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Introduction

in Sputh Vietnam was most critical. The effoFt, therefore, was

shgrt-lived and its effect on the problem would appear to be mini-

i t

1. However, it appears that this evaluation based only on the

number of children served bears examination.

-
»

Although an insignificant rumber of children were assisted

through the project, the work of the Coﬁhittee and subsequemt pro-
ject activity had significant value as it relates to the broad

field -of adoption-

.
. ’

A variety of. social and governmenta]tagencies and organiza-
tions were brought together to work at the resolution of prob]ems
affecting thJ\Amer1can/V1etnamese “hard to p]aﬁe" chi]d They
were forced to deal with a myr1ad of other re]ated issues and pro-
g]ems Some of these were cooperat1on between agencies, accounta-
biTlty fb the U. S. ciﬁ@unlty and the host country, regard for in-
ternat10na]1y accepted,standards of adopt1on practice that app]y to
chf]dren of all races and natlona14t1es, fnd provision of faw1]y

services and adoption opportunity in-country as* am alternative to

intercodntry»adoption, to name a few.
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.

The requirefient that' Black V;ethamese childreq be placed in
Black Amenjean families re-opened consideration, internaéionally
and nationally, about the child's right to an adoptive fami]j of a .
o cultural-racial-national background similar to his own. Finally,
the insj;tence on the need for an affirmative action program as
represented by IVAé raised again the fundamental issue of the exis-

.tence of unabdted racism in American community life and the fact

. L
of institutional racism in the service delivery systems that affect

people at all levels --internationai, national and local.

) . In reference to intercountry-trans-cultural adoptions, we wonder

to what extent the activities qf‘foreign adoption agencies operating

2 in couﬁtries vulnerable to expioitation, or déveloping cbuntries, de-

v‘laylgnd confustate national and Jocal planning for the naéion'; chil-

dren. Do intercouqtry adoption programs opetaté in t;; inté?;:t oﬁ
the child or do they primarily serve foreign adopters? Rresen% liti-
gation provides evidence ;ha£ these c;ncé;ns are.Being addresséd..
It is interesting that the ;:otest gnd advocacy %oé the rigﬁés of :'
the Vietnamese children and their;parents is coming from lawyers,

not from social workers or other disciplines in the area of child de-

velopment. - .
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In our nat1onal life, the demand for black homes for B]ack

-

ch1]dren is a heated issue. The claim, made by agencies that pro-

vjde‘adopt;on_services and by spokespersons for transracial adop-
tion, that Black adoptive families are una%ailable is challenged
by Black professionals and the B]ack community Attent1on is

being ca]]ed to the h1stor1ca1 "1nv1s1b1]1ty" of B]ack ch1]dren
in the minds of White America --a state of mind that generated

tens of thousands of orphaned Black children.

.
s ~ . (28

 The cmitich] queetion is whether a system desigfed by and

for white people within an etonomic, social and political mi]ieu

hostile to race and d1jjprence ‘can be committed to opt1ma11y serve .
“Black children. Whether agencies that are controlled, administered, '
staffed and trained by white personne] can indeed, "see" the chil-

>

dren and "find" appropriate fam1]1es for them , -

The groject was designed’ to produce specific data on the charac-
teristics of the project participants. Is there an untapped reser-
voir of potential Black adopterscin the general population? What are

the barriers operating in and outside of the child welfare systems

12
. that preclude the development qof adoption resources for Black children? .

*Can ‘transratial adoption as "placement of last resort" be defended? 3
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Limitations of the Report | . ' .
. ” _‘ .
-, The project was an action-oriénted --nof a research effort.

> - . -

o ' It get out to place B]ack/Vjetnamese and Black Americap children

for whom adoptidn was inﬂﬁcated in Biack édoptivgahpmes‘in the U. S.,
Cértain limitatipns were naturally inherent in the data product. '
Data collection, forms and- -reporting methods were changed or mod1- ' ‘

Q

fied several times 1h the,course of project life. For example, —

the registration form was modified in the second phase of the pro- / -

ject and a request for réimbursement form replaced the letter of
request for payment previously. empléyed. (See Forms,'AppendixJB).“

-Cohsequently, the stgtis;iéal da@;-in this report reflect some of

the inconsistencies and gaps in information which naturally résulted.

Also except for the Project Director, staff turned over at least one

N

time, resulting in modest epanges in orjentation.

% e

¢

Data was compiled from several sources. The IVAC registration.

form and reimbursement request form were the main sources; hoﬁ%ver,

-

\
‘q variety of other data sources were also used. Among these were
letters, home sfudies, IVAC proj¥t reports, coﬁfereﬁEEs and megk-

ings; contacts with key personalities and.workers in international

L3

adoption programs, local ageqpy directors and staff, §tate adoption

coordinators, and staff of such organ1zat1ons as BCDI, Inc., NAACP

Tri-State Adoption PrOJect North American Counc11 on Adoption (NACA),

1w -
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ARENA, and others. * Background information was extracted from pro-
ceedings of the July 1373 meeting of the Interagency Committee, its
: ’ . ‘ -

field report and proposal, Congressional documents, and reports from

prd

.various government agencies, cited in references.:
. " ’ -

. - . <

“ ) \ 1 . . 4
Organization of thé Report ' . .

The report is presen}ed in- three ﬁarts. Part-I gescripes the

two phases-oﬁ the projett: Part-II presents statistical data and

comments on the source and-characteristics of adoption registrants

r

and the children placed. Part-III gives data on adoption agencies
- * . . \

that-served IVAC registrants. Each part is followed by a Summar

or généra] discussion dnd, finally, the conclusion and suggestions

are presented. Oescriﬁtive or supportive documents and the bibli-
[ 4 ’
ography have been placed in the appendices. ~ *~ -
’ '. \
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. PART-I

*

. . BLACK/VIETHAMESE ADOPTIONS '

The Intercountry phagé of the project began actual operation
in January, 1975, 9nd ended with the IVAC involvement in placement -

. [
of children brought in the April emergency baby 1ift except for

’

Jimited follow-up activities pépfoqmed in IVAC.

The origiﬁa] goal of.the project was_to facilitate placement
- of 150 Black/Vietnamese orghans. . : -
@ )

~

' To ach1eve this purpose, IVAC had set activities in motion ®o-

v s ' v 1) recruit adopt1ve reg1strants n sufficient numbers !

t ' ' to ultimately provide the quantity of approved ) .

/" . homes that would be requ1red
- - 2) identify and set up cooperativé relationships

and formal, agreements with local adoption
agencies that would be willing and able to pro-
vide adoption services for Black -applicants and
register the approved homes in IVAC.

. 3) continue to work with the intercountry adoptien

agencies to work out procedures, cooperatively,

. . for registering the children available in Viet-

. ' nam and matching these with the fami]ies reg- .
1stered by local agencies.




-

" Local Agencies

o

Result of Project ‘Activity - January 1 - June 30, 1975

Recruitment

During Aprif*alone the project registered 105 families interested
in adopting Black/Vietnamese Ehi]ﬁren. This was accomplished with.the
help of cooperating Black and other adoption agencies and through the
exposures provided %o IVAC staff by a substantial number of Black groups
and organizations and Black~oriented télevision, radio, news services,
and a magazine to ;each the Targer Black community. 'Also, the role |
of general media coverage of the situaE{on in Vietnam ha& a significant

impact on recruitment results. o p

4

From March thru June 1975, hundreds of teléphone calls éﬁd approx-

1mate1y 320 inquiries were received from 32,states, the D1str1ct of

Columbia, U. S. terr1%or1es overseas and four (4) foreign countries.

Thenwidespread response to the appeal for homes maxbe indiqizive of_ .

the effectiveness of the me@ié in presenting a positive imfgé of the

child and in communitating the gdea of-the heLd for a.nafipnal commupity
v ¢

effort. ] ' o : -
< .

~

~

" Fourteen (14) local ageﬁcies entefe&.idtq formal agreement with the
project to provide'recruithent, home studies and posf placement supervision
on a reimbursement Basis. Other agencies cooperated in accepting refer-
rals on families who did not kave home studies and did _not request reim-
bursement. A sample of the agreement between agencies and IVAC is shown

in Appendix-C. . 8

’ T &'

7 /




The 13 voluntary agencies and one (1) staté department of pub-
i1c welfare cooperating in the proaect were located in 7 states and
the. District of Columbia. A listing of cooperating agencies en- '

° : : rolled during the Vietnam phase of the project is shown in Appen-
. dix-B. ' o

»

Intercountry Agencies

4

Seven (7) U. S. voluntary agepcies in Vietnam were authorized
L 3

by the Government of Vietnam to process intercountry adoptions.

Of these, three (3) agreed to participate in the IVAC program as

» member agencies. However, these agencies still bad not-reg{stered

any of the children available in Vietnam with the IVAC project.

ot ‘ ! . . -

The Baby-Lift and Outcome of‘PrOJect Efforts N

The crisis situation generated by the emergency Baby-Lift-in-

<
effectuated orderly procedures jn a]] the adopt1on agencies. How- s
’ v ever, during April and May 1975, the project.received 50 homestudies

from local cooperating {and npn-participating) agencies. These were

[

hastily forwarded to the intercourtry member agencies for considera-

T

tion for matching. CoL .

Twenty-two (22) of the studies referred were acceeted for place-
ment. Twenty-four (24) of the children arriving in the airlift were
placed in the Zz‘project assisted homes. One family received twins
and another accepted two unrelated children (ages 4 and §).who had ;
lived in the same orphanage and considered }hemse]ves as sisters.

5
&

: 16 '
4
. : - ‘,‘
:
.
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Information received frem various sogiges strongly suggested ~
;’ ) that bias because of race was the main re%,dﬁ for rejection of Black

fam1]1es Only one 1qtercountry agency reported the reason for non-
. . \

I'zeptance of fa‘n11es referred by th; progect The report indicates
that 7 families were offered-.placement but rejected the chi]d for

reasons of age of child, handicap, sex. Twelve (12) fame;es were
trejected because -"no suitable child avajlable", “refused for‘sib]iﬁgs
c /
for casework reasons".

L . . ]
- R

foltlow-Up

During the months fo]loeing the air;ift, IYAC'sought to provide
assistance to the various intercountry §9enciés kand local agencies "
serving refugee children). Telephdne cal]s‘end on-site visits were

» made. However, the general feeiing of the agencies was that no fur-
] N

ther service was needed. T

As far as possible IVAC made. pr1nted 1nformat1on ava11abJe as .

‘

-well as knowledge gained from persona] experience about life styles ¢
— . . N -

and cultural factors of V1eto§mese people to the agenc1es:1nvolved

with these children, on request.

Follow-up on the adjustment of the children placed in IVAC-
assisted families 'is reported 7a an evaluatiaﬁ'study now in preporp-

tion. Reports from TAISSA staff and some of the }ocal adEncies

S 1y -
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s L

- indicate that the placements are holding and the children are making

. . very s;tisfactory progress.

-~

) ) The Families . \\

Tge families yho received placement have expressed considerable
anxiety about their thi]g-in relation to litigation in reference to
the Vietnamese‘children who came in the air1%ft.

I P

-

Also, medica] and emotional problems affecding a few of the
children were a source of anxiety during early placement but these
. are being satisfactorily resolved for the most part.‘ As indicated

in-Table;l'Eost of the children were reported to be free of handi-
-~ Pl

o= . . capéa A TAISSA wdrkef‘reported that the Black/Vietnamese children
on the whole wer; healthy noymal children and are making geod adjust-

ments in their families. /
. ’ L]

Table-% below shows* the age, ;ex, handicap, if any, of the

Ic .
Black/Vietnamese children placed with IVAC assiStance and also the

agenciesfthaf were involved i the placement.

~ ¢
.




4

11

\
BLACK/VIETNAMESE CHILDREN PLACED
IN BLACK ADOPTIVE HOMES THRU IVAC ASSISTANCE

Iﬁblé-l . -
CHILD | AGENCIES  INVOLVED
Age At Timé International \ Local Supervising.
Sex of .P1'ment Handicap Agency Agency
F* 8 None Holt Children's | Homes For Black Childn.
‘ Service Detroit, Michigan
M 3 “None Holt Children's | Homes For Black Childn.
. - Service Detroit, Michigan
F 3 .None | Holt Children's | Homes For Black Childn.
Service Detroit), Michigan
F 8 Emotional| Holt Children's A. A, F. C. S.
' Trauma Service { Chicago, I1linois
F- 3 Not " U.5.C.C.M.R.S
Reported( .
M 5 —7 None Uu.S.C.C.M.R.S .
F 5 fiot U.S.C.C.M:R.S. Cath. Ser. Bureau
Reported Miami, Florida
M 2 Hone U.S.C.C.H.R.S. Cath. Ser. Bureau
,? . ' Miami, Florida
Ms* 2 None U.S.C.C.M.R.S. | Cath. Ser. Bureau
(Twins) . ‘ Miami, Florida
M 2 Medical
. problems/{ U.S.C.C.M.R.S. .| Cath. Ser. Bureau
! parasites ’ Miami, FTorida
MR 7 Not " U.S.C.C.M.R.S. | Cath. Ser. Bureau
Reported Ft. Lauderdale, Fla.
M 4 : Intestina] '
problems/| U.S.C.C.M.R.S. Cath. Ser. Bureau
parasites|, Miami, Florida
F 5 Hone U.S.C.C.M.R.S. California

%
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BLACK/VIETNAMESE CHILDREﬁ PLACED
IN BLACK ADOPTIVE HOMEE_THRU IVAC ASSISTANCE. -

Table-1 Cont'd

CHILD AGENCIES  INVOLVED
Age At {ime i International Local Supervising
Sex of P1'mgnt | Handicap | ®* Agency: | , Agency
. 1 .
F 24 \ None TAISSA ) Homes For Black Childn,
' Detroit, Michigan -
F 4 Cleft TAISSA - Genessee County, D.S.S./
Palate . Homes For Black Childn.
Flint/Detroit, Mich. .
F 9 None | TAISSA - | Genessee County, D.S.S./ vl
T Homes For Black Childn. Lo
Flint/Detroit, Mich. - v
M 3 % .| ~™None TAISSA Peirce-Warwick Adoption
‘ K ’ Service, Washingtom, D.C.
M P None { TAISSk Genessee County, D.S.S./
/ Homes For Black Childn.
Flint/Detroit, Mich.
F 7 Aciing out| TAISSA Genessee Coﬁnty, D.S.S./
. _| emotional "Homes For Black Childn.
distur. . -F]int/Detrojt, Mich .
F 2% “None TAISSA Harlem-Dowling, N. Y,
F 6 None TAISSA Harlem-Dowling, N. Y.
M 2 None | TAISSA * A. A. F. C. S.
. ‘ Chicago, I1linois
F 3 None {1 TAISSA Homes For Black Childn.
Detroit; Mich
M 2% Not U.S.C.C.M.R.S. | Cath, Charities Bur.
) "Reported ' St¥%ouis, Missouri

— . 20




PHASE 11 - DOMESTIC ADOPTIONS: AMERICAN BLACK AND MINORITY CHiLDREN

A review of data and experiences generated from Phase I of the

v project revealed “information which, when related to unmet domestic
] A *
adoption needs, was of particular significancer Specifically, Phase I

activity produced evidence that ¢

1) there is an untapped reservoir of potential adopters )
. in communities throughout the United States, and
among Black American citizens work1ng and 11V1ng .
abroad -

2) most of the.respondees to the appeal for homes for v
. Vietnamese .children were interested in adopting a3 - ¢
. Black, child and had no strong preference regarding
his or1gln, ie., Vietnam or the U. S.
3) some local agdoption services are w1111ng to serve
) Black adoptive applicants, if provided support,
' technical and financial assistance,- as needed ,

4) prospective adoptive families wa1t an unreasonable
period for placement .

Based on this information and the knowledge that large riumbers N
of American Black children wait in agency child care féciliﬁies for
adoptive placement, the project requested DHEW to consider on-going
fundiTg of the project for the purpose of sgrvfng domestic Black chil-

dren through‘ the mechanism already in place. R

. ) * ; ;
' In Ju]j 1975, HEW approved the project's proposal. Fiduciary
responsibility remafned with TAISSA. The interagency consortium which

had constituted the policy making board during Phase I of the project

21
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_ had dissolved with the phasing out of the intercountry program,

However, representatives from three of the agencies and organiza-

tions which .had served on the board remained with the project in

. @ consultative and advisory role.

’
]

In-addition, except the director, project staff terminated
becaﬁse of the Eﬁcertainty of the future of the program. The
vacated coordinatornpositioq was filled in ea}ly Augu§; 19?5 aqqqy
permanent clerical staff was hired i: September, g

The primary objectives in Phase II of-the prqjeéf were:

“1. To insure that the families already matched with
a Black/Vietnamese child receive post adoptive
supervision through their local agencies with
any technical assistance they might need during
the remainder of the project.

2.. To insure that. families who have applied to IVAC
continue in the adoption process by assisting
agencies in their efforts to find local children
with whom families can be matched.

3. "To refer families without home-studies for same
in local.communities and follow-up on their pro-. -
gpyess.

4. Continue recruitment of families to replace any
who might withdraw from the process. »

5. To meet with agency representatives to clarify
BVAC's role, policies and procedures, re-nggotiate
contracts and reimbursement rates.

6. Continue education of the community, agencies,

parents about the needs in adoption through work-
shops, meetings, media, etc.

22
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1) ) - \
7. Continue activities previously outlined which
- . enhance the project, such as evaluation study,
attendance at conferences, d1ssem1nat1on of

ject undertook 3

1) interpret the new program in the'profess1ona1 and lay:
conmunity and renew agreements with cooﬁerat1ng local
agencies and recruit other pub11c and private agencies
1nterested in part1c1pat1ng in the project, and

2) conduct a mail-out to registrants not involved with
an agency and other respondees relative to their
continuéd interest in adopting, and referral: of
appropriate registrants or respondees to specific

’- adoption services.

Other activities included efforts. to identify‘the~]ocafion of

groups of children available for adoption and share this information
. 1

with cooperating agencies.

Also efforts were made to broaden cooperative relationships be-

tween the project and other groups, organizations and projects in-

volved in adoption and related areas.

»
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Result of Project Actiwvity

« + Adoption Agencies

. Ve .
At.the end of Apri¥ 1976, 15 agencies in 5 states, the District

) of Columbia and Guam were involved in the project as cooperating or

s participating rembers. Other agencies referred families with studies.

“ f .

“ -
e

H .
-~ .

As a yho]e these¢e§enc%es completed 185 homestudie§€3n Black ado;-
- tive applicants who were recruited 1ndependeqt1y or referred by the \
IVAC projeét or other projects.such as the NAACP-Tri-State Addption p;o-
ject. One-hundred and eleven (111) children had been placed in 101 o
homes for the purpose of adoption and po§t p]acement subervigioh was
' ’ beihg provided:
) w
The project attempted to work with agenc1es within the p011c1e§
and procedures already in force except that agenc1es were expected to

-

give service to single person applicants and encguraged cooperating
'agencies to include Black adoption workers and'outreach wérkers onatﬁé
staff. Three (3) groups had hired Black outreach workers and/or em-
ployed a Blatk worker, usually on d contract basis. Particularly in

Florida cooperating agencies had developed 'a Black adopt1ons program
_which would be on-going. Innovat1ve recru1tment techniques were being
employed by these agencies with good results. Prospective applicanté

were seen quickly and placements were made readily.

Recruitment

From Jyly 1975 - April 30, 1976, the project enrolled 135 adoptive

v"' ~' 2'4




registrants. Most families registered from-October thru .April
were recruited by local adoption agencies. However, %he project

Y

mail-out produced sbme registrants.

! A group of 67 réépondees to the initial appeal were sent a
follow-up jetter, a registration form, and questionnaire inquiring
about their present interest in adoption. Twelve (12) comp]etéd

registrations were returned. Other information showed:

Interested in adopting now 12 .
- Not interested at %his time 5 i
. Not/interested at all 2T
No response |, 46
- Reported child placed 1
Reported home-study in process 1
) . 67 «

A group of 16 registrantswnot active with an ageﬁcy were sént
a follow-up letter and a questionnaire to be completed regarding‘
their continuing interest in adoption. Seven (7) registrants re-
turned a "yes“.responsez 7 regis;rants’did not respond. One (1)
‘ registrant reporteda child placed, and one (1) reported home-study .
.- . {n process. .

’

L4

Related Activities ' -

With encouragement and sponsorship of IVAC, NAACP-Tri-State
Adoption project's Florida state coordinator set up three meetings
‘ in Florida for state public and private adoption Services for the

purpose of furthering the project's work and providing 3 forum for _
| . ..

. o ' o5
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.

IVAC staff to interpret the‘modifiéd-pfogram and recruit new égen&}

participants. ) . .

The outcome of this effort was the enrollment of three (3) of

the Florida Catholic Services Bureaus and thé Florida Children's:

Home Society state office which coordinated the activities of its

seyera] local branches. in addition, through the Tri-Cities pro-

¥

Ject activity, liaison was established with state coordinaﬁors in

South Carolina and Teﬁnessee and Georgia. A meeting 6odrdina£ed

-

of private agencies and the state coordinator. { - .
R.%
WY

Adoption services in several cities also joined as participating

members including New York, Cleveland,. Ohio, and.Houston, Texas, and

. ~—~ . . . e b\
Atlanta, Georgia.- . o Sue

. -

Field trips to éartiéipatihg agencies and others ﬁrovided an - f

4

._opportuhity to follow up on the activity,.prob]ems and expériences, ’

of the agencies. . s , : '

In addition, these and other_éonfacts supplied the projett with
.o - '

»

information about the estimated number of legally free children wait-

. . v
ing in the state or private child care facilities. This 4nformation

LI

of

-~ 26%. - b
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\ N L
was shared with agencies that had IVAC assisted families waiting.

v

Itlis interesting that in on?y oné situation, the two-agqp-
cies were able to move into cooperﬁtive planning for p]agedent~
.This situation involved Brookwood Cpi]dren's Service, New York o ’
City and Guam Department of Social Service. (An 8 year old boy .

will be placed with-a U. S. Black family working and Jiving in

Guam). -
) . V - -
. ) ‘ ) ‘?
However, agencies with families waiting have shown a willing-
ness to reach out across states to bub]ic arid private agencies
that have reported several--hundred childr®n available, and have !
- stafed a desire to cooperate with other agencies. Unfortunéte]y;
sa far the latter agencies have not demonstrated interest in co- .
o . ; 3 A
" operating. - ’
3 ’ "
! ’ -~
o . . )
. \—' 1 ’
- . .
) R . . ,
v 3 ~ - . .
& . -
) ©
- 4 ’
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CHARACTERISTICS OF REGISTRANTS
IN THE ADOPTION
PROJECT

7

~
v




‘

€ Registrations For Adoption By .The Month

Out of nearly 350 inquiries and referrals received in ‘the pro-
* Ject, 273 were registered for IVAC services. Rate of registrﬂtion

by month is shown in the columns below.

« Margh, 1975 5 . October ’ 35
. 'Apri] 106 = November 27
- May ‘ 24 December " 3
June 3 January, 1976 - .3
July 11 ] February --
August h 11 March 1

Septemﬁér 10 Ap}il ! "

YN

Note that most regisfrationstoccurred in April 1975 in response

to the Baby-Lift; hbwever, 3 steady influx of referrals were made by

agencies from October - December aé a*result of involvement in study-
’

ing families for Black children. In December, cooperating agencies

were informed that project funds for homestudies %ere exhausted aﬁp
3 ‘.

no new registrati 1d be accepted ‘after the end of the month.

" lefters-and other contactS with the agenéies, the project learned
vthat the reimbursement seryice was the single important factor in- s
fTuencing the .agency decision to recruit and serve Black applicants.

Without thts assistaﬁce,‘hbencies could not finance the studies. © .




State of Residence . v

- The 273 registrants for adopt'ion were from 22 states, the
(District of Colu[nbia, U. S. overseas terrjtories and four {4)

' foreign countries. Table-2 below shows that most of the regis-
trants were residents of Florida (30%), Michigan (17%), Illinois
(17%) and New York (12.0%).

s
REGISTRANTS STATE OF RESIDENCE ’
Table-2 , ) :
State of Residence No. of Registrants ~ Percent
Alabama . - ) 1
California ’ 2 - " N
Florida g2 ' o -
Georgla < | N .
' [11inois -w ' 17.0
Indiana ro )
’ Maryland 12 4.0 -~
#ichigan | 45 ) 17.0,
, s Minnesota 1 .
.
. Montan’a ’ -3 g | 1.0 9
s : New Jersey _ 4 « 10 ’
, New Mexico . T 1o ) ' , '
7 e York 33 ) 12.0

Jorth Carolina 1

Ohio - g © 3.0
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o~ REGLSTRANTS STATE OF RESIDENCE Cént'd ‘
N Table-2 font'd
State of Residence No. of Registrants Percent '
' 5

Ok1ahoma 3 1.0
Pennsylvania ‘ 4 1.0
South Carolina ' 1
Tennessee \ 2 1.0
Texas 2 1.0
Virginia / 4 1.8~
District of Columbia 8 - 3.0

*Other - ' 6 2.0

CToTAL 2713

. "*Other- ‘W. Africa (1), Virgin Isles” (1), Okinawa (1), Guam (1), -
© APO (Spain) (1), APO New York (1). PR
,Séurce of Registration R ' A

Among the 273 rééistrants, roughly ZS were self referred to

the project while 198 were referred by agencies. Most self-referrals

were received in Phase [ of the project.

L 4
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Statq; or Disposition of Registrations
. \
At the end of April 1976, 9% of the families with home studies
had withdrawn. Reasons for withdrawing were: unemp]oymenf, suit-
able child not available, decided to wait.
Among the 161 active fa&i]ies, 101 had received a child in . o
placement; 60 were waiting, Among the waiting group placement was
in plarfning in four (4) cases and a child was actively being sought
in most other cases. )
* Y
STATUS OR DISPOS;TION OF REGISTRATIONS
. April 30, 1976
Table-3 % , )
. Status o Number of Percent
Approved Home Studies
Approved Home Study-Active = . . 161 - 59.0
~Approved Home étudy-withdrew 24 9.0
‘Home Study in Process "6 . 2.0 N
Reg. Closed in Agency- 3 11.0
Reg. Closed in IVAC 28 10.0 .
-~ Reb. Referred to Loéal Agency 24 9.0
©TOTAL .- 213 * 1000
\ e - A ) )

o 'Fifty-eight (58) registrations were closed in agencies and in

IVAC. The reasons for g]bsing were: withdrew at 1ntake; no rdsponse,

3

out-of-country, not ready.

Is
-
. .
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Approved Home Studies - Placement Status

In. the 161 active approved families, 101 received p]acemgntz

, Agenéies reported 111 children were placed from January 1975 thru

April 30; 1976. Among the children placed were: One (1) sét of
twins, two (2) sets of unrelated children and two (2) sibling groups

of two children.

. APPROVED HOME-STUDIES PLACEMENT STAfUS'
Apri]‘30, 1976

. Table-4 " )

Status Number . Per Cent
Child(ren) Placed 101 63.0
Waiting ) 60 37.0
TOTAL ' ‘ 161 100.0

. AN
This data includes all the children reported placed in families
registered in the project. However, it is-to be noted that many of
_the home studies and placements were not assisted through reimburse-

ment from the project




CHARACTERISTICS OF REGISTRANTS /

Marital Status

Project policy statement made it clear that IVAC services
would be extended to married persons and single persons alike.
Most registrants were married couples; 216 or 79% of the regis-
trants were married couples, while 57 or 21% were single persons.
Among the §ingle persons were 55 women and two (2) men. Table-5

shows distribution of registrants-according to marital status.

A

MARITAL STATUS OF REGISTRANTS

Table-5§
. w
Marital Status Number . Per Cent ,
\ : i
Married Couples ) 216 79.0
. women (55)

Sirigle Persons -

men (2) 57 21.0

$ . .

TOTAL 273 100.0
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Race/Hationality/Ethnic Origin
Among the 273 registrants, 223 couples and/or single persons
(family ynits) were Black. The race/nationality or ethnic back-

ground of the other registrants is presented in

RACE, HATIONALITY & ETHNIC ORIGIN OF REGISTRANTS

3

Tables6 = -
Background «  Number Per Cent
Black ) 223 82.0
Black/White 14 5.0
{
Other: 12 4.0
Black/Oriental (2)
Black/East Indian (1)
Black/Filipino (1) .
Black/Puerto Rican. (1) ' *
. Puerto Rican (1)
. MHnite (5)
" MWhite/Puerto Rican (1)
Not Reported ) 24 9.0 !
TOTAL 273 100.0




Among men registrants the’largest number (45 or 21%) were in
the age range 30-34 years. The next largest number (34 or 16%)

were 40-44 years of age. There were fewer registrants (13%) in

N . the age range 35-39 years.
.Among women registrants, 162 or 60% were 25-39 years of age.
! There were fewer women registrants than men in the ége range 40-44
. A ra T
. 3 ,
¢ and-more women than men pregistrants’ 45-49 years. L
’ Table-7 shows the distribution of regfstrants by age.
AGE OF REGISTRANTS
Table-7
Age * Men ‘ Women
Number - " Percent | Number . Percent
Under 217 --- — 1 1 -
21-24 9 " 4.0 12 4.0
25-29 27 * 120 | 67 25.0
X 30-34 45 21.0 | 51 19.0
35-39 29 13.0 44 16.0
40-44 <" S 16.0 22 9.0
45-49 15 7.0 | 26 . 10.0
50-54 ’ 10 5.0 7 2.0
55-59 5 2.0 |” 1 -
60-64 4 - 2.0 0" -
65-69 co1 . e | 0 —
Not Reported * 39 ' . 18.0 39 15.0
T0T5L ©o28 100.0 | 271 100.0
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EDUCATION
Most of the 489 individual registrants for adoption (68%) had attained
high school gradgation’and above while 32% had Hot attained graduatﬁo;.
Nearly 26% of all thédregistrants held the bachelor degree aﬁd above.
‘Only 15 registrants had only elementary §cﬁoo] education. Grade
attainment for this group was as follows: grade 3; }wo (2)’regi§trants,
-grade 5- one-(1), grade 6- three (3), grade 7- five (5), grade 8- four'(4).f

Educational attainment was not reported by 87 of 18% of the registrants.

Table-8 shows the breakdown of educational attainment by sex.

/_EQUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF REGISTRANTS

e ’ FOR ADOPTION BY SEX a
Table-g '
. : -
_Educational - Men . - Women
Attainment Number ___Percent ‘Number Percent
Elementary 1 .| . s0 5 2.0
»

High School . , .

(Not graduating) 27 ) 120 23 9.0
?. S. Graduates . !

Includes post: .

-grad training, 54 ' 25.0 '61 22.0

e., trade sch.)

College 45 . 21.0 70 26.0
1-3 years , .
Degree and above 26 12.0 26 i IO.Q
Masters Degree . 8 3.0 37““'-i———-.13,9

- P. H. D. 1 - 2 e .
M. D. ) 6 - 3.0© | 0 - T
Not Reported 41 ‘ 19.0 8 18.0

. TOTAL ; 218 100.0 2711 .| 100.0
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Family Income . 7

Family income data reflects the combined income of married
doup]és.

The majority or 54% of the family unitsl-registeréd reported
income from $8,000-$22,000. Only seven (7) families reported family
income under $6,000,‘ahd seven (7) showed income in excess of $36,000.
Slightly more’than 15% of the families registered had income over
$22,000 but less than $36,000. v e

Table- 9 shows family income of registrants for adoption.

1Fam11y units refers to the 216 married coup]es and 54 single perspns
households' registered.

38 ' K
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INCOME OF REGISTRANTS FOR ADOPTION
Table-9 ;
Income ° ' Number Per Cent
o;ler - .under
0 -$2,000 @ eeeee r--
$2,000 - $4,000 4 ‘ 1.0
$4,000 - $6,000 3 1.0
$6,000 - $8,000 11 4.0
$8,000 - $10,000 20 7.0
$10,000 - $12,000 22 8.0 ‘
$12,000 - $14,000 h 26 9.0
$14,000 - $16,000 28 10.0
$16,000 - $18,000 18 6.0
18,000 - $20,000 ) 18. 7.0
§20,000 - $22,000 19 7.0
$22,000 - $24,000 x: 3.0
$24,000-- $26,000 8 3.0
$26,000 - $28,000 4 . 1.0
$28,000 - $30,000 CERE o 3.0
$30,000 - $32,000 -8 3.0
$32,000 - $38,00 ' 5 2.0
§34,000 = $36,000 72— M
$36.000 - $38,000 R
"$38,000 - $40,000 ¢ ceee- . ———--
- 340,000 - $60,000 .6 ' 2.0
Not Reported 54 - 20.0'
273 97.0
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Employment Status

J

There were 216 married men registered. In the 177 reporting
:, employment status, 171 were gainfully employed. Only two (2)-male

. regjst}ants available for work reported "unemployed".

Among married women (214), out of 176 reporting employment ‘
status, 128 were gainfully employed. Only one (1) réported “unem-

ployed" and 44 showed "housewife". - . .

"

o+ RN
Among-married touples, in mearly 60% of the cases both regis-

.
trants worked. In just over 20% of the cases only one'of the regis-

. trants was gainfully employed.

Among the 57 single persons 85% of the women registrants and
the two (2) male registrants worked. .
Table-10 shows-employment statu§ by marital status and sex.

4

¢

o
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' 3 EMPLOYMENT STATUS BY MARITAL STATUS & SEX -0t
Table-19 . . L . . 2 ) ] .
Employment Status : |Married Men Married Women  [Single Mén' Single Women ooaiséonmd .
| «Lﬁ Number ! Per Cent ! Number| Per Cent | Number [Percent Number | Per Cent Number | Per Cent :
Employed Amwﬁe.._m& - 160- .wa.o/, 127 mm.m 2 100.0 47 *85.10 336 68.0 o .
- - L ]
Self-Employed: . . : ) ‘ i
Professional, Practice 7 |° 3.0 g - (W Sl T 7 1.0 .
OwnerProprietor 7 3.0 1 --- el B 1] 2.0 .9 2.0 =
" Home Industry or Service| --- -——- L3 1.0 "] --- ——=- - —-- 3 -———- <t
Unemployed 2 S I I — 1 | 2.0 R T (R .
Other: ...~ o : v
Housew1 fe/Husband Moo -e-- 44 20.0 e B R I, 44 | 9.0 - ¢
Retired : 3 1.0 - SR ——- . |- SR N P
° R . * = - ‘e
Student . \ 1 Sw=a I --- - 1 ¢ -2.0 4 -==- :
Welfare Regipient --- - . [ [N 1 ..2.0 S P .
- . . ~ ) .
Not Reported 37 17.0 38 | 18.0 —-- -=-- 5 9.0 80 17.0_
. ) : Teo - o L . o ) . ,
TOTAL / \ 216 98.0 216 { 97.0 2 100.0 (- 55 102.0 489 97.0 v\ =
4 ] ‘”/ L/ : . * S { )
. / . ) ” [ - . . .
. ) .f. - T o i LS - ) .. Lo
. , O . a f , C
» [ N ..» - .
. ., . . 3 .4 o . : . A ®)
' . * - * . . N - S, r' N s . . ) kl W
- ° ~ . - g - / C o ’ ‘ ] ,m
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- OCCUPATION OF REGISTRANTS BY TYPE AND SEX
) . . Table-11
. * ) 0ccupatjon . Fen . "m Women y
Type* *| Humber Percent | Number. Percent _
’ Professional 13 .6.0 2 '

) Secondary Professional | 17 8.0 } 59 22.0 :
Manqgement . 17 ‘ 7.0 20 8.0 ‘
c1erica1§§ Sales 14 6.0 46 | 17.0°
Protective Service;: 16 7.0 2 '1‘ s

' Human Ser.'Related. | 11 5.0 20 | 7.0
Ski]]ed.workers 22 10.0 9 | 3.0

Semi-Skii]ed Workers | 37 17.0 12 5.0\
' ) ) Unskilled Workers 21 10.0 12.‘_ { "~ 4.0
o Housewife 4 | L7:Q

' Military 6 3.0 .
Other , 6 X 4 2.0, '
Mot Reported . - | 38 18.0 a1 15.0
: ToTAL - - «| 218 100.0 |- 271" | * 100.0
i ' ) -

—

*The designations of occupational type are not absolute since data
available did not describe the tas&s.

1. Professional includes physicians, engineers, scientist, ministers

2. Secondary professional includes teachers, social-workers, accoun-

. " tants, journalist and reporters, registered nurses

3. Management includes small business Quners, executives, managers

4, Protective service includes policemen, firemen, posta1 workars,
reservation agent, secret service >

5. Human services related includes aides,-LPNS, counselors, gtc.

a2

‘ 3 * . ,

b




» HEALTH
Most of the registraﬁts reported health as "good", "exceblent“. There

were however reports of physical conditiens which were felt 4o be stable

but irreversible. Among these were controlled diabetes (1), heart condi-

tion (1), paraplegia (1), crippling from polio in early life (1).‘ -

RELIGIQUS AFFILIATION

It is interesting to note that while Catholic agencies were responsi-

ble for 80 referrals, only about one-half of the applicants followed the

Catholic faith. Table-12 shows the distribution-of registrants according.

to religious af%i]iation. N

RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION

TaBle-12 o '
Affiliation Number Per Cent -
. ¢ Catholic " 26 10.0
Catholic/Protestant | 13 5.0
' Protestant . | 175 640
Other - 4 3 1.0
. Not Reported 55 . 20,0
ToTAL 273 100.9
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CHILDREN OF REGISTRANTS -

Among the 273 regisfrants, 115 or'42% had children under 18 years of
. - , :

. age; 40% did not have children. Tab]e-i3 shows the status of the family

. . . .
in regards to children, . ‘ - - N

CHILDREN OF REGISTRANTS FAMILY

" Table-13

Category ‘ Number of R

‘ - *Families Per Cent
Children under
18 yrs. of age 116 - 42.0

Hone . 112 ‘ 41.0 .

Hot Reported 46 17.0 S -
< R TOTAL L 273 ' ©100.0 . . -

3 .
4 :
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Table-14 shows the number and relationship of the children reported
by the registrants. .
Z J
14
- )
, CHILDREN OF REGISTRANTS: HNUMBER AND RELATIONSHIP
Table-14 ‘
- Children under Number of
18 yrs. of Age _Children Per, Cent
e ' ) . -
“ : Natural (biological) . . 126 69.0 . .
\ 9 I - \ a
Adopted : 51 28.0 _ >
"  Foster - 5 . 3.0
-, . Relative - AN
\nieces, nephews, cousins) <2 ' 1.0
+ TOTAL - 184 1000 -
~ |
.
~ ‘.
1 N '
. 2 '
."
/ .
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RegistrantsAReshpnses To Kind of Child Preferred .

| The data avai]qbie on age, eex and nealth status of-tﬁe child
preferred is probabTy 1nf1uenced by-the fact that in some instances . .
a <hild was placed wheﬁ ‘the- reg1strat1on form wWas compJeted In
reference te—ege the data Efe;ented in the table below does not
give a complete p1cture The reg1strat105‘;8}m used in Phase I
- " of the progect_allewed specific statement of age preference. The R
form was changed in Phase iI. The respondent was asked to check

&}
~ge’preferenee from a series which included infant-5, 6-8, 9-11, etc.

s . Theyefore, it shduld be noted that the number of responses reflected
under & year olds ﬁay not¥ indicate a true preference but a response " _
which was limited by the registration form. As indicated below, 572
of all. the registrand! preferred a child under 6 years of age: Nine- g
teen percent (19%) would accept an older child. .(fab]eEQ Age'of
Child At Time of Placement showe that 72% of fhe children placed

were 5 and under). 0
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' U
¢ L PREFERRED AGE OF CHILD
i s
i Table-15
-  captable hberor  percent
/\J: 6 months 14“ , 5.0
' 1 year 6 2.0
2 years . 18 6.0
3 years ' 26 9.0
4 years 19 ‘7.0
5 years 76 - . 28.0
\ 6 years ~26 R 9.0
, 7 years 10 3.0 .
8 years 9 3.0
' ' 9.years 2 e
) 10 and abo 1 - 4.0
Did not r d 46 ' 17.0
TOTAL * N 273 100.0
‘x ! —~—
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PREFERRED SEX OF CHILD .
- ]
Table-16 .
Number of
. Sex 4 Responses Percent .
7 o
Male ° = 76 . 28.0
N . . .
" Female 88 . \ - {2.0
C Either 60 22.0
Did not respond 49 18.0
TOTAL ¢ 273 100.0
Registrants fésponses indicated a fairly even distribution be-
tween d%]e and female children when viewed in relation to the cate-

gory "Either", $lightly more boys than*girls were placed as shown

R
in Table-21 (Sex of Children Placed).
HANDICAP
Table-17 |
. ' . Number of
Item ReSppnseg Percent

WOu]a adopt handicapped child 4 35 13.0

Would not adoht héndicapped child 123 . 45.0 ,
, Did not respond ’ o115 - 42.0

TOTAL : B a 273 - 100.0

- Wh1]e 13% of the reg1strants indicated willingness to adopt a
' hand1capped ch11d 18% of the 111 children placed were mild to severe]y

handicapped as shown in Table-20 (Hand1caps);

o - . 48
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Most families respending "yes" to the item on handicaps indi-
cated the. kind of handicap they might accept:

child with braces, medication requ1red - minor
correctible ’

—

* - minor, such as corrective shoes, dental

depending on the seriousness

correctible

There were less than eight (8) responses to the gquestion

-would you adopt a handicapped child if-some of the cost for medi-

cal/other services was provided? The responses were "yes".

breferred Background of Chi]d'- Race/Nationality/Ethnic Background
Of Child .

w

Registration forms used in the first phase of the project were -
for B]ack/V1etnamese children and preference of background was not
an item However, letters and comments 1nd1cated acceptance of chil-

dren of other raciatfnational/ethnic béckgrounds.

" In 83 registrations which included an item on preference re-
garding the child's background, 46% preférred a Black/Black child,
8% reported "any", 9% did not respond and 37% showed‘vqr%ous com-
binations of Black children, ie:, Black/white -American Indian

-Oriental -West Indian. -

»

- . 49

(¢
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In three (3) cases white families were seeking a child of
white/white or white/oriental background, or full blooded Viet-

namese child.

»
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Summary - Characteristics of Registrants for Adoption

, - Characteristics of Adoptive, Registrants

1. The regﬁsyratipns received were from 22 statgs, the District
of Columbia, and U. S. overseas territories, but nearly 75% of all
registrants were residents of four (4) states: Florida (30%), I11inois
(16%), Michigan (17%), and Ne& York (12%). This was perhaps due to
the‘fact that two (2) agencies (Homes For Black Chi]dren‘ Detroif,.

Michigan and Afro-Amer1can Family and Community Serv1ces,‘Chacago,
I]]1no1s) were involved very early in p1lot1ﬁg recluftment for fami-

LA

lies for Black/Vietnamese children.

. The Florida regist;ants (30%)'wére of barticu]ér signif%cance ‘
since efforts to recruit coépqnatjng agencies in this region did not
commence until late August 1975. Part of the effectiveness in Florida
can be attributed to the présence of the Tri-State NAACP project. Al-
though this group had been active in general reéruitﬁent for over a
year, it was not until IVAC reimbursement services became avai]ablz
that the abpliéants recruited were accepted by locai agencies for adop-
tive services in large numbars.

v . . .
' 2. Thirty-five (35) percent or 60 of the 185 families with ap-
proved home studies wére stiil awaiting placement at the end of the

project year. Review of home studies available to the project re-

vealed that 11 families had waited from 1% to 3 years..

51
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-3. Most or 79% of all registrants were married couples. Only’

-

21% were single persons -(55 women and'two (2) men). b
4. Four (4) percent or 12 families were white or inter-racial/
" national couples or single persons, the rest wer? Black couples or
single persons.

]

‘5. Registrants ranged in age from 21-69 years. Fifty perceﬁt
(50%) of the men registrants were fr?m 30-44 years while 60% of all'’
the women registrants were 25-39 }ears o{d. A

However, 9% (or 65) of the women }egistrants were 40-49 years
of age.” It would appear that-agencies might effectively foster adop-
tion for older chi]dréh from among this older group, mést of whom
were éing]e persons.. . ‘ .

It was also noted that there were fewer mer registrdnts in the
age range of 35-39 than in the next higher and lower age range.

It is suggested tﬁat the variables related to ége might be suc-
cessﬁuT]y incorporated into predictive instruments which might re-
sult in post-effgctiveness impact on agency recruitment and adoption

services.

6. The registrants tended to be better educated. Only 11% 9%

all registrants reported less than high school graduation. Nearly

52




-

.
-

one-fourth of all the registrants held degrees.at the bachelor level

and above. This finding is of significance particularly in relation

to recruitment and management of the home study process.

.

7. OQver ha]f‘(54%) of all registrants had a ¢ombined family
income between $8,000-$22,000. Seventeen (17) percent earned over
_ $22,000 while only 6% had earnings less than $8,000. One'(1) appli- * °

cant was a welfare recipient and three (3) were ‘pensioners. . h
» s

8: All but 52 of all the reg1strants were ga1nfu11y emp]oyed

Among the married women (216), out of 170 reporting emp]byment status,
130 were gainfully emp]oyed 44 1nd1cat;d°"housew1fe" Forty-eight
(48) of the 55 s1ng]e persons were gainfully emp]oyed.' Three feg{s—
trants reported unemployed. a ‘

More than half of all registrants were white-collar (pro%essiona])‘ o
workers." Except for a few laborers, the rest were b]ue-co]léf. While '
occupations fanged’from citrus farm worker to engineer and physician,
most registrants were emﬁ]oyed in teaching, social and health ré]ated

fields, office management and protective services (policeman, fireman).

" A significant number of married registrants held positions in similar g

occupations.




. 9. Health-

i

Most of the registrants reporting health status 1nd1cated
'good‘to excellent health. Four (4)'reported physical conditions which

-~

‘were.felt to be stable but irreversible.

10. Re]igéous Affiliation-

Most of the registrants (63%) were Protestant by religious

orientation. In nearly one-fourth of the cases religious affiliation

- V—

was not reported.

11. $11ght1y more of the registrants had ch1idren under 18 years
of gge than did not. Among the 184 ch11dren reported, 51 or 28% were

-

adogted 5 werg foster ch11dren and two (2). were re]at1ve chi]dren

. .

-

. - 12, Registrants indicated a:.greater acceptance 4; shoo]-aged

ch11dren than is genera]]y expected 19% of all reg1strants reported

acceptance of ch1Tdren 6- 14 years of-age. -

-

—

13. Registrants:preference regarding the sex of the child showed
7
girls favored over boys to some degree ‘but the large humber of not
reported m1ght suggest that sex of the child might not be a deterrent N

B acceptance. . o L

14. Although 13% of the registrants indicated a willingness
» Y . ) . a . . R -
to adopt a handicapped child, 20% of all the children placed‘had

' handicaps‘of varying degrees of severity.

- o4 o
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Placement of Children for Adoption

Quring the period March 1975 tﬁrough Aprii.30, 1976, adoptioﬁ

3
services reported 111 children placed for adoption with families

registered in the project. Information available to the projgct
now, indicates that.only two (2) of these placements failed. Table-18

shows placements by month of occurrsnce.

CHILD PLACEMENTS BY MONTH )
Table-18 .
': Month - ) Numberp$2c22i1dren
-, .

March 1975 v ‘
April K 9 )
May . 10 .
June S 13
July . 3 (//
August .« 7 * -
September "6
October 5
November 11
December ) 12 .
January 1976 .4
February _ 4 )
March _ ’ --
April N |
Not Reported V!

R TOTAL -~ ' 111

Y
»

~.
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Age of Child At Time of Placement
: v

Most of the children placed (72%) were under 5 years of\ége

but 13% were 6 and over. In 17% of the cages age was not reported.

Table-19 shows age of the.chi1d at time of.p1acemént.

AGE OF CHILD AT TIME OF PLACEMENT

Table-19

Age of Chiid , Number ) ' Per Cent

Under 6 months 22 " 20.0,

6 - 11 months - .12 11.0

1 year 11 10.0

2 years ’ 13 . 12.0

"3 )eafs - 9" 8.0
4 yéars ‘ 6 5.0
v

15 years - . 7 6.0

6 years 5 4.0
7 years . ) 2 2.0 .,

8 years ' 2 .. 2.0

9 years ' 3 - ‘ 3.0

10 years ' ’ - e

11 years ' o1 1.0

12 years &.over . 1.0

“Not Reported 17 : ~15.0

TOTAL ' 11r 100.0 -




Handicaps : . . .
Data available to.the project shows 20 children with handicaps

of varying severity among the 111 children placed, in adoptive homes.

The nature of the handicaps and number of children affected is shown

in Table-20.  Fourteen (14) of the children were placed with married

coupies, 6 were placed with‘sin%le women adoptors. \
HANDICAPS )
Table-20
Kind of ganditap ’ Number
v Cergbral Pals} ' e 1 . ' .,
Cleft Palate , 1
. Deprivation/Lactose Deficiency 1
Emotional Disturbance 6
Extra .fingers/missing finger bone 1
Microcephalic ‘ - 1 °
Prematurity , 2
Retarded, severe £ 2"
Sickle cell carrier 1
Social ‘Malady . 1
N&t Reporté&i 2
TOTAL ‘ _ 29

.
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Sex of Children Placed

Unfortunately, the data co]léﬁtion instrument did not include
sgf as an item for agency response. However, wherever sex of the
child was available the infonnationfﬁas recorded and is shown in
Table-21 belgw. Sex of the child is not reported in nearly half -

the céses.but in the reported cases more boys than girls were placed.

SEX OF CHILDREN PLACED

Table-21 ‘ . : .

Sex ) Number Per Cent

. N \ \ '
Male 35 . 32.0

Female 29 26.0
Not Reported 47 42.0
TOTAL 111 - 100.0 *

CHILDREN PLACED: RACE/NATIONALITY

Table-22
’ Race/Nationality " Number Per Cent
. BlackU, S. ° 83 . 1 75.0 .o
© Black/Vietnamese 24 22.0°
Other Ethnic 4 3.0
TOTAL T 100.0 . -
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Characteristics of The Children Placed for Adoption

. 1. Over half (53%) of all the children placed were under 3
years of age. However, 13% were from 6-14 years of age. In 17%

of the cases age was not reported.

- / .
2. MWhere sex of the child was reported, data shows that more

boys than girls were pfaced. 35% were male, 26% were female, and

47% not reported.

3. Most of the children placed were American Black children.
Twenty-two_ (22%) percent were Black/Vietnamese and 3% were of other

national/ethnic backgrouhds.

4. Among the 111 chiidréﬁ placed 20 or nearly 10% were reported
f
to have handicap$ of varying severity. These handicaps ranged from

"probably slow" [to "severe retardation" and from correctable birth

defects to cerelral palsy and microcepha]}.
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\
J/ AGENCY PARTICIPATION ‘
<
During both phases of the project tremendous effort went into
devetoping a network of local cooperating agencies. Enroliment of
ag?ncieé to participate in the intercountry phgse of the project
was particularly difficult. For the most part, local agencies were
reluctant to become involved }n intercountry adoptions for a variety

of reasons. Among these were: 1) the cumbersomeness of the process

and unfamiliarity with intercountry adoption procedures; 2) reluc-

tance to deter families from meeting local needg; 3) lack of outreach

programs ; }) restrictions by boards and funding sources; 5) other

priorities; 6). fear of usurpation of authority. The'project was for-

tunate to have three agencies that had been involved in the commi ttee

from the outset and these agencies provided most‘of the families for

consideration for intercountry §doptions. However, with the develop- ™
, ments related to thé airlift oéher agencies quickly gave their sup- l

port. ¢

Most of the agencies were retained through the transition to
domestic adoption in Phase II of the project, others were incorporated
and a few agencies, thgggp not under formal agreement, were awarded

reimbursement assistance, on request, for processing individual appli-

cations referred by IVAC.
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J

_The letter of agreém;nt between the agency and the project
contained a statement of expectations placed on cooperatiné agen-
ciés, a listing of adoption services which the proje%t would reim-

. burse, and the‘amount of reimbursement. Also, the 5r edure for
obtaining reimbursement was outlined. A sample letter of aéreement

is shown in Appendix-C.

Thirty-one (31) agencies participated in the registration and
referral aspect of the project. However, is “cooperating"‘agencies
located in Florida (8), Michigah'(l) New York (2), I11inois (1),
New Jersey (1), the District of c°1umb1a Part1c1pated in the .
reimbursement program. Because of 11m1ted funda all the studies
and placements accomplished by cooperat1ng agenc1es (for which as- & 3
sistance was indicated) could not be reimbursed. Of th§3§§§ register- .

‘ed families with home studies done, 119 were reimbursed tﬁr&&ég~the

' project.* . o
. Ew‘
Reimbursement for Adoption Services ) 'Ez
As needed, the project reimbursed cooperating agengies for part ) -

of the cost of adoption services rendered to project registrants.
Costs which could be partially reimbursed included home-study fees, .

post placement supervision and travel costs for .pre-placement acti-

V1ty which could not be met otherwise.

*Eleven (11) self—referred reg1strants already had approved homestudies
from 1oca1 agencies..

ERIC 63
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oz ‘ ' Table-23 lists all the-agencies that raceived reimbursement

" service, the number of home studies reimbursed, number -of post

-~

Cz placement fees reimbﬂfsed and other cost reimbursed by the project.

' . s . -

L

AGENCIES RECEIVING REIMBURSEMENT FOR ADOPTION SERVICES ' ‘ 4
Table-23
' Number of Number of
- Agency Home-Studies Post-P'ment Other
Local:
Afro-American Family and ) . .
Community Service , =19 14
S \'Catht Charities Bureau, Inc.
Jacksonville, florida : "9 d 3
(3-Fla. agencies involved)
*Catholic Ser. Bureau, Miami 16 N
Catholic Social Service
St. Petersburg, Florida 4 1 1
**Children's Homé Society of Fla.
(State Office .- Jacksonville) 16 12
Children's Home Society ‘
Trenton, New Jersey - 1 -
" Family & Child Services of ‘ ,
Washington, D. C.” ' 5 © 2 -
Harlem-Dowling, New York 2 ' 2 1
Homes For Black Children . |
Detroit, Michigan : 23, 10 - 1
- Peirce-Warwick Adoption Ser. )
»  MWashington, D. C. 15 ) 6
. .
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AGENCIES RECEIVING REIMBURSBMENT FOR ADOPTION SERVICES
R Table-23 Cont'd
: Number of Number of '
Agency Home-Studies Post-P'ment Other i
Spence-Chapin Serviceg to i
Families & Children-New York 1
Inte}country: .
Holt Adoption Program, Oregon
TATSSA, New York 12
U. S. Cath. Conf. on Refugee
and Migration Service, N. Y.| , 9 o9 , .
'+ JOTAL : 119 - 83 2
> ‘ ’

*Including Catholic Services Bureau, Ft. Lauderdale and Or]ando; Florida

**Including Children's Home Society, branghes in Miami and’Orlando, Florida

*

.
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Agency Practices .
Y

From the data available, an effort was-made to identify 'trends’
in agency practices in relation to waiting time of applicants and
brospective adoptive parents, type of family receiving placement,
and_type of child selected for placement. At best, ény commentary
on apparert 'trends' would be tentative in view of the limitations

in the data, In spite of these,the findings bear examination.

>
.

Waiting Time

From the data if appeared that follow-up on new ‘applicants was
reasonably quick. However, after the initial interview length of
time for the homestudy varied from one month to six months or more
in some Eases. This is partially explainable in Qiew of the limited
number of adoption workers available to the agency, but it would

suggest that more priority be given to staffing of adoption services.

Twenty four (24) families with approved studies withdrew. More

than three-fourths withdrew because no suitable child was available;

the others withdrew because of changes in the family situation ---
unemployment, housing, i]]ﬁess, not ready. ‘One family withdrew be-
cause of problems with the worker in the host state in an atteépf

to adopt siblings. The worker wanted the family to take a third

unrelated child.

. -
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Sixty (60) registrants with approved home stJ}aes were still
waiting for p]acement as of’Apr11 30. For the fam111es wa1t1ng,
it appeared that waiting time was directly related to the availability

of children to the home study agency.

N

t

As the agency relies on public agencies (and a few private child

>

care institutions) for referrals of children needing adoptive place-

ment,“they are subject to'the whims and vagaries of adoption workers

responsible for the children. In addition the*chi]dren referred are -
+ the hardest td place chi]dren At the same time other more placeable
ch11dren.wa1t (often unt11 they are hard to p]ace), in the public wel-
fare wh1ch is also understaffed for adopt1on serV1ces, for his turn.
Although the state exchange has improved the situation in reference

to referrals, still most of the studies suhmitted by private agencies

‘ are ttrned down by the adoption worker; yet the child continues to
show up on the exchange. '

..

In a review of 29 cages on file in the project in whieh the home

’

study had been accompT%shed‘prior to 1975, it was fourd that e]even (11) "
families had been'waitind from lb to 3 years. *In an attempt to re-

ceive placement, three fam111es had changed agencies s at least once. '

It was also learned that . .in. cases with peculiar circumstances

such as family composition, age or disability of an applicant, single 5

app11cants often a child was not act1ve1y sought for the fam11y, but

v..,6'7




the family was kept on the agency roster to be used as a placement

of last resort in case a child with special needs shouid come glong..

.

. : Among the agencies invoived placements were made more quickly
in Florida apﬁ these agenc1es shoueddghe highest rate of placements .
Jin relation to the mumb&r . of;home studies‘done,é Al] the other agen-
cies fe]l behind in p]acement ;ctivity when related to the number
of homes approved
. /

It would appear that white southern agencies have more feady *

access to children both from their own child-caring facilities and
from the public ne]iare department. It also sdggests that more
children generally are available in the southern states perhaps be-
“cause of the low priority apparently placed on adoption services in

R the region:in the past. A report by‘; state adoption coordinator
indicated that children who'are already released remain in foster
homes because of lack 3f adequate staff to prepare them for adoptive
p]acement. '

= 7

‘Type of Family Receiving Placement

"~ © TT AN but 12 of the 111 children placed went to two-parent fami-

lies. These families ranged from 1¥w-low income gitrus workers and

laborers to physicians, the highest income group. This would suggest
.. . Y

-
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that parent1ng ab111ty and genuine des1re to have a child outwe1ghed

_other factors in selection of a home for a child.

In 98% of the cases, reg1strants from southern agencies were

" two- parent families. This mlght suggest the general availability

of tRo-parent families and as a resu]t single-parent applicants are
discouraged. However, the willingness to:use single parents is in-
dicated in the ?act that one agency,p]aced a child.with assing]e man
who‘alreadx had a family of two opted and two fostgr children,
{ . ) B ‘

The northeastern and mid-western'agenc{es registered most of
the single persons, all wonen. %ieven (11) of these families re-
ceived placement. A signiftcant number dropped out after the home '

study because they were seek1ng infants and young ch1]dren were not

ava11abJe to.the agency.

i .

Type-of Child Selected for Placement

-—
-

There-was high agreement between adoptersgrequest and the child
RN S -
placed as regards age and sex. -.However, in half or more cases data

was either not reported on the reg1strants preference or was not re-

4

[ 4

ported on the child. .In the 59 cases reporting on age, the ch11d s -

age was in agreement with the app]icants request; in two cases, one
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-

child was older and one child younger than the applicant requested.

In reference to sex of the child, in 43 cases sex requested was
same as sex of child p]a;ed; only in four (4) cases was there non-

agreement.
‘ _

It is expected that in the group not reporting (58% for sex of

child and 46% for age of child) there would be no significant dif-

N

feregce in agreement between adopter request and child placed.

E

V)\‘ . . .
‘ Adopter reduest and selection of the child with a handicap for

placement indicated Jow agreefient. .Oﬁ]y 13% of all the registrants
showed a willingness "to accept a handicapped child. Eighteen percent
(18%) of the. 111 children placed had handicaps of vg%ying severity.

In a check of agreement between adopters request and placement
of a handicapped child, data showed that in 6 casés there was agree-
ment, in 6 cases non-agreement, and in 8 cases the applicants had not
responded to the “jtem. ' S,

- ko - ,
While the children with handicaps were placed with families who

» [ d ’
were financially comfortable as well as with the lowest income families,

- b a3 .
.
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it did appeér'that lowest income families reeeived the most severely
handicapped children ---severely rétarded, cerebral palsy. This
raises a question about how long the agency can assist the families
to obtain the services and resources needed from the community in

order to care for these children, particularly since the services

required are in limited supply and families at the lowest end of the

spectrum are often unable.to demand that services are provided them.

Also it would appear that this type of child might strain tﬂe meagre

family resources beyond the family's ability to mgﬂ5§e, thus creat;
o

ing*a new problem of family dependency.

Inter-Country - Inter-State Placements

Inter-country placgments involved Vietnam and the United States.
Inter-state p]acements'invo]ved arrangements between the District of
' Columbia -Virginia -Maryland, and I11inois and Indﬁana. It should
be noted though that the agency processing placements between D. C.
-Maryland -Virginia has a license to serve the metropolitan area and
working relationships in place over a ]ong-period of time.
The cases 1nvo]v1ng other states were comp11cated and time consuming.

One p]acement did not take p]ace because of "worker problems".

-~
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,
//- « INTER-COUNTRY - INTER-STATE PLACEMENTS
. Table-24
Type Number of Children Per Cent
Inter-Country ' 24 - 22.0
Inter-State ‘8 7.0
In-State ’ 79 71.0
TOTAL ) o1 - 100.0-

—

;n general, tﬁe introduction of the idea of interstate place-
ments tended to elicit negative responses from agency workers.. It
wquld appea} ?hét the general feéling is that these arrangements re-
qujre far too ﬁuch time and that most of the de;ision-making in inter-
stafe placement is ‘eutside the @orkeris control. In addition, some
felt ‘that adequate numbers Af families are available in the state of
the child®s birth and the agency had the responsibility of finding
them. : )

A
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That fees are & barrier to recruiting and retaining would-be
-Black adopters was bor;%;out &N projectjegperience. The findings
strongly supported the attitﬁ&% often reported to be held in the
Black community that adoption is a sérvice to the community which
r1ghtfu11y should be paid by the community. (A similar attitude
is cﬂrrent]y being voiced by strong adopt1ve parent organizations

“~
composed primarily of white persons).

While eighteen (18) project families contributed to the agency
fee, in 80% of all the cases project families met the costs for
medicais, transportation for preplacement and placement activities,
legal fees and related expens;?. The inférmation available suggests
Fhe need for developing aiternative means of financing adoption ser-
vices, particularly in the private sector where adbption fees are a
principal source of income. Although the action created financial

.d%fficu]ties, some agencies have reduced their réquirement to a
twenty-five ($25) do]iér application fee for Black and other minority

applicants.
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Finding The Children

it became apparent from the data fhat the success of any agency
in*finding families is directly related to the experience of the
family with the agency and the early placement of a child. for adop-
tion. %rivéte agencies have considerable difficulty “finding" a
child even though most adoption information from authoritative sources
report that 40-60,000 children are available. Consequently approved
families are kept waiting for long periods, grow weary and drop eut,
or do not receive placements at all. j) -

-~ o/

In adoption it is generally said that referral from'people who
have succeeded in adopting is, the best advertisé@enﬁ. It would appear
then that any special efforts would soon lose tﬁe>EOnfidence of the

people if their expectdtion to receive a child in.placement is con-

tinually aborted; ”/2

L}
¢ -

Most of the children available for adoption-are 1ocked'into

“public¢ welfare systems. Public agencies are understandably exceed-

ingly slow in service delivery. The natufe of the bureaucracy augurs.
most unfavorab]y for a child in need of adopt1ve p]acement Yet
public agenc1es appear to insist on personal]y study1ng a fam1]y for

each child 1n care, even though these agenc1es have1nsuff1c1ent staff

to process homestud1es in adequate numbers to meet the need of wa1t1ng

.14

children.




It was the feeling of the public sector that their adoption
services should be strengtheped; that staff of public agencies is
better trained to process adoption of wards of the state. 'Further,
an often expressed fear of public welfare personnel was that the
risk was high that placements handled by private agencies might fail

and the child returned to public care.

Private agencies €elt that, as a rule, only the hardest to place
- children were referred to their services, and that homestudies .sub-
mitted for consideration for other children were turned down by pub-

-
lic workers for petty reasons.

Lack of trust and a sense of competitivenesé between agencies,
public and private, was a barrier to cooperation.t There existed
serious disagreement between agencies regarding adoption practices
including evaluation of app11can+s, child se]ect1on preparation of
the child, preplacement act1v1ty, post adoptive supervls1on and re-
lated concerns. In the areas visited, personnel of both public and
private adoption services, aware of fhe probiems and the negative
effects they have on the movement of children into adopt1on, were | .
worklng earnest]y to find solutions. However, they lacked, a ceord1na*

ting body with sufficient authority to implement suggestions to effect

needed changes. , ,f

75
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Other Considerations

The experiences of families as it relates to the adoption ser-
vices provided them was not built into the data collection instru-
ment. For éhe'reason of the priviledged relationship between clients
-agency, the project.diﬁ not attempt to survey the project families
regarding their experien;es. Homestudies were not required in Phase II
of the project as the role of conduit for cﬁanneling families to inter-

country agemcies was not appropriate in the domestic program.

Research efforts undertaken in the future might explore the ex-

periences of Black and other ethnic groups that are served by agencies

that are administered and staffed by white personnel. In this regard,

it would seem appropriate to explore the control of workers in ;he
selection of the child for placement.

The value of such an effort would be in terms of better service
to adoptive applicants and the child. The value of deveLpping such
knowledge for inclusion in social work‘&urriculum and in-service
training of staff is, of course, obvious. Among others, Herzog, Sudia,
Harweod and ﬂewcomb have repofted on the perceived experiences of appli-

canits and social workers in the adoption process (See References).

76
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SUMMARY - AGENCY

1. Date of applicant registration and completion of the home
study in a significant number of cases indicated agency services
were being provided fairly swiftly.

g. Near]y-all the waiting families were in”the northeastern
and mid-western states and individual cases in the southwest indi-
cated problems jn that area.

3. The largest number of placements were made by'southern
agencies and waiting time for approved families was brief.

4. A higher percentage of children with handicaps, including
a child with cerebral palsy, were placed with fingle female adopters.
This suggests the necessity of reviewing agency pgﬁﬁcies for dis-
criminatory practices in the selection of. children for sipgle per-
son adopters. It would appear thdt singlé persons are offered those
children who are not readily acceptable to -couples who might better °
meet the demands imposed on a family by a seriously handicapped child.’
The same practice of placing severely. handicapped children with, low
-low income couples might indicate a_kind of discrimination-in child
selection for the poor. )

5. There was h}gh agreement between the adopter request and

the age and sex of the child g}aced.‘ .

In 58 cases the child's age and édobtgr's request were in
agreement; in two (2) cases the child was reported to be older or —
younger than requested. " However, data was'not available for all
adopters and the child placed. L "

« The adopters requesf and the sex of the child placed was in
agreement in all but_four (4) cases. In 64.cases either the child's
sex, the adapters request or’ both were not reported..

The high agreement between the adopters  request and the‘sex .
and age of the child placed suggests agency care in selection of the
child and consequently an enhancement® - of the opportunity
for success in placement. ~It is also reasonable to assume that among
the- "unknown" cases, a high degree of agreement might be expected.

SRR S _Interstate plakement ;;}generaﬂy regarded as too troub]e-f ’
some to provide a ready soluti

X .

“

for children waiting for placement.

\




*7. Fees are a bé}rier to recruiting and retainfng Black ap-
plicants for adoption. .

: 8. Success in finding families to adopt is directly related
to early placement with approved families, the agencies best re-
ferral source. *Private agencies have considerable difficulty in

. “finding" a child for approved families.

*9. The lack of confidence in competency, as well as compet;i-
tion, between agencies, public and private, is a deterrent to move-
ment of children into adoptive homes.

*10. Private agencies lack the financial resources necessary
to make their fullest contribution to reducing the number of Black

(///"‘\"children needing permanent homes.,

*11. Both public and private adoption services are seriously
understaffed. .

\

*Findings similar to these were reported in, Families for Black
Children, (1972) (See References).

2
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Conclusion

In its inception the project posited the assumption that Black
families were available for Black/Vietnamese children, that inter-
country adoption agencies had liftle, if any, interest or experience
in serving Black adoptive applicants, and that local adoption agen-
cies a]]ibut two which are administered and staffed by white per-

sonnel would require inducements to serve Black families.

'During the domestic adoptions phase of the project the assump-
tions remained except, of course, the reference to intercountry

. adoption agencies.

The project's exper1ences strong1y support these assumpt1ons
There was a heavy response from the~8]ack community to adopt Black

children, both Vietnamese and ‘American.
: \

Under a reimbursement for services arrangement, a grqup of 15

adoption agencies completed approved studies on nearly two-hundred .
families dur1ng the project life, and placed 111 children with 101

project families; only 24 Were B]ack/V1etnamese children.

. N

At the end of Aprit 1976, sixty’(ﬁo) families were waiting for
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placement and 24 approved families had withdrawn; 18 of these
. dropped out because no child was available. Another group of near-

- ly 24 registrgnts were seeking home studies.

In reference to project participants, in summary, adoptive -

registrants had the following predominant characteristics: married, .

. between the ages of 25 and 44, 13 or more years of formal education
and tréining; both parents work outside the home in white and blue
collar jobs and have a combined family income averaging $15,000 -
$16,000 annually. One (1) out.of every two (2) reé?strants is Tikely

to have one or more natural or adoptég children. The. applicants will )

be seeking a child up'tp five years of age, however, one (1) out of

every ten (10) families will be interested in a child 5-10 years of

\7J

age. Less than 2% of the families*would be wi1]in§-to pay a fee for
homestudy but would be willing to pay cost of transportation for pre-

+placement activities, legal fees and related costs.

v

Our findings suggest that recruitment activity for Black fami-

lies is probably directed to a less sophist;iited and less financially

stable population and this fact may account inyfarge measure for the

failure in finding adequéfe numbers of homes for Black children.

//:‘ : * 1

1

In addition, it-may also imply that handling of applicants may

80
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be a very large factor in determining whether a family once recruited

remains in the adoptiye process to completion. Worker bias‘and‘stereo-
typic ideas of app1icant characteristics is a cause for app]icants to
withdraw. That 1s, in as much as ‘the expectat1on is of:a 1ess sophis-
ticated app11cant agencies may "tutrn fam1]1es off" by the workers -

-

misconception of who the adopt1ve applicant is.

L4

’

Further, recru1tment appeals are not designed to reach’ the popu-
]at1on of prospect1ve adopters, again, because of ‘the misconception

of public 1nformat1on developers. . . ; - '

S

- , . : '
Fees are'a deterrent to.fjnding Black adoptive families, as less. .

N .

than 2% were wi]]ingito pay- a homestudy,fee.
.

S1xty (60) reg1strantSnw1th completed home studles were still
wa1t1ng for placement at the end of the. project year; twenty four (24). .
had dropped out 1n despair. This fact is extremely s1gn1f1cant s1nce
at the same time agenc1es contacted in the northeastern and mid- N
western states reported the’'placement of Black children in white homes
as "a last alternative", or "placement of last resort”. It‘fs also -

signif%cant that agencies reported that they closed intake because .

4: children were unavailable.
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The number of young B]ack children p]aced in B1ack fam111es in
the south, particularly, in the brief history of the project suggests
_ that there is still a sizeab]e population of young B]ack chi]drep
:co$ing into child care systéms. Both pub]ié and private agenciés
have reported that intéke of Black applitants for young chi]dreﬁ has
been mostly discouraged. At‘the saﬁe time, Black infants and chil-

Ve

dren under 5 years of age are be1ng placed in white adopt1ve homes

©

while Black families wait. .

In its report of Decembér-1975,rOggortunit » 2 publication of
the Boys and Giris Society of Oregon stated that @doPtioH agencies
. placed 747 Black children in white families in 3&14;'5ne-fourth of
the 3066 chflgren placed by reporting agencies were placed in;white.
fa@ilies. The report continues on to make/gf;trong statement for

"inter-racial" adoption - ? v

White respondees to the appeal for homes for B]ack/Viefnamese
children told of receiving one or more Black American children iq

recent adoptive placement. .

. -
¥

ARENA News Annual Report - 1975 indicated that 30% of the 50

.Black children placed thaf year went to non-Black families. This

¥

Q-
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A
fact is 1nterest1ng partacularlj s1nce ARENﬁ does not employ a
¢ . : Blatk frofessional in its matching program, although 53% of the

children on the ARENA registry in 1975 were Black ch11dren It

e

w111 continue as Iong as the child does not have an advocate from

among profess1onals'of his rac1a1 and ethnic Batkground

Y

. . L4
. R
: .- Oghers reporting,trans ractal placements were some state addp-

‘tion coordinators and pr1nc1pals of pr1vate adoption- serVIGes +In

*every 1nstgnce,;he plagements were defended on the ground that no

\\E;ack adoptive families were ava11ab1e On examination it was ré-
H ~

A}

aled that the ch11dren had. not been referred to ad0pt10n services

© thag had Black fam171es aya11ab1e
. . <. ' - :
In,proaect exper1ence, it appeared that when funds for adopt1on
serv1ces and reJated costs were made available’ to private agenc1es
o i: 'and the- agenCJ employed Black staff recruixment of fam111es was ser

ously started fam111es were studied w1thout de]ay, and the homes

/ were made available for the ch11dren who needed them.

L1d
s . ‘ .
- i ’
. \ .
« . - . A .

In v1ew of . ev1dence of the availability of B]ack fam1ltes and )

L35

the fact that they can be found when ag q1es .are committed to this

effort through subs1q§fs and other suppbrts, it would follow that
- ~ Lo “.

. ‘ L

. would appear that/’he placement of non-wh1te children in white homes T




trans-racial placement as a "last alternative" or “placement: of

oot last resort" cammot be defended. ) .
.« ot B Sugges'tiggs for continued efforts in Black and minority adop-
tions: T . ’ e

N

l. Provision of adequate funds to both the .pubTic and pr1vate

sectors for program developmen& and expans1on to_be ava11ab1e unt11
the back]og of ch11dren need1ng ad0thon is abated. Funds wou]d go

" to such purposes as,--1n rease adopt1on staff, training of both
»

~adopt1on workers ands foster care workers, financipg Iegal act1v1t1es,
%
- 1nters¢ate placements’, computer1zed information and retr1eva1 pro-

grams, nat1ona1 g’b11c 1nfonnat1on programs, and subs1d1z1ng adopt1on

PR

processing for famfflies- unab1e to.meet these costs. ' .
; A e .

- »

- * . o N . .
‘2

—— » Y . .

1 e

2. Reg1ona11z1ng a@opt1on p]annlng, recrUﬂtment, training,

_'~651e§1strat1on and’ data col]ectaon act1v1t1es What has become eyi- -

<

dent is that at the county. ahd state 1eve1 there is a lack of re-

.

. sources e1ther as it re]ates to-the child needing a h0me or families

- wanting to adopt. Children wait 1n one 1ocat1on wh1]e fam111es wait

in anothier. Organization at the re91onaT Ievel would increase the

resources available to both the child p0pu1atton and the prOSpect1ve

Tl Parentvapulat1on. . . . _ B




- e
conferences and meeting at the regional level would tend &0 have a

\\in addition, cooperation in listings and plabements, training,
positive broadening effect on staff involved in adoption and related
specialties. Such an approach would tend to reduce the provincialfsm.
which now plagues adoption programs and it follows, would increase

worker, tolerance for difference and trust in the commitment and com-

petence of others in the field.
3. Affirmative action programs should be required.as a stan-
dard to include ‘representative board members, other ethnic minority
" professional and outreach workers on the staffs of adoption and chila
service agencies that serve the Black and other ethnic communities.

4. A national public information campaign should be mounted

o~

" which wbu]d present parentlessness as a result of external and inter-
[ 3 . c .

nal pressures of the society rather than a fault of thg.natural‘
parent(s) or the child, and encourage a sense of conmunity responsi-

bility as a natiomal goal. -
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' COOPERATING AGENCIES -
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€atholdc Services Bureau
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Participating Agencies and PrOJects : .
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.
s N .
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June 11, 1975 ' S K

<

o

. . . N '.. . . »
Thank you for being so patient with us during the recent crisis.

. A§ you know, children will no, lomger be available from Vietnam
and those who came over during the emergency babylift were matched

3

with fami]ieikfbr the most'part,-beforg leaving Vietnam,

. s

We are sorry, that due o the fact that we were just becoming *
. - operational as a referral unit we did not receive, registration

for as many children as we were planning<to place. - He are hoping

that all of "the families who reached out so warmly for the Black/ .

Vietnamese child will allow us to continue to help them find a

child in the United States. We will be reviewing your case indi-

vidually to see how we can best help you.' If you would like to-

send us fuller information on the type of child you want or your

previous efforts to adopt, please feel free to do so. , .

. There is a child waiting fb} a family 1ike yours. S

Sincerely yours, R

Evelyn Egglesto

.
Secretary General - ~

-
-
¥
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FOUNDING AGENCIES
fro*American Faruly and

. Comynun
Black Child Bevelopment
Institute
Child Welfare Laagw;e of
c . Amenica, Inc.
Church World Service
artem-Dowling Chuldrn’s
Sesvicy
Holt Adoption Proceam
Homes {or Black Chiloren

United States

NAACP/ Adcpuve Pacents
Recruitment aad

. Education Project
National Association of
Black Social Workers
National Conference of
Catholic Chaniues
Spence-Chanin Adoption
Agency

2valers Aid International
ial Services of

Amersica

.S. Catholiz Conlferance
Yorld vision peliet
Organization, Inc.

{ ' Secretary General
Ms. Evelyn Eggleston

Lt

Ity Services

Lutheran Council in the

yeur convenience.

.. .
Dear Applicant(s):

- The IVAC program continues to offer assistance to the many
Black couples and individuals who have expressed a sincere desire

to adopt a child.

For many, the avenue of addbtiog has becgme the accented qu-

to begin a new family or increase the size of an existing one.

Unfortunately, in the past many adoption agencies demonstrated
lack adoptive applicants, nor did they
ption of chiggren of Black parentage by Black

..

1ittle or no interest in B
foster the idea of ado

adoptive. families:

The present:IVAC thrust is towards changing this picture. h

Through .a program of public education, réﬁmbursement and advocacy,

we attempt to help Black applicants and agencies work together in

ith a view-'to this gffort, we are writing to find out if you

" the interest*of‘the many.healthy, hands
ages who are available for adoption now.

pme Black'children of all

o

are s¥i11 interested in adopting a child, particularly if your

interest is .in adopting
parentage.

Enc1oséd is a brochure about the IVAC program. Also enclosed
yol to complete and return as quick~ (

is a,questionnaire which we ask
A stamped, self-addressed envelope is enclosed for

1y as possible.

We Took forward to heiring from you sodn.

Enclosures.

»

!

-
~ ’

Sincerely,

an American child of full or part Black.

.

N

f%.é)é%a%

“Della B. S

C

Adoption Coordinator -

98.

345 EAST 46 CTREET, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10017 2126872747 CABLE: MIGRANTO, 11.Y.

A

.
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. SAMPLE LETTER OF AGREEMENT .

+ after the family has been studied artt approved. The prccedur; for

. interested in adopting and adoption services together is by way of

. of the referral, He expect the majority of ‘cases would be the re-
sult of your use of out-reach methods of recruitment

the home-study is completed and the family is approved as prospec-. ,

reteipt of the request for reimbursement form.

hd . . - -

£

-~

In regard to home-studies, IVAC will reimhurse‘(nﬁme 6f agency)
for each adoptive home-study at the ratg of $350.00 .per appraved
study. The regquest for reimburscment would, of course, be made

.

notifying IVAC is outlined belocw.

As regards matching and post-matching supervision, this/service.
w1l be reimbursed at the Fate of $350.00 for each child pldced and
followed in his adoptive home. This means that where two or more
children are placed in the same adoptive family, (the agendy) would
bi11 IVAC for each child at the rate of-$350.00. Request for re-
imbursement for post-placament supervision can be made 30/days after
the child's placement with the adoptive family. Also, IVAC is able
to reimburse agencies up to a maximum of $350.00 for such cost as
transportation of the child or family for pre-placement isits or
other gosts which might hinder the adoption.process in cases where
no other resources are available to the family or agency. .

As regards referral of families, our method of bringihg famil¥es

directing a family that contacts ys to a local adoption agency near
the adoptive applicant's heme; concurrently, .the agengy is notified

We are enclosing a supply of IVAC registration por application
forms and request for reimbursement forms. In brief, the procedure
is as follows: Following the initial interview, the adoptien agency
forviards the completed application form to this offiice. This serves '
as notification of home-studies in process as well;as to notify us

of applicants terminated after first contact. (The latter informa-

tion provides data for the research aspect of the jproject). When

tive adoptive family, the adoption-agency will bi11 IVAC for services
rendered, enclosing the IVAC reimbursement form {n their letter. As
you will note, the .format provides for crqgs.reference to the appli-
cation form, and thuy not{fies this office of completion of a home
-study. Payment will be madé not more than ten (10) days after




[

In accordance with-the ~xpectation of HEW, families are to be
.~ ‘encouraged to share in the cost of service and their contribution
"~ is” to be deducted frcm‘thg reimbursement request.

Familes are to be informed that IVAC 1s facilitating the adop-_
tion process through its reimbursement program, .

-

IVAC policies include the acceptance of married or single parents;
.- all income levals,-and all religions, S

' IVAC operates-as an-information and referral‘céﬁier which provides
»  technicat assistance whenever necessary. ’ . .

-

It is our hope to receive, shortly, a response indicating your
acceptance of the terms of the contract outlined herein. Should there
be any questions, please do not hesitate to call on us.

4

Sincerely ,

. Evelyn Eggleston..
Secretary General '

Enclosures - . y _ Tﬁ SN
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IHTERAGENCY VIETNAM ADOPTION COMMITTEE-PROJECT

: ) 345 East-46th Street . ‘
. . New York, New Yark 10017 . o’

~
-

-
[

ABOUT ADOPTION .  ° | L -

An information sheet particd1d}ly for Black &nd othér .
““minority families who want -to adopt. . .

»

Co by V
DELTA B. SCOTT .
.IVAC Adoption Coordinator e
,

ARY .
‘ e

Many couples and single perspns consider starting a family er in-
creasing the size of their present one through adoption. Often they would
_Tike more information about the requirements for adoption before they con-
tact 3n agency to apply. Also they want to have an idea of who the adopt-
able children are. ’ ‘

THE CHILDREN

In answer to the last statement there are many children who are legally
.free for adoption, that is, they have no family of their own for a variety '
of reasons. Some of theie reasons are the parents died, or decided to re-
lease the child for adoption because he/she is unable to provide for him,
or the court severed parental rights because of the parents neglect, abuse , .
or abandonment of the child. These children come into the care of public .
. or private agencies or the courts.wha are responsible to find good adoptive
homes for them. v . . . ‘
' -e%ildren for adoption are all ages-birth to 18 years and may be.«
single child or a family group of 2, 3, 4 or more brothers and sisters. Be-
cause adoption-'services for -Black children have béen neglected. until recently .
most of the children in need of families today are children of full or part

Black parentage. . i

_ In deciding on an adoptive family for a child agencies are.required by,
law to make a home-study of the family and after'the child is placed to
supervise the placement until &he legal adoption is finalized usually in one
yedr. The legal adoption gives the adoptive parents the same rights and re-
sponsibilities as they would have had the child been born to them

a . - hal'd :
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CRITERIA FOR ADOPTION

k-

The state in which the-adoptive applicant lives sets some critéria
for adoption, mainly these refer to age, residence and marital status. The
agency has additional criteria. Generally though, these are flexible since
family composition and family 1ife styles differ widely. And the needs of
the children needing families also differ. ,
Most agencies have guidelines simitar to the ones outlined below.
Applicants for adoption should be: *

1. Over 21 years-but no specific upper age limit

"2. Married at least three years, but applicants married
for a shorter time will be considered -

3. Single men and women who demonstrate ability to support
and arrange for supervision of a child = - *T

4. Able to ipclude another member in the family on income
- presently available without this becoming an unreasonable
burden - Y o
5. Have é house of their ‘gwny or a rented house or apartment
’ with sufficient space. for another family member S -

6. Be in reasonably good health and physically active °
THE ‘APPLICATION ' ' B

L ]

Persons interésted ﬁn'adoptihg should app]y.fata licensed public or
private adoption agency in the ‘city or county whére they reside.” These agen-
cies are generally listed in the yellow pages of the telephone directory.

When contact with the agengy is made the applicant may be given an app1ic§tion¢
- to cgmplete and return td. the agency; or a date may be set for ap intake in- —

terview-or the applicant may be given a date to participate in a group adop- .

tion orientation meeting. If the applicants decide to continue, -the agehcy
assigqs an adoption worker to make the home-study. .

. - . P . S
THE HOME-STUDY < . :

.

- -~ Ll

- The concern of: the adoptioﬁ'agency is to find families in which chil-
dren will -have a permanent home, tender - Toving care and guidange. The
home-study is the-way .this determination is made. Ittinvalves three or more
interviews with the ‘applicants including a visit to their home. The adop-
tion worker shares “information about ‘the agency and learns about the appli-
cahts idea of rearing children, something about their 1ives and aspirations,

why they want td'adopt and the kind of‘chilq they seek. . .-

- L]
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The home-study is generally completed in from four to six weeks. o

Among the documents which will be‘needed for the study are - photos of the
family, medical reports, proof of income and the divorce decree if there
has been a previous marriage. Also letters of reference from individuals

" who can attest to, the applicants character and parenting ability will. be
required. . . : -

*  SELECTION AND PLACEMENT OF THE CHILD

RS - .

"When the applicants are approved to adopt théy will be offered a child
or children as near their preference as possible in reference to the child's
Sex, age, racial-ethnic bacground and health status. Many families limit
their request to infants birth to 3 years and often they must'wait for one,
tWwo or even three years or mdy not receive a child at all. d

- Children over the age of four are more readily available, than are younger
. children. When the family ahd the agency agree-on a child suitable for them
placement will be made. The child may be setected from the applicants own
state or may come'‘from another state (interstate placement). In either case,
the family will have an adoption worker who will asist him through the-trial
period and finally through the court procedures to formally adopt.

——

- |}

ADOPTION FEES

+

o . Most public agencies do not charge a fee, however their waiting lists
are often long. Private agencies usually charge fees but many are willing
to waive the fee entirely, reducé it, or charge only-an application fee of
abou§;525.0b. You can feel frée to discuss your feelings about agency fees.
. * . s

Because of the number of children of full or part black parentage that
are waiting for adoption many private agencies have opened their doors to
black applicants in the interest of assisting-in‘a national effort to in-
crease the availability of appropriate homes for 'these children. AltHough .
most of these agencies do not have children in their care (most are in the
child care facilities of public agencies) many states require all agencies
to register-approved families and children needing placement on the state. .
adoption exchangd. This means. that a<child might be offered immediately or.
soop after the family is approd to adopt. T ‘ .

’

In view of this, applicants to adopt might* turn to a public or, private
‘agency, depending on their preferences. Whichever is the choice, it has
been proven that those applicants who most enthusiastically and persistently.
pursue their goal to adopt are the ones most-readily served. ‘

OTHER COSTS - R _ b ,
Families that are dpproved to adopt are usually expected to pay ‘the
cost of transportation (and lodging) td visit the child during -the 'sefec-
tion process. A};q arrangegents are made for older children particularly to -
spend some time in the prospective adoptive home and-the cost for transpor-
" tation is paid by the agency. R . : ‘

N
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Legal fees for court procedures.are paid by the adobtive family.
Sometimes agencies are able to pick up a portion of this cost, if necessary.
Legal fees vary in different localities but usually they are_around $125,00
or less. ' ) _ , e
AMERICAN CITIZENS LIVING OVERSEAS ) o f,

American citizens living outsige the continental U. S. can adopt an
American child. These applicants must locate a Ticensed agency where they
are living that will be willing to conduct a home study and provide super-.
vision after a child is placed. In addition the applicants must contagt a
public ‘or private adoption agency for the placement. Y. S. agencies are
available that are willing to work with Americans Tiving overseas.
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