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National Study of the-incidence and
Severity of Child Abuse anditeglect:
Executive Summary

'411111bramot.
a

INTRODUCTION
This report summarizes findings of the National Study
of the Incidence and Severity of Child Abuse and Ne-
glect. This study, commonly referred to as the National
Incidence Study, was supported by the National Center
on Child Abuse-and Neglect. The Child Abuse
Prevention and Treatment Act of 1974, (P. l.. 93-247)
directed tfie National Center to "make a complete and
full study and investigation of the national incidence of
child abuse and neglect... "(Section 2 (6)). Initial con-
ceptual work on the National Incidence Study began in
1975; the data was collected between May 1979 and
April 1980; and the study was completed in December
1980. The study was carried out by Westat, Inc. and
Development Associates, Inc., under Contract No'.
HEW-105,576-1137.

The study methodology involved the collection of data
on suspected incidents of child abuse and neglect occur-
ring in a sample of 26 U.S. counties located in 10 States.
The sample included urban, suliirban and rural counties
scattered across the nation from t6e East Cdastto the
West Coast. In each county, data were collected from the
local child proteCtive services agency for a 12-month
period (May 1979 -April '1980); in addition data were
collected from other community institutions (e.g.,
schools, hospitals, police, court) fora four-month
period diking the Fall and Winter of 1979-80. Compton
definitions of,chileabuse and child neglect were used for
data collection by the nearly 600 participating agencies
in the 26 counties. These definitions focused upon rela-

lively clear-cut and serious "mal treatment" situations
ones in which the child had experienced, during the
study period, clearly avoidable injury, illness, or emo-
norm)/ behavioral impairment as a foreseeable result of
purposive acts or,extreme inattention by a parent or
other in-Intmeadult caretaker. In addition to physical
-injury or emotionaLimpairment, the study definitions
included truancy (averaging more than five days per
month) and other child behavior problems (e.g., delin-
quency, prostitution, drug abuse), but only if the prob-.
lem were clearly debilitating and chronic and if the
pare,nts or other adult caretakers were made aware of the
problem and had made no effort to comet it. in brief,
these definitions required that a child suffer "demonstra-
ble"physigal or emotional harm in order to be counted as
abused or neglected.

The data collected from the sample counties were used
to project'national estimates of the incidence and sever-
ity of child abuse and neglect. These estimates are pre:
sented in this report. The components of each orate six
major forms of maltreatment are presented in Table I.

The National Incidence Study is a milestone in
research on child abuse and neglect. It is the first
national study of child abuse and neglect which has used
common and consistent definitions at all data'collection
sites. The findings of thisstudy will toe useful in a variety
of ways by program managers and planners in the field
of child abuse and neglect at local, State and Federal
levels.

3 1



Table 1. Forms of Maltreatment Encompased by the National Incidence Study

Rhyme/Abuse ,

1 Assa4lt with implement (e g knife, strap, cigarette)
2 Assaultwithout implement (e g , hit with fist, bite or means of

assault unknown

'Sexual Abuse
3 Intrusion (acts involving penile penetrationoral, anal or

genital, e g., rape, incest)
4 Molestation with genital contact
5 ether or unknown

1

Emotional Abuse
6 Verbal or emotional assault (e.g , threatening, belittling)
7 Close confinement (e g , tying, locking in closet)
8 Otheor unknown (e.g , at&empted physical or sexual as-

sault)

Physical Neglect
9 Abandonmknt

10 Other refusal of custody (e g expulsion, refusal to accept.
custody of runaway)

libysical Neglect (cont'd)
11 Refusal to allow or provide needed care for diagnosed ill-

ness, health condittn or impairment
12. Unwanted delay or failure to seek needed remedial health

care'
13 'Inadequiliphysical supervision
14 DisregaWf avoidable hazards in home (e g , exposed wir-

ing, broken glass)
15 Inadequate nutrition, clothing or hygiene
16 Other (e g , reckless disregard of child'isafety such as driv

ing while intoxicated)

Educational Neglect
17 Knowingly "permitted" chronic truancy
18 Other (e g , repeatedly kept child home, failed to enroll)

1
Emotional Neglect
19 Inadequate nurturance/affection (e g 181We-to-thrive)
20 Knowingly "permitted" maladaptive behavior (e g., delin-

quency, serious drug/alcohoLabuse)
21 Other (e g , refusal to allow needed remedial care for d fag-
,4 nosed emoal problem)

FINDINGS ,

Incidence of Child Maltreatment

Based on the data collected forthe National Incidence
Study, we projet that at least 42,000 children area
abused and/ or neglected annually in the U ted States
Stated in terms of an incidence rate. our estimate is that
10.5 children are abused and or neglected annually, for

~'"each 1000U S children under the ase of,18 years '
The projection means that had we implemented the

study's data collection procedures in all 3,000 U S.,
counties, approximately 652,000 ehildren meeting the
study's operational definitions of abuse and neglect
would have been identified. Of the "in-scope children,
(i e . projected number of children meeting the study's
definitions). 212.400 would have been known to the local
child protective services (CP$) agencies [See Level I in
Table 2 ] An additional 71,400-childreh(teyond those
known to CPS agencies) would have keen known to
"other investigating agencies "[See Level 2 in Table 2.]
An additional 368,100 children (beyond those known to
Level I'and Level 2 agendies) would have been" known to
professionals in "other study agencits."[See,Level 3 in
Table 2 j

As indicated in Table 2, th total number of Nn- scope"
children known to one or MON agencies included in
Levels I. 2 and 3 is 652.000 Beyond these children are
additional children-known to agencies not'included in

' incidence rate" is a term which uses the number of children with a
particular character counted in the study as the nurrictat or with the
number of children ah that characteristic found in the general child
population as the denominator. times 1000 For instt%,"frbused 15
17 year olds total numberof 15 17 year olds" limes 1

2

the study and or to privaie Ind' duals, but not known
to any agency included in Levels 2 or 3. [See Level 4 in
Table 24] Finally, some abused an or negletted chil-
dren are not recognized as such by a nyone. [See Level 5
in Table 2.] The study was not designed to collect data

TOW 2. Computation of the National Estimate of
"In-Scope" Children'

National Estimate of
Level of Recognition "In-Scope" Children,

Level 1 Children known to CPS agen- 212,400
cies

Level 2' Children known to "other in- 71,400
vestigating agencies" but not known,
to Level 1 agencies

Levek 3 Children known to 'ottier study 368,100
agencies," but not known to Level 1
or 2 agencies

.

Total Children Levels 1, 2 and 3 65-0-003

Level 4 Children known to "non-study No estimate'
agencies" and/or private individuals,
but not known to Level 1 or 2 or 3 '
agencies

Level 5 Children known to nO\one No estimate'

'These estimates are based on the 12-month period May .
1979-April 1980 (t e , the number of maltreated children based ,
on the'study's definitions) , 4

'For convenience, all estimates,have been rounded off tb the
nearest 100

Tor convenience, the total number has been rounded to the
nearest 1000

'The stud obtained no information from Levels 4'and 5
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Figure 1. Conceptual Prespatation of the Recilbnition of "In-scope" Maitreateii Children: An Iceberg

for Levels 4 and 5, buttheoretically at leastsome
unknown number of additional abused and neglected
children could be identified from these lot two levels.

The information contained in Table 2 is presented.
more graphically in Figure 1 in the form of an iceberg.
While we clo not know the precise size of the iceberg, welk
do know that a substantial number of "in-scope" mal-
treated children are fotind "below the surface;" i.e.,
many such children are not known to the local child
protective services agencies.

The National Center's estimate of 652,000 abused and '

neglected U.S. children is a bare minimum number. We nnually in the U.S.

believe actual incidence of child abuse and neglects
substantially higher than 652,000.2

2 Very likely, the actual number of children abused and neglected
annually in the U.S is at least 1,000,000, The basis for this statement is
as follows: The National Incidence Study found that, for the non-CPS
agencies included in the study (i.e , Level 2 and 3 agencies), only one-
fifth of the "in-scope"children reported to the study were also reported
to the local CPS agency If the Level 4 agencies and individuals had
been included in the study design, and they too reported to CPS only
One-fifth of the "in-scope"children known to them, then the overall
estimate would be that 1,000,000 children are abused and neglected

5
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Figure 2. National Incidence Rates and Incidence Numbers by Major Form,of Child MaltreatMent

Total, all
Abused Children 2

Physical

Assault
er

Sexual
Exploitation

Emotional
Abuse

Total, all
Neglected
Children 2

`Physical
Neglect

Eucational
Neglect

Er4tional
Neglect

1

(351,100)

(207,600)

(44,700) 0.7

(138,400) 2.2

3.4

(329,000)

. (108,000) 1.7

(181,500).

0

(59,400) 1.0

2.9

45.3

5.7

0 2 3 S 4 5

Estimated Number of Recognized "In-scope" Chrldrenper 1,000 U S Children

" .
i The estimated numberof c'hildren in each cat is presented in parentheses ,

.

2 The total is less than the sum of these subcat ones because some children expenenced more than one form of maltreatment.

6

The study's Estimate is a bare minimum for four major
reasons:

The study's definitions are iftentiorhally very strict
as the-inteht of thostudy was to count only children
who definitely-(or most likely) suffered demOnstrable
harm due to child abuse and neglect. Thus, children
brought to the attentiorr of the study, about whom a
reasonable doubt existed regarding whether*rm
occurred, or tegarding,thscause of the harm, were not

7

counted. It is likely, however, that some of the chil-
dren excluded from the study becauseof such doubts
had been abused or neglected.
No information from Level 4 sources (e.g., private
schools, daycare centers, medical clinics, and private
individuals) was collected during the study, No doubt,
additional "in-scope"children would have been re-
ported to the study had we gone'to such other sources.
The extent of "real" partiCipation in the study by some
of the Level 2 and Level 3 agencies involved in the

r



data collection varied enormously. For instance, at
one extreme, several "participating" agencies in, large
urban and suburban counties identified no suspected
childreigo the study, while, in contrast, many smaller
agencies identified 20 to 50 children each. It is highly
likely that the wide variation is not explained sokly by
differences in the number of maltreated children
encountered by the different agencies. Rather, a sub-
stantial part of the variation is likely explained by
differences in the agencies' interest in, and enthusiasm
for, this entirely voluntarystudy. Had a high level of
participation been attained in all stul agencies,,it is
ver( probable that additional "in-scd'pe" children
would have been reported to t study.
Only children on reports of c d abuse and neglect
that were substantiated by a agency were defined
as "in- scope" for purposes this study. That is, the
study did not examine unsubstantiated cases to det-
mine whether or not they were "in-scope." (Progiim-
matically, in many cases, the study could not examine
such cases, because of lack of available information.)
Therefore, it is likely that some of these unsubstan-
tiated incidents were not included because of insuffi-
cieritevidence or inability to investigate, but should
have been.

Although 652,000 is a conservative estimate of that total
number of U.S childremaltreated annually, we have
chosen to use it as the b&seline figure for the analyses to

' be presented in the remainder of this report

Forms of Maltreatment -,

The 'study gathered information on 21 individual fangs
of child maltreatment. For purposes of analysis, these
were aggregated into six major forms. The number of
children harmed by each of these six major forms of
maltreatment is presented in Figure 2, along with the
incidence rate for each form. The key findings are:

The number of abused children and the number of
neglected children are approximately the same.

sPhysical assault is the most common fbrm of abite
more than half of the abused children were physically
`assaulted.
Educational neglect is the most common form of
neglectmore than half of the neglected children were
educationally neglected.

1/f he finding that abuse and neglect are equally common
runs counter to the general impressions and the experi-
ence of some CPS agencies. However, had we not used
very strict definitions which required demonstrable harm
to a child, considerably more neglect thari abuse might
have been found.

Severity of Afattreebnent

The severity of each "in-scope" child's maltreatment
related to injury or impairment was evaluated using the

information provided to the study, in a narrative de-
scription (part of the stludy's datcollection instru-
ments), by a profe'ssional in a Level 1, 2 or 3 agencyThe
number of children in each of the four severity cate-
goriesis presented in Figure 3, along with the national
incidence rate for each category. "Serious" means severe'
enough to require professional care. "Moderate" means
injuries or impairments which remain observable for at
least 48 hours. "Probable" means tliat it is highly likely
that the/child's physical, mental or emotional health'er
capabilities were significantly impaired as a result of the
extreme nature of the maltreatment. The key finding
with respect to Severity is:

At least 84% of the 652,000 "in- scope" children (i.e.,
all except the"probable" cases) were moderately ort
fore severely injured or inivired.3,4

Based on thedata collected in the study, it is estimated
that roughly I,000 children die each year as a result of a
child maltrea ment- related injury`nr impairment This
estimate for fatalities must be tentative, since it is based
on a very small number of actual deaths in the 26 sample
counties whefe datXwere collected.5

a
Age and Sex of !Maltreated Children

The study's estimates of the age distribution of the "in-
scope" children are presented in Figure 4. The key find-
ings with respect to age are:

Substantial numbers of children of all ages are -
'abused/ neglected.
The maltreatment incidence rata for adolescents is
more than twice the rate for preschool children.6
The maltreatment rate for elementary school age
children is nearly twice the rate for preschool chil-
dren.6

Ages of maltreated children were examined in relation to
the severity ofthe injury/impairment. Table 3 shows the
percentage distribution of children by age in the general
population, by the "in-scope" group and by. the severity
of impairment. The key findings are;

Preschool children, ages 0-5 pars, are A% of the
general child population and 17% of the "in-scope;
group, but sustain a dispropOetionately high 74% of

The -pro ba ble " category should not be interpreted a:Including
cases leu senous than those in the "moderate " category. For if suffi-
cient infonruon had been available tosuess t41"progiabk"caser,
many would be clauffied as "senous," while all oralmost 411 of the
remainder would be classified as "moderate."

It must be remembered that the study included onli situations
which resulted in demonstrableharm by defirution.

Eviisience from other sources would lead veto believe that the
estimate of 1,000 abuse and neglect related deaths annually is low.

!The study methodology may have skrwed the age distribution, since
many of the community professionals tend to "we" older children,
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Figure 3. National Incidence Rates and Incidence Numbers by Severity of Maltreatment-related
, .

Injury or Impairment 1

Seventy of Child's
Injury/Impairrne4

Fatal

Serious

'Moderate

44,

Probable

1(1,000) 0.02

I

(137,400) 2.2

(411,600)

(102,000)
4

,
2

6.6

3 , 4 5 6

Estimated Number of Recognized "In-scope" Children per 1,000 U S Children

The estimated number Of cbtldren in each category.ts presented in parentheses

Children ages 6-14 years aye 52% of the general child
population and 57% of the "in-scope" group, but
sust,in a disproportionately low, 3% of the fatalities.
Older adolescents, 15-17 years, represent 19% of the
general child population are slightly overrepresented
in the "in- scope" group and in all levels of 'Rios/
impairment.,

The study's estimates of the sex distribution of the "In-
scope" children are presented in Figure 5. The key find-
ing,is

Theincidence rates for males and for females are
virtually Identical when all forms of maltreatment are
considered.

However, the set of charts in Fi reveals important
age and sex differe,nces when to type of maltreat-
ment. The key findings are:

In general, the incidence rate for maltreatment in-
. creases with age. However. there are two exceptions:

(I) The incidence rate for physical abuse of males de-
creases with age, above the 3-5 year agelpoup,and

(2) The incidence rate for physical neglect of both
males and females is relatively constant and simi-
lar for age groups over 0-2 years.

Adolescent females, ages 12-17 years, are more likely

K

7 8

to experience all forms of abuse compared to their
male counterparts.
Adolescent males, ages 12-17 years, are more likely to
experience educational and emotional neglect than are
adolescent females, but they are slightly less likely to
experience physical neglect than are adolescent ft-
males.
The incidence rate for sexual abuse is highest among
dolescent females (aged 12-17), but half the female

victims of sexual abuse are younger (aged 0-11).

Teel, 3. Percentage Distribution of Children by
AgeGeneral Population, "In-Scope," and Severity
of Injury/Impairment

Age

Percent
General,

Population
"In-Scope

Severity of Injury/impairment
_

Percent
Fatal

Percent
Serro

Percent
Moderate

Percent
Probable

d - 2 13 8 49 18 5 10

f3%, 5 15 9 25 7 9 13

8 8 18 17 2 17 18 15

9- 11 17 19 0 19 18 20

12-14 19 21 1 14 23 20

15-17 19 16 23 27 27 22

Total Sr 100 100 100 100 100

'Numbers have been rounded

s

b



Figure 4.' National Incidence Rates and Incidence Numbers' by Agd of Maltreated Children 2

Kge.Of Chdd.,

0-2

3-5

6-8

9-11

rri 12-14

16-17

3

(52.2001

(58,700)

6.3

6.3

(110,800)

(123,900)

(136,900)

11.3

11.4

1

(169,500) t4.2°

0 8 12 16

Estimated Number of Raspgnized "In-scope" Children per 1,000 U S Children in Age Category

r i. '
The estmaited number of children in each category is presented in parentheses

2Age of chilli_ was reported on 99% of the "in-scope" children The age distribution of9iFe missing 1% was assumed to be identical

aio that of the reported 99% ,

Figure 5. National incidence Rate and Incidence Numbers' by Sex of Maltreated Children 2

Sex of
Child

Male (339,000)

(313,000)

10

10.4

It I ,..-J I I I

0 2 4 6 8. 10

Estimated Number of °cognized "in- scope" Childvin per 1,000 U S Children in Sex Category

The estimated number of children in each category is presented in parentheses '
2 Sex of child was reported on 99% of the "in-scope" childrea. The sex composition of the missing 1% was assumed to be

identical to that of the reported 99%.
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Figure 6. Nafion'al lncide e Rate% for Major Forms Of Maltreatment by Age and Sex of Malt'reated Children
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Income, Race and GeOiraphic Setting of
Mattreated,Children

Among other information gathered from the profession-
als involved in the studywe asked for an estimate of the
annual income of the maltreated child's family. For 19%
of the "in ope" children, no estimate was made (i.e., the
professio !reporting on the child did not make such an
.ehimate). For the remaining'81%, where this informs, //
tion was available, the basis for making the estimate is
not knownbut may include scythe subjectiVe elements
(e.g., Child's clothing, child's race, parent's facility with
the English language). In brief, the manner in which
family incomeinformation was collected makes these

_flata less reliable than the other demographic informa-
tion collected on trle maltreated children. In spite of such
'reservations regarding the data quality, the findings on
family income are dramatic enough that it is unlikely
that they can be explained solely in terms of deficiencies
in the data. .

The study's estimates of-the family income of the
maltreated children are prese2ted in Figure 7. The
keyfindings are: . .

Maltreated children can be foulid in all income
groups.
Children from low income families are much
inorelikely to suffer mattreitment than are chil-
dren from high income families Thfs finding
would tend to corrobprate'the hypothesis that
various environmental and family stresses assoes
ciated with low-income contributes to the mal-
treatment of children.

The study's estimates of the racial composition of
- the "in-scope" children are presented in Figure

The key finding is:-

The incidence rates for blacks and for whites are
almost identical.'

In the United States, race and income are related.
Therefore, we examined the association between
race and family income of the maltreated children
and forms ofmaltreatment. A set of chartp-describ-
ing these selationships is presented in Figure 9'. The
key findings are:

Fot middle qnd upper income families (i.e., fami-
lies with estimated annual incomes of S15,000 or
more), incidence rates for white children are
virally identical to ose for nonwhite children.

si
nicto

.

fries other riml categories were identified in the
tilt. Ircoprojections could be drawn about other eth-

5

(This is true for each major form of maltreat-
ment.)

For lower income families (i.e., faniilies,4with
incomes less than S15,000), incidence rates for
white children are substantially, higher than those
for nAwhite children. (This is true for each major
form of maltreatment, with the exceptionof edu-
cational neglect.)
For each major form of maltreatment, incidence
rates for white children are much higher in lo,wer
income families than in higher income families.
For nonwhite children, neglect incidence rates
are much higher in lower Income families than in
higher income families. In contrast, abuse inci-
dence rates are dose to Constant, at a relatively
low level, acr 'bs income levels for nonwhite
cjtildren

The study's estimates of the incidence of child
maltreatment in different county types are pre-

' sented in Figure 10 The k4 fi ing

No geographic setting is of child abuse and
neglect. In fact, the incidence rates are similar for
urban, suburban and rural communities.

Although the overall incidence rates varied little bycounty
type, the distribution of the major forms'of maltreatment
did vary. The most significant variations are:

The incidence rate for sexual abuse is higher in rural,/
counties thait elsewhere.
The incidence rate for educotional neglect is,,highey in-

. urban counties than elsewhere.
Theipcide.nce rate IA emotional neglect is higher in
tbtA%an counties than elsewhere, .

1
Recognition end Reporting Al Maltreated Children

As indicated in the introduction to this report, data on-
maltreated children were obtained from local child
protective services (CPS) agencies hs well as from a
variety of other community sources (referred to In this
report as "non-VS'agencietr).N Based on the data col-
tected in the 26 kaple counties, we have estimated a
national annual total of 652,000 "in-scope" child ren. The
source of reports on these children is presented in Figure
I I. The key findings regarding source of reports are as
follows:

Reports made froM participating non-CPS agenctes
(Level 2 and 3) to CPS agencies accounted for 56% of

'See Table 2.

11
9
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Figure 71. National Incidence Rates and Incidence Numbers' by Estiniated Annual Family Income
of Maltreat* Children 2 .

-

e--,

Estimated Family
Income of Child

Less than
$7,000

$7,000- ,

$14,999

. $15,000- .

$24,999
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More''fframi.I
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7

A (278,700)

(252,700) 14.6,

(83,100)

I
(37,500) 2.7

3.9

4

27.0.

0 5 10 . 15

Estimated Number of Recognized "In-scope" Children per 1,000 U S Children in In"come Category

20 25'

,The estimated number of children in each category is presented in parentheses. ,

2 Estimated annual family income of child was reported on 81,3% of the "tn-scope" children The fatuity income composition of the
m4ing '1g% was assumed td be identical to that of the ref:forted 81% .

Figure8.*-Nahonal Incidence Rates and Incidence
Numbers, by Race 2 of MaltreatedGhildren 3

Race of
Child

.131ack

Is

10.5

11.5

5 10'

Estimated Number of Recognized "1n-scope" Children
per 1,000,U S. Children,in Racial Category

15

The estimated number of childrert in each category is presented
in parentheses

2Ct;ildren'of races other than blacILwhite are not presented
here, as insufficient information was available on these "other"
rC.3
N. Race of child was reported on 99% of the "in-c" children

mThe racial composition of the ailing 1% was a to be
indentical to that of-the ieported 99%,

10

C.

30

all "in-ss)pe" children reported to CPS agencies
(118,700/ 212,400). .

Participating non-CPS agencies (Level 2 and 3) re-
ported only 21% of the recognized "in-scope" children

k

to Level I, CPS agencies (118,790/ 558,200). Thus, the
majority of children who werejicognized by persons
in a variety of community agencies as maltreated,
were irt.known to the local CPS agencies.

The 558,200 "in-scopestiidslren reported to the study
either directly or via CPSby non-CPS agencies were
not evenly distributed atnong agency types. The distribu-
tion is preientea in Figure 12. The key findings are:

Public schools are the source of 65% (i.e.; 363,400/
558,200) of the "in-scope" children reported by non-
CPS agencies. 4i
The schools are, in felt the source of more than half
(i.e., 363,400(652,000, which is 56%) of all the reports
on "in-scope"4Widren made to the study from all
sources.
Each other nonrCPS agency"type is the source of less,
than 10% of the "in- scope " children reported by non-
CPS agencies.

A.

1 2
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Figure Q. onal Incidence Rates for Major ForMi of Maftreatalent by Race and Estimated Annual Family

Income (A-Maltreated Children
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Figure. 10. Nairsal Irence Rates and Incidence
Numbers' by Residence ie., County
Type 2) of Maltreated Chitaren 3

County Type
of Child

Urban.i

Suburban

Rural

(297.600)

(134,800) 8.8

.(219,600)

10.9

11.4

45 10

Estimated Number of Recognized "In-scope" Children
per 1.000 U S Children in County Type Category

Not all recognized "in-scope" children necessarily have
equal probabilities of being reported toCPS. A key finding
in this regard is:

Neither the child's race nor his/her family's income is
related to the probability that his/ her "in-sc "
maltreatment, once recognized, will be repo d to
CPS.

In contrast, the child's age makes an important differ-.
ence, as indicated in Figure 14. The key findings are:

'0 Preschool children, are much more likely, once recog-
nized as "in-scope," tobe repined to CPS. Sixty-one
percent of recognized preschool children (aged 0-5)
are reported. By contrast, only 30% of elementary
school age children (aged 6-11) and 24% of adoles-
cents (aged 127-17) recognized "in-scope" children are
reported to CPS agencies.
The actual number of "in-scope" children repOrted to
CPS, however, is nearly constant from one age cate-
gory to the next.

b

15

'4
' The estimated number of children in each category is presented

in parentheses ,
2 U S Census definitions for county, ypes are used "Urban"

counties are those located within a Standard MetropOlitan
Statistical Area (SMSA) which contains a central \city "Suburban"
counties are located within an SMSA but do not 'ontain a central
city "Rural" counties are not located inside an SMSA

3County type was reported on 100% of the "in-scopechildren

As indicated above, only 21% of the "in-scope" children
recognized by non-CPS agencies and reported to the
study were also reported to the local CPS agency. The
proportion reported to CPS varied considerably across
agency types. This information is presented in Figure 13.
The keyfinglinp are:

Public schools reported to CPS only 13% of the "in-
scope" children which they recogniied and reporte,cito
the study.
Public schools reported to CPS more than twice as
many "in-scope" children as were reported by any

'other agency type.

Hospitals reported to t PS a higher proportion of the
recognized "in-scope" children than any other agelicy
typebut even they reported'Only 56% of recognized
cases.

The data presented in Figures 12 and 13 indicate that
public schools are crucial sources of information to CPS
agencies regarding maltreated children. In addition, the
schools clearly have the potential to report many more
such children to CPS.

12

The severity of the child's injury or impairmenealso is
related to the probability that the ihaltreated will be
reported to CPS. [See Figure 15] The key findings are :

Almost all (i.e., 87%) recognized "in-scope" fatalities
are reported to CPS.
Among the seriously inju rid/ impaired recognized 'tin-
scope" children, less than dne-fourth are reported to
CPS,9
Even among the moderately injured/ impaired recog-
nized "in-scope" children, less than One-third are
reported to CPS."

Based onjhe data collected in the 26 sample counties, an
estimate was made of the-annual number of children .

reported to all CPS agencies nationwide. This estimate is
presented in Figure 16, The ksy findings are:

Nationally, 1,101,500 children are reported to CPS
'agencies annually as suspected victims of child mal-
treatment.
Of those children reported, 43% (i.e., 470,500) are ,
substantiated by the CPS agencies as victims.
Of the children substantiated, 45% (i.e., 212,400) are
"in-scope" in terms of the study's definitions.o

2

These figures indicate that those children.nor reported are a
ously inured/ impaired as those reported. The unreported ca
therefore, not trivial.

telt is neither surpnifing nor disconcerting that more t an half of the
substantiated CPS cases do not meet the study's ngorous definitions
which require demonstrabk harm in order to count a child as "in-
scope." Many children not meeting the study definitions, such as chit-.
dren who have not yet been Named. but who are judged to be at risk,"
of harm, are very appropriately served by CPS agencies.

\
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Figure I1. Sources of Reports of "In-scope" Children to the Study

1

Number of In-Scope Chi Idr
Reported from Non-CPS
to either CPS and/or the Study
(439,500 + (118,700 = 558,200)

Number of In-Scope Children
Reported to the Study by Non-
CPS -Agencies,But Not .Reported
To CPS

Number of In-Scope dinldren
Reported to the Study by CPS
Agencies Only

RIP

Number of In-Scope Children
Reported to CPS* Study Non.
CPS Agencies

Number of In-Scope Children
Reported to the Study from
CPS Agencies
(118,700 + 93,700 = 212,400)

Grant Total at the Two Circles is the Unduplicated Number of Children Reported to the Study by All Sources
.

439,500 + 118,700 + 93,700 = 652,000 e

As noted previously in this report, for convenience we have rounded off-652,000the estimated number of "in-scope" children

o

CONCLUSIONS

The National Incidence Study is a benchmark in the
examination of the scope of chilmaltreatment in the
United States. It certainly does not provide all the an-
swers to all the questions regarding this serious problem.
The study does, however, mark a major step forward in
our understanding of magnitude and distributions of
child abuse and neglect. Some of the major conclusions
we draw from the study are:

Child abuse and neglect in the U.S. is a problem of
major proportions.

Even using a very conservative methodology; the study
`estimates that at least 652,000 children are demonstrably
harmed bY child maltrea nt annually. It is very likely
that the actual figure is ,000,000 or more.

/5



0
ir Ap

.

Figizre 12. Estimated Arpual Nuenber of Recognized "In-scope" Childrediteported to the Study'
(-4- by'Source of Information k by Non-CPS Agencies
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Estimated Number of "In-scope" Children per 1,000 Reported to the Study

The children counted as "reported to the stu ' include (a)
thildrerireported directly to the study,, but not to local child
lcotdctii;d4serviCes (CP/ agency, (b) children not reported directly
to the study, but teported to CPSand thus indirectly reported to
theltudy, and (c) children reported to the study both directly and
indirectly (via CPS)

- 'Only one-fifth of the children recognized as mal-
tredted byprofessionals id community institutions
(e.g.,sctools,hospitals)are officially reported to local
CPS agencies.

This finding raises some very troubling questions. The
first series of qutstions revolve around the issue of why
only one -fifth, or less, of recognized children are
officially reported. Are professionals unaware of the
stateawvhich require them to report? Are

14

.
2 The study counting procedures were designed to avoid double-

counting As a result, some of the estimated numbers presented
here are very probably low. ForNnstance, any recognized "in.
scope" child reported to the study by a hospital and (a) a court or
corrections agency Qf (b) a police /sheriff /coroner or (c) a public
health agency was not counted as a report from a hospital.

professionals "afraid" to "get involved"? Are they
unwilling to "make the effort!' necessity to cooperate
with an official investigation? Are theylissimistic, based
on either "bitter experience" ojfalse assumptions, that
an official report will result in any significant help for the
child or`the family?

A second group of questions'leaps ahead several years
to focus.on "what if." That is, what if we are able to
discover why the reporting rate is so low among commu-
nity professionals and we can devise strategies to in-
crease significantly the reporting rate? If, for instance,

16
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figure 13'. Proportion of Annual Number of Recognized "In-scope" Children Reported to
---- . Source of Infernation I

I

Source of
Irtformabon

i,

Total, all -
Sources 3
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Number of "In-scope" Children Recognized and Reported to Study, Proportion Reported to CPS AgenCy

I The estimated number of children in each category
t
is presented

in parentheses.
Mlle study counting procedures were designed to avoid double-

counting As a result, some of the estimated numbers presented
here are very probably low. For instance, any recognized "in-
scope" child reported to CPS agency by a public school and (a) a
court or corrections agency or (b) a policeishenff/coroner or (c) a

..

.

1

public health agency or (d) a hospital was not counted as a report
from a school Even though some of the numbers may be
somewhat low, there is no reason to,believe that any of the,
proportions presented in this figure are low

3 Reports to CPS from "non- study" agencies and private
individuals are not included in this total.
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Figure 14. Proportion of Annual Number of Recognized "In-scope" Children Reported to CPS Agency by-Age
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Figure 15. Proportion of Annual Number of Recognized "In-scope" Children Reported to CPS Agency, by
Severity of Injdhi/Impairment 1
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The estrated number of children in each category is presented in parentheses.



Figure 16. "In-scope" Children Reported to and Substantiated_by CPS Agencies 1

Children reported to CPS agencies
as suspected victims of child
maltreatment

' All numbers are estimated annual totals

4

Children substantiated by
CPS agencies as victims
(43% of those reported)

A "In-seope" children who wdre reported to and
suestantiated by CPS agencies as victims (45%
of those substantiated, 19% of t se reported)

professionals reported to CPS three-fifths rather than
only one-fifth of the children recognized as maltreated,
CPS caseloads of substantiated cases would increase by
50%. How would local CPS agencies, already overbur-
dened, be able to cope with such a dramatic increase in
the number of children and families to serve? Would
resources be increased or would current resources have
to be spread more thinly to cover these additional
clients?

4
* U.S. 6001121121T PRINTING orrice : 1$2 0 - 355 -645

No category of U.S. children is "immune' from child
maltreatment.

The study discovered some provocative /iffersnces
among various categories of maltreated children, but
these differences do not mask the fact that children of
both sexes, of all ages, of all races, of all incomes, and
from all geographic settings are harmed by child abuse
and neglect.
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