climbs
aboarcl trying like the Demcrrats tcr
reshape an image in order to build mem
bership. Painfully aware rhar traditional
labor bills affecting the workplace get
tagged as special intcrest legislation even
as they ign()rc the continued feminization
of the work frrrce, laborites find in flmily
just the cozy rubric needed. ttncler it thev
now place their agenda.

tain Concerns
Because of its very inclusivcness, the

theme could lose its punch, fr>r what r'sz ?
farrily related in the final analysis? So far,
however, the prol-rosals llt their categ()ry
quitc reasonablv. tlerc are the main
c()ncerns:

r expanded chilcl care legislation, cur
rently beforc a House committee;

o the elementary and secondary cdu
cati()n reauthorization. now befrtre a
H<luse-Senate c<lnference:

o welfare refrtrm, passecl by the flouse
but awaiting Senate action;

. i()b'protected family leave, approved
by a lkruse committee and await ing f loor
action:

o mandatory worker health insurance,
await ing committee action in the Scnate;

. ln int 'rease of t l re nrinimum wagc.
awai t ing  commi t tee  ac t i ( )n  in  bo th
houses.

Related initiatives nor yer formalized
include effons to reduce infant mortaliq'
and child abuse. Older proposals repack-
aged for the new climate involve constitu
tional amendments to outlaw abortion
and permit school prayer. Some Advent-
ists suspect that the wish list of familv
advr>cates stretches also to day-of,rest leg
islation, but tbat is speculation.

Because child-care legislation pres-
ently focuses the farnily fervor, and
because the General Conference has
already responded to it, some elaboration
here may be warranted.

Under the terms of the Act for Better
Child Care Sen'ices (H.R. 3660/5. 1885)

the federal g()vernment would spencl $2.5
billion annually to enhance the availabil
ity, affordabiliry, and quality of child care
centers, with the funds going first to the
states and from them t<t oroviders via
grants lrrd to incl ivicluals vi l  ,  cnif icatcs or
vouchers. States must match 20 percent of
the federal money and skew the funds
in favor of krw income families.

An Urgent l{eed
One can hardly dispute rhar America

needs srxnething of the kind. By i ts
regarcl firr the young (and also the aged)
a s()ciery indicates its humanirl'. In 1995
two thircls of all preschrxrlers-15 rnil,
lion children will have m()rhcrs in rhe
wrrrk force. Formal and inf<rrmal child
care arrangements n()w in place coulcl
not bear a burden so large and heanrend,
ing. 'Iaking 

Jrom rhe workplace tl.rose
mothers who cannot arrange for tl-reir
ch i ld ren  wou ld  burden thc  we l fa re
system.

Exactly how many chilci care proviclcrs
arc there in the Llnitecl States? Estimates
varv widely, but the increased trle of pri-
vate charities in child care, especially
churches, is striking. Church providers
may constitute as many as one,f<rurth tO
one third of all providers. Seventh day
Adventists maintain numerous fht^ilities in
Nonh America, but, as it is not clear to
whom they answer, data regardir-rg tl-rent
remain incomplete.

Church involvement as dav-care oro-
viders, and tracl i t ional Adventist r"nri t iui-
ties toward partxhiaid ensured that the
General Conference would watch with
special interest the treatment of churches
in pencling legislation. Eventuallv the
relevant ponions of the bill were found
unacceptab le ,  and changes w i l l  be
sought.

Gompliance Requirements
For example, church providers are not

excluded from the federal assistance.
Rather, they quali$, for it iJ thel complJ'
uitb the follouing restrictions:

. Elimination of "any program or

activity that has the purpose or effect of
advancing or promoting a panicular reli-
gion or religion generally";

o Concealment or removal of "all reli-
gious symbols and artifacts";

o Waiver of the discriminatory (i.e.,
exclusive or sectarian) hiring that is
allowed in section 703 of Title \41 of the
Civil Rights Acr of 7964 and thar was
upheld by the Supreme Coun in Bisbop tt.
Amos (7987 ).

\Xrould SDA facilities comply? Probably
not. \fhy then the opposition from sepa
rationists like ourselves whom these oro,
visions were inrended to assuage? Ibe
ansu)er lies in tbe fact tbat otber churcb
prot:iders ma! restrict tbemselues suJJi,
cientu to qualifu lor the prolfered assist-
ance. lf so, two things could happen that
affect clur self-interest and separati<tnist
stance.

First, a church provider would still be a
church provider regardless ofthe nonsec,
tarian content and enr.'ironment that char
acterized its child,care program. The
aura of wholes()meness would still attach
to it. Mighr nor an SDA parent accept a
certificate for use therein rather than stav
q ir l t  an SDA provider? Could SDA provid'
ers bear such an exodus?

Second, because the federally assisted
church proviclers would ncx be separately
intorporltcd. thc restr l t ing inspection or
monit()ring by state authorities wor.rld
constitute inspection or monitoring of
the church itself This could amounr ro
the "excessive entanglement" that courts
conclemn. The Supreme Coun ruling in
Aqttilar t,. F-ehon ( 1985 ) fcrund against a
shared-time scheme (admittcdly not what
we are considering here) in part because
the government supen'ision of it violated
the establishment clause of the First
Amendment.

Future Prospects
These features may change as the bill

moves and evolves. Two changes are cur
rently Llnder consideration. One con
tinues to include church providers but
reduces the demands upon them, a
course of action that is even more trou,
b lesome to  separa t ion is ts .  Another
change currently ad\?nced by the Repub-
lican parry seeks parental relief thritugh
tax credits and therebv reduces the
p(xential frrr bureaucracy in child-care
programs.

Deficit-conscictusness in Congress may
prevent altogether an initiative that costs
so much. Just the same, child-care fervor
on Capitirl Hill has made JamilyVashing.
ton's latest buzz word. tr

Dn Gary M. Ross k Associate Director of tbe
Public Affairs and Religious Liberty DEMrt-
ment of tbe General Conf*ence of SDA, and
seles as tbe cburcb's liahon u,itb tbe U.S.
Congress.
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