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Concluding Comments prior to Question Period:
Excerpt from Clyde Hertzman, President, Council for Early Child Development

We are at a point now where finally it looks like Canada is starting to close the gap between what we know about the early years and what we do about it.  But we have to understand that Canada, up until now, has always been the country that invested the least into the early years.  There are deep seeded political, institutional and cultural reasons for that. So we are only going to get over that hump if we stay together.  As new models emerge it is true that in the short term some people’s rice bowls will be broken.  As new programs come along, some old things will get pre-empted by that.  But one way or another we need respectful communication, we need to stay together.  If in fact what happens is that the community wants to see the early years move forward but starts fighting and squabbling amongst itself – Canada has a history of getting nowhere in this field – and we will get nowhere.  
Answer to question #2 from FRPBC:

2. Family Resource Programs strengthen parenting skills and provide stimulating early learning environments for young children.  If this bridging Education and Early Learning & Care model includes children 3 and under, where do Family Resource Programs fit in?  

Excerpt from Clyde Hertzman, President, Council for Early Child Development


If I could just comment on this, I think this question actually came from BC, so I understand where it’s coming from specifically.  We now have a situation in BC where under the auspices of the Ministry of Education, we have several hundred StrongStart Organizations in our schools which are about parental support.  At the same time we have several hundred Family Resource Programs that are based outside of the schools. In terms of parenting support, if you put the two together, the total coverage that they have of children in BC would probably be over 50%, because there are so many of them.  But the fact is that they are two solitudes at the moment, one sponsored by the Ministry of Children and Family Development, the other by education. So right off the bat we’ve got that.  Third thing is that we now have a commitment to Vision, Hearing, and Dental Screening that the Health Authorities are doing. They are using their usual platforms to find the kids.  In some areas they find 80-90% of the kids, and in some areas they only find 50-60% of kids.  Similarly, there are commitments to advanced home visiting with public health nurses.  The question is: “where is the nexus where all four of these things come together?”  If the Family Resource Programs and the StrongStarts were bridged together with common quality and standards and a formal understanding of their relationship with one another and if the Vision, Hearing, and Dental Programs were using that as a basis for finding kids, and if the nurse home visiting programs were linked in, if the emerging 18 month monitoring platform that’s being pioneered in Ontario were offering kids into those etc, etc,… then the insecurities that exist when the education brings in StrongStart and makes an orphan of the Family Resource Programs starts to go away, and that’s the kind of thing I think we need.  I think the way we need it is actually for local intersectoral plans to be created with the idea that the senior taxing authorities will look at those comprehensive plans and be prepared to look at funding them if they make sense.  And, so that we can find ways to do intersectionalism at the ground and coherence at the Provincial level, something along those lines.
