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#wp? The children were-in fact close to 9 years of

!

It wag decided; theréfore, tc study the agency

»
Y

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 1971, was concepned with the

outcome of thece adoptions, with special attention

t0 the well-being of the child and his awareness of -

hls racial heritage.’ The study focused on.children

@ were at least € years old At followip and who
been in their adoptive homes for*-3 years or long-

3

_fage on "the average, and had been in their adoptive
hvmc“ over 7 years. -° . i

Staff of the*Children's Bureaw of the Office of -
”hle Development, which funded the research, ex-
?réssed interest not only in the outcome of tramns-

racial adoptions but in the experience of adoptive
. barents with social agencies, The passage of time

since placement in the cases included in the follow-
up, essentlal to,any estimate of outcome, made these

cases highly inappropriate for exploratlon of parent—
workey interaction. Even if the parents' memories
were accurate, and that is a very big "if," it gwould
not have been DOSSlble to obtain parallel data from
their workers. /Tﬁrthermore, since considerable °
.change in adoption practice ., is believed to have,
occurred over the years, such information as might !
be obtained about the agency experience of these
pwemswmddbeoﬁhuﬁmncrmma‘ﬂmrcmwam s
interest. * :

4
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experience’ of families in the course of addpting.

The views of the prospective adoptive parents and of
their social worKers were to be soughf as soon as  °
.practicable after a child had been placed with them
for adoption and at the comgletion of the adoption.
To keep the logistic problems within bounds, this
substudy of current transracial adoptions was to be
comductel in the same communities where.the main ,
study was being carried.out, and the same_ research
Ainterviewers--locally rberuited experienced social
workers~-were to conduct the interviews for both
studieg. Because by 1972 adoptive placements of
black children with white parents had become rela-
tively uncommoy in some of the dommunities selected
for the followup, the substudy was confined to four
of the seven areas. Although the time for accumu-"
Rating the study group was extended 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

are presenhted in'Part I.

v - ’ —

information on the characﬁe{i;tlcc of the parents, ~

¥

In addition to the parents and-their workers, all
proféssional adoption staff in the agencies were
asked to complete,questionnaires designed to elicit
. their attitudes and 0p1nlons about transraéial adop-
tion. The intent of this aspect of the study was to *
describe the climate of ®pinion in the agencies
where the adoptions under study took place. As the
responsesﬂwerefanalyzed, it ggemed to the research
staff that they were’'dof use in'themselvesg in giving
a picture of the-.attitudes of a substantial number
of adoptidn workers on the important issué of adop-
tion of black children by white parents. The dat (
were therefore analyzed in detail and are precente
as Part'II of this report.

~
.
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The followwp study, already publishedl, indicated
successful outcomes in about the same proportion of
cases as have been found jin other adoption follow-
ups, whether of normal white infants, older children,
or children adopted transracially. =relatively little
evidence was elicited of problems of confusion or
denial of racial background in the children studied,
most of whom were preadolescent. ‘tuccess from the
vantage. points of child, ﬁarept, teacher and research
interviewer showed only medest relation to any ot the
predictive factors examined.
: 1
The parents in the study of current transracial
adoptions reported in Part I were similar ip many
respects to thgse in the followup study who had adop-
ted several years earlier. Their most conspicuous
difference was that they were congiderably younger
at the time of the adoptive placement and the chil-
. dren placed with them were also younger. Although
they expresced general satisfaction with their ex-
perience with the adoption agencies, they cited a
number of prdblems with respect to policies, proce=-*"
dures and attitudess 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. owmllarly,
the convergences and divergences of parent and worker
perception of their interaction during the preplace-
ment study and postplacement periocd guggeot desirable
practice moskifications.

The general response of the social workers presented
in Part II indicates a recognltlonﬂpf somewhat great-
er risk in tramsracial adoptlons However, the work-
ers.tended to see little difference in the charac-

~ !

. Lucille J. firow angd Deborah‘uhaplro, Black Children--
vhite Parents. llew {ork, Chlld Welfare League of

America, 197k,
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teristics of families appropriate to adopt inracially
and transracially or in the matters to be considereg
in preparing adoptive parents for their parental role.
Variations in opinion with training, experience and
political-social’ attitudes may be relevant to staff
development and to supervision of staff urdertaklng
transracial adoptive placements

The followup study and the current study wére de-
signed by the League's Research Director in'consul-
tation with research staff. Lucille J. Grow, the
stugy .director, was responsible for Implementation
of The design. She shared with Deborah Shapiro the
analysis and presentation of findings of the follow-
up. Responsibility for analysis and reporting of
the current study was divided, with Dr. Grow focus-
ing on the parent~social wonker material presented
as Part I, and Dr.‘Shapiro concentratlng on thg J
social, worker attitude survey, which appears as °
Part II. As research assistant, Eva Russo carried
the detail work of data processing. Karen Brown
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 agen01e° and the interviewers for
families who adopted in each of the four‘éreas

Boston Area .
Boston Children's Service Assoclation ’
Commonwealth of Massa%husetts, Department ‘of
Public Welfare *
Elizabeth Johnson i . ,
Michael Meleedy
Louise Saltus <
Nancy Woodfork ™ . .
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Los Angeles Area !

County of Los Angeles, Department of Adoptions
. Ethel Branham
Marilyn Horn 4
o
Minneapolis~St. Paul Area
Children' ,s Home Society of Mlnnesota
Hennepln County Welfare Department
Lutheran Social Service of Minnesota
Social Services Division, County Welfare Department,
City of St. Paul and County of Ramsey ’
Sandra Alberg .
Nicky Bredeson "
Judy Karon

N ~

. Seattle Area
Catholic Children's Serv1ces
Medina Children's Service
Margaret Daughters
Connie Hansen
Bernadette Smetka .
Martha Steimmetgz

-

On behalf of the Chlld Welfare ﬁéague of America and
of reader§ who find this report of use, we expréss
appreciation also to the families and 1nd1v1dual'
soeial workers who contributed the data ang to the
Children's Bureau in the Office of Child Development,
which made the research possible. | v

.
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Ann W. Shyne ]
Director of Research
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PART I, PARENT-WORKER VIEWS ON TRANSRACIAL ADOPTION

. 1. Introduction

This study of white families with whom black children
were placed for adgption in 1972-73 was conducted
simultaneously with a larger followup study of chil-
dren adopted transracially several years earlier.

The principal purpose was to exdmine the experience

of adoptive parents with social agencies from the
point of view of the parents and the ageney workers.

A cecondary 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 Awgéles, liinneapolis-3t. Fauwl and Seattle--agencies
that had also prarticipated ingthe larger study. The
“families were %o be interviewed and information was

o be obtained from their social workers shortly after
the children were placed and again after the adoption
was made final, or the child was returned to the
Tagency, or, if neither of these had occurred, approx-
imately a year after the placement. To gain some ‘5
sence of the attitudes abo:t transracial adoption -
prevalent in _the agencies where these adoptions took
place, all professfbnal adoption staff were asked to
corplete a guestiomnaire. Their responses are presented
“in Jarf IT of this monograph

d N s

recruitment ofl social agencies to enlist the family's
cooperation in participating in this study #mmenced
in the early summer of 1972. Communication with the

s

»
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agencies . in the seven areas in which the larger study
was being conducted indicated that in“these areas,
wh_ch had pioneered in this type of transracial adop-
tion, the-volume of such placements had ‘begun to de-
crease considerably. The four areas Selected for the
substudy had experienced lecs decrease than the others,
and seemed likely to yield 50 or 60 families over a
G-month period. Iuring the approximately 12 months,
however, only nine af;ﬁé?iB adoption agencies in
these four,cities reported any traqsra01al adoptions,
and they were able to furnish us with the names and
addresses of only 38 families--Minneapolis-St. Paul, 19;
Jeattle, nine; Boston, seven; and Los Angeles, three.

Using a semistructured intervigw schedule, the réj7
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 situwation 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-
»~ perience with the social agency in reference to the,
adoption.. A%t the close of the interview each parent
also completed a questionmaire directed mainly to
obtaining further information on the views of the
parents about their: experience with the social agency.
- k4
In the second parent interview, averaging about l%
hours, inquiry was made into changes that had occurred
between the two interviews, the soclopolitical opin-
ions of the neighbors and the adcptive parents, and -
the family's further experience with the s001al agency.
At the end of the interview the parents were agaln
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




or his assessment of them. The family's social worke-
er also was asked to complete a $¢hedule that cone
tained questions similar to those covered either’ in

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 couple s iyorced and a second couple
had separatedf with the mother, Imone instance, and
the father, in the other, caring for the adopted
child. Thus, 34 mothers and 34 fatherf participated -
in the interviews and completed the questiomnaire.
Social workers' questionnaires were also received on
3k families. OFf the 35 interviews, 10 took placé
less than 9 months after the family was. first seen,
2l 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
time from adoptive placement to legal completion ofs
the adoption ranged from 5% months to slightly more

~than 12 months, with 8.9 months the median. In eight
other instances postplacement supervision had been’
formally completed and the adoption had beexn approved
by the agency, but was awaiting court action. In one
case postplacement supexvision was incomplete,;buu
adoption appeared likely-according to the supervis-
ing social worker. 1In one case, the child had been
retubned to the agency, but for reasons seemingly




‘

L] 1 » - .
unrelated to the childfs;racial background.
The next section presents-data on {he demographic‘and
‘social characteristics of the adoptive ‘familis, their
motivation for the *adoption, and their 'attitudes on
racial issues, and concludes with some comparison with
families in-the -followup. Section 3 is concerned with
the social workers' verceptions of the adoptive pa-
rents and the rarents! perceptions of their general
experience with the agency.

/ \ ! N -
<. The Adoptive Families

Demographic and Social Characteristics
< At the +ime the adoptive child was placed in their
home, “he median age of the mothers was 28.8 years -

and of the fathers, 33.0.

In only one case were both

parents
toth 35

ander 25 yvears of age and in only three were

or older.

'

Three-fourths of the parents had been married at

least 5 years, with 6 year: the median length o time
the 38 couples had been married. lNineteen of the
camilies had biological children, and 11 families had
already adoried another child, usually a black child.
In every instance the child currently being placed -
was younger than the biological or other adopted chil-

drern.

college graduates.

~

\

“ive mothe

>

and 14 fathers held

Twenty-two of the nothers and 2) of the fathers were
g
p

postgraduaie degrees and four o her” fathers were at-

tending graduate school.

Only one mother and one

* father hed not completed high school.

Ten of the motlers were ermployed oitside the home, all
but two in vrrofessional vositions. Thirty-one of the

-

ERIC | , |
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1 or managerial rosifions.
an~ed from nmder L0
Wyed 10 fam.lies): the

Luo:* fali e rothers and father
tatholics comrose’ <le next Jarges:
;roku -rire moTher: and, reven fav .
were -ewist. and “lLe rest--nne :oilerc

had no rellzicus arviliation., LUF those reportiing a

relizlop, about two-Iifihs sald they attend religious "
servicec infregiently or rever.

4

. the “ime of the child's rlacement the families,
with orly ore exception, consisted of the parents and
one '0r more ctildren., Tamily size ranged from three
to seven, and the average number of persons in the
household was L.1.

-

Life Jtyle and Atiitudes ‘

I

The redian lengun 6f time the families had been living
in ﬁ&eir rresen’ neigrhborhocdz when the chwld entered
the home was 2.5 years. The vast majorify (33 famil-
ies! described their neighborhoods ag predomirantly

or totally white. Cnly five families, all living in
white neighborhoods, described their neighbors as not
particularly friendly, and four families reported
having rno social interaction with neighbors.

At the second interview ‘Timgyé , when the varents
were asked about the social and oollflcal viewd and
racial atiitudes of uhewr nelﬁhbovs,»lQ of the 33
~-farilies who responded deoC”chd their neighbors as
fairly liveral, tut abour “he same number believed
their neigbbors had voted yo™ lixon in.the 1972
presidential electio Ac to_the racial attitudes
of .neighbor:, ‘wo-,“*.q” of the parents felt their
neighbors would aprrove otf black families or more

»

- . W
Q '
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tlack families oving into the nelghborﬁood and of
school busing Lo furtheT ntegration.

Jeven mothers and 12 fatherc reported that they were ¥

-— nov "cloce" *orany rerivers of their extended fTamily.
ess than izl ~he varentz had relatives who lived
in *he +vicini-y, and nlj 12 moihers and 20 fathers

* reported ceeing thelr tended families as freguent-
ly as once & porh, However, 21 mothers and 1Z fa-
thers reported having many cloce friends and acquain-
tances, and oL of the families visited with friends
a% least weerly.’' Thirty-one Tamilies had black
friends or acgquaintances, and 25 of the families
socialized with their blan friends in each other's
‘homes. . ’ .

I ) K . '
lthough ze¢w ramilies pariicipated in any organlza-
ional activities soncerred with social change, 28
of the mothers and 31 of the fathers de$cribed them-
selves as liberal or extremely liberal in their
political and coclal views.' When, id the second inter-
view, we acred the parerts which political party they
favored, about three-fgurths said they prererred the
Termocratic or Liberal party.. With few exceptions the -
families reported having voted for McGovern in the
1772 vresidential eledtion.® Thus, they are considew-
ably more liberal than they vi€w their neighbors to
ve.

e

ct
y b

3

Wle were interested in learning something about the
behavior thece parent:c would expect from their child.
Tach parent, therefore, was asked to reséond to a
list of items, indicating the degree of importance
attacned to each. Included were such items as chil-
dren's obeying when told to.do something, whether
* children should defend their rightsg by fighting back,
whether they should be free to express disagreement
with parents or other adults, and the like. An index
of parental pervaulucnﬁgg develored for the ~follow-

O
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up study was used. It has a possible range of ccorec
from 8 to 32, with high scores denoting permissive-
ness. The scores recorded ranged from 14 to £7 Tor
the mothers and 1k -o 26 for the fathers, with the
mothers having a median score of 19.3 and the fathers
13.5. On the bacis of the :core categories developed
for the followup, six mothers and Tour father:s with
scores below 17 were strict or expected conciderable
conformity friom their child; 11 mothers and 15 fathers,
scoring 17 or 1¢, weré "roderate;" and just over half
the parents-~21 motherz and 19 fathers-~scoring 19 or
higher, were permissive.

..

Adortion !fotivation and Breferences

- — )
Twring the first interview the couples were asked why
they had decided +o adopt a child, and why they had
decided to adopt transracially. TFor half of the fam-
ilies the reason for adoption was either infertility
or fear of another preghancy. Only 11 families men-
tioned social rotivetioms, such as wanting children
but not wishing to add®o the "population explosion”
or being concerned.about children without homes. The
remaining eigh* families thoughi of adoption as a
neans of obtaining a child of a desired sex or age,
or to provide companionship for their child. \

“Tourteen fariliec had reached the decision Lo adopt
‘rancracially becai.ce they wiched to provide a home
Lo a needy chilld, or becanze they felt +hat the addi-
tion of a black child to fheir home would beneflit the e
ertire family. On the other hand, there were 12 famil-
les whoze degislon was a mattér of "zecond choice''-= ™
that 1s, ﬁHb;e wegre né white childrern available, or
they had been acsured that the adopted child would
rot appear too different from ‘lLem. The other rine
families vho cave a reason ctrecced that they Just
wanterl & chilld ard Ior them race was not important.

ERI
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(vl Tlve Zamllier said comeoye else nad suggected
Tan l.ey adop Lrancr ;iali;n ani ir,each instance-
ooz erson who rade the Sup-est lon wh. 4l Loerncye.
al worker. .wel c other Taril ec Bad Iriends who
adorred .rancracially. Uswally---n OO 4nstances--
co.ple fel- ‘ha' rley nad arrived a' the decision
rol-aneouwcsy, at-tow L in 11 cases the wiie had been
Jirst wo corslder the rozsiviiléy ard in one case,
Scrand. ’

readi“y )
sl. iAiE;' wWq;n,crn:.cm. Bu,

[Ope,

sls

bw JVV(

i™iled avour the raclal o ethnic bacxground:
nilcéxen they would concider adopting, all but one
‘hc rothers cald they would have adorted easily an
Jmericar. Lndian, llexlican-~irmerican or uerto :1ca¢x/\
3 . 2 Ll v four moilers®sald they would have
iqU s oar Criental chilcd. .he tathers indi-

sheir. reservatlons

“

were woally miror,  Telatively few mollers or fathers,

i.cwever, wo lu rave fond L eany T G auopt 1 child with

4 norncorrectable §§nd*caf such ac Tlindness or deafness,

a czlla with mentad illnecs in her or hic irmediate

vackronnd, - retarded child, or a normal child 8 years
oZ u{C or older,

1.moct inzharces in wiich “here were o‘ter children
Iro*te farily wro wer?® bellieved old enocush ‘o under-
c-arnd, ‘e rarents had tre yaveg them for the intrd-
" due-lon oF a blachk c¢i.ild into the nome. In mest famil-
Tec “he dea oi aaopting o blacl c¢l.lld was reported as
selrrt arniclipat ed with pleacire.

wnen *hey Tircih began thindkdns aboul adoplion in gen~
eral, all pal elyht of the familiec had in mind the

dgc of “ne child they wished to adoll. Ceven families
war et ar Cnfant under 3 ronvhc old, and 10 others had

bCL(‘I. tn
iliec ™
older.
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: year. OUnly seven fam-
ad conclidered adophting a

child 3 years old or
had had any par"anar
the racial background of tle child,

“hen asked whetlier they
apout,
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almost 'half the families responded in the negative.
Thirteen other families specifically wanted a cBild .
of black parents or with’one blaclk parent, several ..
others spoke of simply wanting a "mixed” or "inter- -
racial” child, and one family had been thinking of
adopting a white child. B

¢

The childr'en eventually pléced.with these families--19
girls and 19 boys--were, on the average, younger than

the parents had had in mind, with 27 of them less than
1 year old, including 18 infants undgr 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 (22" had one black parent. In
‘seven ihstances both parents were black, and in two
the racial backerbund of the child's biologlcal parents
waZ nol known to the family. Only six of the children
were described by their parents as having medium or
dark brown complexions, bui 26 children wére zaid to
have other Negroid charactericiics, and 105t were re-
vported to be strikingly differen® in appearance from
‘h.e adopiive parents. Twenty ef the families reported
thas the child's appearance had prompted comment from
ot hers, a@ﬁ 20 rarlilles said that strangers had stared
t ithem because of the child's looxing different fro-
them, In general the parents reacted with amusement
to 'strangers' stares.

¥
1

Feseérvations About Transracial Adoption ‘

a «
Once ihe varen‘s had decided to adopr trancracially,
did they have any eservations about it? Did they
tell thelr relatives and neighbors of the plan? If so,
wha' were- the reactlons? In more than. two-filths of
the famidicy both wife and husband were concerned
about their extended family's reactlon to a transracial
adoption, how the neighborhood children would ‘rea® tlie
child, and whether, a black child would be happy with

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: Y R
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ig parents. A Tew nore Ir.sbands than wives ex-
~od ~apirations allar Yeelin- 14k narens Fo o«
. Aﬁ\gﬁsate?kr?Qij?:_?nf a}boA2 ic%%‘n\ lTA@-a gazeg.”“g‘
adop-ed ehiyd and Lo an aeopted child of a ditfer-
r bout now a llack cidld wodldd fir into
r On'*he otter rani, a feow rore wiveg
2 recdyrallons abont Jhether %ﬂl}li
would te happy ir “le’r<&ome and about low thelr ex-
remied family wo'ld react to the Tact Thar they were
.

¥ acor Lne. S~

’

The irnitial reaciions of the extended family to the

transracial adoption were mixed, but in most cases

i&wr%wpositlon ol relatives dissipated after the

placerent. Oune set of parents had not shared informa- *

tion about their child's racial background with their
family; a: they wanted their relatives to accept the
¢hild as an individual, with the racial background
only one acpect to ve handled in *time. Among the
other families, the initial recaction of the mother's
family was usually rore positive than that of the
father's family, with 24 of the mothers reporting that
all of their relatives were supportive from the begin-
ning, in contrast o only 16 of the fathers reporting
such a reaction. In those jinstances in which the-
relatives had not been accepting, mosiQf the parents,
and particularly the fathers, relt that this lack of
support would not have been evident had the child teen
white. lost'of the parents beliéved fhat the attictudes

f their extended families about the adoptignijhad not

affecled their own relationchip with them. Where these

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

Prior Lo the child's piacément in their home, in every

instance the parents had shared their plans- with some

or all of their friends, and without exception the :

frilendc had Leen supportive., Two-thirds of the famil~

iés had.alse talked with neighbors about their plans,

althourh %%@pwhat fewer of the parentsvsaid that their
¥ .0
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nelghbors opinions about blacKu and about transracial .
3> adoptions were important to thﬁm While the neighbors
were usually receptive to the idea of the couple's
adopting tranora01ally, five famllles reported that
neighbors had questloned it and three other ilies

reported opposition By some of their neighbors.
Y

Parental Sensitivity to Racial Tssues in Adopt¥on

The adoptive parents differed widely in their know- .
ledge of the experience of other transracially adopting
parents. Nind families had been or were cwrrently pem-
bers of a transracial adoption group, and Elx other 9
families had attended meetings. Othersshad friends

who had alco adopted trancracially, but 13 families re-
orted no exposure either to transracial adoption groups
or to, other fanLlles who had adopted children across
racial linef, . {

At Time 1 the seven sets of parents whose adopted

child wac at leasct 2 yearc'old at placement were asked .
vhether their child was aware of-her or his‘black pa~ -
réntage. Lven though four of these children had know-
ledge of their adopted status, only one child--the
oldect youngcter placed--had knowiqgge of his black
heritage. By Time 2, five of the nire children who
were bJ -then 2 years of age or oldef had this inf ?%éma-
tion. ]

A1l but five set:c of parents believed that their child
would eventually encounteir difficulties due to racial
background. lost frequently anticipated--mentioned

by 17 familiesc--were problemc in interpersonal rela-
tlons, including difficulties relating, to peer rela=-
tions, dating and marriage. Flfteen of the families
expressced concern about the child's possible confugion
about herself or himself as a percon--that ig, the’
child's identity. The general problems of prejudice

YNy
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- and dizcriminat lor were mentioncd.by eight ramilies.

»ven shoushiemost of LhC parer.ls Gt lelnated }h thelr
child wo dd oncour»er nrooi{%s becaice of racial back-
growd, 0k o the 39 families responded,in the negaplve

wher. acired at Ilme © whelher there was aIVuLth one
does diffener:ly i:. rvearing o black ci ild trom what one
doe: ‘in rearin o white child. Tde _ariliec who re-

v sporded i,;;ho azlirmative alluueu most Tretuently to

“he nced ryhasize black culture, 1o encourage their
cnild's 1Qent*f1cation with blacks, and to alert their
child “o racial prejudice and discrimination.. One

. family cpoke §f the,need to develop cpecial skills and
j;agkigh degree irflependence in their racially mixed
child; - . . ‘

<

'
.

X

—~

At Time T ceven of'tho 39 families reported that they .
were having more contact with other blacks as a result

£ the trensracial adoptiof. In addition, cix families
.caid they had Lecome more involved or personally in- .

vestef ip racial iscues, ‘and four otborv felt thac this

. adoption had increaced 4he1r awarencs S qQr.understanding

. of what racism means.

ﬁmrlng,khe Time ¢ interviews each parent was asked to
ndlc@te vhether in today'c eclimate four cpecific types
f transracial adoptionz showld be encouraged or dis-
couraged. The majority+-31 of the mothers and 20 of
the fathers--would encourage the adoption by black and
by white families of children of mixed black and white
ancestry. . The remaining parents were unsure. The
4 parents ‘showed more. opposition toward and also lesc
certainty about white families' adopting children with
two ’E)lac- pa.rentu and aboyt black families' adopting
.children with ywo white parents. However, 24 mothers
and 21 fa‘hers would encograge the former type of
adoption, and almost as mamg--22 motherc and 20 fa-
therv—-1ndlca+ed a Tavorable attitude toward the
‘second Lype,.. “The other mothers were equally divided

+
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betwe n those oppo°ed and those unsure about such
adoptions, with the .fathers® Likely to express them-

mbms%§mmm© ’ N N :
N R E &
Parental Attitudes Toward Blacks = .« -

- T

On the gquestionnaire given the parents at the time of
“the second interview each parent was asked to check .

agreement or disadreement with a series of statements

that had been usgd in the followup study and in the

general survey of social worker attltndeo soward trans-

racial adontlon.

Three statements wére intended td measure the pé*ents

attitudes about the necessity for helping their black
, child develop black pride. (See Table 1-1.. .

N "
‘able 1-1

B
— 7 ?

*

Parental Pecponse on Levelopment of Black Pride

r a l'“3h ~

4 Number'Agreeing
Mothers  Fathers

It is very important for a black
child to develop pride 1n‘her/ . v
his black heritare. 33 - 32

Parénts shifuld make their black

child aware} of contributions of ' * i
such black leaders as Stokely

Carmichael, Malcolm X and

" Eldredge Cleaver. 30 33

Black children adepied by white i . e
families should be helped to

b

acquire a feeling of~identit T

e
0
w
O

with the black comm Qity: )
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Trom 29 to 33 of the 3L mSthers who completed this
questicnnaire agreed with each of these statements, as
did 30 to 33 of the 34~ fathers Thus the responses of
most of these parents indicated a high awareness of the
irdbortance 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
blak child. {Sece Table 1:2,)

1 A ]
Tmﬂelé” .

Pl

Parental Role in Rearlng a Black Child
. . N=34 . '
. . ' ) -
, Mothers Fathers
> e ' i~ Number Agreeing

It is escsential that white ,
families “who adopt transracially

have or acquire black friends. 22 20
A black child reared by white

parents is likely to have pfo- .

blems in developing a sense of

identity. ., . 142 18

-
-

Number Disagreeing

+ 'The tasks that parents have in

- rearing a black child are nc
different from thosc of parents -
rearing a white child. 19 22
A black child is suffitiently
prepared for adulthood 1f given
love and security by white
adoptive parents. 15 18

a. N=33 ’ .
l -1k
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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 trans-
racial adoption and inracial adoption by disagree~
ing with the statement that the tasks of parents
in rearing a black child are no differert 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 with 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 gssense 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, anmbigiities 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.)

e .




Table 1-3
Parents' Political-Social Attitudes >
- Ve '
N=3h

"dothers Fathers
Number Agreeing

L f0ur govermment isn't doing as
-~ . much as it can to provide opbor-
T tunities for minority groups. oy 25
L~ -
Blacks are not to blame for the
fact that so many of them are

poor, 26 .29
- .

White students should take

courses in black history and

black culture. . 33 28

-~ -

Number Disagreeing

-

‘Many of the black groups today
are puching for too much change -~
"too quickly. . - - 31 32

v

Today's blacks should take heart
from our immigrant groups who got

- ahead by working hard and by sav- -
ing. - 278 25
»*Most of the complaints-today .
about racilal inequality are not

Justified by the facts. 30 . 30

¥A poor white youth will have . S
as much trouble getting ahead
as will a poor black youth, PFT .28

oy -
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Table 1-~3 continued

-

Mothers  Fathers
Number Disagreeing

*There is far too much emphasis .
today on racial equality; 31b .31

Most of today's black leaders
are ‘'pushy" and overdemanding. 32 31

*America has always been a land
of opportunity for those who -
really want to get ahead. 26 22

*¥The reason so many blacks are
on welfare is because they do '
not know how to manage their
lives properly. , 29 29

*Our administration is doing a
great deal to equalize oppor- X
tunities for all races. 23 28

Racism does not affect my
life very much. 20

*Blacks and other minority
groups expect too great a el
change in too short a time. . 37 32

a. N=32
b. N=33
* Items used in index of "black pride" in_Part II.




Comparisons With Famiiies in the Followup Study

Although these families were in general much like

the families in the followup study, there were differ-
ences. Some of the differences seem worth noting,
though smell enough to have occurred by chance %n
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
askeq to recall attitudes and perceptions they held

sevefal years earlier. .
© Te R
On the average, the 33 sets of Darents weret yeunger
at the time of the child®*s Dlacement, nav#ngpmedlan
ages of 28,8 years and 30.0 yearsy ;bha-mgthaﬂs and
the fathers, respectively, versus® anﬁﬁ BSJ? for
the mothers and the fathers in the“ﬁﬁﬁkp dy.
Proportionately fewer had biological Eﬁflaren-~50d
versus 70%--a difference pcssibly accounted for by
their younger age. though. fairly equal broportions®
of the families in the two studies had other adopted
children, of those who had, a much larger proportion
of the parents. in the current study had adopted-other

children who were also black--82% versus 57%.

Although the education and occupational backgrounds
of the parents were fairly comparable, a smaller pro-
portion of the mothers in the cwrent study were
empleoyed outside the home--26% versus L0%. This and
their younger age undoubtedly account for their lower
median family income=-~$12,813 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 renorted hav1ng clese affectional ties with
their relatives. Although there was no difference .
between the fathers in the two studies, these younger
mothers tended tQ see their relatives less frequently,

~18-~
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with oply half of them reporting contact with relatives
at least once a month, versus two-thirds of the mdthers
in the followup SUudy. On the otrer hand, the families
in the current study led more active social lives, as
indicated by the frequency of ertertaining or <visitin
friends,

-
The majority of families in both studies lived in pre-
dorinpantly or totally whiie neighborhoods, but a larger
propor-ion of these yourger families viewed their neigh-
bors as liberal, as approving of more black families

moving into uke’r neighborhoods, and particularly of
busing black children into the neighborhood.

Proportionately more of the parents in the current
study described themselves as voting a Temocratic or
Liveral ticket, and more of these fathers described
themselves as litqrzal in their political and social
views. This more!iibera* stayice was evident in the
parents' response to statements on the guestionnaire
dealing with attiiudes 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 politicel'and social prob-
lems, and some of the differences were suauvsuwcal_y
significant. .
These parents may have had an earlier exposure to ;
racist attitudes and discriminatory:practices than
was the case for perents in the followup study. This
is suggested by the fact that 82% of the families in
the cirrent study reported having had black friends or
acquaintances prior to this adoption, as compared with
only 53% of the fgmilies who had adopted earlier.

P
In view of the 2eported decrease in rneed for adoptive
homes for infants and <he corresponding need for homes
for older children, it was surprising to find that
three~-fourths /7:%; of the children in the current
adoption study were under 1 yeer of age at placement,

~19-
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in contrast to orly L37 of t ;
study. The nmediar age at
current ciudy was 3.2 ron
for =he childrer. in “he Zollow:r cIiwgy. ~h
may lie Ir. <he lower age of the tarents and
<rat rrogor:icrately rmore farilier Ir “le cu
. -

rreferred an irfars urder 1 year of zfe---

s in -nhe cuwrrent sT.dr mcre ofter rerorsed
ir v T. sider: adorticrn ag irfertili
or Zear of tecorirg ctre 507 versus 377, and
sigrificarntly more, oftern recogrized adortirg transracially
as a ‘cecond crol ce.’ “rirty-cwe vercent wolll have cr
ferred a white child were ore’availavle, Irn contrast o
127 of =he farilies in the Zollowur study., Tre families
i e current coudy had also nad more exrosure to others
whe nad adopted trancracially, wiin 327 ¢ o2 trose reLort-
ing tha- they had Irierd: or ac cialinsances wheo had so
ador-ed, in contrast | ol trhe Tarilies in the
followiyr 3Tudy, & ailso staticsically sigri-

XN -
-_\_anv .

~

Cn troce izéms d
<re parents wo.ll
lar ¢iffererce was Tound in the
ir. =he Two sT.dlec. However, a
croporzion of the fathers in the current aao:v-on svuay,
a5 compared with <he fathers in the followur srudy--371

versus 30ie--wculd have corsidered a rorral child - years

- of are or older. :

-

o dcirical crild
roire, ﬁo rarticu~ °*

:o,sec of =he mozhers

T Wish ore excertior, the parentz in the two ctludlec were ,
falrly ¢illur o1 <he recervations they had abour zdopr-

=ing wrarnsracially, (A highner rrororiion ¢l the parent:s
irn —rne currer . adortiorn z-udy had relervatiornc about
whe<her a nlack child wolld te harry in -nelir home.

“Te ”i::e*ence tesween the <we gro.rs of rothers on
: (€7 verzis L) was cnatistically significant.
“re exctlanatlior may b -hat these zre £-111l new ador-
~ive parentc. The parentc ir. ~te follow.p may have
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forgotten such concergfbrior to adoption. The differ-
ence in length of exd¥rience may 2150 account for the
somewhat lerger rrorortion of the current adopters

articipating that <heir child would encounter problems

£r0UDs

regardi

known.

agency
in the

Thls se
“he a;e
ol =he

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ers and signi
STUAV were <&

with four exceptions the study child was placed with
the Tamily vy tre agency to which they had first ap-

due to racial background--377 of the current adopters,
ir cortrast to €77 in the followur study. Cn the other

B

nand, since the current adoyters indicated a higher

R

of political-social consciousness, their greater -

-sm may rerlect more awareness of potential probe

(z:e one other measure on which ihe parents in the two

were different was in their expectation regard-

icantly fewer fathers in the current
egorized as strict. :

o
i
T

|
ing <helr child's conformity in behavior. Tewer moth-

-

he Jocial Agency and the Adoptive Applicant

~“ne family had'been-iransferred from another
thal terminated its adoption service. Three

ies were rejected by the first agency, one because
of a religious reguirement, one because of agency policy

ng the minimal. time a couple had to be married

and proof of infertility, and a third for reasons un-

“he lergwh of time beitween application to the
maring the plap@ment and placement of the child
hame ranged’ from less than 1 month for one fam-
over Z years for another family. Of the 37 place-
or which we have InJormation, five were made within

€ rornths after applicatior, 22 were made between 6 and 12

ronthz later, ard the remaining 10 occurred a year or
fore alter the family had applied. The median time was
3.€ morchs, . .

ctlon deseribeg the social workers who represented
ncy *o the adoplive aprplicants, their perceptions -
aprlicants, and the nature of the preplacement

_‘,‘l \

2]~

v Vb



and the postplacement contacts ac viewed by applicant
and worker,

Information about the social workers and their views
was obtained through two questiomnaires. One was
sent to the worker with major responsibility for the
preplacement siudy as soon as the agency notified us
of a child's placement with the family. Thirty-seven

f the 30 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 3L of
the 35 families interviewed at Tlme 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 L4L5. Only one fam-
ily had a social worker under 25 fears of age and
eight, a worker 55 years of age ok older. The worker
usually had a master's degree in social work, and, if.
not, in.Mpst instances was taking or had taken some
graduate {sociad work courses. Usually the worker was
classif*!Z as a caseworker, although a case aide was
scigne€ to one family and superv1sors were assigned
to setreT~amilies. ’ . .
The family's worker usually had had conciderable 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. The 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
vears of adoption experience. Twenty-four families

20 =
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had workers with cofisiderable 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 Tabl% 1-4.)

The factors mgst 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 superlor.

The family's inabil®y to adopt inracially because of

their age or other characteristics was not checked at all.
to A

The workers were aléb asked to indicate the three most

important items in each decision. What the family,

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 rahked as the most impdrtant

factor in the social worker's decision. Another motiva-

tional aspect--the family's sincere desire to give a

child a home--was ranked as most important in decisions

to place the children in six of the families. The chree

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-

-
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Teble 1-4

Factors Mentioned by Social Workers as Important
in Adoptive Home Placement Decision
N=35

. ¢ Priority
' Total 1st 2nd 3rd

"Positive motivation regardf%g

transracial adoption .32 11
Ability to allow & child to

accept her7his recial identity 30
Femily's sincere desire to give

a child a home 27
Superior ability to provide a

healthy, emotional climate 22
Highly stable and mature family 20

Special strengths of this family

for risk taking 15
Femily's conviction that racial

differences are of little

importance <« 15
Family's sbility to withstand

' possible community critjicism 14
Family's positive relationship

with blacks
High intellectual potential

of child

Family's high level of tolerance
for frustration

Above~-average or superior parental
background of child

Exceptionally good-natured and
appealing child,

No white child available for family

Not eligible for adoption in-
racially because of age or other
charac;eristics .

2l
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superior ability to provide a healthy emotional
climate, cited in five families; the parents’
health and maturity, in four families; 2and the
family's ability to allow a child to accept her
or his racial identity; noted in three cases.

From the workers' viewpoints, how do these
families stand in relation to white adoptive
families who have adopted inracially? To answer
this guestion the workers werg¢ given a list of
20 items considered to have sgff relevance in
determining & family's eligibility, and asked

to check on each item whether the particular .
family was "superior to other families," "about
the same," or "somewhat below otlier families"
with whom they had recently placed white chil-
dren, The items dealt with the families!' socio-
economic status, social interaction, personal
adjustment, attitudinal fuclors relevant to

this adoption, ability or capacity to function
in a parenting role, and interaction with the
social agency. A score of 3 wassgiven 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 a{eas,covered.

\
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Table 1-5

?
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. - -
Social Workers' Comparisons of Current Adoptive Families

N=37

Rating as Compared

With White Families Adopting fnre.cm.l_ly

ilies

Seme Below N.R.

17
26

23

16
29
22

20
16
20

16

~
«

23

23
10

18

Families'
. With Ot.er F
> Items ’ Score Superior
7y
Socioceconomic Status 2.22
Income, occupation, education, -
housing 14
Standing of family in caaunity 9
Social Interaction . 2.22
Relationship to extended family 8
Contact with mirority group
members 18
Relationdnip to neighbors L
Depth and extent of friendships 14
Personal Adjustment 249
Quality of marital relationship ) 17
Emotional maturily 20
Current life adjustment 7 16
' Ability to cope.with problems,
frustrations and disappointments 21
Attitudinal Factors 2.49
Motivation for adopting , 17
Attitude toward ummarried parculs 14
Attitude toward chiidren born,out
of wedlock . 14
Degree of socigl concern o
. Ease of handling with child fact of
adoptive status 19
Parental Role 2.66 '
+ Capacity to love child for her
or his own sake 3
Ability to let o child develop in
own way ard at own pace 2k
Degree of Sensitivity, understanding,
tolerance for children‘’s difficulties 30
Potential for care, guidance and
protewlon of thldren o a2

'
Interaction With Social: Agency 2.35
Ability to work successfully with
agency )
y .
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As may be seen from Table 1-5, these ‘families compared
favorably with families recently sAopting white chil-
dren. Only on items concerned with the family's socio-
ecoromic status, their social interaction, and their
interaction with the social agency were more than one
family raled as below average. Even in these instances
more fefilies were rated superior than were rated be- .
low average. Indeed, on several items within these
areas more families were rated as superior than as
avirage or below, .
Even on socioeconomic status and sbeial 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
work successfully with the agency--that is, their inter-
action with the social agency--received the: next lowest
score~-2.35, The parents' attitudes and théir personral
agjustment’received scores of 2..5. The parents were
rated highest on their capacity for parenting, where
thelr mean score of 2.66 indicates that the social
workers cofsidered these families to be generally well
above fagilies 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
child was their ©wn child. Most of the parents were
expected to feel that way within a month of placement.
The workers believed il mothers and 16 fathers had
this feeling immediately at placement, and that 18
other mothers and 16 othey fathers had it within the
first month. Of the remaihing 10 parents, seven were
expected to feel thal the adop¥§ve child was their own
within the first 6 months, and”the remaining three
wighin a year following placement,

P

In three areas data are available from the soci _
worker comparable with that presented in Section 2 ‘on
the parents~-motivation for adoption, ‘types of chil-

(&%
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dren who would be acceptahle, and the family's rating
on strictness-permissiveness.

_:he parent quesc:tionnaire contained a list of p0551ble
.reasons for desiring to adopt transracially and each
varent was asked to check her or, his main reason. The
sacial worker s gquestionnaire contalned a simllar '
aue5uwon and an identical list of reasons this family
wanted to adopt transracially. Half the reasons could
be considered social motivatign, e.g., to provide a
home for- a child nobody seemed to want, the desire to
share love and understanding with a ¢hild 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 vetween parenté{and
between parents and social workers was fouhd on the ,
specific items, and this was also the case when the
items were categorwzed into the broad groupings of
%ocial and personal motivation. rOf particular interest
. was the finding that when the reasons given by the
family and social worker differed, the family's ex~
oressed reason for desiring to adeQ\ was to fulfill
personal needs, whereas the sbeial worker tended to

- ascribe a social motivation.

“%

sJometimes social workers have been‘briticized as being
too selective about the children they will consider
for a prospective adoptive family. It has been said
that many families might be open o 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
homes for waiting black children, or whether the: =
workers were correct in their judgments.fthat these La
parents might not be appropriate for some types of
. waiting children, cannot be determined from our date.
. However, it is clear that in many instances the social

¢

~
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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 *he racial and ethnic backgrouni of the children
they would have adopted, and were alco asked about
their willingness to adopt other types of "waiting"
children. The social workers were agked to specify
which type of child they would Rave considered for
the porticular 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
gaid that they could have addpted a child of Oriental,
American Indian, }Mexican-American or Puerto Rican
background, tut the social workers would not—tave
placed an American Indian or Puerto Rican child with
11 of these femilies, a Mexican-American child with
13 families, and an Oriental child with 16 of the
famlies. In the one family in which the parents
themselves did not agree--on the acceptability of an

_ Oriental ¢hild--the social worker would have considered

such a c¢child for the family.
- , .

There was nore divergence between, parents in‘thejr

willingness to consider adopting other types of’wait-

ing children, K Cincc the child's adjustment as well

as the family's well-being is dependent on the parents

being in accord with the plan, only instances were ex-

amined in which the cocial worker!'s 6pinion was at ‘

variance with that of<gbth parerts, or in which one

parent would not have considered adopting but the

social worker would have considered such a placement.

Discrepancies, befween parental and worker opinion were

minimal aboul adopting slightly retarded children,

older children, and %pi%dren with noncorrectable handi-

caps. With regard to a child with a serious correctable

handicap and a child withsmental illness in her” or his

)
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immediate hackground,. it was found that.)Yin many

. instances, @lthough the family would haye considered

adopting such a child, the social worker would not
-have considered this type of child for the famlly
In a few instances, on the other hand, the social
er%gggﬁgﬁld have considered placing a child with
meéhtal illness in the immediate family with parents
whbﬁ@gﬁlg not have accepted such a chiléy

s
v ©

The%barents and social workers were also asked about
the skin coloring and the racial background of the
child they would haye considered. Mapy’parents gave
seemingly inconsistent responses 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
ard 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 particular the fathers, as more permissive
than was indicated by the parental response.

Satisfaction With Preplacement Contact

The wives reported an average of 4.5 contvacts with
the social workers, and the husbands,™B.5 contacts,
prior to the placement. The most frequent type of
preplacement contact with the agency reported by the
parents was a joint office “interview. Thlrty-flve

~
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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 l3swives and 15 husbands
had had individual office interviews, and eight wives
had had individual interviews at home.

Most of the parents viewed their preplacemant 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
_&;;Jnothers and 12 fathers, however, felt that the primary

purpose of the preplacement. study was to fpcus on
their potential as a§®pﬁive parents or learn about
them as individuals. IPi'zese, latter parents apparently
viewed the social 7fker as the sole decision maker
on whether they would be permitted to adopt.

3

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 whom social workers' guestionnaires had been
received. In two instances, however, parents said
there had been no discussion of the child's sex, and
six famili€s said their preference regarding intel-
lectual potential had not been discussed with tan.

In all but a few cases the workers said they had dis-

cussed the parents' preference regarding the 3kin
color and the race of both parents of the child, but

-31= .
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crilé's hatits, seven:
Jokd

- r
" sufficient informasion ir zhe four areas was: the
child's prior experience, 11 families; <he child's
R .

-
~
* B .
carents, rire: ine
- ~

t - -
2 .
€
r

3
cedures and practices prior to placezent. .The parents
were to indicate whether, from their experience with
~he ggency, they telieved a change in any particular
rrocedure or gractice was needed.-

>

The agency's procedures g;E\prac:iées,were questioned

by a few more Zathers thgn mothers} all but 12 mothers

and eight fathers saw a peed for changes. Usually )

change was felt to be neéded in only one or two areas,

out a few parenits saw the reed for several nrocedural

or policy changes. Since this has teen one of the

zost frequently criticized aspects of adoption practice,

¢, it was not particularly Surprising to find that the
change most freguently désired was reducing the time
between applying for and receiving a child. This was
checked by 1l 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 mecessarily associated with a

* long weiting periog. -

9

«
- .

The need for more flexibility in.arranging appoiutment
. “imes was the iltem checked next in frequency--by 12
mothers and 12 fathers. WNo more than five mothers
checked any other item. On the other hand, a sub-
stantial number of fathers expres€ed need for change
in agency policies regarding infertility. Ien fathers
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e to toth items dealing with ‘his {"Omit
equirement of a fertility examination" and "Eliminate

ime 1 <he families were asre¢ -o indﬁcaze now they
el about the way the agency had handled T eir request
oy checkirg one of four responges, from 'very arproving"
o "very critical.” They were alsc asked to indicate
on a >-poini scale their degree of satisfaction or dis-
satizfaction with the agency to date. The social work-
ers were as+ed to check two similar items regarding
their perception of how the families felt.

se families had recently received a child who
t legally theird, it is possitle that they
free to be critical. Twenty-eight of +the
37 mothers snoqcvng ‘nawcaued that they were "very
arcroving# of +he agency's handling of their request
and zix motherc,  "generally approving.' TFathers tended
-0 give somewha- lower ratings, with 23 of the 3¢ check-
ing that uhey were "very approving” and 13.checking
"somewhai arproving.” Cnly, ‘hree rnothers and two fz-
thers 1ndwca“ed uhar they were sllghtly crvulcal "

and none checked "very critical.’

when the "very approving” and "generally approving”
'resoonsec of the pvarents were combined, the social
worker's perception of the family's :eel;ﬂg was usually
in actord with the parents' responses. In three in-
stance:z, however, in which farmilies had indicated ap~
rroval, ‘te worker believed them to be critical, and

in two instances the opposite occurred.

Alshowh the parents' responsces were slightly less
zo7’sive on general satis f ction with the agencp than
on their feeling abonut the handling of the reguest,
the workers' rerception of how,the parents felt v
more Tositive on the cecond guestion. Five mothers
and “hree father; rated their total agency experience
to date as oily "so-s0," one father rated hic as

.
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slightly ursatisfactory, and-one mother rated hers as
very unsatisfactory. Although the social workers
made c%rfbc assessnments of the feelings of 32 of the
37 fapiflles, in the other five instances they per-
ceived the families' experience as positive, whereas
the families reported this not to be so.

Postolacement Contact

Bot% the social workers and the parents were queried
at Time 2 gbouwt 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.

Msually the family nad the same worker throughout the
postplacement period, but in six instances there bas
one change in worker,

ZJontact with the SOCi%i worker was, according to the
ratents’ report, somewhat less during the postplacement
period than it had been prior to the child's pflacement.
Among the mothers, the number of contacts ranged from
one to seven, with an average of 3.2. TFor the fathers,
postplacement contacts ranged from rone sto six, with
the average 2, 2 . : L

The social workers tended to report more contacts than
did the families, whether or not there had been worker
cohtimiity. 1In only nine instamces did social worker
and family agree in their recall of the number of joint
interviews, the most usual form of contact during the
postplacement period. Tamilies usually repgorted from
one to three fewer than did the social workers, but in
three instances the workers reported fewer conta¢ts .
than did the parents. The rerorts of 1nd1v1dual con-
tacts with the fathers were utually in agreement, putt

iy .-,’37.1
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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 reporued that they had not been seen individually,
but their 'social workers reported hav1ng seen them >
once or twice.
f?he social workers were,asked whether all, most or
only some of their contacts with th& family were
worker-lnltlated,.and also whether durlng these con=-
ytacts it was usually the workeér, the parents or both
Y who initiated the topics for dlscussieﬁ» Not surpris=-
Angly, in 20 of the 34 cases the workers reported that
t ey 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 parents
did not believe this was so; at other times parents
reported having initiated contact, whereas workérs
reported they had not. Although the social workers
reported initiabi ing most of the interviews, in only
four -instances 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. - ,
n
< Both socf;I 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 thiey considered particularly important varied
¢ a good deal. The only subjects menfioned 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 child

¢
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because of her or his racial background,

The social workers tended to check as having been éES~
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?fs. Lo .

[N

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

]
The differences cited may result from selective recall,
yoor communication or other factors. It is of interest,
howevef, that parents ‘had more recall of a tangible
facilitator--i.e., books. One can only speculate that
the parents may not have recalled other topics of dis-, -
cussion begause of their own discomfort, the worker's
handling of the subject. or the fact that the sub ject

"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 gaine
ing some assessment from the families of the worker's
Hélpfulness to them during the postplacement 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

-39~



that many tended not’ to confide in thelr social
worker. More than half the families viewed the posi-
placement contact as a regquirement ratlier than as a
facilitating service. In those instvances 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':c reacsurance or approval.
The fathers who caw the worker 25 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 diccussetl and the worker's helpfulness with these,
the recponses were mixed. On three of the five sup-
jects reported by more than half the families as dis-
cussed--the reactions of neighbors, friends and the
relatives tg tI% c¢hild-~-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 returning to the
agency for further discussion later shouldgshe need
arise--more parents viewed the discussiopn 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 transracially. TFifteen of the
35 families seen at Time 2 indicated that their black
childpen had special problems in hair grooming and/or
skin care. In only thtee instances did tBe worker
help them with this. Usually the parents got help
from friends or else did the best they coulg.d

The family's perception of the worker as somecne re-'
quired to visit rather than someone who was there to

facilitate the adoption was also cvident. Aldhough
15 of the 3% familieg admitted that they had hadigggg,
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after-the-fact quesfioms about.their decision to

adopt, only three families had discussed these ques-
5 tions with their worker and none of these families
"7 fglt 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
disagreement, the social worker rated the family as

having been more satisfied with the agency than the
family had indisgted. oo

ES
Y

L, ‘Emplications for Practice —

The finding that the black chfldren placed with the
families in this study were on the average less than

L4 months old, much younger at placement than tH& chil-
dren in the followup study, came as a surprise, sinc®
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 recrult 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 Lhiese 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 %o adop-
tion more families alrcady had had exposure to persons
in minority groups and to others who had adopted trans-
racially*\/More families admitted to adoptitg trans- ‘
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.




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 orie 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 dlscrepanc1es between the reports of workers “and

. parents and.the parental response to some of the items

. . suggest commumication barriers, as well as a somewhat
limited understanding of these adoptlve families by .
many of thelr workers. '
One point of dlvergence betwe parents and social
workers was the range.of atypical childref approprlate
for the families. The families expressed themselves
as open to a wider range of children than the social
worﬁgrs would have considered placing with them. The . .
social workers may be.right in their judgments, or
they may have been so pteoccupied with placing black
iffantc in white homes that they were not sufficiently
flexible in their thinking. That social werkers
ascribed social or altruictic 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 may view altruistic
moti&ration as preferable. Another point of divergence
concerned the parents' stricthess-permissiveness, with N
the social workers assuming the parents to be more
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bermissive than the parents portrayed themselves.
This” suggests that it might be well to explore with
-adoptive applicants their expectations with respect
to children's behavior. -

~ . ’ - A

Seemingly the role of*the adoptive father still<tends

to be viewed as secondary to that ‘of the adoptive - :
+ mother. During both the preplacement and-postplace-

ment contacts, mothers averaged approximately one

more appointment than dig fathers. Very likely the

father's employment accounts for much of this differ-

- ential; 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 meybe it is realistic.,

Even though workers view the preadoption study as a

mutual undertaking, with their'#ale that of information-

giver, clarifier and facilitaﬁS?, 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, “w

ultimate responsibility remains with the agency ‘toc °

insure as well_as possible that the applicants will

be able to meet the n§eds(of an adopted child.

o
Perhaps it is this dﬁease 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' reeall was inaccuratav{wln any
case, a number-offamilies thought that their prefer-
« €nces were not exploréd and that they were not given
&s much informaﬁiqn about the child, his background,
his habits, and his medical history as would havg been
helpful. Tt may be that workers' concern--that the
adoptive parents face up to possible difficulties with
relatives and neighbors prompted by a transracial

Ji3- | :
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adoption diverts them from meeting-the parents' ﬁeé&
for specific information of use in understanding and
caring for the particular child. ’

- llot many recommendations were made by the parents
for change in preplacement policy or procedure. Re-
ducing the waiting time and being more flexible in
scheduling aprointmencs were the main suggestions.
In addition, a number of fathers objected 5 agency
exploration of infertility.

_ The parents’ agsessment of the postplacement contact
i3 a matter of concern, if their reactions are at all
typical of transracially adopting parents or adopting -
parents in géneral. They found the contacts with the
social, worker of little help, and they remembered
fewer contacis than the soclal worker reported. It
is true that some mothers valued the supportiveness
of the worker, but the parents seemed loath to raise
questions and perceived little benefit in much of the
discussion. Worker preoccupatlon with the reactions
of relativeg, friends and neighbors ceemed to the
parents of little avail. The more practical the area .
of aiscussion (e.z., how to meet other transraci ly
adopting parents), the more helpful 4the parents found
it. The practical area in which the parentE most often

@ peeded and least often received any help from the .work-

' ‘er was the problenm of grooming hair and skini” Kdoption

workers should be alert to this and equipped td advise.

Tt may be that parents hesitate to admit to problems

or ask questions lest this raise doubts about thelr
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 aguey concern for the child's
welfarélgggs not cease with twe placement, the place~
ment itself is an expression of confidence that the
parents will eventually assume full responsibility
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for the child. Comehow the warker must,let the par< iz
ents lmow of the agency': belief in thelr cap abilit oy S
of parenting an adopted child and help them feel freer

to ask questions and present problems. The worlker

must also realize that, despite all the-emotions in-

-

volved in adoption, specific irforma-ion a/na\sracw_cal
help are the thirga pwe@seem to “hlrst ¢oz¢\:m N
valie when receliv ed.

~L5- .
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RT II. ADOPTION STATF ATTITUDES

-

-
In the 1%0s adoption practice changed “rom ins:
on racial matching for all adoptions to willin
consider placement across racial lires.

of the need for permanent homes “or black

the difficulty agencies experienced in

adoptive homes made exne*.menuauﬂon wit
placements almost inevitable,

practice led to an interestwin research that wou
answer questions about the extens T© which such ador-
ticons were successful,

About the time the Research Center of the Child Welfare
League of America launched its followup .study, the
atmosphere surrounding transracial adoption changed
radically. A public statement of strong opposition -
to the practice from the National Association of Black
Social Workers wad the most dirsct expression of the

- feelings that influenced this change. Although pre-
cise figures are unavailaple, as they seldom are_in
such situations, the €xperience of the resdarch StaTs
itself dndicated that many agencies ceased to plade
children across racial iﬂnes or 4id so”only as a last
resort. . .

-
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These swings in practice made particularly timelj 2
substudy of currenueadonulons of black children by
white parents. The characteristics of the adoptive
rarents and the social workers involved in 38 such
adoptions and their perceptions of each other are
described in Part: I. . :
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agency policy. Since questionnzires were mailed
directly Lo the league by the respondents, there is
no ﬁgascﬂ te think that resnonoents were inhipited

in expressing views that diverged from agency policy.
wnether they in fact expressed their own views or
views they_considisred professionally acceptable can-
not be da[;rm;nen

\
General Response

{

Respondents were asked to indicate whether they agreed
or disagreed with 25 statements reflecting problems
related 1o urlnsrac1al cdoption. Strong consensus wes
found on 2C of these statementS, pince two-thirds or
more of the respondents gave answy: s in the same
dlrectwon \

The unenimity of the respondents in agreeing that
transracial adoption was an adceptable practice is
reflected in tne fact thet U4 disagreed with the
statement that 'white families snould not be nerq%tted
‘uO auont chiliren of black heritage,” 92% disagre

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
nrenare black children to cope with the problems of
livirg in our racially divided society," 69% disagreed
with the statement that "a child both of whose parentfs
are black should not be placed with a white family, ]
while ?5% agreed that 'the. possible confusion of the
black child in a hﬂ&; home aboul his recial identaty
isstrongly oubweighe

;&_.-ly." ‘B\

ov the values of havipng a

-

On the other hani, 79% of he respondents agreed with
the statement that "transracial adoptions are usually
more risky than inracial adOpulonS.' The follovwing
responses were also consistent with this view:

o =50~
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"The motivation of couples wishing to adopt
transracially needs to be explored far more then
does the motlvatﬂon of couples «ishing to adott

1nraCﬂally (TH, agr&spen&l

a4
8

"White fcour’les adopting black children need to
nave greater emotional maturity and more stable
marriages than do couples adopting children of
their own race." (7% agreement)

;Wnﬁie 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 transracial adoption with that involved
%in adoption of othér 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:

%donulon of'§ black child by a white family
nresenus no mdre problems than the adoption of

an American Indian or Korean child." (884
disagreement ) ' '

"Growing up in our éurrent-day society is as
difficult for a black child in a black home as
in a white home," (694 disagreement)
"A family who adopts a white child with a severe
Physical nandicap is likely to encounter more
problems than is a white family whe adopts a
black child, (66% disagreement)
Reéspondents were practically unanimous that the home
study should not be modified to encourage transracial
adoption, All out one respondent disagreed with the
statement that "the preadoptive study should be less
extensive for white families adopting a black child
than for families wishing to adopt within ;&eir own
sl | o 3 7
- gt
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race, =2nd 8€7 disagreed with the statement that "when
there i3 2 shortage of homes for black ‘children, the
requirerents in repard to the emotional an? social
“unctioning of the adoptive parents should be relaxed.”
Zighty=-seven percent disagreed with the statement that
"agency requirement: for couples 2dopting transracially
shouli be far more 'lex1ble than for white couples
adopting a white irfant.

A streng degree of concern was also expressed in
relation to the impcrtance of preserving tne child's
black ijentity. Iiinety-seven percent agreed with the
statement that "even if a black child looks white and
is adopted by a white family, he should be uold of

ani helpel to appreciate his dlack heritage." Similarly,

9L4e were in accord with the statement that "every parent
who wishes to adopt a black child must show evidence

of willingness to invest 1n helping- the child to
retain his oplack identity."

ot all responses are ac consistent as those already
‘Escrlbei Despite agreement that motivation of
couples seeking transracial adoptlon should be even

mnoglh fully explored than motivation in other adoption
caSes, 9L% of the respondents disagreed with the state-
ment that "white families who want to adopt black chil-
iren are generally more interested in thetause 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 problemg, since 889
disagreed with the statement that "a family who adopts
transracially should be given a child who is average

or above average physically, emctionally and intel-
lectually,” and 757 discagreed with the statement that
"when placing a black child in a white nome, f2r more
effort must oe made to insure that the child haswno
emotional or intellectunl handicaps than is necessary
when mking an i/uacia.l placement."

-52-
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The respondents showed considerable disagreement on
four items, but some of the disagreement may result
from differencesin interpretation of the statements.
-Iack 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, 529 disagre!d, and 2% did not
respond.

lack of consensus was also seen on the question
“Whether transracial adoption should be actively
éncouraged, 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 diffiéhlt to
interpret the meaning of the disagreement, Fifty-
three percent of the respondents disagreed that "white
families who adopt black chiidrenshould 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 Transracigl
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 mingrity response of 20% or higher),

O0f these, the following five showed statistically

~53~ (.
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significant positive intercorfelatiogs, indicating
that respondents who agreed or disagreed with any one
of them tended to respond in the same way to the others,

4 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 cope 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

: . families 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 home about his
racial identity is strongly outweighed by the values
of having a family." Thus all six statements could
be combined in an index on which the means for thsee
two-gategory items ranged from 1 to 2. Respondents
withafa score of 1.00 to 1.16 tended to agree with the
figgﬁzflve 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, ahd could
be said to view transracial adoption as rézgtively
free of risk, Twenty-one percent of the kers
) T .
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" involved were so characterized. The remaining U5%,.
with scores of 1.17 to 1.50, were seen as considering
transracial adoption\gs 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.

“a
Workers who had made only one transracial placemeat .
were more likely to fall into the "low=risk" category
than either those who made none or those who had made
twe or more. ’

r
Table 2=1

"Riskincss" of Transracial Adoption and
Experience With Transracial Placement

’ Two or
None QES : More
Risk N=L6 N=29 N=80
& % % %
Low 13 38 21
Moderate 48 ok 51
High 39 38 o8
—_ —_ _ '\
'Total 100 100 100

~

).
' Chi-square = 10,01, 4 af, p < .05




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 moflerate or high risk
than the workers in other agencies represented in the

sample.
. _ D
Table 2-2
P i
"Riskiness" of Transracial Adoption and .
) JPlace of Employment
., Los Angeles " All Others f
Risk _ =93 N2
% %
© Low . "15 31 ,
Moderate /high n 85 69- *
' Tatal 100 " 100

> " Chipmmmare =L.51, 1 df; p <..05

General .
Respondents were asked how loug they thought it would -
take for white adoptive parents to feel that a child

" was their own, differentiating by r&ce and age. The
response indicated that most considered age a stronger
deterrent in this regard than race.

-
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Table 223

"Belonging" by Age and Race

More Than .
Less Than 1 Month, 6 Months

1 Month Iess Than 6 or More
% % %
White infant ‘ 6l 33 3
Black infant s | L6 . 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 indicdted 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 vith Optimism or Pessimism About
T t

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 eomparisons differences were also

found for white children. Sinice there were only 21
nomwhite 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 ‘issyes in this study to be ignored.
The analysis,-as can be seen later, demonstrated a
number of difference€s between the nonwhite workers and-
the whide majority that are worth noting,

=57~ o
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Nomwhite 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 norwhite
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 nomwhite workers about the time
required to incorporate an ad0pted child in the home
_and how much to skepticism about transracial adoption,
LY -

~

T’ Table 2-k4

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

White Infant Black Infant
White Nonwhite White W Norwhite -
Workers Workers Workers Workers

Time - N=134 N=21 N=134 N=21
% % % %
Iess than 1 month 67 57 51 L3
More than 1 month,
less than 6 o8 oL 36 oL
6 months or more  _ 5 19 13 33
Total 100 lq% 100 100
Chi-square = 6,38, 2 df Chi-square = 6,07, 2 af,
p < .O4 p < .05
Black Toddler
Iess than 1 year 87 67 Chi-square = 3.95,
One year or more ~ _13 33 1 af,
p < .05
Total 100 100
/Q "58"
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Workers who had made four or more transracial plece~
ments tended to be more optimistic about the +ime
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 weill 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 Transracial Placements

- White Infant Black Infant Black Toddler

0-3~ &+ 0.3 L+ 0-3 &ir

Time N=11l N=Bk NI11  NERX NeILL N
% % % % %

Within 1 month 60 82 Ly 66 L 70

More than 1
month 40 18 56 34 56 30

>

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100

Chi-square= Chi-square= Chi-square=
6.0k, 1 af, 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 R
and just missed statistical significance in the case .
of white toddlers., 1In the case of infamts and tod- {
dlers, the difference is somewhat stronger for black
children than for white, but the overall indications

~59--
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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 Agencies
N=03 N=62
% %
wHite infants , :
(Within 1 month) 57 79 p< .02
Black infants
(Within 1 month) 40 6 p < .002
White toddlers
(Iless than 6 months) L7 66 p< .06
Black toddlers
{Iless than 6 months) 41 66 p< .02
White school-age e
(More than 1 year) 46 26 p< .04
Black school-age
(More than 1 year) L7 27 p< .05

[N

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
"o,

"very important,” "somewhat important,” or "of little
importance,'" first in the case of white inracial

~50-
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adoption, then black inracial adoption, Tinally trans-

racial adoption, These chavacterws» cS rece I

same general responses for each Tyve of adopti
- with a few exceptions noted later. -

The three percentage:s refleciing the majorit, recpenze
to each form of adoption were averagei and are listesd
below, The 17 characteristics rated as 'very important”
were predominantly, dbut not exclus ively, trose concerned

JFeelings aboul the specific problams related to adop-
tion were also rated as 'very impértant,” but not to
the same degree as child-rearing\characteristics.

with the applicants' capacities in child rearing.

Characteristic Percent

Degree of sensitivity, understanding, tol=-

erance for children’'s difficulties 8
Marital adjustment > %6
Ability to let a child develop in owm way

and at own pace 96
Ability to cope with problems, frustrations

and disappointrents 95
Capacity to love child for her/nis own sake 95
ABility to deal with developmental problems 95
Emotional stability X ol
Ability to accept normal risks in child

rearing 9k
Ability to assume responsibility for care,

guidance and protection of children 90
Current life adjustment 0 88
Degree of interest in adopting 87
Feelings about children born out of wedlock 76
Feelings about parents who relinquish 73
Feelings about unmarried parents 71
Infertility 69
Feelings about inherited traits 66
Health ) 50

-61-
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The characteristics usually reted as "moderately
important” are economic and social factors, as well

as the willingness of the adoptive parents to cooperate
with agency procedures,

Characteristic Fercent

Length of current merriage 75
Relationship to extended family 76
Age !k' 73
Relationship t® neighbors 70
Early-life adjustment 67
Work adjustment . 66
. Housing ”‘dﬂy SN
Income 62

Depth and extent of friendships g 61
Men's willingness to make himself aveilable
for agency appointments even if it means

taking time off from work 58
Women's yillingness to make herself aveil- T
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 part of the respondents
as to its unimportance. |

" Characteristic Percent
Church attendance 92
Occupation of man \ 55
Education ! 25
Religious and philosophical beliefs L6

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

>

Eligipility Considerations Invoking Differential
- DR I - . By - . Y.
Response on *hite Inraciel, Black Inracial and
Transracial Adoption

Very Scmewnat CP Lt
Important Impertant —mportance
4 A
% . Z
Contect with minority group members

White inracial 6 36 : 58
Black inracial 13 L& b1
Transracial €9 28 3

-Involvement in social and political concerns

White inracialo) 1 39 60
Black inracial 1 3 67
Transracial 1k L8 38

3

Willingness to participate in agency group meet ings

White inracial 16 - 58 25
Black inracial 8 57 .35
Transracial 23 57 20

Standing in the Community

White inracial 1 37 62
Black inracial 0 - 4o 60
Transracial 7 L6 L7

Variations on the Importance Attached to Eligibility

Requirements

A correlational analysis of 25 characteristicds on
which there was at least a 20% minsrity resgonse
indicated that the respondents reacted corsistently

v
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Table 2-8

Face of Werxer and Izportance of Sociceconomic
ctors in Transracial Adoption

~nite Workers sorwhite orkers
Tzportance =13k n=2l
ol
% v/',:
Zow 32 1C
Moderate 37 33
High 31 57
Iotal 100 100 :
Chi-square = 6,59, 2 4f, p < .0k
~
sorkers with more than ¥ years of social work
experience attached more importance to the socio=-
economic status of the parents in a white inracial
doption than 413 tbose with less experience, but .o
they 3id not differentiate in the same way for either
clack inracial azdoption or transracial adoption,

Table 2-9

Social wWork Experience and Importance of Socioeconomic
Factors in White Inracial Adoption

. Under 10 Years 10 Years or More
Importance N=85 - =70
: % %
Low . ° 45 23
Moderate /high - 555 - 77
. — —_
Motal 100 . 100

Chi-square = 5,03, 1 df,p < .02
o ~65- .

[ERJ!:‘ . 4 NN %, -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Ve




]

Workers with the least adopbion experience and those
with the most tended to attach greater importance to
the psychological factors in adoption than did those
with moderate experience.

-

able 2-10

Adoption Experience and Importance of Psychological
Factors in Transracial Adoption

Under 1-4 5-9 10 Years

1 Year Years } Years or More
Igportance N=30 N=50 N=4t1 N=3L
% % % %

Low 20 36 17 29

Moderate o7 ., 38 .. 51 o1

_High 53 26 32 50

—— — e cm—

Total 100 100 100 100

Chi-square = 20,49, 6 df, p < .01

5

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 An this agehcy, rather

than one specifically related to transracial adoption.




Table 2-11

Place of Employment and Importance of
Psychological Factors in Adoption

Black Inracial White Inracial
Los Angeles Others Los Angeles Others
Importance N=93 N=62 N=93 N=62
% % % %

Low 39 16 38 19

Moderate 31 Lo 27 29

High 30 Lo 35 52

100 100 100 100

Chi-square = 9,10, , Chi-square = 6,47,/
2 df, p < .01 2 af, p < ,0k

Transracial

Los Angeles Others

Importance N=93 N=$2
% A

Low 3L 15

Moderate 30 43

High ) 36 . Lo

Total 100 (_, 100

Chi-square = 7,87, 2 df,
p. < .02

-67-~
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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 differéntiate among
these types of adoption and tended to check the same
topics as important in-.all three instances,

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

N
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 adolescence),
reactions of relatives and/or friends, preparation of
any other children in the family, 4nd reactionssof
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 as more
important in one form of adoption than another.

68—
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Thirty respondenls (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 Responients on Important Topiés

When the 10 topics listed were cross~tabulated against
each of the variables describing the respondents, only
two~~problems tc 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 eight topics was found in
relation td each of the descriptive variables with:the
exceptigns of the worker's age, professional training
and location.

Nonwhite workers were more likely to attach importance
to handling the child's questionsabout the biclogical
rarents than were white workers. y

B

Table 2-12

Handling Child's Questions. . .
and Race of Worker

a

White Nonwhite -
Importance -13h N=21
% % |
None Lo 1k p
Important for 3
a2ll or some 58 86

|
Total 100 100
Chi-square = 4,71, 1 df, p < .05 ‘
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Single respondents attached more importance to the
reacticns 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 ’
wore likely to attach importance to the discussion of
changes to anticipate in the family in caring for a
child than did single respondentd\

- ' J

rd

The workers with the least social work experience were
the ones most likely to regard® the hapdling of the
child's questiorsabout 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=-9 10 Years

5 Years Years or More
Importance ~ N=35 N=50 N=70
' % % %

None 29 52 33

Some 11 12 2L

Important for all 60 36 43

—— B ——
»

Total 100 100

. Chi-square = 10.08, L df, p < .0k

»

Both the workers with the least adopleon 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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. A p
adoption workers attached relatively less importance
to "problemsspecific to behavior and personality of
this child"” than did the others in the study.

9

Table 2-14

Reactions of Relatives, .
and Adoption Experience

3 ) ' Under 3=k 5 Years
/ 3 Years " Years or More
Importance N=57 N=23 N=75
% % %

None ) 67 96 78
Some 33 4 ‘ 22

—_ B e

Total 100 - - 100 100

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

Table 2-15 ’ . -

Problems Specific to the Behavior.
and Adoption Experience

s o

»

. : Under 10 Years

. 10 Years pr More ‘
Importance N=111 §=3% . .
- % T ;%aj”\?m ‘
 ene ‘ = 1
None 1L L .
Some 86 59 \
) Total 100- . 100
g : )
~ , ‘
- * . Chi-square = 4.89, 1 df, p < .05

A |



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

f.

Reactions of Neighbors. .

and Experience With Transracial Adoption

/ ' Two
__*“NonQLOne or More
Eggértance N=T75 N=80 -

! "% %

None 75 90 ,
Some 25 10
" T ——
i Total € 100 4 100

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

Workers with more recent experience in transracial

adoption we

re more likely to attach importance to

physical care and emotional nuture of the child as -

a topic of discussl
recent experience.

on than were those with less

-T2~




Table 2-17

.Physical Care and Emotional Nurturing.

and Recent Transracial Placement Experience

ImEortance

None
" Some
Q .

Total

None One Two or More

=08 =39 =18
% % %
59 L1 28
b1 59 72 .
100 100 100

Chi-square = 8,06, 2df, p < .02

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

¢ 7

Table 2-18

Timee of the Handling of the Child's Adoptive Status.
: and Ageney Position

' Importance

None
Some

Total

Supervisors/
Administrators Caseworkers
N=32 N=123
% %
75 92
25 8
160 100

Chi-square = 7,04, 1 df, p < .0L

) 5e

’
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6. Attitudes Toward Race Issues

In the final section, the workers were asked to réspond
to the same series of statements addressed to the parents
in the followup study and to those in the current adop-
tion study. (See Section I.)

4 Vi
As with the response in the first section of the ques~-
tionnaire dealing with the.riskiness of adoption, the
strongest consensus related to the importance of
heiping black children preserve their identity.

Agzeement

It's very important for a black child to .

develop pride in her/his black heritage 95%
Adoptive parents should allow their black

children to wear afros, dashikis, etc.,

if the children so desire. 88%
Black children adopted by white families

should be” helped-to acquire & feeling of

identity with the black community. 87%
Parents shouad make their bleck child

aware of the contributions of such black

leaders as Stokely Carmichael, Milcolm X

and Eldridge Cleaver. 83%
It is essential that white familiggﬁ;ho . .

adopt transracially have or acquire

black frieads. 4%

Support of transracial adoption was seen in 70% agree-
ment with the statement that "if economically secyre,
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 complexity of the
issues involved and a degree of ambivalence were .
reflected in their agreement with: :

¢
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A black child reared by white parents is
likely #6 have problems in developing a

sense of identity., 71%
Blacks who are questioning transracial .
adoptions have very good reasons for ‘
doing so. 62%
Such ambivalence ig also reflected in their disagree=-
ment with: '
< '

White families can give biracial children
more advantages than black families .can, 90%
A white person who can adopt a nomwhite
child has proved that she or he is not
racially prejudiced. . .
The tasks that parents have in rearing a
black child are no different from those
of parents rearing a white child, T
An economically secure white home is better
for a racially mixed child than g poor
black home, - T75%
A black child is sufficiently prepared for
adulthood if given love and security by

83%

white adoptive parents., X 60%
An increase in transracial adoption is one
means of altering racism in owr society, 52%

Generally, the respondents expressed libers] views on
racial issues, as was seen in their strong agreement

with:
) ¢ .

White studentd should take courses in

black history and black culture, 8449,
Our government isn't doing as much as o

it can to provide opportunities for - ST
“minority groups. . ’ 82% '
Blacks are not to blame for {ke”fact that .
" so many of them are poor. - . 7%

' . foe 4
\ } 'y <
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The same views were expressed in their disagreement
with the following:

Rarents shopld discourage their black
children from dating 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 eradicaté 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 1eaderz are "pushy"

and overdemanding. . 82%
Most of the complaints today_n@oat& racial

inequality are not justified by the

facts. ' 81%
*ubs and organizations should be permitted "

to restrict tmembership by color if they

so desire. . " 7%
Blacks-and other minority groups expect e

too great a change in too shot a ’

time. C 1%

A poor white syouth will have as much
trouble getting ahead as will a poor
black youth. * 8%

Many of the black groups today are pushing
for too much change too quickly. /

Our administration is doing a great dw \
to equalize opportunities for all races. 72%

América has always been a land of oppor‘tugity

for those who really want to get ahe(a?i . T0
Racism does not affect my life very much. 66%
Forcing business to accept minority quotass 3 -
is basically undemocratic. Co 65%(‘/“4” o\
~T76- ®
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. LD
In 10 years, the antagonism between whites
and blacks in the U,S, will be greater. 58¢,

\

»

Variations Withdn the Sample ‘on Racial Issues

As was noted in Section I, the 35 statements listed
were planned to include three submeasures reflecting
the importance of "vlack pride," the importance
attached to aspects of the parental role specific to
transracial adoption, ani #hke political-social attitudes
of the respondents. Satisfactory levels 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, and those in the racial
attitudes group had a median of .37k, ‘

The three items in the index designed to measure the
importance of "black pride"” are listed in Table 1-1,
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 "strongly disagree" to "strongly agree,’ the
range of scores was 1 to 5, As was evident from the
frequency distribyttions on these items, scores on?

this index were €kewed toward the high end of the
scale. Thirty percent of the resporndents had scores
ranging from 1.66 to 3.56, refleqgting 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 434 to
5.00, reflicting strong agreement. .
The items in the index designéd 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 thé mean score for the !
four statements computed for.each respondent, On this,’
index, the scores were skewed toward the lower end of -, /°

. S e
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the scale, indicating that most responderts 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
287, of the respondertts, Those with scores of 1.71 to
2,20, attaching some importance to the parental role,
constituted 37% of the.réspondents. 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 & méan score of 5 or,close to it, it is
evident that no .respondent 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 Tablerl-3, The items were
..selected for.their relatitely strong intercorrelations.
. A score below 1.70 *on this indéx, indicating a strongly
,liberal response, included 28% of the respondents.
Those with scores of 1.71 to 2.20} who could be cate-,
gorjized as moderate liverals, included 37% of the
respondents, The remaining 35%, wigh 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 tie maxi-
, mum.score of 5, indicating that there were no really
v strong conservaﬁizgg\in the sample. '

gg;{aﬁalysis indicated considerable internal variation
igAhe response to these measures. The only variables
'd&scribing the respondents that- showed no significant -
relationship toany of the attitudes reflected in the ~
indices were marital status, professional education,
~and récent transracial adoption eéxperience. )

°

«Workers over 35 had strpnger féelings about the
imgortance of the parental rolé than ‘¥ those under
35’ e " . e »




Table 2-19

’

Importance of Parental Role and
Age of Worker

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

% - %
Low - . S 4o
Moderate 40 26
High 14 34

—— —

Total 100 100

Chi-square = 8,67, 2 df, p X w01

\
+

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

.

Political-3ocial Attitudes and
Race of Worker

White Nenwhite
,N=13% © TR=21
. % %
Strongly liberal . 2k 48
Moderately liberal ‘- 37 43
Somewhat conservative 39 9

— P
Al ~

Total © 200 . 100

-

Chi<square = 8.13, - 4af, p < .02

~79-
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Workers with more social work experience were more
likely than others to attach 1mportance to the parental
role and were more 1ncllned td hold relatively conser=-

vative political-social vidws,
strongér than those with age,

Both relationships arae
noted earlier.

Table 2-21

Workers with fewer than ‘S years
ence and those with femﬁg than 3 years of adoptlon
experience were more likely to be, classified as
"strongly liberal" than wete those with more experi-

ence,

Importance of Parental Role and

Soclal Work Zxperience

Under 5. 5-9 10 or More

- Years Years Years
Importance N=35 N=50 N=70
" v , % % % ’

Low_ k9 48 36 .
Moderate 31 40 o7
High ‘ 20 -12 =37
100. 100

Total 100

© - Chi-square

Y

o
&

= 10.63, Ldf, p < .03

t

;;bsbcaal work experi-




Table 2-22

Political-Social Attitudes and Adoptioﬁ Experience

" Under 3 Years 3 Years or More
> N=57 N=93 \

e % %
Strongly liberal L1 2l
Moderately liberal/ L
conservative 59 79
Total 100 100
S e e g

Chi-square = 6,19, 2 df, p < .02

Workers with experience in transracial placement
stressed the importance of '"black pride" more often 3 -
than did those who had made none.

Table 2-23

"Black Pride" and Experience
With Transracial Placement

_ ) None One or More
: : » NB6 " N=109
A . % : %
w e ~ ‘ = /
Disagree /uncertain 33 18
Agree 52 52,
.Strongly agree 15 30 .
f . -
. Total . 100 - 100 "
. Chi-square = 6.24y 2 af p < .05 o
( .
o T
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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 Ccaseworkers .
Importance N=32 N=123 .
% %

Low 37 Ly

Moderate 50 . 28

"7 High 13 28 T

— —

Total 100 : 100

Chi-square = 6.75, 2 df, p < .0k

Workers 'in the Los Angeles agency attached less
smportance to black pride and mor€ to the parental
role than did others and were also more likely to
express somewhat conservative .views, '

- »
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\ *  Table 2-25° \‘\\\»—

N

"Black Pride,” "Parental Role," "Political-Social

Attitudes”. . . and Place of Employment

Los All
"Black Pride" Angeles Others
N=03 * N=062
. o ‘%
Disagree/uncertain 31 8
Agreement 52 53
Strong agreement 17 39
Total 100 100
Chi-square = 15,75, 2 df, p < .00L
"Parental Role" .
Low importance 36 53
Moderate importance 32 32 7
High importance 32 15
Total ’ 120 100
,’ [ ]
Chi-square = 7,40, 2 df, p < .03
"Political-Social Attitudes"

*  Strongly liberal — 28 - 28
Moderately liberal 30 u8
Conseryative 4o 24

s —_— S
y M
Total 100 100

\
-

Chi-~square = 6,69, 2 df, p < .04
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N 7. Summap{ and Implications

-
SUMRA DB

-

Ore hundred and fifty-five adoption workers f¥om six
agencies responded to an attituie questionmaire
focused on transracial adoption -and related issues.
These workers were usually white females, the majority
of whom held a master's degree in social work, had
over 5 years of social work experience, more than 3
years in the alopbtion field, and had male at least
one trarnsracial placement. The majority were employed
by a single large public agency, but the analysis
indicatel that this group did not differ s1gn1f1cantld
from the other respondents in their demographic
characteristics.,
. s

In general, responients agreed that transracial adop-
tion was an accepbtable practice and a better alter-
pative for black children than indeterminate long-
term foster care. On the cther hand, they agreed
that such aioptions are risky, requiring more explora-
tion than inrzcial sgloptions and making heawier
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. chpondento thought it would take longer
for =n alontlvc ‘couple to feel that a black infant
was theirs than a white infant, but except for
~ infants 'they considered agge a stronger deterrentrﬁo

a sense of belonging than race.

Respondents were unanimous in asreeing that capacity

for marentiny, along with marital adjustment and
. emotional stability, were the most important charac-
terd ;thootO ve conoliereﬁ in cvaluating the eligibility

N of couple -'r adopt ion. - Fhey were also likely to -

*consiicr a5 "very important” féelings about problems
,uisocinted with 2Joption:  infertility, illegitimacy,
.inheritel thiits, qnl the relinquichment of ghildren
dy biglogical ‘marents. Jocia% ani envirommental
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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 & 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 imfortant” for all forms . of
adoption, These were "problems spécific to the
behavior and personality of this child,” "handling
the child's questionsabout the biological parents,"
and "physical care and emotiomal nurtiwring of the -
child."

In the ared of general racial and socialy issues,
respondents tended to take a liberal position,
strongly supportive of the position of blacks in
Amerigag society, *

Although there was strong general consensus among the
‘'respondents, some variations were seen in relation to
all of the descriptive characterisfics of the workers
in the sample, some expected’ and seme rather unexpected,
but none demonstrating exceptionally strong patterns,

! 14

Differences wert associated with marital status, age,
length of social work experience, Jength of adoption
experience, length and recency of transracial adoption
experience, agency position, and geographic area, !
Some differences were asdociated with race, but these
deserve little attention because of the small number
of norwhite workers in the study. On none of the
areas covered by the questionnaire did responses vary
with education, )
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Single workers were more likely tq attach some impor=-
tance to the reaction of neighbors as«& 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.

With 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 social ‘work experience attached
more importance to economic and social factors in .

-evaluating adoptive applicants than did less experi-

enced workers. On the other hand workers’with long

.experience rated the handling of the child's questions

about biological parents as an all-important topic
for discussien less often than did other workers.

» Workers with the leact 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 epphasize %he
problems specific to the behavior of the child" a

much as did the less €xperienced.

enced adoption workers.were more like

as "strongly liberal" in their poli

The least.experl-
0 be categorized
cal-social atti-

Y

-.tudes than were the more experiencgd 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
1is$le experience in transracial adoption attached
relatively more importance to tAe reactions of neigh-

° bors than did the relatively experienced. Workers

. with experlence in tranorac1al adoption stressed the

impoftance of "black pride" more often thah 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 experienee in transracial adoption
were more likely to attach importance to "physical
care and emotiondl nurture" of the chgld as a topic

of discussion than were those with less recent explri-
ence,

Supervisors and administrators were more likely to
attach sone importance to the timing of the handling
of the child's adoptive status than were caseworkers,
With respect to the importance’of special aspects of
the parental role, the commonest resp nse 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 blatk adopted child was theirs regardless .
of age, but nearly the same degree of pessimism was .
seén 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 rocle than |
did other workers and were also more likely to express '
somewhat consegwative political-social views than
.others in the sample,

Discussion . ) g

Although these findings are, for the reasons noted

earlier, by no means definitive, several of ‘them are'
3 ‘ ’
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thought ~-provoking. The respondents showed clear agree-
ment that transracial adoption conctituted an acceptable
practice, a better alternative than 2 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 converntional inracial
adoption, that the demands it makes on adoptive parents
are heavier than most. Furthermore, there is little
belief that there iz anything >ghé;ént;y superior in
the white community's capacities for rearing children,
even on an economic level.

1y v

The practlce emerges, then, as & seemingly temporary,
partial solution to the rac1al imbalance prevalent

on the adoption scene. It is not surprising, there-
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
Mational 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 olack family. (’ '

Some of the ambivalence-surrounding thisdoractice
ts,reflected not only in the general direction of
tje 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 themselveg
viewed the practice with caution and judged it t® be
least moderately risky. Workers who had nade/ only
one placement, who had in effect immersed one ;toe in
the cold water, had apparently discovered th€ positive
agpects of such placements so that their fear of the
risks involved was liminished, 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 as those workers

with no experience at all.

A linear response, i.e., the more experience the
greater the risk felt oy the worker, would have been

a clear indication that-the practice of transracial
adoptionsis regarded by social werkers 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 Workers' inexperience and would diminish
with increased familiarity. Unfortunately, the find-
ings do not point clearly in either direction.

The workers' regponse to many of the questions carry
seérious implications for their relations with poten-
tial adoptive parents. effect, the worker's are
indicating that applicants 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 éxplored more thoroughly
than most. Furthermore, they are expected to take the
same risks as all other adoptive ﬁarents: they may

be given 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 adofftion
scene are appropriately cpncerned with findéng a good
home for a child, not with finding a child acceptable
to adoptive parents. The,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 mode;;te importance in determining
eligibility. This tends to support the contention of
many adoption agencies that they do not emphasize .4
material considerations ‘and are open to applicants of
modest means.

Another aspect of the findings is also worth noting:
experience with transracial adoption affected some
attitudes toward inracial adoption. 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 thé 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
tfe 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 'instarce,
include most of the supervisors #nd 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 lérge agency gave evidence
of- clearly different attltudes in several areas is ]
evidence of the ex1stence of agency subcultures. The
social work profess1on with its heavy emphasis on
individual WOrker—cllent relationships, has seemed to
operate orn the assumptlon that what transpires in
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these relationships is entirely dependent opn the skill
of the professional staff. ‘In more recent years;
interest in organizatiem theories has made some inroads
into this way of thlnking. Evidenceé that workers inter-
act within an agency, producing views and attitudes
different from those they might have 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 thelr attitudes may differ in
Y any way from those of the' rest of the field. The
children and the adoptive parents experience the effect
of these differences. Thus, a child xay have one type
of experience if placed in one kind of, agency atmosphere
and a child with similer characteristics .may have'a
different experiénce in ancther. Some prospective' ‘
adoptive parents apply to an agency with a subculture
compatible with their,interests. Other adoptive
parents with similar attrlbutes may by chance apply
to oné 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.

None of these observations is meant to imply that
workers' attitudes are the sole determining factor in
agency practlce, but they are certainly an importe
feature in determining the implementation of poL&’Ees
and their effect on those to whom they apply.
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