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Chairman Marciso and members and staff of the House Judiciary Committee, thank for the opportunity to 
appear before you today to discuss Child Abuse Investigations, children's advocacy centers and House 
Bill 1739. 

The Support Center for Child Advocates (Child Advocates) is Philadelphia's lawyer pro bono program for 
abused and neglected chtldren. At Child Advocates, we work to change the story for children. For 35 
years, we have offered the skills and dedication of lawyer-social worker teams, and we represent more 
than 850 children each year, including in criminal prosecutions of their alleged abusers. While our direct 
service work is Philadelphia-focused, we work with partners across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
and the nation on the development of effective policy and practice for vulnerable children. We attempt to 
offer a balanced, candid and constructive assessment of what our children need and how we are all doing 
for our kids. 

To assist and inform your work, I call your attention to the set of policy papers and recommendations 
prepared by the Protect Our Children Committee (POCC), Pennsylvania's statewide coalition of 
advocates, physicians and service providers joined together in coordinated strategies to prevent child 
abuse and achieve targeted child welfare reforms that are child-centered. The topics include: 

"Toward Improved Protections for* Children: Buckets of Review " (prepared to assist Task 
Force on Child Protection '7; 

"Digging Deeper to Under-stand How Pennsylvania Defines Child A bus e " 
"'Reporting Child Abuse is a Critical Child Protection Tool" 
"investigabing Child Abuse and Crimes against Children in Pennsylvania " 
"Examining Child Abuse Fatalities to Improve Child Protection" 

I want to be clear however, that the positions presented today are not those of the POCC or its other 
members, except as individual and organizational members of this coalition may agree with them, and 
represent on the positions and recommendations of the Support Center for Child Advocates. 

We focus today on issues related to the investigation of child abuse cases, and in particular the services 
provided by children's advocacy centers, or CACs. As you heard this morning, CACs present the state- 
of-the-art approach to high-quality, reliable forensic interviewing of child victims and to the collaborative 
investigation of always-complex child abuse cases. I would like to share some of the national perspective 
on these programs and protocols, and some of the areas where growth and guidance may be needed. 





resistance at the beginning, and satisfaction in the end. You might consider helping that process along, 
perhaps requiring an MOU in order to obtain additional state funding, kind of an incentive to 'play nice' 
and be on one's best behavior. 

Some other areas for your consideration: 

We need to correct the current confusion and lack of clarity about multi-disciplinary teams 
(MDTs) (i.e., may be convened annually, etc. See 23 PA.CS.A. 8 6365 (b)), joint investigative 
teams (23 PA.CS.A. 6 6365 (c), and Act 33 teams (23 PA.CS.A. 5 6365 (d)) - each required under 
various sections of the Child Protective Services Law (CPSL) - so that their complementary and 
unique roles and their interplay are established. 
We are pleased with the amendment exempting from the additional $1 0 fee on background checks 
foster and adoptive parents and certain volunteers, but we urge that the additional fee should NOT 
be assessed on any volunteers of non-profit organizations. 
We note that FBI background checks require an additional fee and thus a burden on volunteers, 
staff and their organizations. 
Since the intent of the legislation appears to focus on establishing and expanding CAC services, 
we are concerned that funds generated by or through this legislation should be restricted and 
additive, and not subject to supplantation of existing state funding (e.g., Act 148). 

In the interests of full disclosure, since 1992 I have served as a member of the Board of Directors of the 
Philadelphia Children's Alliance (PCA), where Ms. Kirchner serves as Executive Director. By the 
bylaws of the organization, our agency, the Support Center for Child Advocates, occupies one of several 
permanent seats on the PCA Board. I believe this service has offered me a valuable window into the 
workings of one of the nation's premier CACs, as well as its challenges in development and going 
forward. Wishing the organization well, I thus do not come to you entirely h e  of agenda. But then what 
advocate does? In all, I believe the CAC model is outstanding in its approach to children and families, 
just and fair for defendants and the accused, and worthy of the public's investment and trust. 

For more information: 
Frank P. Cervone, Executive Director 
Support Center for Child Advocates 

1900 Cherry Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 

t: 267-546-9202 f: 267-546-9201 
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