[image: image1.jpg]i METAMORPHOSE

I
A Catholic Ministry for Exposing the Truth about Alternative Medicine, the Occult in Reiki &
Pranic Healing and Orlental Spirtual Exercises of the New Age Movement
" queries and detailed information, please call on MICHAEL PRABHU.

MICHAEL PRABHU, #12, Dawn Apartments, 22, Leith Castle South Street, Chennal 600 028, INDIA.
inet  website : wiww.cphesians-511.net

FROMDARKNESS TOLIGHT  Phone : +91 (44) 24611606, ~e-mail : michaclprabhu@vs



MARCH 17, 2017
At what age should your child start schooling?
Callers: A Child's Place is in the Home

http://articles.orlandosentinel.com/1997-11-04/news/9711030543_1_day-care-day-care-harmful-to-children
November 4, 1997

As the debate over the federal government's role in day care plays out nationally, a majority of Sound Off callers believe that a child's place is at home with his or her parents.

From early Sunday until noon Monday, 208 callers said ''yes'' and 67 said ''no'' to the question, ''Are day-care centers harmful to children's development?''

Charlotte Carroll, 76, of Longwood said that, when she was growing up, her mom had to work alongside her dad. But, she added, ''a day that she was home, my whole world was different. There was a security that comes about from being cared for by your own mother. I really feel for all these children now who have to have day care - maybe good care, but it's not the best.''

Echoing that sentiment was William Conroy, 42, of Longwood. ''I'm not sure that day care is harmful to children, but I certainly don't think it's in the best interest of children. It takes a lot of one-on-one, loving care to bring a child up correctly, and I don't think even under the best circumstances day cares can do that.''

Thirty-one-year-old Ashley Rogers of Winter Park said, ''I don't think anybody else is as vested in disciplining and in nurturing and in knowing a child as the parents are.''

Cindy Millines, 38, of Ocoee said the answer to the question is, ''Maybe yes, maybe no. So why take the chance? I trust no one to watch my grandson. And since his mother must work, I take care of him. Absolutely no one would or even could give him the care that I do. The answer to the child-care problem lies within our families.''

Susan Hall, 51, or Orlando said that it is ''critical'' for children to be at home with their parents or a caregiver who really loves them. ''I'm not saying there aren't certain circumstances where the parents absolutely have to work. But, in many cases, if you do without, you can stay home. What's more important than raising your children and showing them that they are the most important thing?''

On the other side are parents who believe that day care has benefited their children.

''My children have been exposed to a wonderful day care, and they learned more there than I ever could have possibly taught them,'' said Michelle Sauls, 30, of Winter Park. ''These are trained professional teachers. They know what they're doing. People who think that (day-care centers) are harmful are either in the wrong center or don't have children and don't know what they're talking about.''

Robert Cole, 37, of Altamonte Springs said, ''I'm sure some day-care centers are harmful to children's development. Then again, some home environments are harmful to children's development.'' There are centers, Cole said, that ''provide love and learning in an environment that allows kids to thrive and to be ready when they get to kindergarten. A question like this one is an insult to the day-care centers like the one my daughter goes to.''

World’s Foremost Child Care Study Shows Day Care Leads to Aggression
https://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2001/apr/01042403.html
Minneapolis, Minnesota, April 24, 2001
The most comprehensive child care study conducted to date to determine how variations in child care are related to children’s development, has found that the more hours children spend in day care, the more likely they are to become aggressive, disobedient, and defiant by the time they are in kindergarten. The Study of Early Child Care was undertaken by the National Institute of Child Health and Human Development (part of the National Institutes of Health, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services).

The study, presented Thursday at the annual meeting of the Society for Research in Child Development in Minneapolis showed children who spend more than 30 hours in day care scored higher on such items as: “gets in lots of fights,” “cruelty,” “explosive behavior,” “talking too much,” “argues a lot,” and “demands a lot of attention.” The study involved a team of NICHD-supported researchers following the lives of over 1,300 children since birth and found children spend an average of 26 hours a week in non-maternal care.

One of the study’s researchers, Professor Jay Belsky of Penn State University, said “If more time in all sorts of [child care] arrangements is predicting disconcerting outcomes, then if you want to reduce the probability of those outcomes, you reduce the time in care. Extend parental leave and part-time work.”

See the study on line at: http://www.nichd.nih.gov/publications/pubs/early_child_care.htm 

See the CBC coverage: http://cbc.ca/cgi-bin/templates/view.cgi?/news/2001/04/20/daycare_nc_010420
Study Links Child Aggression to Time in Day Care 
http://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2003/aug/03082108.html
Salt Lake City, Utah, August 21, 2003

Two new studies link aggressive, disobedient behaviour and increased anxiety and stress—in a minority of children—to extended time spent in daycare.

The aggression study is by the National Institute of Child Health and Human Development, and found 17% of daycare children more aggressive, disobedient and more engaged in conflict, regardless of family background, quality or type of care and temperament. The second study is from the University of Minnesota, and says shy children suffer increased levels of stress while in fulltime daycare—based on the children’s markedly higher levels of cortisol, a stress-sensitive hormone. Both studies are published in the July/August issue of the journal Child Development.

As of 2002, 64% of mothers with children under age 6 were employed outside the home, according to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics—double the number in 1975. As a result, daycare is routine for a majority of children today.

Conservative Woman MP Slams Liberal Party’s Child Care Plan as Sexist
https://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2005/feb/05021605.html
Ottawa, February 16, 2005

The Liberal party’s push for the institution of universal publicly-funded daycare has come under criticism by a Conservative MP, but not from the usual Conservative party suspects. Rona Ambrose, MP for Edmonton-Spruce Grove, accused Liberal Social Development Minister Ken Dryden of ignoring the real preferences of most Canadian women to stay home with their children. She said in the House yesterday, “Parents, and not the federal government, are in the best position to determine which type of child care best suits their children.” 

Ambrose, the intergovernmental affairs critic for the Conservative party, referred to the recent poll by the Vanier Institute of the Family that showed nearly 100% of families would prefer to care for their children at home if they could afford to. Ambrose said, “Nine out of ten Canadians feel that in a two parent situation, ideally one parent should stay at home to raise the children. The study also indicated that almost all employed mothers would work part-time if they could afford it, as would 84% of fathers. Parents surveyed indicated that daycare would be their last choice for child care.” 

The Liberal party, however, has pushed hard for its $5 billion federal day care program in spite of the fact that social programs are a provincial jurisdiction and provinces already have public day care in place. Universal public day care has long been a rallying cry of the feminist establishment for whom it is a matter of dogma that women’s personal fulfillment is hampered by being full-time mothers. 

Dryden said, “The real choice is the opportunities for men and women across the country to have the choice of high quality early learning and child care.” 

Ambrose responded, “We fought long and hard for the right to vote, for the right to participate in universities and the work force, and the right to make our own choices. We don’t need old white guys telling us what to do.”  Jim Hughes, National President of Campaign Life Coalition, commented on Ambrose’s intervention. He said, “It’s certainly refreshing to hear someone say what most Canadians feel. Women have been bullied into believing there’s only one solution to the problem of juggling family life with work. I’m glad to hear more MP’s are starting insist that women be offered other options.” 

Read Ambrose’s remarks in the House.

Preschool Damages Children's Social Skills and Emotional Development 
http://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2005/nov/05111001.html
Berkeley, California, November 10, 2005

Preschool has a negative effect on a child’s social and emotional development, according to a study of 14,000 US preschool children.

The new research from University of California, Berkeley, and Stanford University, found that the social skills of white, middle-class children suffer – in terms of cooperation, sharing and engagement in classroom tasks – after attending preschool centers for more than six hours a day, compared to similar children who remain at home with a parent prior to starting school.

“The biggest eye-opener is that the suppression of social and emotional development, stemming from long hours in preschool, is felt most strongly by children from better-off families,” said UC Berkeley sociologist and co-author Bruce Fuller.

On average, the report found that the earlier a child enters a preschool center, the slower his or her pace of social development. “Our results for the intensity of attending a center program – measured in hours per week and months per year – are worrisome, while varying across different types of families and children,” the report stated.

A growing list of state governors is making large investments to offer free, publicly-supported preschools for all children, echoing advocate’s claims that this will boost the early learning of most children.

A Liberal government proposal to provide state-funded daycare to all preschool children suggests that Canada must commence full time governmental child care earlier – at age three – for “all kids at all times.” Liberal MP Maria Minna went so far last fall as to stress that state-controlled “early education” programs are “very fundamental to the development of the child.”

A Harvard Longitudinal Study found that daycare children are significantly disadvantaged in later life by the inability to form psychological attachments. The younger the age at which children are put in daycare, the worse is this effect.

A study released in 2001 found that the more hours children spend in daycare, the more likely they are to become aggressive, disobedient, and defiant by the time they are in kindergarten.

Morningstar Educational Network sponsors a national outreach called Considering Homeschooling Ministry, which encourages parents to care for and preschool their young children at home. “These negative social behaviors children are displaying are getting worse,” said Denise Kanter, a Morningstar research advisor. “In December of 2003, Time Magazine reported on the consequences of negative emotional and social problems among young children. In Time’s report, the child-advocacy group Partnership for Children survey showed that 93 percent of 39 schools responding said kindergartners today “have more emotional and behavioral problems than were seen just five years ago.”

A majority of day-care centers, which host the tiniest tots, revealed that “incidents of rage and anger” have increased over the past three years. Time further quotes the survey leader as explaining, “We’re talking about children – a 3-year-old in one instance – who will take a fork and stab another child in the forehead. We’re talking about a wide range of explosive behaviors, and it’s a growing problem.”

Study Shows Canada’s Universal Daycare Plan Has "Strikingly Negative" Consequences
http://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2006/feb/06020205.html
By Terry Vanderheyden, Toronto, February 2, 2006

A newly released study of universal daycare as already offered in Quebec has revealed some serious dangers. The authors report, “We uncover striking evidence that children are worse off in a variety of behavioral and health dimensions, ranging from aggression to motor-social skills to illness,” according to a summary issued in December by the National Bureau of Economic Research.

“We analyzed the impact of Quebec’s program on work choices, family functioning and children’s well-being and found some positive and some strikingly negative outcomes,” their report states. The researchers, led by University of Toronto economist Michael Baker, also found a negative effect on parents. “Our analysis also suggests that the new childcare program led to more hostile, less consistent parenting, worse parental health, and lower-quality parental relationships,” they said.

In summary, the findings revealed that children in daycare were 17 times more hostile than children raised at home, and almost three times more anxious. 

Baker, along with co-authors Jonathan Gruber, a professor of economics at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, and Kevin Milligan, Assistant Professor in the Department of Economics at the University of British Columbia, used data gleaned from the National Longitudinal Study of Children and Youth. “We compare the outcomes for children in Quebec to those of children in other parts of Canada, who act as a control group against whom to evaluate what we see in Quebec,” they explain. “We compare Quebec and the rest of Canada before and after the program was introduced in 1997.”

The group focused on two-parent families in Quebec. They note that the program, which costs Quebec taxpayers $7 per day per child, “heavily subsidized the cost of childcare for middle- and high-income families.” They report a 60-percent increase in subsidized childcare use among this group. Quebec’s middle and upper income earners had a “dramatic increase” in daycare usage since the program’s introduction in 1996, with 51 percent of children in care, v. 16 percent in the rest of the country. In addition, 21 percent of mothers worked outside the home in Quebec, “more than double the increase in the rest of Canada,” since the subsidized daycare was available.

“Several measures we looked at suggest that children were worse off in the years following the introduction of the universal childcare program,” Baker and his colleagues state. “We studied a wide range of measures of child well-being, from anxiety and hyperactivity to social and motor skills. For almost every measure, we find that the increased use of childcare was associated with a decrease in their well-being relative to other children. For example, reported fighting and other measures of aggressive behaviour increased substantially. Our results are consistent with evidence from the National Institute of Child Health and Development Early Childcare Research Network (2003), showing that the amount of time through the first 4.5 years of life that a child spends away from his or her mother is a predictor of assertiveness, disobedience, and aggression.”

“Furthermore, we find that several important measures of well-being show parents to be worse off,” Baker adds. “The survey data showed that mothers of the children in daycare were more depressed, as indicated by the significant rise in their depression scores relative to the average. The quality of their parenting practices declined, as measured by responses to questions on consistency, hostile or ineffective parenting, and ‘aversive interactions.’ They also reported a significant deterioration in the quality of their relationship with their partners, as measured by mothers’ reports of their satisfaction with their spousal relationship on a scale from one to 11.”

The authors conclude that “preliminary evidence leaves it unclear, on balance, whether this program is what is best for children and their parents.” They also warn that adopting the program would cost “significantly” more than what the Liberal government has proposed. “A potential expenditure of this magnitude demands careful understanding of the potential benefits,” they state.

Read the full research, available as a Special Report here:
https://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2006_docs/daycarestudy.pdf
Study Finds Daycare Damages Babies Brain Chemistry
http://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2006/mar/06032903.html
Orange, California, March 29, 2006

Major research firms and universities in America, Canada, and England have arrived at the same conclusion as the new study reported in the Australian Sydney Morning Herald, that “daycare damages babies’ brain chemistry and affects their social and emotional development.”

It was reported, “Significant among the reams of research are the so-called cortisol studies, which measured the presence of stress hormones in young babies—consistently finding levels to be higher in children in long hours of day care.” Children in daycares and preschools are not developing properly, and equally as troubling, in later public schooling. 

Reports from John Stossel’s ABC report, Stupid in America: Why America’s Public Schools are Failing our Kids, to the recent Ninth Circuit Court ruling giving parents little, if any recourse or say over what is taught in public schools, to news headlines like these, are causing parents alarm: 

“New York High School Fosters Sexual (homosexual, heterosexual and bisexual) Experimentation on Campus; Mother arrested after son took cocaine to day care; 9-Year-Old Shot on School Bus; Preschool harms children’s development; Parents Upset Over Explicit Novel Approved for High Schoolers; Teacher confesses to having sex with minors.”

Denise Kanter from MorningStar Educational Network (MSEN) commented, “The study out of Australia is consistent with what is already known about the physical and mental damage that occurs when young children are out of their mother’s care for long hours.” Kanter added, “Children must be given a chance to grow up healthy, with consistent teaching of spiritual truths, and that takes more than just keeping young children out of daycare and preschool. It takes keeping them out of public schools as well.”

The spokesman for the Christian group suggests, “Just a cursory review of news headlines should be enough evidence to convince Christian parents of the necessity to teach and raise their children in a spiritual and loving home.”

Kanter concluded, “Dr. James Dobson from Focus on the Family and Dr. Tim La Haye, a Pastor and Author have stated that it’s time for Christian parents to get their children out. And we agree. So through our education resource packages, newsletters, mentors, groups and websites, we provide Christian parents with the tools and confidence it takes to raise and educate their children at home.”

MSEN’s new DVD compilation features riveting testimonies that give hope to parents with preschool and school age children. 
For more information visit: http://www.christianhomeeducation.org/dvd.html
Massive Study Finds Pre-School and Early Child Education Initiatives Show No Benefit 
http://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2007/aug/07083104.html
By John-Henry Westen, London, August 31, 2007
A six year comparison of almost 35,000 children has shown that there has been no change in developmental levels of pupils entering primary school in this period, despite the introduction of several new early years’ initiatives over the past decade, new research from Durham University’s Curriculum, Evaluation and Management (CEM) Centre reveals.
The research, presented Tuesday at the biennial European Association for Learning and Instruction (EARLI) conference, shows that although there have been massive changes in early years education in the last few years, children’s development and skills at the start of school are no different now than they were before the introduction of the early childhood curriculum, the Sure Start programme, free nursery education for all three year olds and the more recent introduction of the Children’s Act 2002 and the Every Child Matters initiative. 
The research used the CEM Centre’s Performance Indicators in Primary Schools (PIPS) assessment to measure the cognitive development of almost 35,000 children on entry into primary school between 2001 and 2006 and the authors believe it reveals potential policy implications for how future early years initiatives are introduced and monitored.

Dr. Christine Merrell, PIPS Projects Manager at Durham University’s CEM Centre explains: "Our aim with this study is to provide a single perspective on the changing profiles of children starting school in England during a time of rapid change. While the PIPS assessments, used in the study do not measure how many children were involved in national initiatives, one would have expected that the major government programmes would have resulted in some measurable changes in our sample of almost 35,000 children. It is possible, however, that it is just still too early to measure the effects of these programmes particularly those of the Children’s Act and Every Child Matters, which were only introduced in the past few years."
The significance of the findings is devastating for the Labour government, currently headed by Prime Minister Gordon Brown, as it has invested heavily in preschool, early childhood daycare schemes.
Other studies have found marked negative effects from preschool including brain chemistry damage, aggression, negative social and emotional development, and illness.

Cambridge Study Says 5-year-olds Too Young to Start School 

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/cambridge-study-says-5-year-olds-too-young-to-start-school 

By Thaddeus M. Baklinski, London, October 21, 2009

A study of primary education by Cambridge University recommends that formal schooling of children should begin at the age of six, a year later than the present norm in the UK.

The 608-page Cambridge Primary Review, which was based on 28 surveys and 1,052 written submissions by 14 authors, 66 research consultants and an advisory committee, said there was no evidence suggesting formal teaching environments benefited young children, and that introducing children at the age of five into the structure and discipline of a classroom could even be harmful.

Dame Gillian Pugh, chairwoman of the review, said: "Four and five-year-olds tended to be at a stage where they were just 'tuning in' to learning and that they could be 'turned off' if they were made to follow too formal a curriculum, too early on."

"If you introduce a child to too formal a curriculum before they are ready for it," she continued, "then you are not taking into account where children are in terms of their learning and their capacity to develop.

"If they are already failing by the age of four-and-a-half or five it's going to be quite difficult to get them back into the system again. They are not going to learn to read, write and add up if you have alienated them," Pugh said.

The report recommends that children up to the age of six should instead continue the more informal, play-based education typically found in nurseries.

In Finland, as in Germany and Sweden, children begin school in the year they turn seven. In France, children begin formal education at six. Finland is regarded as having Europe's best education system, with the country's students regularly achieving top marks for reading literacy and science in the Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA).

England's custom of starting school at five, shared in Europe only by Wales, Scotland and the Netherlands, dates from the requirements of Victorian factory owners, the report states, and warns of the "Stalinist overtones of a 'state theory of learning'" enforced by the "machinery of surveillance and accountability."

The government dismissed the review as "disappointing" and out of date.

Schools Minister Vernon Coaker said the recommendations would actually disadvantage British school children.

"It's disappointing that a review which purports to be so comprehensive is simply not up to speed on many major changes in primaries," he said.

"The world has moved on since this review was started. We want to make sure children are playing and learning from an early age and to give parents the choice for their child to start in the September following their fourth birthday."

Teachers' unions, however, endorsed the review and criticized the government's response.

"It is absolutely extraordinary that the government has decided to ignore the Cambridge Review recommendations," said Christine Blower, General Secretary of the National Union of Teachers.

"Any government worth its salt, particularly in front of an impending general election, would have embraced this immensely rich report as a source of policy ideas."

A previous study, released in 2007 by Durham University's Curriculum, Evaluation and Management (CEM) Centre and presented at the European Association for Learning and Instruction (EARLI) conference, is substantiated by the Cambridge University report.

The Durham study found that, although there have been massive changes in early years education in the last decade in the UK, children's development and skills at the start of school are no different now than they were before the introduction of the early childhood curriculum.

"Our aim with this study is to provide a single perspective on the changing profiles of children starting school in England during a time of rapid change," said Dr. Christine Merrell of Durham University.

"One would have expected that the major government programmes would have resulted in some measurable changes in our sample of almost 35,000 children," though no benefit was evident.

Other studies have found marked negative effects from the introduction of 3 to 5 year olds to formal schooling, including brain chemistry damage, aggression, negative social and emotional development, and illness.

Many U.S. Day Care Centers Harmful: Study
https://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/1999/apr/99041207.html
(Not opening)

