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casper weinberger assaults childcare

With the comfortable smile of a man
among friends, HEW Secretary Casper
Weinberger, the urbane, well-dressed
guest-of-the-evening took his seat on a
recent KQED “Newsroom.” After a few
minutes of cordial banter with their
former KQED colleague, the newscasters
turned, reluctantly it seemed, to the
business of questioning Weinberger about
the Nixon Administration’s drastic social
service cuts.

Their reluctance was hardly surprising
in view of the fact that the charming,

liberal Republican they had known as
“Cap” when he hosted a show on KQED
a few short years ago was now being
referred to across the nation as “Cap the
Knife”—a reference to Weinberger’s
current role as Nixon’s political hatchet
man in charge of destroying social service

programs.
Timidly the newsteam broached the
subject. Was it true that, under

Weinberger’s tutelage, HEW was writing
new eligibility guidelines which would
effectively end federally subsidized child

QUIET,GONORRHEA

Gonorrhea in women, is usually a
silent disease until it’s very far advanced.
Between 85% and 90% of women with
gonorrhea DON’'T KNOW they have it.
Syphilis sores often hide deep inside a
woman and are painless, so this disease,
too, in women, often goes unnoticed.

Now, the number of MEN who don’t
know they have gonorrhea has begun to
increase  also. The State Health
Department says about 20% of men with
gonorrhea don’t know they have it. There
are a bunch of theories for why this is
happening. But the theories don’t help
people with the disease.

When you consider that untreated
gonorrhea in men and women can leave
the person sterile, or with damaged joints
from a serious arthritic inflammation, or
with abscesses requiring major surgery (all
too often, this surgery is hysterectomy, in
women — removal of the uterus and
tubes, and sometimes the ovaries, too), or
with heart problems, you can see what’s
disturbing the Medical Community of the
Free Clinic.

With these facts in mind, we've
adopted a policy of recommending
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regular THREE-MONTH checkups for
gonorrhea and syphilis for EVERYONE
... men, women, straight, gay, and bi, as
one of the FEW ways of putting a halt to
both diseases.

Unfortunately, we are ourselves too
overloaded to test everyone who needs to
be tested. We are offering tests for both
diseases to every patient we see during
Clinic hours. When there are enough
people working during the day, we will
check as many people who show up as we
can.
And for those of you whom we can’t
squeeze in one way or the other, the
following placed offer free V.D. testing
and treatment:

Berkeley City Health Dept

830 University 845-0197
George Jackson Free Clinic
3236 Adeline 653-2534

West Berkeley Health Center

830 University 644-6939

Student Health Service at Cowell for
University students will do. For other
places to go, call Free Clinic
Switchboard: 548-2570.

So, if you're feeling OK, get a checkup
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care programs in most states? Hogwash,
said their old friend Cap, claiming that
the new regulations would actually
INCREASE the number of children
eligible for care. But, replied the
newscasters, that’s not what parents and
child care workers around here are saying.
That’s because they don’t UNDER-
STAND the guidelines, says Cap. LIAR,
we parents screamed at the complacent,
smiling face on our television screens. Oh,
said the newscasters, moving on to other
topics.

AT WORK

every 3 months. And if you develop pain
or burning when you urinate, a drip or a
change in discharge, or a sore in your
mouth or genitals, GET A CHECKUP
IMMEDIATELY. We’re recommending a
gonorrhea culture and a VDRL blood test
for syphilis as the quickest tests to have
done.

Remember — you only give or get VD
from people you’re close to. Set your
OWN clap trap! For the People’s
Strength.

Berkeley Free Clinic
2339 Durant Ave.
Berkeley / 548-2570
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Ambulance

Health Department
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George Jackson Clinic
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Women's Health Collective
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And so it goes, the big child care lie,
uttered for the umpteenth time by
perhaps the most powerful man remain-
ing in the Nixon Administration. The
magnitude of Weinberger’s mendacity is
perhaps best revealed by a look at the
new HEW guidelines issued May 1st.

Like their predecessors, they continue
to limit federal child care services solely
to “former, present or potential” welfare
recipients who are enrolled in approved
work or training programs. Translated
from bureaucrateze, this means that child
care is viewed as a convenience to the
state in reducing its welfare population
rather than as a service oriented to the
needs of children. What is distinct about
the new guidelines, however, is the way in
which they virtually eliminate an already
pitifully narrow range of child care
services. For example, the new guidelines:
® cut off funds entirely for all pre-school
(parent  nursery) programs. (In
Berkeley, over 500 children are
currently in these programs.)
deny federal funds to any program run
by churches, schools or universities
who raise the required 25 percent
“local share” of their budgets from
“private sources” (as opposed to
“public”’ sources like city councils,
school boards, state government), and
who wish to care for the children of
their own members. (The ASUC Child
Care Center which gets part of its
funding from student fees will become
ineligible for federal funds because it
cares for the children of ASUC
members. Think about THAT one.)
cut off funds for all migrant child care
programs at the end of 1973.
® Make student parents attending a

four-year college or graduate school

INELIGIBLE for childcare.

Continued on page 15
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continued from p.
® Make county welfare departments
rather than directors of child care
centers responsible for determining
eligibility for child care. (Like most
counties in California, Alameda’s
Welfare  Department is already
critically short of staff and is unlikely
to take on the burden of yet greater
responsibilities. By passing the buck to
overburdened county welfare depart-
ments, the federal government can
functionally end child care services.)
deny child care to otherwise eligible
“potential” welfare recipients who
have more than *“$600 in liquid
assets.” (i.e., student parents who save
over $600 from a summer job, will be
ineligible for child care, as would a
family receiving over $600 in an
insurance settlement.)

apparently redefines the income
ceilings to “gross” rather than “net”
earnings, which effectively reduces the
amount of money a parent can earn
and still be eligible for child care.

A preliminary estimate by the
California Assembly Ways and Means
Committee indicates that under the new
HEW guidelines, 90 percent of the
children presently cared for in campus
children centers, 80 percent of the
children in parent nursery programs, and
50 percent of parents in community
children center programs will become
INELIGIBLE  for federally-funded

programs. So much for “Cap’s” increase
in child care services.
When  Weinberger first released

eligibility guidelines last February 16,
parents and child care workers across the
nation marched and rallied in protest.

-Weinberger admitted to receiving over

'

10,000 letters decrying the cutbacks
ensuing from the new child care rules,
and as a result of this and other pressure,
promised to rethink the regulations and
issue yet newer guidelines in May.

Elated at the breathing spell Wein-
berger’s “rethinking” of the guidelines
offered, but confident that it represented
nothing more than a temporary stay of
execution, those of us concerned with
child care in California focused our

energies on Sacramento, urging the state
to assume responsibility for funding child
care programs.

The child care issue was picked up by

Project WEY

the Speaker of the Assembly (and
gubernatorial candidate) Bob Moretti,
one of the most powerful wheelers and
dealers in Sacramento. In March, when it
appeared that the new HEW regulations
would be implemented that month,
Moretti shepherded a bill through the
legislature and Reagan’s office which
would have replaced any terminated
federal child care funds with state monies
up to the end of the fiscal year (June 30).

Currently pending is Moretti’s AB
1244, a bill which anticipates federal
cutbacks and authorizes the state to take
over federal funding responsibilities for
currently-operating child care programs.

As of this writing, Moretti’s bill has
several serious flaws. Foremost is its
failure to recognize child care as a right of
any child needing care and instead
continuing to tie child care to
“approved” work and training programs
for welfare recipients. Not only does this
practice manipulate parents and deny
child careto MOST children needing it
(Moretti’s own figures indicate that of the
645,000 children in California who need
publically-assisted child care, only 40,000
are being served) but making child care a
welfare-related program politically iso-
lates its constituency and makes child
care funds vulnerable to substantial
cutbacks every fiscal year.

Perhaps more immediately damaging
than its philosophical failings is a specific
provision in the bill (section 8) which in
effect says that the state will allow all
children currently enrolled in public child
care programs to remain until they leave
voluntarily. When they leave, however,
their place can only be taken by someone
eligible under the NEW HEW guidelines.
Since very few people will qualify for
child care services under the new
guidelines, child care programs will
atrophy and eventually have to close
down.

In its present form, the Moretti bill
enjoys little support among child care
activists—not so much because of its
philosophical failings, for we understand
that the battle for univerally-available
public child care will be a long time in the
waging—but  because of the bill’s
backdoor cooperation with Weinberger’s
latest attempts to kill the limited public
child care programs that do exist. If

photq by Andy Stewart

--WEINBERGER ASSAULTS CHILDREN--

Section 8 of the bill were to be amended,
however, the Moretti bill could be
supported as a first step in the State’s
acknowledgement of its child care
responsibilities.

Moretti’s gubernatorial hopes make
him particularly vulnerable to pressure,
for he can hardly afford to have his
highly visible child care bill opposed by
parents. Thus, we are asking everyone
concerned about the future of child care
programs in California to write to
Assemblyman Moretti urging him to
change the wording of Section 8 of his
AB 1244 so that state child care funds go
to currently-operating PROGRAMS and
not be allocated on the basis of an
INDIVIDUAL's eligibility (or lack of it)
under the new HEW guidelines. Moretti’s
address is 721 Capitol Mall, Sacramento,
95814.

On the federal level, the Senate
Finance Committee, chaired by Senator
Russell Long, is holding public hearings
regarding social service cutbacks through-
out the week of May 15th. Known as the
“man who runs the Senate” Long has the
power to influence (i.e., prevent) the
implementation of child care cutbacks.
Letters to Long protesting the new HEW
child care guidelines—particularly on the
basis that the guidelines will force many
parents to quit school or work and go
back on welfare if their child care is
terminated—are likely to have some
influence on Long. Reportedly, the only
thing Long hates more than a
POTENTIAL welfare recipient is an
ACTUAL welfare recipient. Long may be
reached at the Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C. 20510.

by Sheila Daar
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continued from p. 13

Approximately 60 students met with
this committee on March 15 at 4 pm.
This was a poor time to meet, being in
the middle of finals. However, the
students were concerned enough to
devote some time to the committee. The
same cannot be said of the committee.

After some preliminary probing, the
committee members, led by Alan Sindler
from public policy, were forced to
confront the fact that there were no
third-world members on that committee.
This was rather ironic since, in the words
of a Criminology Students’ Association
memo dated March 19: “Third-world and
poor people are overrepresented as
recipients of the ‘services’ of the criminal
justice system.” That was a matter of
concern to the students present. We again
turn to the CSA memo of 3/19 for a
further description of what happened:

“The hasty exit of one committee
member and the comment by another
that we were ‘wasting time’ marked
the refusal of the committee to deal
with these issues.”

“The students then left.”

Race and class were shown to be
congruent at this meeting, as 55 or so
students (third-world and white) walked
out on the Committee in solidarity.

That’s where things stand now in the
School of Criminology.

Union of Radical Criminologists

DOWNZONING

A downzoning effort is now underway
in the area north of University Ave.,

bounded by Shattuck, Grove and
Berryman. Petitions which  will be
presented to the city are circulating to all
residents. After a nejghborhood meeting
announced to all area residents by leaflet,
R-2 zoning (single family, duplexes, and
small apartment structures) became our
goal.

The neighborhood’s present R-2a
through R-5 zonings permit a great
incentive  for developers to build
high-intensity, high-rise, high-rent, and
usually esthetically unappealing
structures, often by demolishing sound,
attractive, older buildings housing
low-income people. There are also five
schools for young children in the area —
and a large number of neighborhood
children as well — so traffic congestion
caused by further overcrowding will be
extremely hazardous. We have received
the endorsement of the heads of Whittier
Elementary and Hedge Schools, with
other endorsements forthcoming.

But to protect housing on Grove St.,
we want it also downzoned to R-2. This

will not prohibit small commercial
enterprises where there are now
commercial structures, but will
necessitate Use Permits (and public

hearings) on future uses.

There is little doubt that our area is a
prime target for redevelopment because
of its proximity to UC, downtown
Berkeley, and BART. Because of present
zoning it is possible for many of our one
and two family homes to be replaced by
6-story multiple dwelling complexes or
worse. This must stop! The recent
successful ~ downzonings in  other
neighborhoods (Westbrae; Flatlands —
bounded by Grove, University, Dwight,
and Sacramento; and SUDS —
Sacramento, Dwight, University, San
Pablo) give us much encouragement.

Contact Karen Weingrow
at 841-4121 for information.

Dont call us-We i call vou!
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Potter's Wheels
PACIFICA KICK WHEELS

| OR KITS WITH PLANS

Easy to assemble.
Prices start at $45

10 1o a class, each with a wheel
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CONSERVATIVE CITY.COUNCIL CAPERS

A record-breaking 11 hour marathon
City Council meeting that lasted until
5:10 a.m. Wednesday, May 8-9 allowed
several glimpses of what we may expect
from this Berkeley 5 dominated Council
over the next two years.

The meeting started for Council
members at 6:00 p.m. Tuesday in an
executive session, to discuss appoint-
ments to Council Committees and liaison
members to Boards and Commissions.
They adjourned to regular session at 8:40
— an hour and ten minutes late.

The first indication of what might be a
general attitude towards D’Army Bailey’s
place on the council came in the Berkeley
5 choices for the important Council

Committee on Appointments. This
Committee of 4 Council members
recommends whom the full Council

should appoint to all the city’s Boards
and Commissions.
APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE
LEAVES BAILEY OUT

This year’'s members of the
Appointments Committee are Sweeney,
Hone, Ramsey and Kelley. As Bailey said
in a speech protesting these appoint-
ments, any fair cross section of the
council would include at least Bailey or
Simmons on such a committee. But the
Berkeley 5 voted down his motion to
make up the Committee of Kelley,
Bailey, Hone and Ramsey, and they also
defeated a motion by Ying to have the
full council appoint members to boards
and commissions by turn. Apparently
they have decided to blatantly write off
representation by Bailey and they have the
votes to do it. It remains to be seen how
much opportunity they will give Ying to

appoint people from the Coalition
constituency to commissions.
ACLU ATTORNEY HIRED
TO DEFEND BMI
During the Executive Session, the

Council also voted to hire Paul Halvonick,
former ACLU staff attorney, to defend
the city in legal challenges to the
Berkeley Marijuana Initiative. Explaining
the decision, Ramsey said, “Politically,
there has been a great deal of discussion
of whether we, as a council, are fully
behind the (BMI) ordinance.”” (See BMI
story, in this issue.) City Attorney
McCullum’s memo charging that the BMI
initiative is illegal has been submitted by
State Attorney General Evelle Younger in
his prosecution against BMI. Therefore,
Ramsey said, “It is better for all

STILL BROKE AFTER 11 MONTHS

concerned that we hire independent
counsel.” Ramsey was confident. though,
that McCullum could ‘‘vigorously and
competently prosecute the case.”
WOMEN IGNORED BY
AFFIRMATIVE ACTION
At 9:00 sharp the Council stopped
their business to begin the discussion on
Affirmative Action scheduled for that
hour. Members of the Women’s
Affirmative Action Union, an organi-
zation of city employees, made a
presentation claiming the city’s Affirma-
tive Action program was being ignored as
it relates to women. However, the
Berkeley 5 majority is making a strenuous
effort to stick to scheduled time slots on
the Council agenda (though they did start
late), and the two hours allotted to the
issue were up before the City’s Personnel
Director and Affirmative Action Officer,
Larry Williams could respond and before
any council discussion could take place.
The Berkeley 5 defeated a motion by
Loni to extend the Affirmative Action
discussion to midnight, and instead
scheduled another special meeting on
Affirmative Action for Wed. May 16, and
time on May 22, from 8:00 to 9:00 to
continue a discussion on a case involving
the complaint of a woman city employee,

- Helena Dorsey.

“PUBLIC MEETING”” STARTS AT 11 P.M.

Then at 11:00 p.m. the Council
started the long trek through the agenda
which was to take them until 5 a.m.

A meeting being conducted between
the hours of 1 am. and 5 a.m. could
hardly be called a public meeting. (KPFB
has to leave the air at 1:00 even if there
are individuals hearty enough to want to
listen at that time.) However, some of the
most interesting personal interactions
between Council members often come at
these late hours, as weariness begins to
overtake tact. Sometimes these meetings
end with nine bitchy people snapping at
each other, and sometimes they turn
more into a close-knit private discussion
including the staff and even the few
stragglers in the audience. This particular
meeting had a little of each.

As the hours crept toward early
morning, Ying Kelley showed an amazing
tendency to get more and more lively.
She had a constant supply of munchies
which she kept bringing out and offering,
first to other council members, then to
staff, and by early morning, the audience
was sharing in her delights too.

This is Grassroots’ '11th month of publication, providing a voice for the 20,000
people who support the left in Berkeley. Many papers rely on grants and ads, but
Grassroots relies on you. In order to give you an alternative to the Berkeley Gazette
and their friends, we need a little help from our friends.

The Grassroots collective plans to expand to twice a month in October, and to a
weekly as soon after that as is possible. And we will need added staff and help from

the community.
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What vicious criminal is this armed police-
man pursuing? A female shoplifter who
escaped apprehension by a plainclothes-
man for stealing from a Shattuck Avenue
store, according to a streetvendor who
observed the action in May. The suspect
escaped, and a cordon of police went after
her. photo by Mary Blodgett

The Berkeley 5’s enthusiasm for
vigorously upholding the voters’ desires,
as expressed through the initiatives on
election day, waned in the secrecy of the
early morning hours. This might
especially interest the 4600 people who
voted for a police policy review board
and for the Berkeley 4. About 1:30 a.m.
the Council discussed a Consent Calendar
motion by Loni to commit Council
members to make appointments to the
Police Review Board by June 1, so that
the Board can begin meeting in June. The
Council has received a letter from the
attorney for Mr. Robert Brown of
Berkeley, threatening possible legal action
if the council moves to enact the
initiative providing for this board. On the
basis of that letter, they postponed Loni’s
motion for two weeks, pending a report
from the City Attorney on the letter.
Prospects for getting the initiative
implemented look bleak if all it takes to
postpone things is a letter suggesting
possible legal action.

Between 1:30 and 2 a.m. the Council
majority defeated a motion by Loni to
hold public hearings -on the revenue
sharing money. Berkeley’s $2 million of
revenue sharing funds is currently mixed
in with the rest of the City budget to
finance traditional city expenditures, and
there it will remain. Those wishing to
speak to the possibility of using revenue
sharing to finance new programs as well
as programs cut off by Federal cutbacks
(as was the intended use of the money)
will have to do so in the context of the
regular budgetary hearings.

SWEENEY TRIES TO LEAVE

At about 3 a.m. Councilman Sweeney
got up, gave a parting comment to
Edythe Campbell and strolled out the
door. Ramsey followed soon after and a
heated discussion could be heard echoing
in the empty halls downstairs. Apparently
the Berkeley 5 resolve to finish the
agenda at all costs had run into a snag.
The conversation continued for 10

minutes or so — then Ramsey returned to g

the chambers followed by Sweeney who
had a sheepish grin on his face. Ramsey
was literally hopping mad and bounced

then scowled at Sweeney for several
minutes.

At about 3:10 a.m. the council got
into a procedural debate on whether it
took a 2/3 or a majority to call the

question. The Berkeley 5 had been using
this tactic to shut off debate frequently t:

as the night progressed. It turned out it
takes a 2/3 majority under present
council rules which left the Berkeley 5
unable to close debate. Ramsey found a

over to talk to Widener on his return and -

way around this by moving to table the
motion then on the floor, which only
takes 5 votes.

WIDENER VS. LABOR

Shortly after 3 a.m., the Council got
to an agenda item, proposed by Widener,
to change the May 15 meeting to
Wednesday, May 16, so that Council
members who wished to could attend the
League of California Cities. The League is
a very conservative group, which lobbies
against progressive legislation in Sacra-
mento and is especially anti-labor. In past

|years, labor groups have requested that
| Berkeley drop its League membership,
and Loni has made that motion in budget
sessions. Widener has voted with the
Council radicals to oppose League
membership, but 5 conservative votes
have kept Berkeley in the League. This
time, Loni moved that the Council drop
League membership, rather than changing
its meeting dates. Her motion was tabled
by the Berkeley 5, with Widener claiming
that he would consider the League
question during the budget hearings. Carl
Jaramillo, from the Central Labor
Council, had weathered the Council
meeting from 7:30 p.m. until 3:00 a.m.,
and was so angry at this affront that he
stalked out of the meeting and slammed
the Council chambers door so hard he
sent plaster flying.

One other interesting event brought on
by this proposal was a new slant on an
old council scene. Council-watchers can
recall many occasions upon which Bailey
held simultaneous conversations with
Widener or Kallgren. This issue involved
Ramsey and Kelley in a simultaneous
debate on the merits of hearing Mr.
Jaramillo, as they spoke into their
microphones, for about a minute, at the
same time on this subject.

BRA GETS ITS WAY

By 4 am. the council reached an
agenda item on the Redevelopment
Agency asking approval of their general
relocation plan. Bailey launched into a 45
minute  nit-picking, grueling, cross
examination of director Thomas Cooke,
and this writer fell asleep. After letting
Bailey finish, the Council majority passed
the BRA plan and proceeded to the last
agenda item — a request by the Alameda
County Veterans Day Commission for
$300 to help finance a parade for
Memorial Day.

Ying made a substitute motion to give
$300 to Bach Mai hospital in Vietnam.
That motion failed with only Hancock,
Kelley, and Bailey voting aye. Then,
surprisingly, the main motion also failed,
with everyone voting no except Sweeney.
Even Ramsey, who had seconded
Sweeney’s motion to give the vets the
money, voted no.

And so, as the birds started their
singing, and the sky began to get light,
another “open’ meeting of the Berkeley
City Council ended.

If any readers are interested in being
part of the fun and games that go on
during council meetings, write the
Berkeley 5 council members and ask
them to hold their meetings at a time
more convenient to normal human
beings.
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