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PREFACE

The Research Center of the Child Welfare League of
America recently completed a'followup study of 125
adoptions of black children .by white parents. This
research, initiated in l97, was concerned with the
outcome of these adoptions, with special attention
to the well-:being of the child and his awareness of -

Ills racial heritage. The study focused on .children
o yege at least 6 years old .t f4lowup and.. who
,1:?4n in their adoptive homes fo?--3 years or long-

.

:%:Tiae children were fact close to 9 years of
:62on'the average, and had been in their adoptive

t .

.horcs over 7 'years. - 4

-

Staff of the*Children's BUreakt of, the Office Of
Ch4d Development, which funded the research, ex-
Dre's'sed interest not only in the outcome of trans-
racial adoptions but in the experience of adoptive
parents with social agencies. The passage of time
since placement in the cases included in ,the follow-
up, essential to. any estimate of outcome, made these
cases'highly inappropriate for exploration of parent-
workel, interaction. Even if the parents' memories
were accurate, and 'that is a very big "if," it9would
not have been possible to obtain parallel data ,from
their workers. )7arthermore, since considerable,
,change in adoption practice is believed to havy
occurred over the years, such information as might
be obtained about the agency experience of these
parents would be of-historia rather than current
interest. .

It was decided; therefore, to study the agency
.

r
.3
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exmerience'of families,in the course of adapting.
The views of the prospeCtive adoptive parents and of
their social workers were to beisoughf as soon as '

practicable after a child had been placed_vrith them
for adoption and at the completion of the adoption.
To keep the logistic problems within bounds; this
substudy of current transracial adoptions was to be
coxducted in the same communities where, the main ,

study was being carried out, and the same,research
interviewers -- locally recruited experienced social,
workers--were to conduct the interviews for both
studies. Because by .1972 adoptive placements of
black children with white parents had become rela-
tively uncommon in some of the acatunities selected
for the fpllowup, the substudycas confined to four'
of the seven areas. although the time for accumu:-.'

sating the study group was extendtd from 6 months to
nearly a year,'only 38 cases were identified by the
participating agencies in that time. The views of
these parents and their social workers, together with
information on the characs istics of the parents,
are presehted in'Part I.

___;*

In addition to the parents and-their workers, all
proflssional adoption staff in the agencies were

asked to compIete,auestionnaires,designed to elicit
their attitudes and opinions about transracial adop-

tion. The intent of aspect of the study was to

describe the climate of pinion in the ageLies
wherthe adoptions under study took place. As the

responses yereeanalymed, it :seemed to the research

staff that they werof use in'themselvep in giving
.

a picture of the,attitudes of a substantial number

of adoptidnfworkers on the important issue of adop-
tion of black children by white parents. The dat (

- were therefore analyzed in detail and are precente

..- as Part'IIof this report.

1 1 0
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The followu indicatedstudy, already published-,
successful outcomes in about the same proportion of
cases as have been found ;.n other adoption follow-
ups, whether of 'normal white infants, older children,
or children adopted transracially. iTielatively little

evidence was elicited of problems of confusion or
denial of racial background in the children studied,
most of whom were preadolescent. 'success from the
vantagsoints of child, parent, teacher and research
interviewer showed%only mkodest relation to any of the
predictive factors examined.

The pai'epts in the study of current transraoial
adoptions reported in Part I were similar 4 many
respects'to those in the followup study who had adop-
ted several years earlier. Their most conspicuous
difference was that they were considerably younger
at the time of the adoptive placement, and the chi-
dren placed with them were also younger. Although
they expressed general satisfaction with their ex-
perience with the adoption agencies, they cited a
number of problems with respect to 1-Jolicies, proce-.
dures and attitudes% These should provide useful
leads for agencies interested in making their adop-
tion practice as constructive an experience as pos-
sible for'prospective adoptive parents. SiMilarly,.
the convergences and divergences of parent and worker
pOrception of their interaction during the preplace-
ment study and postplacement period suggest desirable
practice modifications.

The general response of the social workers presented
in Part. II indicates a recognition...10 somewhat great-
er risk in traTm.racial adoptions. However, the work-
ers_tended to see little difference in the charac-

14401*
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teristics of families appropriate to adopt inracially
and transracially or in the matters to be considered
in preparing adoptive parents for their parental role.
Variations in opinion with training, experience and
political-sociarattitUdes may be relevant to staff
development and tlp supervision of staff undertaking
transracial adoptive placements.

The followup study and the current study we're de-
signed by the League's Research Director in'consul-
tation with research staff. Lucille J. Grow, the
stuiv,ditector, wasresponsible for implementation
of !Phe design. She shared with Deborah Shapiro the
analysis and presentation of findings of the follow-
up. Responsibility for analysis and reporting of
the cu'renl study was divided, with Dr.-Grow focus-
ing on the parent-social woy.ker material presented
as Part I, and Dr.'Shapiro concentrating on the ,

social,worker attitude survey, which appears as
Part II. As research assistant, Eva Russo carried
the detail work of data processing. KarenBrown
and Anne Moore facilitated the research by handling
the extensive correspondence involved in 'the field
operation as well as typing the report. :

We should like to thank the agencies that furnished
cases for the study,"their staff who participated,
and the research staff who interviewed the families.
Following are the agencies and the interviewers for
families who adopted in each of the four "areas.

. Boston Area
Boston Children's Service Association
Commonwealth of MassaCtusetts, Department-of

Public Welfare
Elizabeth Johnson
Michael Meleedy
Louise Saltus
Nancy Woodfork
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Los Angeles Area

County of Los Angeles, Department of Adoptions
Ethel Branham
Marilyn Horn

Minneapolis-St. Paul Area
Children's Home Society of Minnesota
Hennepin County Welfare Department
Lutheran Social Service of Minnesota
Social Services Division, Oounty Welfare Department,
City of St. Paul and County of Ramsey
Sandra Albeit
Nicky Bredeson
Judy Karon

Seattle Area

Catholic Children's Services
Medina Children's Service

Margaret Dau&ters
Connie Harisen

Bernadette ametka
Martha Steinmetz

On behalf of the ,Child Welfare 06ague of America; and
of readers who find this report of use, we express 6

appreciation also to the families and individual'
social workers who contributed the data atil to the
Children's Bureau in the Office of Child Development, .

which made the research possible.

4

Ann W. Shyne
Director of Research
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FART I. PARENT-WORKER VIEWS ON TRANSRACIAL ADOPTION

1. Introduction

This study of white families with whom black children
were placed for adoption in 1972-73 was conducted
simultaneously with a larger followup study of chil-
dren adopted transracially several years earlier.
The principal purpose was to examine the experience
of adoptive parents with social agencies from the
point of vietit of the parents and the agency:workers.
A secondary purpose was to'compane the eharacteris-
tics of more recent transracial adopters with those
of families who had adopted transracially in the past.

The families who participated. in this study were
adopting children through social agencies in Boston,
Los Aveles, 2iinneaDolis-St. Paul and Seattle--agencies
that had also participated inthe larger study. The
'families were to be interviewed and information was
to be obtained from their social workers shortly after
the children were placed abd again'after the, adoption
was made fi&l, or the child was returned to the
arency, or, if neither of these had occurred, approx-
imately a year after the placement. To gain some t
sense of the attitudes abo,:t transracial adoption r'

prevalent in,the agencies where these adoptions took
place, all professiOnal adoption staff were asked to
complete a questionnaire. Their responses are presented
in jar,,t, II of this monograph/

ecrultment of social agencies to enlist the family's
cooperation ln participating in this study 616mmenced
in the early summer of 1972. Communication with the



agencies.in the seven areas in which the larger study
was being, conducted indicated' that in-these areas,
which had pioneered in this type pf transracial adop-
tion, the-volume of such placements had begun to de-

crease considerably. The four areas Selected for the
substudy had experienced less decrease than the others,
and seemed likely to yield 50 or 60 families over a

6-month period. 12 months,

however; only nine of he 1 adoption agencies in
these four, cities reported any trarisracia1 adoptions,'
and they were able to furnish us with the names and
addrees of only 38 families--Minneapolis-St. Paul, 19;
Seattle, nine; Boston, seven; and Los Angeles, three.

Using a semistructured interviilyw schedule, the
search interviewers who had staffed the main study
'interviewed each of the couples in their home. The

interviews, averaging about 2 hours, covered such

areas as the general living situation and socio-
economic characteristics of the family, their contact
with family and friends, their preparation'for and
experience to date with the adoption, and their ex-

4perience with the social agency in reference to the,
adoption. At the close of the interview each parent
also completed a questionnaire directed mainly to
obtaining further information on the views of the
parents about their:experience with the social agency.

In the second parent interview, averaging about 11

hours, inquiry was made into changes that had occurred
between the two interviews, the sociopolitical opin-
ions of the neighbors and the ado-ptive parents, and
the family's further experience with the social agency.
At the end of the interview the parents were again
asked to complete individual questionnaires designed
chiefly to elicit their attitudes.on racial issues.

At the end of each interview with the parents, the
research interviewer completed a schedule giving her

-2-
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or his assessment of them. The family's social work-
er also was asked to complete a schedule that con-
tained questions similar to those covered eitherrin
the parental interview or the parent questionnaire,
and that also explored the factors in the worker's
decision to make the adoptive placement.

Thirty-eight couples participated in the first joint
interviews (Time 1) and each parent completed the
parent questionnaire. Social worker questionnaires
were also completed on each case. At Time 2 all of
the families were re-interviewed except two who had
moved to points so distant that it was not feasible
to reach them even by telephone, and one family who
refused for unspecified reasons. Of the:35 -families
reached, one couplt_lb4A.-41yorsed and a second couple
had separat/ with the mother,in-one instance, and
the father, in the other, caring for the adopted
child. Thus, 34 mothers and 34 fatherg participated
in the interviews and completed the queqtionnaire.

Social workers' questionnaires were also received on
34 families. Of the 35 interviews, 10 took place
less than 9 months after the family was.first seen,
21 occurred between 9 months and a year after the
first interviews, and the remaining four families
were re-interviewed more than a'year later.

At the time of the second interview, the adoptiOns
had been completed on 25 of the 35 children. The
jtime from adoptive placement to legal completion of
the adoption ranged from 51 months to slightly more
than 12 months, with 8.9 months the median. In eight
other instances postiplacement supervision had been
formally completed and the adoption had been. approved
by the agency, but was awaiting court action. In/one
case postplacement supervision was incomplete,.,buu
adoption appeared likely-according to the supervi
ing social worker. In one case, the child had been
returned to the agency, but for reasons seemingly

3
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unrelated to the c4ild:siracial background.

The next section presents-data on the demographic and

social characteristics of the adoptive:familLft, their

motivation for the4adoption, and their'attitudes on
racial issues, and concludes with some comparison with

families in,the f'ollowup. Section 3 is concerned with

the social workers' percepions of the adoptive pa-
rents and the parents:, perceptions of their general
experience with the agency.

The Adoptive Families

Demographic and Socl Characteristics

At the time the adoptive child was placed in their

home, the median age of the mothers was 28.8 years

and of the fathers, 33.0. In only one case were both

parents under 25 years of age and in only three were

both 35 or older.

Three-fourths of the parents had been married at
least 5 years, with 6 years the median length o time

the 33 couples had been married, Nineteen of the

families had biological children, and 11 families ,had-

already adopted another child, usually a black chiZd.

In every instance the child currently being placed -

was younger than the biological or other adopted chil-

dren.

Twenty-two of the mothers and 2) of the fathers were

college graduates. Five mothelv: and 14 fathers held

postgraduate .degrees and four other"fa'thers were at-

tendilw graduate school. Only one mother and one

' father 1 not completed high school.

Ten of the motht:rs were employed oLtcide.the home, all

but two in Professional nositionc. Thirty-one of the

1 .t t
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HI
father: pre iu rrofessional or managerial posi ions.
The annual faM!ly incomes ranj-ed from v.nder
three 2amilies to over ,10 fam-lies: the

median income was 112,313.

half the mothers and father3 were iroteztant.
-:atholics conToT;e: tie ney.t a'argest denominational

cros--nine mother.: and :even fathers'. Two families
were .e--i:1 and the restnine !lotl.ers and 1J fathers--
had no relic us a=Lato f those reporting a

about two-fifths said they attend religious
services infrequently or never.

the time ot the child's ':laceMent the famines,
with only one exception, consisted of the parents and
one APT more children. lily size ranged from three
to seven', and the average number of persons in the
household was 4.1.

life .tyle and Attitudes

he median length Of time the families had been living
in their Present neighborhood: when the child entered
the home was 2.6 years. The vast majority (33 famil-
ies, described their neighborhood: as predominantly
or totally white. Only five families, all living in
white neighborhoods, described their neighbors as not
particularly friendly, and four families reported
having no social interaction with neighbors.

At the second interview (Tim492), when the parents
were asked about the social and political view 'S and
racial attitudes of their neighbors 19 of the 33

-families who responded described their neighbors as
fairly liberal, but about the came number believed
their neighbors had voted fOl?'llixon in.the 1972
presidential election. As tothe racial attitudes,
of.neighbors, two-thirds of the parents felt their
neighbors would approve of black families or more



e

black families moving into the neighborltood, and of
school busi,s to further. integration.

even mothers and 12 fathers reported that they were
not "close" to-any-lerrs of their extended-family.
Less than ::al the parents had relatives who lived
in the vicinity, and only 1_;1 mothers and 20 fathers

reported seeing their extended families as frea'aent-
ly as once a month. However, 21 mothers and 18 fa-
thers reported having many close friends and acquain-
tances, and 2L of the families visited with friends
at least weekly.' Thirty-one families had black
friends or acauaintances, and 25 of the families
socialized with their blacj: friends in each other's

homes.

Although few families participated in any organize.-
tionai activities concerned with social change, 28
of the mothers and 31 of the fathers detcribed them-
selves as liberal or extremely liberal in their
political and social views.' When, iri the second inter-
view, we asked the parents which political party they
favored, about three-f u-ths said they preferred the
:emocratic or Liberal ,arty.. With few exceptions the
families reported hava g voted for McGovern in the
1)72 presidential ele Lion.' Thus, they are considew-

ably more liberal tha they view their neighbors to

be.

We were interested in learning something about the
behavior these parents would expect from their child.
Each parent, therefore, was asked to respond to a
list of items, indicating the degree of importance
attached to each. Included [were such items as chil-

dren's obeying when told to,do something, whether
'children should defend their rights by fighting'back,
whether they should be free to express disagreement
with parents or other adults, and the like. An index
of parental permissiventili develorfed for the Nfollow-

-6-



up study was used. It has a possible range of scores
from 8 to 32, with high scores denoting permissive-
ness. The scbres recorded ranged from 14 to 27 for
the mothers and 14 70 26 for the fathers, with the

mothers having a median score of 19.3 and the fathers
13.. On the basis of the score categories developed '

for the follow n, six mothers and four fathers with
scores below 17 were strict or expected'considerable
conformity fr,om their child; 11 mothers and 15 ):(1.thers,

scoring 17 or 22, weir"noderate;" and just over half
the parents--21 mothers and 19 fathers--scoring 19 or
higher, were permissive;

Adoption :!otivation andreferences

Turing the first interview the couples were asked why
they had decided to adopt a child, and why they had
decided to adopt transracially. For half of the fam-
ilies the reason for adoption was either infertility
or fear of another pregnancy. Only 11 families men-
tioned social notiNoatioxs, such as wanting children
but not wishing to addo the "population explosion"
or being concerned about children without homes. The
remaining eight families thought of adoption as a
means of obtaining a child of a desired sex or age,
or to provide companionship for their child. \

Tourteen tontines had reached the decision to adopt
'ransracially because they wished to provide a home
o a needy child, or because they felt that the addi-

tion of a black child 'to their home would benefit the
entire family. On the' other hand, there were 12 fami;z-
les whose de5Lsion was a mattEr of "second choice"
that ts, '11"ere were n6 white children available, or
they had been assured that the adopted child would,
not appear too different from them. The other rine
families who rave a reason stressed that they just
wanteT1 a child ard for them race was not important.

-7-
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(..1-27.- five fanilie.-.- said comeolla else had Sug6-ested

:'at hey ado! transra, alL1:,.\ and in. each instance-

.4 --C : er.;on who -F.ade :he ,;.,:czes- ion wa.. an ac:ency.,

soc al worker. .wel- e o.her fami:1 es 1:1.p.,d friends who

ha. adored .ransracially. UsL,ally--in '16 einstancez--,
the co.,ple felt tha' 1--hey had arrit-ed at the decision

s:-.-:1.--aneot,s.--y, al-het, h in 11 cases the wife had been

the 2irst -..-,o cons :der --he : osi-,i1.1:' y and in one case,

the -_--,:l and.

';',1c,--. 1-, _Led akou i1,1.e racial or ethnic bac.Kground

of children they would consider adopting, all but one
of 'he nother.i. saId they wodld have adopted easil',air

Aneri ..a.n Lnd-Lan, 7:eXiCali4..MeriCall or :-.aerto ica
h17.d, an. all ir.t four nothe,^s, l'said they would 1..-13,-e

readily ado._ t..: an l'-riental child. he fathers i ndi-

sated sltily less tp,ennes. , but their. reservatiohs
were 'z,. ally :-a 1 or. 'dative-1.y few mothers or fathers,

owever, wo '3,c have found it ea-7 .1:o c.puopt a child with

a noncorrectablc Nr.dlcar, such as blindness or deafness,
a child .w- th sentNiillness in her or his immediate
backrround, a retarded chnd, or a normal child 8 years

of are or older.

:.nstances In --1:01.. there were o'-.1-Ler children

e fam: by who we-r7_-' belie-red old enouch to under-

s--..,and, he rarents had crepared them for the intrO7
duc-ion of a black child into the home. In most fa:mil-

-les The :dea of adopting a black ch'Lld was reported as
an-tLcipal ed with pleasJre.

when they first beLt,an thinirr abou'.; adoption in gun-
eral, all but eight of the fazailies h.d in mind the
ace of the ch_:ld they wished to ado':it. famIlies

war 'cc a :nfant under 3 months old, and 22 others had
been of a by under 1 year. Only seven fam-
ilies had considered adopting a child 3 years old or

older. ',-ihen asked whether they had had any particular

eiroct2., ions about the racial background of the child,
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almost half the families responded in the negative.
Thirteen other families -sil.'ecifically wanted a cbild
of black parents or witiYone parent,, several
others spoke of simply wanting a "Mixed" or "int'er-,

racial" child, and one family had been thinking of
adopting.a white child:

The children eventually nlAced.with these families--19
girls and 19 boys--were, on the average, younger than
the parents had had in mind, with 2- of them less than
1 year old, including 18 infants under 3 months. Only
one child was over 3 years at the time of the adoptive
placement. The median age at placement was 3.5 months.

Most of the children (29' had one black parent. In
seven fnstancec both parents were black, and in two
the racial backgrbund of'the child's biological parents
was not known to the family. Only six of the children
were described by'their parents as having medium or
dark brown complexions, but 26 children were said to
have other Negroid charaCterictics, and ,cost were re-
ported to be strikingly different in appearance from
the adaptive Parents. Twenty of the families reported
tha' the child's appearance had prompted comment from
others, and 2-) families said that strangers had stared
at them .because of the child's looking different fro-
them. In general the parents reacted with amusement
to strangers' stares.

i,esevations About Transracial Adoption

Once the parent had decided to adopt transracially,
did they have any reservations about it? Did they
tell their relatiVes and neighbors of the plan? if so,
what were- the reactions? in more than.two-fifths of
the fanHie/both wife and husband were concerned
about their extended family's reaction to a tranoracial
adoption, Low the neighborhood children would treat the
child, and whether, a black child would be happy with
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',,bitor parents. A few more h.,-;band.3 than wives ex-

--precced reseryation:; al5ol: feel, <` li4 a carer_- to ,

\' a2.7Thdop-ed ehL7d and ,tQ an aeopted child of a dirfer-

en* race, an' about how a Ilack chIld wosid fit into
their family. On"he ()tier nand, a few :tore wive

)than husbands ad resA:at:ons about- :Lieher ..e elild

would he hanpy in -1 e'--me and about low their ex-
tended family would react ,--o the "nc, 1-ha. They were

..

ado:-,. Inc . %._

The initial reactions of the extended family to the
transracial adoption were mixed, but in most cases
thc,Ibpposition of relatives dissipated after the

Placemen. One set of parents had not shared informa-
tion about their child's racial background with their
family; as they wanted their relatives to accept the
child as an Individual, with the racial background
only one aspect to be handled in time. Among the
other families, the initial reaction of the mother's
family was usually more positi;ve than that of the
father's famiTy, with 24 of the mothers reporting that
all of their relatives were supportive from the begin-
ning, in contrast to only 16 of the fathers reporting
such a reaction. In those;nstances in which the
relatives had not been acc4.1pting, mosy...,Qf the parents,

and particularly the fathers, felt at this lack of
support wou.ld not have been evident had the child been

white. Most'of the parents beli&ed that the' attitudes
-"t'f their extended families about the adoptiojrkad not

affected their own relaionship wIth them Where these

attitudes did make a difference, it was as likely to
have positive as negative effects.

Prior to the child's placement in their home, in every
instance, the parents had shared their plans-with some
or all of ..heir friends, and without exception the
fliendc had been supportive. Two-thirds of the famil-
ies had.also talked with neighbors about their plans,
although.' what fewer gif the parents7said that their

.04
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neighbors' opinions about blacgs'and about transracial
adoptions were important to them:* While the neighbors
were usually receptive to the idea of the couple's
adopting transracially,, five families reported that
neighbors had questioned it and three other flmilips
reported opposition iy some of their neighbors.

Parental Sensitivity to RAcialTasues in Adopt/on

The adoptive parents differed widely in their know- .

ledge of the experience of other transracially adopting
parents. Nine families had been or were currently mem-
bersLers of a transracial adoption group, and six other
families had attended meetings. Othershad friends
Who had also adopted transracially, but 13 families re-
,ort:ed no exposure either to transracial adoption groups
or to,Cther families who had adopted children across
racial linen

At Time 1 the seven sets of parients whose adopted
child was at least 2 years'old at placement were asked.
whether their child was aware of.,her or his black pa- ,

rdntage. Even though four of these children had know-
ledge of their adopted status, only one child--the
oldest youngster placed--had knowledge of his black
heritage. By Time 2, five of the n children who
were by,then 2 years of age or olde had this info a-
tion:

All but five sets of parents believed that their child
would eventually encounter difficulties due to racial
background. .Iost freauently anticipated--mentioned
by 17 familiewere problems in interpersonal rela-
tions, including difficulties relating,to peer rela-
tions, dating and marriage. Fifteen of the families
expressed concern abo/ut the child's possible confusion
about herself or himself as a person- -that is, the-
child's identity. Tile general problems of prejudice

1.
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and discriLination were mentioned:by eigh families.

ven .thou.:,-hmo.ti of the parents anlicioatedliat their

child would encoun:i.er proble:'Is beta' .se of racial back-

144 of the 3') fardliices respondedlin the negative

when asked at :Imo whether there was anythiAlg one
doe,' dIft.erettiv rearin a black clilk:from what one
doe.; in rearing a white child. The .-9.1illies'swhb re-

, sflonded icthe affirmativenlluded mool f=requently to
r.

the need emLhasie black culture, to encourage their
child's identification with.blackc, and to alert their.
child prejudice and discriMination, One
family spoke f the need to develop special skills and

-,a114gh degree f irdependene in their racially mixed
child;

At Time 2 seven of the 35 families reported that'they
were having more contact with other blacks as a result
of the transracial adoptioil.... In addition, six families\
.said they had become moire involved or personally in-
vestCyii in racial issues,'and four others felt that this

adoption had increased their awareness or...understanding
of what racism means.

During, the Time := interviews each parent was asked to
indicate whether in today's climate four specific types
of transracial adoptions sho4d be encouraged ordis-
couraged. The majority-31 of the mothers and of

the fathers--would encourage the adoption by black and
by white families of children of mixed black and white
ancestry.. Tire remaining parents were unsure. The
parentsshowed more. opposition toward and also less
certainty about white families' adopting children with
two lilack parents and about black families' adopting
.children with two white parents. However, 24 mothers
and 21 fathers" would encouage the former type of
adoption, and almost as ing4i--22 mothers and 20 fa-

therS.--indicated a, favorable attitude toward the
'second type.,-The other mothers were equally divided
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betwe n those opposed and those unsure about such '
4

adoptions, with thelfathers'4kcly to express them:-
selves aiunsare. i

t t .
.

, .. -I L ei.'
Parental Attitudes Toward Blacks /

On the
'

auesionnaire given-the parents at the time of
t.

(the second interview each parent was asked to check
agreement or disagreement with a series of statements
that had been usld in the followup study and in the
general survey of social Worker attitudes toward trans -

racial adoption.
r

,,

Three statements were intended tcY measure the parents'
attitudes about the necessity for helping their black

. child develop black pride. (See Table 1-1:

:Able 1-1

Parental ""esponse on Levelopment of Black Pride
T=34

Number. Agreeing

It is very important for a black
child to develop pride in4her/
his black heritage.

Parents sleUld make their black
child awarelof contributions of
such black leaders as Stokely
Carmichael, Malcolm X and
Eldredge Cleaver.

Black children adepi,ed by white 1

families should be helped to
acquire a feeling of identity
with the black com nii;y:

L,

6

Mothers Fathers

33 32

30 33

20 30

ft.

-13-
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From 29 to 33 of the 'P,Inatliers who completed this

questionnaire agreed with each of these statements, as
did 30 to 33 of the 34fathers. Thus the responses of
most of these parents indicated a high awareness of the
ieportance of helping the child positively with his
racial heritage.

The second set of statements was directed toward pa-
rental attitudes regarding their role in rearing a
bl child, (See Table 1=2.)

Table 1-'2

a

Parental Role Rearing a Black Child
. N=34

4
Mothers Fathers

Number Agreeing

It is essential that white
families who adopt transracially
have or acquire black friends 22 20

A black child reared by white
Parents is likely to have pro-
blems in developing a sense of
identity. 14a 18

Number Disagreeing

.The tasks that parents have in
rearing a black child are no
different from those of parents
rearing a white child. 19 22

A black child is suffibj.ently
prepared for adulthood if given
lovb and security by white
adoptive parents. -15 18

a. N=33

-14_
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Twenty-two of the mothers and 20 of the fathers
agreed with the statement that it is essential
that white families who adopt transracially have
or acquire black friends. In addition, a majority
of the parents - -19 mothers and 22 fathers--indica-

ted a consciousness of a difference between traris-

racial adoption and inracial adoption by disagree-
ing with the statement that the tasks of parents
in rearing a black child are no different from
those of parents rearing a white child. There
was far less consensus on the other two statements,
particularly among the mothers.' Fifteen mothers
and 18 fathers disagreed witla the statement that
a black child is sufficiently prepared for child-
hood if given love and security by white adoptive
parents. Fourteen mothers and 18 fathers agreed
that a black child reared by white parents is
likely to have problems in developing/as-Sense of
identity. It is likely that these four statements,
and particularly the last two, reflect some of the
ambiguities that confront parents in rearing a

child of a different race, ambigUities probably
intensified by societal attitudes.

Fourteen statements dealt with the parent's
political-social attitudes. The responses in-
dicate that the majority of the parents have a
relatively high degree of political and social
consciousness. (See Table 1-3.)

715-,
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Table 1-3

Parents' Political-Social Attitudes

N=34
Ar

'1,1others Fathers.

Number Agreeing

_*Our government isn't doing as
much as it can to provide oppor-

---tunities for minority groups. 25 25

Blacks are not to blame for the
fact' that so many of them are

,epoor: c2o 29

White students should take
courses in black history and
black culture. 33 28

Number Disagreeing

'Many of the black groups today
are pushing for too much change
too quickly. 31 32

Today's blacks should take heart
from our immigrant groups who got
ahead by working hard and by sav-
ing. 27a 25

"-Most of the camplaintstoday
about racial inequality are not
justified by the facts. 30 30

A poor white youth will have
as much trouble getting ahead
as will a poor black youth.

-0 .
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Table 1-3 continued

*There is far too much emphasis
today on racial equality;

Most of today's black leaders
are "pushy" and overdemanding.

*America has always been a land
of opportunity for those who
really want to get ahead.

*The'reason so many blacks are
on welfare is because they do
not knoW how to manage their
lives properly. ,

*Our administration is doing a
great deal to equalize oppor-
tunities for all races.

Racism does not affect my
life very much.

*Blacks and other minority
groups expect too great a
change in too short a time..

1

Mothers Fathers
Number Disagreeing

31b 31

32 31 4/

26

,

(

29 29

P3 28

20 25

34 32

a. 11=32

b. N =33

* Items used in index of "black pride" in_Part II.
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Comparisons With Families in the rollowup Study

Although these families were in general much like
the families in the followup study, there were dl;fer-
ences. Some of the differences seem worth noting,
though small enough to have occurred by Chancetn
samples of this size. Some that are large enough to
be statistically significant may be because respond-
ents in this study were reporting current or recent
perceptions, while respondents in the,followup were
askeotto recall attitudes and perceptions they held
seveial years earlier.

On the average, the 38 sets of pareD4Wereyounger
at the time of the child's Placemeiti,,p_av'_4meelian
ages of 28.8 years and 30.0 years;, g.tthe.,-M4t4is and

the fathers, respectively, versus,,
the mothers and the fathers in theiri..4.dy.-
Proportionately fewer had biological childDrenr,-5%
versus 70%--a difference possibly accounted for by
their younger age. Although, fairly eauP1 troportionses

of the families in the two studies had'other adopted
Children, of those who had, a much larger proportion
of the parenta in the current study had adopted-other
children who were also black--82%,versus 57%.

Although the education and occupational background
of the parents were fairly comparable, a smaller pro-
portion of the mothers in the culrent study were
employed outside the home--26, versus IL0%. This and
their younger age undoubtedly account for their lower
median family income--112,813 versus $15,700.

Proportionately fewer of the families had a religious
affiliation. Proportionately fewer had relatives
living in the area, but more of both the mothers and
fathers reported having close affectional ties with
their relatives. Although there was no difference
between the fathers in the two studies, these younger
mothers tended to see their relatives less frequently,

-18-
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with only half of them reporting contact with relatives
at least` once a month, versus two-thirds of the mothers
in the follow study. On the other hand, the families
in the current study led more active social lives, as

indicated by the freauency of entertaining or visiting
-friends.

The najority of families in both studies lived in Pre-
doninantly or totally white neighborhoods, but a larger
propor-ion of these younger families viewed their neigh-
bors as liberal, as approving of more black fP.mi.lies
moving into their neighborhoods, and Partic-r3Prly of
busing black children into the neighborhood.

Proportionately more of the parents in the current
study described themselves as voting a DenOcratic or
Liberal ticket, and more of these fathers described
themselves as libiral in their political and social
views. Ihis morettiberal stance was evident in the
parents' response to statements on the questionnaire
dealing with attitudes on race-related political and
social issues. On all but one of the statements the
responses of the parents in the current adoption study
showed greater awareness of political` and social prob-
lems, and some of the differences were statistically
significant.

These parents may have had an earlier exposure to
racist attitudes and discriminatorypractices than
was the case for parents in the followup study. This
is suggested by the fact that 82% of the families in
the a=ent study reported having had black friends or
acquaintances prior to this adoption, as compared with
only 53% of the 4nilies who had adopted earlier.

In view of the reported decrease in need for adoptive
homes for infants and the corresponding need for homes
for older children, it was surprising to find that
three-fourths .7LL'',:) of the children in the current
adoption study were under 1 year of age at placement,

-19-
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in contrast to only L3:: of the children in the followur,
study. The nedian age at olasement for children in the
current stu$y wa. 3. nonths, in contract 'o 13.) nonths
for the children in the follow io study. The explarPton
may lie in the lower ace of the Parents and,n, the fact
that oroportionately or families in :he current study
preferred an infant under 1 year of versus 1?;.:.

:he faniliec in -he current st,--y more often re-sorted
their reason for consider_ n? adootion as infertility
or fear of lsecorin I:rec.:rant 50:1 versus 3iand
significantly more ,often recognized adoptin transraciall
as a "second choice." ::r,-two percent would have pre-
ferred awhite child were one'available, in contrast to

of :he fa-'flies in the 'o10 wuo study. :he families
in i,he current study had also had more exoosure to others
who had adopted: `.-ransracially, with 32 of those retort-

:hat they had friends or ascuaintances who had zo
adorted, in contras: to 1 u2 the families in the
followup study, a difference also statistically signi-
ficant.

:n :hose ittMs dealing the kind of -yrical child

:he parents would have considered adopPi"g, nc oarticu-
lar difference was found in the responses of :he mothers
in the two studies. However, a significantly smaller
oronortion of the fathers in the current adoption study,
as compared with the fathers in :he followup
versus 32-;,--would have consiered a nornal child : years

of ace or older.

.wit:- one exception, the parents in the two studies_were
in the reservations they had about adop-

ting transracially hic--er proportion of :he parents

in the currel , adoption cc.y had retervations about
whether a 'clack child would be happy in -.heir hoe.
:he difference between the twc groups of mothers on

thIc C27"" versus I-TY; was ztatistically significant.
:he explanation may be that these are still new ador-

iye paren`s. :he parents in the follow-,p nay have

-



forgotten such conceAlrior to adoption. The differ-
ence in length of ex76rience may also account for the
somewhat larger proPortion of the current adopters
anticipating that :heir child would encounter problems
due to racial background-375 of the current adopters,
in contrast to 6T in the follow-az study. On the other
hand, since the c=ent adopters indicated a Yligher
deEree of political-social consciousness, their greater
Dessimism,may reflect more awareness of potential prob-.
lens.

(:he one other measure on which the parents in the two
-..oups were different was in their expectation regard-
ing :heir child's conformity in behavior. Fewer moth-
ers and signffiLantly fewer fathers in the current
study were categorized as strict.

3. The Social Agency and the Adoptive Applicant

With or exceptions the study child was placed with
the family by the agency to which they had first ap-
plied. One family hadcbeen.transferred from another
agency that terminated its adoption service. Three
fanflies were rejected by the first agency, one because
of a religious requirement, one because of agency policy
regarding the minimal. time a couple had to be married
and proof of infertqity, and a third for reasons-un-
known. The length of time between application to the
agency makin,7 the plac4ment and placement of the child
in the he ranged'from less than 1 month for one fam-
ily to over 2 years for another family. Of the 37 place-
men-c for which we have information, five were made vithin
C months after application, 22 were made between 6 and 12
monthc la' -,err ar'.d the remaining 10 occurred a year or
tore after the fanily had applied. The median time was
).6 months.

,;e(24.1on describes the social workers who represented
the agency to the adoptive apPlicants, their perceptions
o f t he applicants, and the nature of the preplacement

-21-

, t i



and the postplacement contacts as viewed by applicant
and worker.

Information about the social workers and their views
was obtained through two questionnaires. One was
sent to.the worker with major responsibility for the
preplacement study as soon as the agency notified us
of a child's placement with the family. Thirty-seven
of the 38 questionnaires were returned. When we were
notified that the adoption had been completed or the
child returned to the agency, or approximately a year
after the child's placement in the home, a second
questionnaire was sent to the social worker with re-
sponsibility for the family during the postplacement
period. These questionnaires were returned on 34 of
the 35 faillilies interviewed at Time 2.

Characteristics of the Social Workers

The family's social worker was usually a white woman
who was or had been married. Half the families had
workers between the ages of 25 and 45. Only one fam-
ily had a social worker under 25 rears of age and
eight, a worker 55 years of age o older. The worker
usually had a master's degree in social work, and, if
not, in. m st instances was taking or had taken some
graduate social work courses. Usually the worker was
classifie as a caseworker, altliough a case aide was
assigned: to one family and supervisors were assigned
to seivvrNgamilies.

The family's worker usually had had considerable social
work experience. Only two families had social workers
with less than 3 years' experience, and 22 families
had workers with 10 years or more of social work ex-
perience. Th9 worker had been making adoptive place-
ments for anywhere from 1 to more than 10 years, and
20 families-had social workers with a minimum of 5
years of adoption experience. Twenty-four families

-22-
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had workers with calsiderable experience in placing
black children in white homes, having arranged at
least six such transracial adoptive placements, but
in two instances the family's worker had had no such
experience.

The Social Workers' Perceptions of the Adoptive Families

The worker was asked to designate each item on a list of
15 items that was a factor in the decision to place this
particular child with these parents. This section of
the questionnaire was completed on 35 families.
(See Table 1-4.)

The factors mast frequently checked were, in descending
order, the family's positive motivation for transracial
adoption, their ability to allow a child to accept her
or his racial identity, and their sincere desire to
give a child a home. The factors least frequently'
checked as being of importance were that no white
child was available for the family, that the child was
exceptionally good-natured and appealing, and that the
child's parental background was above average or superior.
The family's inability to adopt inracially because of
their age or other characteristics was not checked at all.

The workers were also asked-to indi,pate the three most
important items in each decision. What the fanny,
rather than the child, had to offer was the predominant
factor in the priority they gave to the various items.
In 11 instances the family's positive motivation for
transracial adOption was ranked as the most impirtant
factor in the social worker's decision. Another motiva-
tional aspect--the family's sincere desire to give a
Child a homewas ranked as most important in decisions
to place the children in six of the families. The three
other factors checked as the primary reason for making'
the placement in at least three familieS were concerned
more directly with family strengths: the family's

-23-
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Table 1-4

Factors Mentioned by Social Workers as Important
in Adoptive Home Placement Decision

N=35

0-

Positive motivation regarding
transracial adoption

Ability to allow a child to
accept herYhis racial identity

Family's sincere desire to give
a child a home

Superior ability to provide a
healthy, emotional climate

Highly stable and mature family

Special strengths of this famjay,

Total
Priority

3rd

Not

12L

11

3

6

-,

5

4

2nd Priority

,32

30

27

22
20

6

7

3

6

5

6

8

5

1

2

9

12

13

. 10

9

for risk taking 15 2 3 -- .10

Family's conviction that racial
differences are of little
importance ' 15 -- 1 4 10

Family's ability to withstand
'possible community criticism 14 -- 1

c\3,
10,

Family's positive relationship
with blacks '10 1 2 7

High intellectual potential
of Child 7 2 1 1 3

Family's high level of tolerance
for frustration 7 1 6

Above-average or superior parental
background of child 5 1 4

Exceptionally good-natured and
appealing child, 2

No white child available fof family 1

Not eligible for adoption in-
racially because of age or other
characeristics - _
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superior ability to provide a healthy emotional
climate, cited in five families; the parents'
health and maturity, in four families; and the
family's ability to allow a child to accept her
or hit racial identity; noted in three cases.

From the workers' viewpoints, how do these
families stand in relation to white adoptive
families who have adopted inracially9 To answer

t.

this question the workers wer

q

given a list of
20 items considered to have so e relevance in
determining a family's eligibi ity, and asked
to check on each item whether the particular.
family was "superior to other families," "about
the same," or "somewhat below other families"
with whom they had recently placed white chil-
dren. The items dealt with the families' socio-
economic status, social interaction; personal
adjustment, attitudinal a%.ctors relevant to
this adoption, ability or capacity to function
in a parenting role, and interaction with the
social agency. A score of 3 was given for a
rating of "superior," 2 for a rating of "the
same" as other families, and 1 for a rating of
"below." Thus a score of 2.0 would signify
that a family was about the same as others
with whom white children had been placed. A
mean score was obtained for each of the six
major areas.covered.

P!
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Table 1-5

Social Workers' Comparisons of Current Adoptive Families
With White Families Adopting tnracially

N=37

Families' Rating as Compared

; Items Score

With Ot',..tr Families

N.R.Su ior Sane Below

Socioeconomic Status '2.22

Income, occupation, education,
housing 14 1'7 6

Standing of family in coiamunity 9 26 1 1

Social Interaction 2.22

Relationship to extended family 8 23 6

Contact with minority group
members 18 16 3

Relation4ip to neighbors 4 29 -3 1

Depth and extent of friendships 14 22 1

Personal Adjustment 249
Quality of marital relationship 17 20

Emotional maturity 20 16 1

Current life adjustment ) 16 20 1

Ability to cope,with problems,
frustrations and disappointments 21 16

Attitudinal Factors 2.49
Motivation for adopting 17 20

Attitude toward unmarried parilLs 14 23

Attitude toward children born, out

of wedlock .' 14 23 -.

Degree of social concern 27°' 10

, Ease of handling with child fact of
adoptive status 19 18

Parental Role 2.66

Capacity to love child for her
or his own sake 23 13

Ability to let a chile develop ila
own way and at own pace 24 13

Degree of 6ensitivity, understanding,
tolerance for children's difficulties 30 7

Potential for care, guidance and
protection of children 22 15

Interaction With Social' Agency ?.t 35 .

Ability to work successfully with
agency 15 20 2

26
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As may be seen from Table 1-5, these families compared
favorably with families recently aQopting white chil-
dren. Only on items concerned with the family's socio-
economic status, their social interaction, and their
interaction with the social agency were more than one
family rated as below average. Even in these instances
more fathilies were rated superior than were rated be-
low average. Indeed, on several items within these
areas more families were rated as superior than as
aw.zage or blow.

Even on socioeconomic status and social interaction,
the two areas on which the families as a'group scored
lowest, the mean score of 2.22 indicates that they
were rated somewhat above average. Their ability to
wo1k successfully with the agency- -that is, their inter-
action with the social agency--received theoaext lowest
score - -2.35. The parents' attitudes and thLr personal
adjustment'received scores )of The parents were
rated highest on their capacity for parenting, where
Uheir mean score of 2.66 indicates that the, social

workers col+sidered these families to be generally well
above fapilies with whom they had placed white chil-
dren.

At Time 1 the social worker was asked to estimate how
long it would take until the parents felt that the
chi;_d was their .Own child. Most of the parents were
expected to feel that way within a month of placement.
The workers believed 14 mothers and 16 fathers had
this feeling immediately at placement, and that 18
other mothers and 16 othe2 fathers,had it within the
first month. Of the remaining 10 parents, seven were
expected to feel that the adoplyi.ve child was their own
within the first 6, months, anethe remaining three
within a year following placement.

In thr'ee areas data are available'from the soci.t.1
worker comparable with that presented in Section 2 on
the parents--motivation for adoption, types of chil-

v.
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dren who would be acceptable, and 'the family's rating
on strictness-permissiveness.

he parent auectionnaire contained a list of possible
,reasons for desiring,to adopt transracially and each
parent was asked to check her or,,his main reason. The

social worker's auestionnaire contained a similar
question and an identical list of reasons this family
wanted to adopt.-transracially Half the reasons could
be considered social motivation, e.g., to prOvide a
home for-a -child nobody seemed to want, the desire to
share love and understanding with a Child in need of
nurture and care; the others tended to denote personal
motivation, e.g., desire to have a larger 'family, the
fact that there were no white children available.

Considerable disagreement both between parentiaand

between parents and social workers was ouhd 6/1 the
specific items, and this was also the .case when the
items were categorized into the broad groupings of
'tocial and personal motivation. Of particular interest'
was the finding that when the reasons given by the

family and social worker differed, the f'amily's ex-
pressed reason for desiring to ado was to fulfill

personal needs, whereas the social worker tended to

ascribe a social motivation.

Zometines social workers have beerATiticized as being ./

too selecti've about the children they will consider

for a prospective adoptive family. It has been said

that many families might be open to atypical waiting/

children were the possibility pursued with them.
Whether this was true of the social workers in this
study, whether the worker's sole concern was finding
hones for waiting black children, or whether the
workers were correct in their judgments.that these
parents might not be appropriate for some types of

waiting children, cannot be determined from our data.

. however, it is clear that in many instances the social

-28-
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workers saw the families as appropriate for a narrower
range of atypical children than the parents would have
considered.

As indicated in Section I, the parents were asked
about the racial and ethnic background of the children
they would have adopted', and were also asked about
their willingness to adopt other types of "waiting"
children. The social workers were asked to specify
which type of child they would Have considered for
the particular family. The responses of parents who
said they would have adopted easily or with reserva-
tions, were combined and compared with the social
worker's responses. With one exception, the parents
said that they could have adopted a child of Oriental,
American Indian, Mexican-American or Puerto Rican
background, but the social workers would not have
placed an American Indian or Puerto Rican child with
11 of these families, a Mexican-American child with
13 families, and an Oriental child with 16 of the
families. In the one family in which the parents
themselves did not agree--on the acceptability of an
Oriental child - -the social worker would have considered
such a child for the family.

There was more divergence between,parents intheoir
willingness to consider adopting other types of'wait-
ing children. ,Zince the child's adjustment as well
as the family's well-being is depend,ent on the parents
being in accord with the plan,, only instances were ex-
&mined in which the social worker's opinion was at

A
variance with that orlIth parents, or in which one
parent would not have consideredLlouting but the
social worker would have considered such a placement.
Liccrepancies,between parental and worker opinion were
minimal about adopting slightly retarded children,,
older children, and children with noncorrectable handi-
caps. With regard to a child with a serious correctable
handicap and a child witikomental illness in her-or his

-29-'
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immediate ackground,_ it was found that 'n many
instances, though the family -would ha e considered
adapting such a child, the=social worker would not
have considered this type of child for the family.
In a few instances, on the other hand, the social
workAgrgt4d have considered placinga child with
me:htal'illness in the immediate family with parents
whai,!4;g4q not have accepted such a child/

The parents and social workers were also asked about
the skin coloring and the racial background of the
child they would haye considered. %42.11,Y-pisents gave

seemingly inconsistent resporises to the two questions- -

that is, they would consider only a child of fair or
light brown complexion, but would consider a child ,

both of whose parents were black, and vice versa.
There was only one instance of worker inconsistency
ang only two instances in which the responses of work-
er and parents were diametrically opposed. In one
case the worker tended to see the family as more accept-
ing and in the other case less accepting of racial
differences than was indicated by the parental response.

On the several questions dealing with parental ex-
pectations regarding behavioral conformity, there
again was considerable difference between the parents'
responses and the attitudes the workers ascribed to
them. The workers usually tended to see the parents,
and in particulaf the fathers, as more permissive
than was indicated by the parental response.

Satisfaction With Preplacement Contact

The wives reported an average of i.5 contacts with
the social workers, and the husbands,3.5 contacts,
prior to the placement. The most frees type of
preplacementcontact With the agency reported by the
parents was a joint office interview. ,Thirty-five

-30-
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families reported this type of contact, usually one
or two joint office interviews. Twenty-two of the
35 families had attended from one to five group -

sessions, and in 18 instances the social worker had
conducted from one to four joint interviews with the
couple in the home. Only 13,vives and 15 husbands
had had individual office interviews, and eight wives
had had individual interviews at home.

Most of the parents viewed their preplacement contacts
with the social worker as ones in which the purpose
was to ,explore mutually and help the parents decide
whether to adopt or to assist them in adopting. Nine
mothers and 12 fathers, however, felt that the primary
purpose of the preplacewt.4udy wds to fpcus on
their potential as adepkive parents or learn about

b

them as individuals. L hese, latter parents apparently
viewed the social 17-4657er as the sole decision maker
on Whether they would be permitted to adopt.

Both parents and social workers were queried about
whether the family's preferences regarding the child's
sex, skin color and so forth were discussed during the
preplacement contacts. They were also asked what
subjects were'most emphasized by the social worker in
these contacts.

The social workers reported that the family's prefer-
ence regarding the sex and intellectual potential of
the child had been discussed with all 37 of the fam-
ilies on whol social workers' questionnaires had been
received. In two instances, however, parents said
there had been no discussion of the child's sex, and
six families said their preference regarding intel-
lectual potential had not been discussed with t?am.

In all but a few cases the workers said they had dis-
cussed the parents' preference Tegarding the :kin
color and the race of both parents of the child, but

-31-
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sufficient information in the four areas was: the
child's pmor experience, 11 families; the child's
natural Parents, nine: the child's habits, seven:
the child's perzonality, three. The parents were
also asked whether there was other information they
had not received that would have been heicful in car-
in for :heir child. The most frecuent response,
mentioned in five instances, was information about the
child's medical history.

The questionnaire given each parer.: at Time 1 also in-
cluded a list of 21 its dealfing with adortion pro-
cedures and practiceS -prior to placement. :Me parents
were to indicate whether, from their experience with
the agency, they believed a change in any particular
procedure or practice .P...sneeded.'

Tbe agency's procedures an practis.were auestioned
by a few more fathers than mothers"; all but 12 mothers
and eight fathers saw a peed for changes. Usually
change was felt to be needed in only one or two areas,
but a few parents saw the need for several procedural
or policy changes. Since this has been one of the
most frequently criticized aspects of adoption practice,

j it was not particularly_lurprising to find that the
change most frequently desired was reducing the time
between applying for and:receiving a child. This was
checked by 11-L mothers and 13 fathers. Cf particular
interest is a lack of consensus among the parents on
this item, their apparent differing expectations in
relation to.how long it should take, and the fact that
dissatisfaction was not necessarily associated with a
long waiting period.

The need for more flexibility in arranging appointment
times was the item checked next in frequency--by 12
mothers and 12 fathers. No more than five mothers
checked any other item. On the other hand, a sub-
stantial nutiber of fathers expressed need for change
in agency Policies regarding infertility. Ten fathers
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checked "yes" to both items dealing with this ("Omit
requirement of a fertility examination" and "Eliminate
questions about infertility" .

At 71.m4 1 the families were asked -o indicate how they
felt about the way the agency had handled reauest
by checking one of four re'stonses, from "very approving"
to 'very critical." They were also asked to indicate
on a ;--poi* scale the degree of satisfaction or dis-
satisfaction with the agency to date. The social work-
ers were asked to check two similar items regarding
their percebtion of how the families felt.

, .

evince these families had recently received a child Vilo
was still not legally theirA, it is possible that they
did not feel free 70 be critical. Twenty-eight of the
3- mothers espolding indicated that they were "very
arprovin of the agency's handling of their reauest
and six notherc,'"generally approving." Fathers tended

to give somewha- lower ratings, with 23 of the 'it?, check-

ing that they were "very approving" and 13,checking
somewhat,- approving." Only three mothers and two fa-

thers indicat'ed that they were "slightly critical,"
and none checked "very critical."

When the "very approving" and "generally approving"
responses of the parents were combined, the social
worker's .perception of the family's feeling was usually
in accord with the parent's' responses. Tn three in-

stances, however, in which families had indicated ap-
proval, 'he worker believed them to be critical, and
in two instances the opposite occurred.

Although the parents' responses were slightly less
po7'-e on general satisfaction with th agenclLthan

on thir feeling aboilt the handling of the request,
the workers' rerception of how,the parents felt, was

more positivu, on the second question. Five mothers

and three father:; rated their total agency experience
to date a.: ohly "so-so," one father rated his as
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slightly unsatisfactory, andone mother rated hers as
very unsatisfactory. Although the social workers
made coect assessments of the feelings of 32 of the
37 fannles, in the other five instances they per-
ceived the- families' experience as positive, whereas
the families reported this not to be so.

Postolacement Contact

Both the social workers and the parents were queried
at Time 2 about the number of workers, the number of
contacts, the -subjects discussed, and the family's
satisfaction with their overall experience with the
agency after the child's placement in the home. The

( helpfulness of the postplacement contacts was explored
with the parents only.

TTsually the family had the same worker throughout, the
postplacement period, but in six instances there Las
one change in worker.

:ontact with the social worker was, according to the
pafents' report, somewhat less during the postplacement
period than it had been prior to the child's placement.
Among the mothers, the number of contacts ranged from
one to seven, with an average of 3.2. For the fathers,
postplacement contacts ranged from none,t6 six, with
the average 2,2.

- The social workers tended to report more contacts than
did the families, whether or not there had been worker
cottinuity. In only nine instances did social worker
and family agree in their recall of the number of joint
interview;;, the most usual form of contact during the
postplacement period. 7amilies usually reported from
one to three fewer than did the social workers, but in
three instances the workers reported fewer contacts
than did the parents. .The reports of individual'cori-
tactp with the fathers were usually in agreement, but,
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these occurred in only a handful of cases. In 13,

instances there was agreement that no individual con-
tacts had occurred with the mothers. Two other moth-

ers reported that they had not been seen individually,
but their'social workers reported havirg_seen them
once or twice.

The social workers were,asked whether all, most or
only some of their contacts with thb family were
worker-initiated,.and also whether during these con-
tacts it was usually the worker, the parents or both
ho initiated the topics for discuEziari Not surpris-

ly, in 20 of the 34 cases the workers reported that
they had initiated all the interviews, and in 10 other
cases the workers responded that they had initiated
most of them. Again considerable divergence was found
in the parents' perceptions'of who had initiated the
contacts, but there was no particular pattern.' Some-
times it was thought by the worker that the parents
had initiated some of the contacts, but the parpts
did not believe this was so; at other times pai-4nts
reported having initiated contact, whereas workers
reported they had not. Although the social workers
reported initiating most of the interviews, in only
four_instance's did the worker report that most of the

discussions in the interviews were worker-initiated.
In the other 30 cases, the discussions were initiated
by both worker and parents.

13

Both social workers and families were queried about the
subjects discussed during postplacement contacts. The

workers were also asked to indicate as many as three
subjects they considered particularly important. Per-

haps because they individualized each family, the
subjects they considered particularly important varied

a good deal. The only subjects mentioned as particu-
larly important in the case of 10 or more of the fam-

ilies were the relatives' reactions to the adopted
child and possible-identity problems for the and

-38-
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because'of her or his racial background.

The social workers tended to check as having been 's-
cussed many more subjects than were'recalled by th
parents. The reactions of relatives, friends and
neighbors to the child were the three subjects mentioned
with the greatest frequency by the parents. Relatives'
and friends' reactions and possible identity problems
for the child were most frequently checked by the social
work s.

There was only one subjecE'that more parents than social
workers recalled having discussed--books on black history
or 'Ka* culture. On the other- hand, approximately twice
as many social workers as families reported that there
had been discussion concerning how to tell the adopted
child about her or his black heritage, possible identity
problems for the child, and helping. the child accept
her or his black heritage.

ti

The differences cited may result from selective recall,
door communication or other factors. It is of interest,
however, that parents tad more recall of a tangible
facilitatori.e., books. One can only speculate that
the parents may not have recalled other topics of dis-:'
cussion because of their own discomfort, the worker's
handling of the subject, or the fact that the subject
had not seemed important at the time. Another pos-
sibility is that these items were recalled by the
social workers as having been discussed because they-
were,recognized as usually important areas, but may
have been touched on only tangentially or not at all
in the particular case.

Several questions at Time 2 were directed toward gain-
ing some assessment from the families of the worker's
gelpfulness to them during the postpiacement period.
From the responses it would appear that many of the
families received little they 'believed of practical
value in coping with the problems that did arise and
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o 2



that many tended nog' to confide in their social

worker. More than half the families viewed the post-
placement contact as a requirement rather than as a

facilitating service. In- those instances where par-
ents did find it of help, the mother usually saw the
helpfulness as coming from the worker's supportive
role--that is, the worker's reaJsurance or approval.
The fathers who saw the worker as helpful usually re-
ferred to the fact that they could discuss general or

'specific problem areas with the worker.

When parents were.asked about potential problems that

were discussed and the worker's helpfulness with these,

the responses were mixed. On three of the five sub -

jects reported by more than half the families as dis-
cussed--the reactions of neighbors, friends and the

relatives t9 child--more frequently than not the

families had not found the discussion helpful. In

the two other areas, which were more concrete--how-to
go about meeting with others who had adopted trans-

racially, and the possibility of i'eturning to the

agency for further discussion later shouldOhe need
arise--more parents viewed the discussiop as helpful

than not.

Despite the worker's seemingly greater helpfulness on
the more concrete or practical matters, there was
neglect of one matter of great practical concern to
many parents who adopt trancracially. Fifteen of the

35 families seen at Time 2 indicated that their black

childyn had special problems in hair grooming and/or

skin care. In only thee instances did Ate worker

help them with this. Usually the parents got help
from friends or else did the best they coulq.

The fe711.y's perception of the worker as someone re-'
quired to visit rather than someone who was there to
facilitate the adoption was also evident. Although

15 of the 35 families admitted that they had hadNiwIze,

.11 I .t



after-the-fact questioxis abouttheir decision to
adopt, only three families had discussed these ques-
tions with their worker and none of these families
fplt that the worker had been helpful.

When the parents and social workers were asked to
rate the parents' satisfaction. with their experience
with the agency, they usually agreed that the experi-
ence had been satisfactory." In the five instances of
disagleement, the social worker rated the family as
having been more satisfied with the agency than the
family had indicated.

wh,

4, implications for Practice r-

The finding that the black chIldren placed with the
families in this study, Vere on the average'less than
4 months old, much younger at placement than tire- chil-
dren in the followup study, came as a surprise, sinct
the opinion is prevalent that black families are read-
ily available for black infants. This limited exper-
ience suggests that at least in some areas greater ef-
fort to recruit black homes even for very young black
children was needed 2 years ago and_may still be needed.

Although this study was confined to only 38 families,
at least among these parents it would seem that there
was a higher degree of racial awareness and recognition
of potential problems than was the case for those adop-
ting transracially at an earlier time. PriOr '6o adop-
tion more families already had had ,exposure to persons
in minority groups and to others who had adopted trans-
raciallyyore families admitted to adopting tranth-
racially as a "second choice," but it may be that their
ability to recognize, and admit to this augers well for
their acceptance of racial differences and their will-
ingness to assist their child in maintaining her or
his racial identity.

-41-
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The social'workers' favorable evaluation of these
families in comparison with families with whom they
had'placed white children can be looked at two ways.

On the one hand, it is good to know that the families
are unusually well equipped to meet the needs of these
children who do not share the parents' racial heritage.
On the other hand, it is possible that workers are so
eager to place a child with parents-they regard highly
that they do not exert themselves fully to find parents
of the same race.

What can be learned from this exploration of the ex-
perience of 38 prospective adoptive families that has
implications for adoption practice? The families
were generally well satisfied with their agency ex-
perience, and the families and their social workers
saw eye to eye on many matters. On the other hand,
the discrepancies between the reports of workers'and
parents an&the parental response to some of the items

.
suggest communication barriers, as well as a somewhat
limited understanding of these adoptive families by

many of their workers.

One ,point Of divergence betwe parents and social

.
workers was the range.of atypical childret appropriate

for the.families. The families expressed themselves
as-o en to a wider range of children than ,the social

wor. rs would have considered placing with them. The

social workers may be.right in their judgments, or
they may have been so p'eoccupied with placing black
irifants in,white homes that they were not sufficiently

flexible in their thinking. That social workers
ascribed social or altruistic motivations to some of
the families wl.o gave personal reasons raises question
not only about the workers' perception of the families

but also whether some workers ;lay view altruistic

motiwation as preferable. Another point of divergence

concerned the parents' strictness-permissiveness, with
the social workers assuming the parents to be more

0 0 5



Permissive than the parents portrayed themselves.
Thisr'suggests that it might be well to explore with
_adoptive applicants their expectations with respect
to childrerils behavior.

1

SeeMingly the role of-the adoptive father still tends
-Co be viewed as secondary to that'of the adoptive
mother. Luring both the preplacement andliostplace-
ment contacts, mothers averaged approximately one
more appointment than aid fathers. Very likely the
father's employment accounts for much of this differ-

.entia14, however, if 'parenting is a mutual endeavor,.
should not efforts be made to equalize the time given
both, parents?

The feeling -of many of the parents that they were
being investigated and judged during the preplacement
study is hardly news, and maybe it is realistic.
Even though workers view the preadoption study as a
mutual undertaking, with theWtclae- that of information-
giver, clarifier and ?acilitaWr, many adoptive parents
apparently do not see it in this light. This is under-
standable. Even with the approach of screening in

,rather than screening out, and of worker and family
exploring together the appropriateness of adoption, cs,--

ultimate responsibility remains with the agency td'
insure as well as possible that the applicants will
be able to meet the needs of an adopted child.

6

Perhaps it is this unease about feeling that they are
being studied that made parents miss or forget some of .

the-content of their preplacement contacts, or maybe
the social' workers' ,Tecall was inaccuratc.-LIn any
case, a number-of'families thought that their prefer-

, ences were not explored and that they were not given
b,s much information about the child, his background,
his habits, and Ms medical history as would have been
helpful. It may be that workers' concern- -that the
adoptive parents face up to possible difficulties with
relatives and neighbors prompted by a transracial
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adoption 'diverts them from meetingothe parents' need

for specific information of use in understanding and

caring for the particular child.

'Tot many recommendations were made by the parents

for change in prePlacement policy or procedure. Re-

ducing the waitfLng time and being more flexible in
scheduling, appointments were the main suggestions.

In addition, a number of fathers objected t15agency

exploration of infertility.

Yht parents' assessment of the postplacement contact

is a matter of concern, if their reactions are at all

typical of transraciamly adopting parents or adopting'

parents in general. They found the contacts with the

social, worker of little help, and they remembered

fewer contacts than the social worker-reported. It

is true that come mothers valued the supportiveness

of the worker, but the parents seemed loath to raise

quesLionsand perceived little benefit in much of the

discussion. Worker Preoccupation wi.th the reactions

of relatives, friends and neighbors seemed to the

parents of little avail. The more practical the area .

of aiscussion (e.g., how to meet other transraci ly

adopting parents), the more helpfulthe parents ound

it. The practical area in which the parents most often

a needed and least often received any help from the_work-

'er was the problem of grooming hair and skin:- Adoption

workers should be alert to this and equipped to advise.

It may be that parents hesitate to admit to problems

or ask questions lest this raise doubts about their

adequacy as adoptive parents. They doubtless feel

that the social worker is still sitting in judgment,

rather than supporting their efforts to parent an

adopted child. Although awcy concern for the child's

welfare _doed not cease with tlfe placement, the place-

ment itself-is an expression of confidence that the

parents will eventually assume full responsibility

:I



for the child. Somehow the wQrker must. let thePa-2==
ents know of the acency's belief in their capability
of parenting an adopted child and help them feel freer
to ask auestiono and present Problems. The worker
must also realize that, despite all the-emotions in-
volved in adoption, specific information Clractical
help are the thing:, pare seen to thirst fo and
value when received.

c
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V t

PART II. ADOPTION STAF7 ATTII:DES

In the 196Os adoption practice changei from insistence
on racial matching for all adoptions to willingness to
consider placement across racial lines. Recognition
of the need for permanent homes for black children and
the difficulty agencies experienced in finding black
adoptive homes made experimentation With transracial.
placements almost inevitable. In turn, the change in
practice led to an interestwin research that would
answer questions about the extent to which such adop-
tions were successful.

About the time the Researcil=Cknter of the Oland Welfare
League of America launched its followup.study, the
atmosphere surrounding transracial adoption clianged
radically. A public statement'of strong opposition '-

to the practice from the National Association of Black
Social 'Workers way' the most dir4ct expresslon of the
feelings that influenced this change. Although pre=
cise figures are unavailable, as they seldom are,....n

such situations, the 4'xperience of the research tua;Tf
itself indicated that many agencies ceased to pla6e.
children across racial lines or did so'bnly as a last
resort.

These swings in practice made particularly timely s.
substudy of currentoadoptions of black children by
white parents. the characteristics of the adoptive
parents and the social workers involved in 38 such
adoptions and their perceptions of each other Ore
described in hart' I.
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agency policy. Since questionnaires were mailed
directy tcE the League by,the respondents, there is
no *sold to think that respondents were inhibited
in Ocpressing views that diverged from agency policy.
Whether they in fact expressed their own views or
views they considered professionally acceptable can-
not be d Lermined.

2. The 'Riskiness" of Transracial Adoption

General Response
( .

Respondents were askej to indicate whether they agreed
or disagreed with 25 statements reflecting problems
related Ito trInsracial adottion. Strong consensus was
found on 20 of these statement17`fince two-thirds or

\

more of the respondents gave ansWec-s in the sable \
direction.

\
The unanimity of tie respondents in agreeing that
transracial adoption was an aoceptable practice is
reflected in the fact that 9U% disagreed with the
statement t'r-lat "white famd lies should not be perMitted

to adopt children of black heritage," 92% disagretd
that "it is better for a black child to be placed in
lOng-term foster care than to be adopted by a white
family," 87% disagreed that "white families cannot
prepare black children to cope with the problems Of.
living in our racially diVided society," 69% disamed
with the statement that "a. child both of whose parent's 1.

are blwk should not be placed with a white family,"-1

while 1-9 agreed that "the,possible confusion of the
black child in a whi e home about his racial identity
is strongly weighe by the values of havi4pg a

family. \

./.-

On the other hand, 79-4 of the respondents agreed with
the statement that "transracial adoptions are usually
more risky than inracial adoptions." The following
responses were also consistent with this view:

1

0 2 k



"The motivation of couples wishing to adopt
transracially needs to be explored far more than
does the motivation, of couples wishing to adopt
inracially." (79% agrve-4Q

"Whiteecouples adopting black children need to
have greater emotional maturity and more stable
marriages than do couples adopting children of
their own race." (79% agreement)

4."White couples adopting a black child should live
in or move to integrated neighborhoods." (66%
agreement)

The respondents' general refusal to equate the risk
involved in a tranvecial adoption with that involved
in adoption of other types of hard-to-place children
or with other difficult social situations is consistent
with their view of transracial adoption as a hazardous*
process. This is reflected in their responses to:

"Adoption of'q, black child by a white family
presents" no mire problems than the adoption of
an American Indian or Korean child." (88%
disagreement)

"Growing up in our current-day society is as
difficult for a black child in a black home as
in a white home." (69% disagreement)

"A family who adopts a white child with a severe
physical handicap is likely to encounter more
problems than is a white family who adopts a
black child." (66% disagreement)

Respondents were practically unanimous that the home
study should not be modified to encourage transracial
addtioh. All but one respondent disagreed with the
statement that "the preadoptive study should be less
extensive for white families adopting a bl ck child
than for families wishing to adopt within t, eir own

-51--
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race,- and disagreed with the statement that "when
there is a shortage of homes for black 'children, the
regure7entz) in re,ard to the emotional and social
functioning of the adoptive parents should be relaxed."
Ei,hty-seven percent disagreed with the statement that
-agency reauirements for couples adopting transracially
should be far more flexible than for white couples
adopting a white infant."

A stro: degree of concern was also expressed in
relation to the importance of preserving the child's
black identity. Ninety-seven percent agreed with the
statement that "even if a black child looks white and
is adopted by a white family, he should be told of
and helped to appreciate his black heritage." Similarly,
9il% were in accord with the statement that "every parent )
who wishes to adopt a black child must,.show evidence
of willingness to invest in helping-the child to
retain his black identity."

;jot all responses are as consistent as those already
'scribed. Despite agreement that-motivation of
couples seeking transracial adoption should be even

ca es, 9)4% of the respondents disagreed with the state-
ment that "white families who want to adopt black chil-
dren are generally more interested in the'tause of
integration than in providing homes for the children."
Despite the high degree of risk seen In transracial
adoption,-respondents did not think that parents .

should be protected from other problems, since 88%
disagreed with the statement that "a family who adopts
transracially should be given a child who is average
or above average'physically, emotionally and intel-
lectually," and 75% disagreed with the statement that
when placing a black child in a white home, far more
effort must oe made to insure that the child has' no
emotional or intellectu:11 handicaps than is necessary
when making an i acial placement."
----_,



The respondents showed considerable disagreement on
four items, but some of the disagreement may result
from differences in interpretation of the statements.

- Lack of consensus on the need for followup care was

expressed in the responses to the statement, "After
the adoption is finalized, the adoption agency should
maintain contact with white families who adopt black
children, as such families need far more help than do

'families adopting inracially." Forty -six percent of
the ,respondents agreed, 52% disagr4d, and 2% did not
respond.

,Lack of consensus was also seen on the question
whether transracial adoption should be actively
encouraged. Forty-five percent of the respondents
agreed with the statement that "when black children
are in need of homes, white applicants should be
encouraged to-consider adopting a black child," while
55% disagreed, and one did not respond.

On the two remaining statements it is difficult to
interpret the meaning Of the disagreement. Fifty-
three percent of the respondents disagreed that "white
families who adopt black children\should be commended
rather than criticized by blacks," while*31% agreed
and 16% did not respond. Forty-eight percent agreed
that "a child who has one white parent is as well off
in a white home as in a black home," while-48% dis-
agreed, and 4% did not respond.

Variables Associated With the Perception of Transrac
Adoption as Risky

Despite the generally strong consensus of the responses,
it is still possible that there are some meaningful
differences among the respondents. To simplify the
process of analyzing such differences, the intercor-

relations were computed on 18 of the 25 questions
(those having a min rity response of 20% or higher).
Of these, the follw 'ng five showed statistically

-53-
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s,ignificant positive intercorilelations, indicating
that respondents who agreed or disagreed with any one
of them tended to respond in the same way to the others.

0 1. Transracial adoptions are usually more risky
than inracial adoptions.

2. A child both of whose parents are black
should not be placed with a white family.

3. The motivation of couples wishing to adopt
transracially needs to be explored far more
than does the motivation of couples wishing
to adopt inracially.

4. White families cannot prepare black children
to mope with the problems of living in our
racially divided society.

5. After the adoption is finalized, adoption
agencies should maintain contact with white
families who adopt black children, as such
familiew, need far more help than do families
adopting inracially.

In addition, all five of these statements correlated
negatively with the statement that "the possible con-
fusion of the black child in a white hone about his
racial identity is strongly outweighed by the values
of having a family." Thus all six statements could
be combined inan index on which the means for thsee
two-category items ranged from 1 to 2. Respondents
wi !},p. score of 1.00 to 1.16 tended to agree with the

fir.-164-five and disagree with the last, and could be
said to regard transracial adoption as very risky.
The analysis indicated that 34% of the respondents
could be so characterized. Respondents with scores
of 1.51 to 2.00 tended to disagree with the first
five statements and agree with the sixth, d could

be said to view transracial adoption_ as re tively

free of risk. Twenty-one percent _of the kers

-54-
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involved were so characterized. The remaining 45%,.
with scores of 1.17 to 1.50, were seen as considering
transracial adoption\as moderately risky.

When these categories were cross-tabulated against
the characteristics of the respondents described in
Section 1, experience with transracial adoption and
employment by the Los Angeles agency were the only
variables that showed statistically significant rela-
tionships with attitudes toward the "riskiness" of
such adoptions.

Workers who had made only one transracial placement
were more likely to fall into the "low-lrisk" category
than either those who made none or those who had made
two or more.

Table 2-1

"Riskiness" of Transracial Adoption and
Experience With Transracial Placement

None One
Two or

More
Risk N=46 N=29 N=80

LOw 13 38 21

Moderate 48 24 51

High 39 38 28

'Total 100 100 100

'Chf-square = 10.01, 4 df, p < .05

-55-
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Workers at the Los Angeles County Department of
Adoptions, one of the first to make such placements
in relatively large numbers, were more likely to see
such placements as involving moAerate or high risk
than the workers in other agencies represented in the
sample.

Table 2-2

"Riskiness" of Transracial Adoption and

,Place of Employment

Los Angeles 'All Others I

Risk N=93 N=62

Low 15 31

Moderate/high 85 69-

Total 100 100,

anirequare =.4.51, 1 df, p <..05

3. "Belonging",

General

Respondents were asked how luilg they thought it would-
take for white adoptive parents to feel that a child
was their own, differentiating by race and age. The

response indicated that most considered age a stronger
deterrent in this regard than race.

4
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Table

"Belonging" by Age and Race

More Than
Less Than 1 Month, 6 Months
1 Month Less Than 6 or More

% %

White infant 64 33 3
Black infant 45 '46 9
White toddler 9 79 12
Black toddler 8 75 17
White school-age .2 . 58 4o
Black school-age 2 55 43

A cross-tabulation of the response by race for each
age group indicated 24% of the respondents thought it
would take longer for parents,to feel that a black
infant was theirs than for a white infant, while 13%
saw a similar difference for toddlers, and only 5%
saw such a difference for school-age,children.

Variables Associated With Optimism` or Pessimism About
"Belonging"

'Strong differences of opinion about the time it takes
parents to feel that a black adopted ,child belongs to
them were found by race of the worker, total experience
in transracial adoption, and place of employment, but
in all of these ootoparisons differences were also
found for white children. Since there were only 21
nonwhite workers (12% of the sample), findings in
relation to race cannot be .considered strong. _However,
the race of the worker was too obviously important in
the context of the 'issues in this study to be ignored.
The analysis,-as can be seen later, demonstrated a
number of differencas between the nonwhite ,workers and
the white majority that are worth' noting.
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Nonwhite workers were more likely than white workers
to believe that it would take longer for white parents
to feel that a black infant or a black toddler was

their own. However, even for white infants nonwhite
workers saw it as taking longer than did white workers.
On the other hand,,no such differences are seen in
relation to white toddlers or to school-age children

of either race. Thus one cannot be certain how much
of the differences seen may be due to a more general
pessimism among nonwhite workers about the time
required to incorporate an adopted child in the home

and how much to skepticism about transracial adoption.

s

Table 2-4

"Belonging" of White Infants, Black Infants,
Black Toddlers and Race of Workers

White Infant Black Infant

White

Workers

Nonwhite
Workers

White
Workers

' Nonwhite

Workers

Time 711-71T- N=21 N=13L N=21

Less than 1 month 67 57 51 43

More than 1 month,
less than 6 28 24 36 24

6 months or more 5 12 13 33

Total 100 104; 100 100

Chi-square = 6.38, 2 df
p < .04

Chi-square = 6.07, 2 df,
p < .05

Black Toddler

Less than 1 year 87 67 Chi-square = 3.5,
One year or more 13 33 1 df,

p < .05

Total 100 100

_58_
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Workers who had made four or more transracial place-
ments tended to be more optimistic about the time
parents need to feel that a black infant or black
toddler is their own, but they too showed a similar
optimism in relation to white infants as well as a
trend in the same direction for white school-age
children that missed statistical significance.

Table 2-5

"Belonging" of White Infants, Black Infants, Black
Toddlers, and Experience in TXansracial Placements

- White Infant Black Infant Black Toddler
0 -3 4+ 0-3 4+ 0-3 4+

Time N=111 N;44 N=111 11-=Z11. N=111 1474
% %

Within 1 month 60 82 44 66 44 70

More than 1
month 40 18 56 34 56 30

e

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100

Chi-square= Chi-square= Chi-square=
6064, 1 df, 5.60, 1 df, 6.36, 1 df,
p < .01 p < .02 p < .02

Workers at the Los Angeles agency thought it took
longer for parents to feel that a black infant be-
longed to them. This difference appeared for black
toddlers and black school-age children, but it also
held for white infants and white school-age children
and just missed statistical significance in the. case
of white toddlers. In the case of infants and tod-
dlers, the difference is somewhat stronger for black
children than for white, but the overall indications
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are of pessimism or perhaps realism about the time
needed to absorb any adopted child, rather than
specifically a black adopted child.

Table 2-6

"Belonging" of Adopted Children and
Place of Employment

Other
Los Angeles A ncies

N=93 N 2

o

Aite infants
(Within 1 month) 57 79 p < .02

Black infants
(Within 1 month) 40 64 p < .002

White toddlers
(Less than 6 months) 47 66 p < .06

Black toddlers
(Less than 6 months) 41 66 p < .02

White school-age
(More than 1 year) 46 26 p < .04

Black school-age
(More than 1 year) 47 27 p < .05

4. Eligibility Considerations

Respondents were given a list of 37 characteristics
commonly considered in determining the eligibility of
adoptive applicants, They were asked to rate each,as
"very important," "somewhat important," or "of little
importance," first in the case of white inracial

-60-
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adoption, then black inracial adoption, finally trans-
racial adortion. These characteristics received the
same general responses for each type of adoption,

.with a few exceptions noted later.

The three percentagec reflecting the m.a:ority respcnse
to each form of adoption were averaged and are listed
below. The 17 characteristics rated as "very imPortant"
were predominantly, but not exclusively, those concerned
with the applicants' capacities 'n child rearing.
Feelings about the specific probl
tion were also rated as "very im
the same degree as child-reari

Characteristic

MS related to adop-
ant," but not to

haracteristics.

Degree of sensitivity, understanding, tol-
erance for children's difficulties

Marital adjustment
Ability to let a child develop in own way

and at awn pace
Ability to cope with problems, frustrations

and disappointrients

Capacity to love child for her/his own sake

Percent

98
, 96

96

95
95

Ability to deal with developmental problems 95
Emotional stability 94
Ability to accept normal risks in child

rearing 94
Ability to assume responsibility for care,
guidance and protection of children 90

Current life adjustment 88

Degree of interest in adopting 87
Feelings about children born out of wedlock 76
Feelings about parents who relinquish
Feelings about unmarried parents 71
Infertility 69
Feelings about inherited traits 66
Health 50



The characteristics usually rated as "moderately
important" are economic and social f-.,ctors, as well
as the willingness of the adoptive parents to cooperate
with agency procedures.

Characteristic Percent

Length of current marriage 75
Relationship to extended family 76
Age 73
Relationship *neighbors 70

Early-life adjustment 67
Work adjustment 66
Housing 64
Income 62

Depth and extent of friendships. 61
Man's willingness to make himself available

for agency appointments even if it means
taking time off from work 58

Women's willingness to make herself avail-
able for agency appointments 55

Employment 53

Only four characteristics tended to be rated as
unimportant and of these, only one-- church attendance- -
showed strong consensus on the rart of the respondents
as to its unimportance.

Characteristic Percent

Church attendance 92
Occdpation of man 1

,

55
Education ,

55
Ret.igious and philosophical beliefs 1+6

Respondents differentiated strongly among the three
types of adoption on only one variable--the importance
of contact with minority group members --and to a lesser
degree on three others, as shown in Table 2-7. /

-62-
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Table 2-7

Eligi:oility Considerations invoking Differential
Response on 7hite inracial, Black inracial and

Transracial Adoption

Very Somewhat ,--7, --"la

Important important
-
_Importance

% ic /0
is

Contact with minority group members

White inracial 6 36 58
Black inracial 13 46 41

Transracial 69 28 3

Involvement in social and political concerns

White inracial-) 1 39 60
Black inracial 1 32 6-7

Transracial 14 48 38
1

Willingness to participate in agency group meetings

White inracial
Black inracial
Transracial

16

8

23

, 58

57

57

25

35
"20

Standing in the Community

White inracial 1 37 62
Black inracial 0 40 6o
Transracial 7 46 47

Variations on the Importance Attached to Eligibility
Requirements

A correlational analysis of 25 characteristiCs on
which there was at least a 20%, minority response
indicated that the respondents reacted corfsistently

-63-

1 5
40



/r i
(1)

,( I
V

)
0)

r I
'71

(1) '0
L.

13
1.

5
(1)

kl)
0

..
."

01
0 ()

, 1
cn

.C
:

-

I
10

5-I
(,)

(V
4 >

C
)

:1 0 (1.)
to

0 4.?
:

" p
4,I

.
C

rt
4

I
0

1 t
Li 0

(4)
l...

c)
,t ;

p tri
,c:

a)
5-i

:.:

1.._:
tr,

f.:
C

)
0 c)

al , I
I

(')
1'

r:
71)

r 1
-1-)

0 -4-1'
411

40

O
(- ,

,
5..,

,
4',

,
(5)

t_41);
44.3/4

;II
0.

4(4'1)
4;1.;

at
:

1
.C

:
ti

01
oi

14
(\j

u
3

t ;
C

)
c ) 0 c)

; 5 .1
I )

(I
t ;

()
5.".

.13
c)

S
.:

rut :
(1)

(J)
1)

(")
(1)

of
-,1 0 r.e

0 r. t
1$-."4

(F
li

s L:
,

1
r )

e
11, t>

 -I
.:

-r1
-,

I
...

C
4

t,,)
0)

ielr)

13
pi tr)

(1)
0 0

0.,),
t.(;)

4.)
,(1

ci)
1:

:-, 0 (0 L 0 11
0 U

>
414

0 5-, 0 cit
.4

I
(1.)

0 I.'
i,f)

11
al

a)
C

)
LI

.1
5. .0

.
1

t.,
al

(.1)
4 )1 .C

.
t-,

P
.

C
)

(13
41) ..4 4

(It 40
:

0 -ict
(V

17 0 0
1,(

L,
;-,

a)
i

(1)
I)

C
)

of
;

.1.t)
I le 0

$.1
;) A

: 0
J.)

..".
4 )

4 )
:.'..)

)1)
1)

.
i

:
O

) ..
(..)

,
1

)
)

,
4

i )
(/)

; . . ,
0) 0

(1) 0 4 ,
()

(oi
4_3

4

.1)
,

4
S

-4
i

)
0.

4
I

0 t:
40

0 k3 4 I 0
't,

40
t i

,
I

,
I

C
:

of 0 t'
C

:
Li

(1)
1(1

IN
 1; "1

/
4

4
0

0 (11
05

14
I

.,
I

-4-, A
:

I,
(I)

t -,
(II

I.;
.

I
''`

5- I
I..)

-)1
:it 1

, I
I,

C
:

C
\I

.C
.

r:
I-,

1>
,' ?

()
{.

:
.C

:
3-I

(1
a>

 ,
I

, 1
I 1

I -1
'1

40
0,

at
al

0.
0

: .t,
4

i
6,7-

41,
C

:
(i)

al
,

I
...

,I,
,I)

(.
,

()
I.),

I
.t

0f 7,
1-,

4
4 )

r-1
I)

r
1

.
1.'

I.:
(1)

' I
1.,

1.:
1>

k1,
(0

;...:
:-..

117,

1
07

t:
-1

/
1

I) 43
I

0)
co

(1)
(I)

:
F

(3
(>

 ,t; . I
(4)

'1/)
.):

L
i

t i
ki

)
)

,
I

0
'I/

0 )1
I

1 i
( 1

C
:

'
1

at
4.5

I
to

(
)

t,f) e-1 4, 0 43 0
; ,

(1
0

; :
0 C

)
c;

4 ;
:/:

.{./1
11)

F
1

'11
,i ;

0
1

I
c )

I)
1

c)
al

.A
t: :

C
. A

 ;
(1)

.--I
. -I

5,j.-( )
p

.c.t
ft

a)
'P

t
0)

r.
)

4
'

I
::

C
)

1)
i >

0 C
)

11 \
71

5-t
(I)

c 4
4)

(II
, ,

I ,)
{

.
'.:

5.:
IV

1)
-,

I
I

i i
i

t '
C

.
({

(")
: (I)

1:
V

.
))

()
: 7

0
r

i
t:

(t)
,

1
10

C
) 0 L.

C
.)

01
4), 1,

(01
:

0 1-:
13

1
I

-
:

..f

,
1)

1
)

V
,

V
I

'4
1

5)1

(1)
)).

4 )
l,s

511)
'401

0 p
- I

v4
(It

',3
(0

C
.

to
al

.
t.,

U
 -,

I
11

r
I

t:
.1)

(1'
,

I
(.)

at
C

.
(1)

(1)
C) p 0 S

,
t;

(1)

,s.:
.1)

,
1

; -
5 :

01
1

/
7 ).

,
1

( 7
4 /0

0 ,0
C

)
()

(0
;-:

4)
5-,

I
1

S
.,

(/1
11

r,
i

'11
(1)

I.:
.

1
11)

(0
741 0 I.;

5a)
'C

';
5.:

,
i

1)
c.

,
,

I
0

1
C

)
5, .c.

nt
..-1

a)
4 I

t 44 0 14 0 kt)
C

.
,{

C
)

4)
5-4

r.
I

c 1,
I.? p 1-,

C
4 1

.;..C
4 -

-1
11 0 0

1
41,

i t
:''t

0,)
0

0
al

al
P

.
t-i'

5.1

to
5.;

(I.
0

t+
.)

a)
F

.
4).

C
t".

I
'r'

C
.

0
q)

U
,0 -1

.42
;,(1)

.;;)
at 0 .,

1
"o

1
to

,r1,21,

1(

I'

C
C

):

al
at

.t;
,r i

La
5,,

(1
C

:

1
(1)

(1)
:

e-1
..,

I
L.

1')
; -

c :
:

b
5.,

ci
s.,

4 )
5-1 0 ID

I
rt

4
(7

C
:

(I)
(I)

0 C
)

1: 0 C
:

:
;.,

I-)
4 )1 ',"1

(It
.

0 4 1
-,

1
5:

I
7 )

0
7 )

at
C

)
La ,C

 ;
0 (1)

C
)

0,3
,

I
(I)

7r)
5-4

O
(11

0 1) 0
(I>

4_)
7)

1y)
1) , 1

(1)
0

(:1
4

1
(11

(11
1 )

4
,

''
el

C
)

C
:

1
" '

7),
71.

ID
C

l
:04

(.1.1,

(-7
5-I

.c.
'r1

S
-,

t.t.)
I)

4)
r)

)1
1

IV
(47

ed
; i

:1
(1)

(11
1

(:
?.I

5,
5-1

1, 0 ()
$.1

1-:
1) "1

()
1,

0)
IC

>
:

fC
)), .4,111)

01 .4)
1)

(il
01

)..
fl)

.,,,)
r.C

),
.1(17)

,(1'
-,..

... I
,1, I

,01 it :,
;c1)

(c11
-,

4
10

(II
4 'I

7 11

I
(.1)

.,--I
(l)

(-i
.

(1)
,-(

.
1-11

0)
,i-_-:

4-1
0

0
0.

(4)
:-

(n
(1)

al
0

- 'Y
I

at 0
.c:

1 s.":
.-1/4:

" (1)
.1-)

U
) 0 0

r.
I

W
,o

..--i

";-11
((1);-l1

5.:914
)(1

r=
-4°-)

O
r . 4

' 1 30

701
; ti .

:). D
i

U
)

.r.,
(I

,a---;
(C

I;
1-) .3:

'
)(

1
0C

-

:I

st .ii
i

4( 1:,- :i

",I:

1--

:

:

4cp',-;:i
.'011)

13
'T

1
*1 I

'11
a)

A
l .4,

11
()

p,
C

)
7-5

.7-1
al

a) 0 r-i

II
i

-13

'4;3
() 111 0 P

i t11
4? 3

44 .-I:
3,. 4

it i
:C

I
..- 444 1

5s)

.a; - 1(

C
):

4.1)
.4 I

t:
i_iII°

0.

ct1

'-::'-1(0:_)

a',0).1
4(0(1):

.r--7or

-114

-44":'--.):1:;
13 ct 4

cl 0 (I)
0,)

,
i

(0 ( 4
()

(1)
$.1

'-I
c3

al
,--I 0 S

-4
40 4 1

I.:
'

' 0
p al

5-4
-13

a)
t,0 () 0 0

al
5-.

;..t
.tr,

..5...:,
c.)

U
>

4i.)-4
10,

'
I

C
>

0 (1)
(1)
>

,
11

^1

(1)
40

/ -1
5;

r,
o

1')
.4,41

4,14.
104

C
o)

(1)
0 0 () 0 ()

L I
IN

'd:
r)

05
4-4 05

::
P

 (1)
0 j), 4 4

S
I

6
cit

0
0

4
.4-4

as!,'5-4:1
r,

4
0 01

43
.,

1

'0
C

 .4C
):

"4::

'ili:
(C

I t:
'--(o 1:

r4,-);
.',11

5-0.:,
1.5.-L'o...

..,E
,)1:

o c) o .,
I

1')
13 (i)

ct -, i
c.1

u)U

(C
 ,))

(1)( 0) 4

a( ))
:4-..)11

(s.41.)):

403
(-C

I
0

111

5-I
_0.10

C
)

tel
45_1).

C
: "Y

)

:-:
(11

41)
07

'41 A
:

,0
-4 ,

(''
.()

(1)
/17

1,
f,

1
(7)

( )
5.4

.-
414

a)
$4

i_>
: '

(1)
13 '-I

C
)

r. i
L. C

 ;,) C
:

a)
ol

r)
.'s:

C
-:

C
i

-41 - i
4 4 p ,C

)
.4

I
f)4 4i

1)4
$.1

01
't.'

)
..

0 4 .1
(

$.-.

si)
549 ",

U
)

o
5-,

4.,.)
::.

e 0 54
i )

5-:
C
'

;
I

a)
-4

.,
.i

C
I

-.
c)

,`,1):
:04 0 o 0 ,--4

.----,
.4

3: -1.
,[1:: .

4-4_,3.
4r:

-4-4;)

4_,
, 4

4".
I

, I
4-4

I
13

,---)
, 1

0 I
C

I
,-1

C
't

La
1 ->

 0 5/1
,L:

:-7

L.
()

(1)
ll)

P
.

t'13
.)

...
I,

5. t
L.)

'-I
(17

0 La
f), 0 0

,C
 ;

(1)
ID

. 4 ,
7 7 1

.7 1
L.

C
) 0 '4

4
1.:

(1)
,

,
'41

.-:
(1)

01
44

i
1

:
.

I; 0 '
I

{)

U
)

cdC
)



4.

Table 2-8

Face of Worker and Importance of Socioeconomic
Factors in Transracial Adoption

White Workers Nonwhite .:Torkers

:mportance 2:=13L N=21

Law 32 10

Moderate 37 33
High 31 57

Total 100 100

Chi-square = 6.59, 2 df, n < .OL

Workers with more than 4 years of social work
experience attached more importance to the socio-
economic status of the parents in a white inracial
adoption than did those with less experience, but
they did not differentiate in the same way for either
black inracial adoption or transracial adoption.

Table 2-9

Social Work Experience and Importance of Socioeconomic
Factors in White Inraaial Adoption

Importance

Low .

Mcdeate/high

Under 10 Years
N=85 e

10 Years or More
N=70

45 23

77

e
100

s
100

Chi-square = 5.03, 1 df, -p < .02
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Workers with the least adoption experience and those
with the most tended to attach greater importance to
the psychological factors in adoption than did those
with moderate experience.

Table 2-10

Adoption Experience and importance of Psychological
Factors in Transracial Adoption

Under
1 Year

1-4

Years.A

5-9

Years
.10 Years
or More

Importance N=30 N=50 N7+-1 N.34

%

Low 20 36 17 29

Moderate 27 38 51 21

.High 53 26 32 50

Total 100 100 100 ZOO

Chi-square = 20.49, 6 df, p < .01

Workers in the Los Angeles agency attached signifi-
cantly less importance to psychological factors in
transracial adoption than did others in the study,
but they also did so in the case of .both forms of
inracial adoption, suggesting again that this is
part of a general pattern lin this agdhcy, rather
than one specifically related to transracial adoption.
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Table 2-11

Place of Employment and Importance of
Psychological Factors in Adoption

Black Inracial White Inracial
Los Angeles Other's Los Angeles Others

Importance N=93 N=62 N=93 N=62

Low 39 16 38 19

Moderate 31 42 .27 29

High 30 42 35 52

, Total 100 100 100 100

Chi-square = 9.10, , Chi-square = 6.47, /
2 df, p < .01 2 df, p < .04

Transracial
Los Angeles Others

Importance N=93 N=62

Low 34 15

Moderate 30 43

High 36 42

Total 100 L., 100

Chi-square = 7.87, 2 df,
p<.02



5. Important Topics for Discussion With Adoptive
Applicants

General

Respondents were given a list of 10 topics for discus-
sion with adoptive applicants and asked to choose the
three they considered most important, again differen-
tiating by white inracial, black inracial, and trans-
racial adoption. The findings indicated, however,
that most respondents did not differentiate among
these types of adoption and tended to check the same
topics as important inall three instances.

The five topics most frequently-designated as most
important were:

Percent

Problems specific to the behavior 'and
personality of this child' 63

Handling child's questionsabout her/his
biological parents/ 45

Physical care and emotional nurturing of
the child 43

Changes to anticipate in family in caring
for a child 30

Information about this child's family back-
ground and care to date 26

ve topics (timing of the handling of the child's
adoptive status, problems to anticipate in a'dolescence,
reactions of relatives and/or friends, preparation of
any other children in the family, land reactiqnsiof
neighbors or others in the community) were never named
as taking priority for all forms of adoption, and less
than 25% of the respondents designated them az more
important in one form of adoption than another.

-68-

;.1$0



Thirty. respondents (19%) checked reactions of relatives
and friends as a more important topic to be discussed
in a transracial adoption than in an inracial adoption,
while 25 (16%) did so in the case of reactions of
neighbors, and 13 (8%) in reference to problems to
anticipate in adolescence.

Variations Among the Respondents on Important Topics

When the 10 topics listed were cross-tabulated against
each of the variables describing the respondents, only
two--problems to anticipate in adolescence and prepara-
tion of other children in the family--showed no dif-
ferences by any of the worker characteristics. At
least one significant difference in the relative impor-
tance attached to the other t topics was found in
relation to each of the descriptive variables with,the
excepti9ns of the worker's age, professional training
and location.

Nonwhite workers were more likely to attach importance
to handling the child's questionsabout the biological
parents than were white workers.

Table 2-12

Handling Child's Questions. .

and Race of Worker

White Nonwhite
Importance N-134 N=21

/None e/ 42 14
Important for
all or 2ome 58 86

Total 100 100

Chi-square = 4.71, 1 df, p < .05
-69-
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Single respondents attached more importance to the
reacticno of neighbors and friends than did married

respondents. They tended to do the same in relation
to reactions of relatives, but this difference missed

statistical significance. Married respondents were

tiore likely to attach importance to the discussion of
changes to anticipate in the family in caring for a

child than did single responderr s.

The workers with the least social work experience were
the ones most likely to regard' the handling of the
child's questionsabout the biological parents as an
important topic in all forms of adoption.

Table 2-13

Handling Child's Questions. . .

and Social Work Experience

Under
5 Years

5-9
Years

10 Years

or More

Importance er N=35 N=50 N=70

None 29 52 33

Some 11 12 24

Important for all 60 36 43

Total 100 100 100

Chi- square = 10.08, 4 df, p < .04

Both the workers with the least adop*on experience

and those with the most were more likely to attach

some importance to the reactions of relatives and

friends. On the other hand, the most experienced

-70-
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1

adoption workers attached relatively less importance
to "Droblemsspecific to behavior and personality of
this child" than did the others in the study.

Table 2-14

Reactions of Relatives. .

and Adoption Experience

Under 3-4 5 Years
j 3 Years 'Years or More

Importance N=57 N=23 N=75

None 67 96 78
Some 33 4 22

A__

Total 100 100 100

Chi-square = 7.69, 1 df, p < .03

Table 2-15

Problems Specific to the Behavior.
and Adoption Experience

Under 10 Years
10 Years pr More

Importance N=111 1Y =51-P -;.:T.,-

- -

None 14 41 t
Some 86 59 \

Total 100- - 109
c

qd-square,= 4.89, 1 df, p < .05
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Workers with little experience in transracial adoption

were more likely to attach- some importance to the

reaction of neighbors than were the relatively experi-

enced.

Table 2-16

Reactions of Neighbors. . .

and Experience With Transracial Adoption

Two

None One or More

Importance N 75 N=80

None 75 90

Some 25 10

Total 100 4 100

/ Chi-square = 5.31, 1 df, p < .03

Workers with more recent experience in transracial

adoption were more likely to attach importance to

physical care and emotional nuture of the child as -

a topic of discussion than were those with less

recent experience.
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Table 2-17

,Physical Care and Emotional Nurturing.
. .

and Recent Transracial Placement Experience

None'l One Two or More
Importance 1\1=98 N=39 N-=18

None 59 41 28
Some 41 59 72

Total 100. 100 100

CM-square = 8.06, 2 'cif, p < .02

Supervisors and idministrators were more likely than
caseworkers to attach some importance to the timing
of the handling of the child 's adoptive status.

Table 2-18

Time of the Handling of the Child's Adoptive Status. .

and Agency Position
'1ft

.7 Importance

None *

Some

Supervisors/
Administrators Caseworkers

N=32 N=123

75
25

Total 100 100 .

9 Ohi-square = 7.04, 1 df, p < .01

)
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6. Attitudes Toward Race Issues

In the final section, the workers were asked to respond
to the same series of statements addressed to the parents
in the follow-up study and to those in the current adop-

tion study. (See Section I.)
4

As with the response in the first section of the ques-
tionnaire dgaling with the riskiness of adoption, the
strongest consensus related to the importance of

helping black children preserve their identity.

It's very important for a black child to
develop pride in her/his black heritage

Adoptive parents should allow their black
children to wear afros, dashikis, etc.,
if the children so desire.

Black children adopted by white families
should be helped -to acquire a feeling of
identity with the black community.

Parents shou4d make their black child
aware 9f the contributions .of such black
leaders as Stokely Carmichael, Malcolm X
and'Eldridge Cleaver.

It is essential that whit& families
adopt transracially have or acquire

black fi-ietds.

Agreement

95%

88%

87%

83%

74%

Support of transracial adoption was seen in 70% agree-
ment with the statement that "if economically secure,
a black family is as capable of rearing a white child,

' as a white family is of rearing a black child," and

79% disagreement with "only a black family can trans-
mit all those ingredients .essential for a black

child's survival in our society."

On the other hand, awareness of the complgxity of the

issues involved and a degree of ambivalence were
reflected in their agreement with:



A black child reared by white parents is
likely fis, have problems in developing a
sense of identity.

Blacks who are questioning transraciai
adoptions have very good reasons for
doing so.

71%

62%

Such ambivalence is also reflected in their disagree-ment with:

White families can give biracial children
more advantages than black familiescan. 90%A white person who can adopt a nonwhite
child has proved that she or he is not
racially prejudiced.

83%
The tasks that parents have in rearing a
black child are, no different from those
of parents rearing a white child.

9%An economically secure white home is better
for a racially mixed child than a poor
black home.

.... 75%A black child is sufficiently prepared for
adulthood if.given love and security by
white adoptive parents.

60%
An increase in transracial adoption is one

means of altering racism in our society. 52%

,Generally, the respondents expressed liberal views on
racial issues, as was seen in their strong agreement
with:

White student6\should take courses in
black history and black culture. 84%

Our government isn't doing as much as
it Can to provide opportunities for
'minority groups.

82%/
Blacks are not to blame for thefact that
so many of them are poor.

79%



The same views were expressed in their disagreement

with the following:

Darents'shoilld discourage their black

children from,Aating and/or marrying

whites. 93%

There is far too much emphasis today

on racial equality. 90%

"Black is beautiful" is a radical

political slogan. 90%

The reason so many blacks are on welfare

is because they do not know how to

manage their lives properly. 90%

Racism is hard to eradicate because it

is rooted in human nature. 86%

Today's blacks should take heart from

our immigrant groups who got ahead

by working hard and by saving. 83%

Most of today's black leaded are "pushy"

and overdeManding. 82%

Most of the complaints today, aboUtracial

inequality are not justified by the

facts.
81%

,3ubs and organizations should be permitted.

uto restrict tembership'by color if they

so desire. 79%

Blackvd other minority groups expect 4

too great a change in too shut a

time. 79%

A poor white cyouth will have as'much

trouble getting ahead as will a poor

black youth. 78%

Many of the black groups today are pushing

for too much change too quickly.

Our administration is doing a great d

to equalize opportunities for all races.

America has always been a land of opportupity

for those who really want to get.aheaaJP 70

Racism does not affect my life very much. 66

Forcing business to accept minority quotas

is basically undemocratic.

76%

72%

-76
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'In 10 years, the antagonism between whites
and blacks in the U.S. will be greater.

Variations Within the Sample 'on Racial Issues

58%

As was noted in Section I, the 35 statements listed
were planned to include three submeasures'rpflecting
the importance of "black pride," the importance
attached to aspects of the parental role specific to
transracial adoption, ani 'coke political-social attitude's
of the respondents. Satisfactory level:; of intercor-
relation wefe found for' all three measures. The
statements in the "black pride" measure had a median
intercorrelation of .364, those in.-the "parental role"
measure had a median of .255, andthose in the racial
attitudes group had a median of .374.

The 'three items in the index designed to measure the
importance of "black pride" are listed in Table 1-1.

A Scores were given to each of the respondents by
assigning the mean value of the three statements.
Since there were five categories of response, ranging
from "3-trongly disagree" to "strongly agree," the
range of scores was 1 to 5, As was evident from the
frequency distrpgtions on these items, scores on.'
this index were Skewed toward the high end of the
scale. Thirty 'percent of the respondents had scores
ranging from 1.66 to 3.66, reflecting some disagreement
or uncertainty. Fifty-two percent had scores from
3.67 to 4.33, reflecting general agreement with the
statements given, and 26% had scores from 4;34 to
5.00, reflecting strong agreement.

The iteme in the index designed to measure the impor-
tance attached to aspects of the parental role specific
to rearing a black child are listed in Table 1-2. The .

values assigned to the second pair of statements in
the index were reversed and the mean score for the
four statements computed for.each respondent. On this,:
index, the scores were skewed toward the lower end of',

,

-77-
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the scale, indicating that most respondents tended to
agree with the first pair of statements and disagree
with the second pair. Those with scores ranging from

1.00 to 1.70, minimizing the parental role, constituted
28% of the responderits. Those with scores of 1.71 to

2.20, attaching some importance to the parental-role,
constituted 37% of the - respondents. Those with scores

of 2.21 to 3.70 considered the parental role important,
at least when compared with other respondents. Since

no one had A mean score of 5 or;close to it, it is

evident that no xespondent was totally convinced.that
a transracial adoption could succeed entirely on the

strength of parental love.,

The items used in the index reflecting political and
social issues are'listed in Tabled -3. The items were

,selected for.theirxeiati'Vely strong intercorelations.
A score below 1.70'on this index, indicating astrongly
,liberal response, in4Uded 28% of the respondents.
Those with scores of 1:71 to 2.20; who could be cate -,
goriized as moderate liberals, included 37% of the

respondents. The remaining 35%, with scores of 2.21
to 3.71, could be characterized as somewhat conservative,
at least when compared with the rest of the sample.
As with the preceding index, no one attained the maxi-

, mum.score of 5, indicating that there were no,eally

+Strong conserva v s in the sample.

The alysis indicated considerable internal variation

he response to these measures. The only variables

scribing the respondents thatshowed no significant _

relationship to eny the attitudes reflected in the

indices were marital status, Professional education,

;and recent transracial adoptilon experience.

4Workers over 35 had stronger feeldrigp about the

importance of the parental role than'ClId those under

35.
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Table 2-19

4

Importance of Parental Role and
Age of Worker

Under 35 35 and Over
Importance N=70 ,N=85

Low 46 4o
Moderate 40 26
High 14 34

'Total 100 100

Chi-square = 8.67, 2 df, p < .01

Since the political and social issues described in the
index were all related to race, it is not surprising
that the 'nonwhite workers fell into the "strongly
liberal" category on this measure more frequently
than white workers.

I

.

Table 2-20

Politic al-Social Attitudes and
Race of Worker

White
117717

Nonwfiite

N=21

Strongly liberal 24 48
Moderately liberal 37 43
Somewhat conservative 39 9

Total 100 . 100

614--square = % df, p < .02

. -79-
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Workers with more social work experience were more '

likely than others to attach importance to the parental

role and were more inclined to hold relatively conser-

vative political-social views. Both relationships' are

strOnger than those with age, noted earlier.

Table 2-21

.

Importance of Parental Role and
Social Work Experience

Importance

Under 5.
Years

5-9
Years

10 or More
Years

N--35 N=50 N=70

Low 49 48 36

Moderate 31 t 40 27

High 2C -12 ,37

Total 100 100, 100,

Chi - square = 10.63, 4 df, p < .03

Workers with fewer than '5 years stooial work experi-

ence and those with fewk than 3 years of adoption
experience were more likely to be, classified as
"strongly liberal" than we're those with more experi-

ence. ,

a -
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J
Table 2-22

Political-Social Attitudes and Adoption Experience

Under 3 Years 3 Years or More
N=57 N=98

,1;' 70 %

Strongly liberal 41 21
Moderately liberal/

conservative 59 79

Total 100 loo

Chi - square = 6,19, 2 df, p <

Workers with experience in transracial placement
stres,sed the importance of "black pride" more often
than did those who had made none.

Table 2-23

it .

"Black Pride" and Experience
With Transracial Placement

None One or More
7-7-6 N=109

Disagree /uncertain 33 18
Agree 52 52,

Strongly agree 15 30

Total . 100

Chi - square = 6.24.5 2 d

100

< .05

O



With respect to the importance of special aspects of
the parental role, the commonest response of the
supervisors and administrators was "moderate," while
that of the caseworkers was "low."

Table 2-24

Importance of Parental Role and
Agency Position

Administrators/
Supervisors Caseworkers

Importance N=32 N=123

Low 37

Moderate 50
a

28

High 13 28

Total 100 100

Chi-square = 6.75, 2 df, p < .04

Worker's 'in the Los Angeles agency attached less
importance to black pride and more to the parental
role than did. others and were also more likely to

express somewhat conservative.views.

-82-
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Table 2-25'

"Black Pride," "Parental Role," "Political-Social
Attitudes". . . and Place of Employment

"Black Pride"

Disagree/uncertain
Agreement

Strong agl"eement

Total

Los All
Angeles Others
N=93 N=62

31 8
52 53
17 39

100 100

Chi- square = 15.75, 2 df, p < .001

"Parental Role"

Low importance
Moderate importance
High importance

36

32
32

53
32
15

Total 100 100

Chi-square = 7.40, 2 df, p < .03

"Political-Social Attitudes"

Strongly liberal -..-' 28 28
Moderately liberal 3O 48
Conse rKat ive 42 24

34

Total 100 100

Chi-square = 6.69, 2 df, p < .04

-83-
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3umnall

7. Summa and Im lications

One hundred and fifty-five adoption workers from six
agencies responded to an attitude questionnaire
focused on transracial adoption -and related issues.
These workers were usually white females, the majorits-
of whom held a master's degree in social work, had

over 5 years of social work experience, more than"3
years in the adoption field, and had made at least
one transracial placement. The majority were employed
by a single large public agency, but the analysis
indicated that this group did not differ significantly
from the other respondents in their demographic

characteristics.

In general, respondent; agreed that transracial adop-
tion was an acceptable practice and a better alter-

, 01-
for black children than indeterminate long -

term foster care. On the other hand, they agreed
that such adoptions are risky, requiring more explora-
tion than inracial ftloptions and making heavier
demands on the adoptive parents. They were unanimous
that the black child's identification with his heritage
must be maintained even if he lives with a white

family. Respondents thought it would take longer
for an adoptive couple to feel that a black infant
was theirs than a white infant, but except for
infants they considered ago a stronger deterrentr.:to

a sense of belonging than race.

Respondents were unanimous in agreeing that capacity
for parentin, along with marital adjustment and
emotional stability, were the most important charac-

,'teristics.to be considered in evaluating the eligibility

of couples 1tr adoption. , They were also likely to

'consider as 'very important" feelings about problems

,alsociated with aioption: infertility, illegitimacy,
,inherited ttalts, anl the relinquishment of ghildren

3y biglogical*parents. and environmental



factors such as the extended family, neighbors, work
adjustment, housing, income, etc., were usually rated
as "moderately important." Most respondents gave
these characteristics the same rank order for white
and black inracial adoptions as for transracial adop-
tions, with the exception of contact With minority
group members, considered "very important" only in
transracial adoption.

When asked to choose from a list the three most impor-
tant topics for discussion with adoptive applicants,
respondentS again indicated they did not differentiate
between inracial and transracial adoption, selecting
the same topics as "most imortant" for all forms,of
adoption. These were "problems spAcific to the
behavior and personality of this child," "handling
the child's questions about the biological parents,"
and "physical care and emotional nurturing of the -

child."

In the area of general racial and socialp issues,
respondents tended to take a liberal position,
strongly supportive of the position of blacks in
American society.

Although there was strong general consensus among the
'respondents, some' variations were seen in relation to
all of the descriptive characteristics of the workers
in the sample, some expected` and same rather unexpected,

but none demonstrating exceptionally strong patterns.

Differences were associated with marital status, age,
length of social work experience, Length of adoption
experience, length and recency of transracial adoption
experience, agency position, and geographic area.
Some differences were associated with race, .but these

deserve little attention because of the small number
of nonwhite workers in the study. On none of the
areas covered by the questionnaire did retponses vary4
with education.

A/



Single workers were more likely totattach some impor-
tance to the reaction of neighbors asta topic for
discussion with prospective adoptive parents than were
married workers, while the latter attached relatively
more importance to "changes to anticipate, in caring
for the.child" than did single respondents.

Tiiith respect to age, the one difference was the greater

emphasis placed by workers over 35 on the importance
attached to the parental role in transracial adoption.

Workers with greater socialWork experience attached
more importance to economic and social factors in

'evaluating adoptive applicants than did less experi-
enced workers. On the other hand workerewith long
experience rated the handling of the child's questions
about biological parents as an all-impOrtant topic
for discussion less often than did other workers.
Workers with the least adoption experience and those-
with the most tended to attach greater importance to
the psychological factors in adoption than did those
with moderate experience. The same pattern was seen
in relation to the importance attached to the reactions
of relatives and friends. On the other hand, the most,
experienced adoption workers did not e;phasize "the
problems specific to the behavior of the child" as
much as did the less experienced. The lea?t.experi-
enced adoption workers.were more like o be categorized
as "strongly liberal" in their poli cal-social atti-

-tuAes than were the more experienc workers,.

Workers who had made only one-transracial placement
were more likely to feel that such adoptions involved
little risk than either those workers who had made
none or those who had made two or more. Workers with
lt4le experience in transracial adoption attached
relatively more importance to t1 reactions of rieigh-

° bors than did the relatively experience . Workers
with experience in transracial adoption ressed the

impokance of "black pride" more often tha did those

who had no experience. Workers who had the most .
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experience with transracial .placement tended to be
more optimistic about the time that adoptive parents
needed to feel that a black infant or toddler was
their own, but they showed a similar optimism in
relation to white children.

Workers with recent experience in transracial adoption
were more likely to attach importance to "physical
care and emotional nurture" of t.'ne c4,1d as a topic,
of discussion than were those with less recent expgri-
ence.

Supervisors and administrators were more likely to
attach some 'j.mportance to the timing of the handling
of the child's adoptive status than were caseworkers.
With respect to the importancelbf special aspects of
the parental -role, the commonest resp7nse of the
supervisors and administrators was "moderate impor-
tance" while that of the caseworkers was "low impor-
tance."

Workers in the Los Angeles agency were more likely
to view transracial adoption as risky than were
workers with other agencies. They were also markedly
more pessimistic about the time needed for parents to
feel that a black adopted child was theirs regardless
of age, but nearly the same degree of pessimism was
seen in relation to white children. They also attached
less importance to psychological factors in establish-
ing eligibility for adoption, but this difference,
too, was seen in relation to inracial as well as
transracial adoption. They attached less importance
to "black pride" and more to the parental role than
did other workers and were also more likely to express
somewhat conseepative political-social views than
.others in the sample.

Discussion

Although these
earlier, by no

findings are, for the reasons noted

means definitive, several of 'them are"
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thought-provoking. The respondents showed clear agree-
ment that transracial adoption constituted an acceptable
pr4.ctice, a better alternative than a childhood spent
in foster care. At the same time, the position these
workers took is strongly qualified; it is agreed that
transracial adoption is risky, that the practice
warrants more exploration than conventional inracial
adoption, that the demands it makes on adoptive parents

4 are heavier than most. Furthermor2.1 there is little
belief that there is anything i-nh.6rently superior in
the white community's capacities for rearing children,
even on an economic level.

The practice emerges, then, as a seemingly temporary,
partial solution to the racial imbalance prevalent
on the adoption scene. It is not surprising, thee-
fore, that a practice supported by a relatively Low
level of conviction should diminish at the first
strong attack, as was apparently the case after the
National association of Black Social Workers issued
its statement that transracial adoption threatens
the black family. If the views expressed in this
survey are at all representative, the adoption workers'
own reservations about placing black children with
white families suggest that there is little threat
to the black family.

r-

Some of the ambivalence,surrounding thipractice
.1..,reflected not only in the general direction of
tle response, but in the relationship noted between
experience with transracial placement and the workers'
'assessment of the degree of risk involved. Workers
who had made no transracial placements thams-el s

viewed the practice with caut inn and judged it t be

a least moderately risky. Workers who had rWe only
o e placement, who' had in effect immersed one J oe in
the cold water, had apparentol.y discovered the positive
aspects of such placements co that their fear of the

risks involved was diminished. Workers with a broader
range,of experience, who had made two or more place -
ments, saw a greater degree of risk than those who
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had made only one, but not so much at those workers
with no experience at all.

A linear response, i.e., the more experience the
greater the risk felt by the worker, would have been
a clear indication that.the practice of transracial
adeption,is regarded by social workers as a dubious
one. The opposite response- -the more experienced, the
less risk perceived by the workers--would have suppOrted
the practice by suggesting that the problems involved
lay with the liorkerst inexperience and would diminish
with increased familiarity. Unfortunately, the find-
ings do not point clearly in either direction.

The workers' response to many of the questions carry
serious implications for their relations with poten-
tial adoptive parents. effect the workers are
indicating that applicant interested in a transracial
adoption should receive no concessions in the form of
less-demanding eligibility procedures. On the con-
trary, their motivation must be explored more thoroughly
than most. Furthermore, they are expected to take the
same risks as all other adoptive parents: they may
be givdh a child who is physically, emotionally or
intellectually handicapped, as well as racially
different.

Responses such as these may be explained as "child-
oriented." Workers on the contemporary, adoltion.

'scene are appropriately concerned with finddrng a good
home for a child, not with finding a child acceptable
to adoptive parents. Tlie.agencies they represent
must recruit homes for these children, but applicants
interested in adopting children of another race may
be deterred by the expectation that they will be even
more_thoroughly investigated than most adoptive
parents and will be expected to take the same risks.
Such attitudes reinforce the expectation of many pro-
spective adoptive parents that the evaluation process
will be a demanding one. On a more positive note, it
is noteworthy that most workers ranked socio-economic
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factors as of only moderate
eligibility. This tends to

many adoption agencies that
material conSiderations'and
modest means.

importance determining

support the contention of
they do not emphasize if

are open to applicants of

Another aspect of the findings is also worth noting:
_experience with transracial adoption affected some
attitudes toward inracial adoptibn. This may simply
indicate that transracial placements are not made in

isolation. The same workers are likely to have placed
other "waiting" children -- including older children and

those who have physical or mental handicaps. It seems

likely that the greater range of adoption experience
gives workers a'different perspective than does experi-
ence based solely on the more conventional inracial

,infant adoption. This suggests that research focused
more broadly on the impact of changes in adoption

practice on the workers involved may have strong
implications for practice.

The findings indicating that the least experienced
workers responded like the most experienced, while
the moderately experienced differed from the others,

are instructive. They suggest that the least experi-

enced workers are the ones most likely to accept the

views of the most experienced, who, in this'instance,

include most of the supervisors dhd administrators,in
the study, while the moderately experienced are some-
what more emancipated from supervision and freer to

develop views of their own. They also suggest that
the moderately experienced may be the least likely
to accept agency direction and are perhaps more open

to experimentation.

Finally, the fact that one large agency gave evidence
of clearly different attitudes in several areas is
evidence of the existence of.hgency subcultures. The

social work profession, with its heavy emphasis on
individual worker - client relationships, has seemed to
operate or the assumption that what transpires in
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these relationships is entirely dependent on the skill
of the professional staff. In bore recent years5
interest in organjzatlo4,theories has made some inroads
into this way of thinking. Evidence that workers inter-
act within an agency, producing views and attitudes
different from those they might hive held had they
been employed elsewhere, reinforces the view that
adoption practice varies widely from setting to setting.
As such interaction is subtle, those involved may not
themselves be aware that their attitudes may differ in
any way from those of the' rest o the field. The
children and the adoptive parent experience the effect
of these differences. 'Thus, a child may have one type
of experience if pladed in one kind of,agency atmosphere
and a child with, similar characteristics .may have'a
different experience in another% Some prospective
adoptive parents apply to an agency with a subculture
compatible with their,interests. Other adoptive
parents with similar attributes may by chance apply
to one that is not compatible, and have a totally
different experience. Further recognition of such
variations in practice and efforts to control them
might reduce some of the capriciousness that now seems
to characterize much of adoption practice.

one of these observations is meant to imply that
workers' attitudes are the sole determining factor in
agency practice, but they are certainly an importwt
'feature in determining the implementation of polecies
and their effect on those to Whom they apply.
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