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National Study of the Incidence and - -
Severity of Child Abuse andNéglect: |
Executive Summary . - . |

-
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INTRODUCTION

This report summarizes findings of the National Study tively clear-cut and serious “maltreatment” situations—
of the Incidence and Seventy of Child Abuse and Ne- ones in which the child had experienced, during the
glect. This study, commonly referred to as the National study period, clearly avoidable injury, illness, or emo-
Incidence Study, was supported by the National Cénter tional/ behavioral impairment as a foreseeable result of
on Child Abusc-and Neglect. The Child Abuse purposive acts or extreme inattention by a parent or
Prevention and Treatment Act of 1974, (P.L. 93-247) other in-hgmeadult caretaker. In addition to physical
diregted the National Center to “make a complete and .. -injury or emotionakimpairment, the study definitions
full study and investigation of the national incidence of ' included truancy (averaging more than five days per
child abuse and neglect. . . "(Section 2 (6)). Initialcon-  « month) and other child behavior problems (e.g., delin-
- ceptual work on the National Incidence Study began in quency, prostitution, drug abuse), but only if the prob-.

1975; the data was collected between May 1979 and lem were clearly debilitating and chronic and if the

April 1980; and the study was completed in December parepts or other adult caretakers were made aware of the

1980. The study was carried out by Westat, Inc. and problem and had made no effort to correct it. In brief,

Development Associates, Inc., under Contract No. these definitions required that a child suffer “demonstra-

HEW-105;76-1137. ble” physical or emotional harm in order to be counted as
The study methodology involved the collection of data  abused or neglected.

on suspected incidents of child abuse and neglect occur- The data collected from the sample counties were used

ring in a sample of 26 U.S. counties located in 10 States. to projectnational estimates of the incidence and sever-
The sample included urban, sulj:rban and rural counties ity of child abuse and neglect. These estimates are pre-
scattered across the nation from the East Cdastto the sented in this report. The components of each of the six

West Coast. In each county, data were collected from the major forms of maltreatméntare presented in Table 1.
local child protettive services agoncy for a 12-month The National Incidence Study is a milestone in

period (May 1979-April.1980); in addition, data were research on child abuse and neglect. It is the first
collected from other community institutions (¢.g., national study of child abuse arid neglect which has used
schools, hospitals, police, courts) for,a four-month * common and consistent definitions at all data collection

period during the Fall and Winter of 1979-80. Comrhon sites. The findings of thisstudy will be useful in a variety
definitions of child®abuse and child neglect were used for  of ways by program managers and planners in the field
data collectiop by the nearly 600 participating agencies ~  of child abuse and neglect at local, State and Federal

in the 216 courities. These definitions focused upon rela- levels.
¢ . ‘.
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Table 1. Forms of Maltreatment Encompased by the National Incidence Study

Physica/ Abus’e . ¢ -
1 Assayltwith implement (e g . knife, strap, cigaretie)
2 Assauitwithout implement (e g , hit with fist, bite or means of
assauit unknown .

v -

SoxualAbuso
3 Intrusion (acts involving pemle penetration—oral, anal or
genital, e g., rape, incest)
- 4 Molestation with genital contact [
5 OQther or unknown

S .
Emotional Abuse | - ) -

" 6 Verbal or emotional assault (e.g , threatening, belitting)

7 Ciose confinement (e g , tying, locking in closet)
8 Othesorunknown (e.g , attempted physrcat or sexuat as-
sauit)

Physical Neglact . (
9 Abandonm}
10 Other refusa of custody (e g , expuision, refusal to accept.
custody of runaway)

‘ Emotional Neglect

Rhysical Neglect (cont'd) '

11 Refusal to allow or provide needed care for diagnosed ill-
ness, heaith condm’n or impairment

12. Unwnted delay orfar!ura to seek needed remedial health

13 Inadequ hysrcal supervisron '

14 Disregar®¥of avoidable hazards in home (e g , exposed wir-
1ng, broken glass) -

15 Inadequate nutntion, clothing or hygene

46 Other (e g . reckless disregard of chitd's safety such as drive
ing while intoxicated)

.

Ve

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

)

%

19 Inadequate nurturance/affection (eg . failure-to-thrive)

20 Knowingly "permitted” maladaptive behavior (e g., dehin-
quency, serious drug/aicoholabuss)

21 Other (e g, refusal to allow needed remedial care fordiag-

¢* nosed emolgmal problem)

1 g

FINDINGS ,

P - ¥
Incidence of Child Maltreatment

Based on the data collected fqr the National Incidence
Study. we prOJea that at least 652,000 children are ,
abused and| or néglected annually in the Uiited S thtes
Stated in terms of an incidence rate. our estimate is that
10.5 children are abused and " or neglected annually, for
each 1000 U S children under the age of[18 years '

The projection means that had we implemented the
study’s data collection proceduresinall 3,000 U S..
counties, approximately 652,000 children meeting the
study's operational definitions of abuse and neglect
would have been identified. Of the “in-scope’” children,
(1 e . projected number of children meeting the study’s
definitions). 212,400 would have been known to the local
child protective services (CPS) agencies [See Level | 1n
Table 2 ] An additional 71 .400-children (beyond those ~
known to CPS agencies) would have been known to
“other investigating agericies "[See Level 2 in Table 2.]
An additional 368,100 children (beyond those known to
Level I'and Level 2 agencres) would have been known to
professionals in “other study agencies. "[See.Level 3.un
Table 2] .

Asindicated in Table 2, the.total number of\n scope"

children known to one or morg agencies included 1n °
Levels 1,2and 315 652 000 Beyond these chlldren are
additional chrldrenknown to agencres not included in

i

"“Incidence rate”1s a term which uses the number of children with a
particular character: countcd in the study as the numerator with the
number of children WRh that chagacteristic found 1n the general child
population as the denominator. times 1000 For msu%_;ﬁbuscd 15
17 year olds total numberof 15 17 year olds” times |

;ﬂ

.
2 :
.

.

to any agency included in Levels \. 2 or 3. [See Level 4 in
Table 2] Fmally some abused andv or negletted chil-
dren are not recognized as such byanyone.[See Level 5
in Table 2.] The study was not dqsrgned to collect data

the study and, or to privafe mdr\ﬁ:lals. but not known

Tqble 2. Computation of the National Estrmate of
“In-Scope” Children’ -

o A3

National Estimate of

Level of Recognition “In-Scope" Children?

.

Level 1 Childrenknown to CPS agen- 212,400
cies
Level 2 Children knowrrto “other in- 71,400
vestigating agencies” but not known, o
»
to Level 1agencies ‘ N .
Levek3 Children known to “other study 368.100

agencies,” but notknown to Level 1
or 2agencies

' “
Total Children Levels 1, 2and 3 65;‘006'

Level 4 Children known to "non-study No estimate*
agencies” and/or private individuals,
but not knownto Level 1or 20r 3

+
agencies . ..
v

Level 5 Chidren known to nG'one No estimate*

T T T 1
i}

'These estimates are based on the 12-month peniod May . ¢
1‘979Apm 1980 (1 e . the number of maitreated children based .
on the study's definitions) ¢

<For convemence all esimates,h ave been rounded off to the
nearest 100 ° 2T

For convemence the total number has been rounded to the
nedrest T000

“The studx obtained no information from Leveis 4and 5

4

.
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Figure 1. Conceptual Presgatation of the Rec@lynition of Inscope Maltreatefl Children: An Iceberg

Level 1
Known to CPS

for Levels 4 and 5, but—theoretically at least—some

. unknown number of additional abused and neglected
children could be identified from these last two levels.

The information contained in Table 2 is presented.

more graphically in Figure | in the form of an iceberg.
While we do not know the precise size of-the iceberg, wey,
do ¥now that a substantial number of “in-scope”™ mai-
treated children are found “below the surface;”i.c.,
many such children are not known to the local child
protective services agencies.

. - The National Center’s estimate of 652,000 abused and *

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

‘

-~

2Very likely, the actual number of children abused and neglected
annually in the U.S 18 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 (1.c , 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
Sne-fifth of the “in-scope”children known to them, then the overall
estimate would be that 1,000,000 children are abused and neglected

neglected U.S. children is a bare minimum number. We  gonnuallyinthe US.
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Figure 2. National Incidence Rates and Incidence Numbers by Major Form,of Child Maltreatment !

.

- “ G ‘ O
Total, all . R ¢
Abused Children 2 (351.100) - 57
- “QF
Physcal .
Assault . (207.600; 3.4
& . - ‘ 4 .
Sexual v RS .
Exploitatidon 1 (44'_7 00) | 07 ! (
Emotional ) ‘
Abuse (138,400) 2.2
]
]
. .. L . .
* Total, all ’ v -
Neglected (329,000) £3
Chiidren 2 '
= - v
)
‘Physical
Neglect . (108000 _ 17
Eéucanonal o
Neglect (181,500) 1 29
- ]
. r% v N L ) -
Emotional . . 2
Neglect . (59,400) 1.0
. )
!
.- 0 1 2 3 ® . 4 5 6 7
. . ~ -
Estimated Number of Recdgnized “In-scope” Children’per 1,000 US Children
R N [ | a [, R P
}The estimated number-of Chiidren in each cat 1s presented in parentheses N ,

2The total s less than the sum of these subcat@gones because some children expenenced more than one form of maitreatment.

’ ~

The study’s ¢stimate is a bare mini;pum for four major

reasons:
é

_— .

¢ The study’s definitions are iptentionally very strict—

as the-intent of the study was to count only children

who definitely.(or most likely) suffered demonstrable

harm due to child abuse and neglect. Thus, children

brought to the attgntiorr of the study, about wifom a

reasonable doubt existed regarding whether #irm

¥
- -

4 Y

occurred, or fegarding the cause of the harm, were not

counted. It is likely, however, that some of the chil-
dren excluded from the study because™of such d oubts
had been abused or neglected. ,

¢ Noinformation from Level 4 sources (e.g., private
schools, day care 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

n
O




data collection varied enormously. For instance, at
one extreme, several “participating” agencies in.large
urban and suburban counties identified no suspected
children jo the study, while, in contrast, many smaller
agencies identified 20 to 50 children each. It is highly
likely that the wide variation is notexplained solely by
differences in the number of maltredted children
encountered by the different agencies. Rather, a sub-
stantial part of the variation is likely explained by
differences 1n the agencies’ interest in, and enthusiasm
for, this entirely voluntary'study. Had a high level of
participation been attained in all stua( agencies,.it is
veryprobable that additional “in-scdpe " children

would have been reported to the study.
e Only children on reports of chftd abuse and neglect
that were substantiated by a agency were defiped

as “in-scope” for purposes of this study. That is, the
study did not examine unsubstantiated cases to detet-
mine whether or not they were “in-scope.” (Program-

information provided to the study, in a narrative de-
scription (part of the study’s data collection instru-
ments), bya professional in a Level 1,2 or 3 agency The
number of children in gach 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 that it is highly likely
that the/child’s physical, mental or emotional healthor
capabilities were significantly impaired asa résult of the
extreme nature of the maltreatment. The key ﬁndmg
with respect 1o Severity is: '

® Atleast 84% of the 652,000 “in-scépe” children(i.e.,
all éxcept the “probable” cases) were moderately or‘
\nore severely injured or n”alred 34

»

Based on the“data collected in the study, it is estimated *
that roughly §000 children die each year asa result of a

matically, in many cases, the study could not examine - child maltrealment-related injury'or |mpa|rment This

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-
cient evidence or inability to investigate, but should
have been.

Although 652,000 15 a conservative estimate of thg total
number of U.S childrey maltreated annyally, we have
chosen to use 1t as the baseline figure for the analyses to
be presented 1n the remainder of this report :

Forms of Maltreatment +

The study gathered informatién on 21 individual fotms
of child maltreatment. For purposes of analysis, these
were aggregated into six major forms. The number of
children harmed by each of these s1x 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.

® Physical assault is the most common form of ab
more than half of the abused children were physically
assaulted.

o .Educational neglect 1s the most common form of
neglect— more than half of the neglected children were
educationally neglected. ! .

.l'he finding that abuse and néglect are equally common
runs counter to the general impressions and the experi-
ence of some CPS agencn’s However, had we not used
very strict definitions which required demonstrable harm
to a child, considerably more neglect than abyse might
have been found.

Severity of Maltrestment

The severity of each “in-scope” child's maltreatment
related to 1njury or impairment was evaluated using the

. -
.

Q .

estimate for fatalities must be tentative, since it is based

* on a very small number of actual deaths 1n the 26 sample

counties where dat were collected .S -

.

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 rate for adolescents 16
more than twice the rate for preschool children.6

o The maltreatment rate for elementary schoolage

childrenis nearly twice the rate for preschool chil- ..

dren.$

Ages of maltreated children were éxamined in refationto

the seve nty of the injury fimpairment. Table 3 shows the
percemage distribution of children by age in the general
populatijon, by the " in-scope” group and by the severity

of impairment. The key findings are; *

-

¢ Preschool children, ages 0-5 years, are 289% of the
general child populauon and 17% of the * in-scope”
group, but sustain a disproportionately high 74% of
fathlities. .

. ) ".

3The“probable” category should not be interpreted asncluding
cases less senous than those in the “moderate™ categary. For if suffi-
cient information had been avalable to-assess the “proba bic” cases,
many would be classified as “senous,” while all oralmost yil of the
remainder would be ciwssified as “moderate.” N

It must be remembered that the study included only mumom
which resulted in demonstrable’harm by definstion.

SEvidence from other sources would lead us 10 beleve thatthe
estimate of 1,000 abuse and neglect reiated deaths annually s low.

*The study methodology may have skewed the age distribution, since
many of the community prgfeuiom’ls tend to “see” older children,
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Figure 3. National lncudence Rates and Incndence Numbers by Seventy of Maltreatment related

- - 4

A .
' The estimated number of children in each category s presented in parentheses

4
L Y ~
¢ Children dges 6-14 years are 52% of the general child
population and 57% of the “in-scope™ group, but
sustain a disproportionately low, 395 of the fatalities. ,
e Olderadolescents, 15-17 years, represent 19% of the
general child population are slightly overrepresénted
in the “in~-scope™ group and 10 all levels of 1njumy;/
impairment.. | . ’

The study’s estimates of the sex distribution of the “in-
scope” children are presented in Figure 5. The key find-
Ing4s ~ .

e The incidence rates for males and for femalesare
virtually identical when all forms of maltreatment are
considered.

reveals important
to type of maltreat-

However, the sgt of charts in Fi
age and sex differences when

. ment. The key findings are:

® In general, the incidence rate for maltreatment in-
creases with age. However, there are two exceptions:
(1) The incidence tate for physical abuse of males de-
creases with age, above the 3-$ yearage group;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.
e Adolescent females, ages 12-17 years, are more likely

Estimated Number ot Recognized "In-scope” Children per 1,000 US Children

. Injury or lmpatrrr;ent1 ,
Severtty of Cholds . ! . -
Injury/impanr — ’
~ A i 2
¢ /
Fatal (1.000)°  0.02 B ‘
LY ’ . )
Senous ! {137,400) 2.2
: \/
‘Moderate * (411,600) . . . 6.6
“ ’ e
Probable (102.000) 16 & - ‘
Pl [
. Y
T T =
L2 1 2 3 . 4 5 .6 7 8

to expernience all forms of abuse compared to their
male counterparts.

e Adolescent males, ages 12-17 years, dre more lik&ly to
expenience educational and emotional neglect than are
adolescent females, but they are slightly less llkcly to
txpenience physical neglect than are adolescent fe-
males. -

# The incidence rate for sexual abuse is hlghest among
Ydolescent females {aged 12-17), but half the female

_vicims of sexual abuse ar® younger (aged 0-11).
-

TabM 3. Percentage Distribution of Children by
Age—General Population, “In-Scope,” and Seventy
of Injury/Impairment

v

Severity of injury/impairment

Percent

Age  General ':Zcogm . Percent Percert Percent Percent
Population P& Fatal  Serayd Moderate Probable
d-2 13 8 4 16 5 10
(3~ 5 15 L) 25 7 9 13
18 17 2 17 18 15
9- 11 17 19 0 19 18 ™~ 20
12-14 19 21 1 14 23 20
1517 19 26 2 27 27 22
Total % 100 100 100 100 . 100
‘Numbers have been rounded

+

g .
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2 Age of chilf was reported on 99% of the “in-scope” chidren The age distnbution ofhe missing 1% was assumed to be identical
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Figure 5. National Incidence Rate and Incidence Numbers ' by Sex of Maltreated Children? |
. : Y N
* Sex of B e 7’
; Chid . .
- , ' /! '
Male (338,000} . ' . 10.6
’ Ftﬁ - .
Fhmale {313,000 10.4
B I{ i and | ' ! ‘
o . 2 4 6 - 8, 10 12
Estimated Number ot Recognized “'In-scope” Chilkdgen per 1,000 U S Children in Sex Category
— e -- - ..._7‘__7__,‘.~~7 - - — e ~
Y The estimated number of chidren in each category 18 presented in parentheses °
2 Sex of chid was reported on 99% of the “in-scope” childres. The sex composition of the missing 1% was assumed to be
Q wmmghe[oponodso% N . . 57 <
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Income, Race and Gooynphlc s.mng of
Malireated Chiidren .

Among other information gathered from the profession-

-« alsinvolved in the study, we asked for an estimate of the

annual income of the maltreated child’s family. For 19%
of the “inZope” children, no estimate was made (ic., the
professional reporting on the child did not make such an
.estimate). For the remaining81%, where this informa»/
tion was available, the basis for making the estimate is
not known—but may include chte subjecti¥e elements
(e.g.. child’s clothmg, child’s race, parent’s facility with
the English language). In brief, the manner in which
family income‘information was collected makes these
_data less reliable than the other demographic informa-
tion collected on tife maltreated children. In spite of such
seservations 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’sestimates of-the famlly income of the
maltreated children are presented in Figure 7. The
" key findings are:

® Maltreated children can be foul1d 1n all income
¢ groups. .

L Chlldren from low income families are much
‘more likely to suffer maltreatment than are chil-
dren from high income families Thés finding

. would tend to corroborate'the hypothesis that
various environmental and family stresses assog’
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 n FlgureG
The key finding is

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

hl
In the United States, race and income are related.
Therefore, we € xamined the association between
race and family income of the maltreated children
and forms of'maltrgatment. A set of chartg-describ-
ing these selationships is presented in Figure9: The
+ key findings are: ’
= »

» €
\ » B

e For mldQIe and upper income families (| c. faml-
lies with estimated annual incomes of $15,000 or_
© more), |nc|dence rates for white children are -

’ vn-\ally identical to ghose for nonwhite children. ®
' ‘ . 4

<
kg .
other racial categones were dentified tn the

d
" e
-

PAruntext provided by eric .

o» prajctions could be drawn about other eth-

A )

(This is true for each major form of maltreat-

ment.) . !/

For lower income families (i.e., fanilieswith
incomes less than $15.000), incidence rates for
white children are substantially, liigher_than those
for nonwhite children. (This is tru¥for each major
form of maltreatment, with the exception-of edu-
cational neglect.) )

e For each major form of maltreatment, incidence
rates for white children are much higherin lower -
income families than in higher income families.

¢ For nonwhite children, neglect incidence rates

are much higher in lower Income families than in

highet income families. In contrast, abuse inci-

dence rates are close to constant ata relatwely
low level, acr

childrén ' g .

0

v

The study’s estimates of the incidence of child
*“maltreatment 1n different county types are pre-
' sented in Flgure 10 The keéy ﬁglng is:

‘® No geograpmc setting 15 free of child abuse 4nd
neglect. In fact, the incidence rates are similar for
urban, suburban and rural communities.

\

Although the overall incidence rates variedlittle bycounty
type, the dlstrlbutlon of the major forms’of maltreatment
did vary. The most significant variations are:

- -
1
< - ]

e The ncidence rate for sexual abuse is higher in rura})
counties tha'l( elsewhere. -
e The incidence rate for educgtional neglect is higher in’
. urban counties than clsewhere.
L ,Themldence rate foE emotional neglect 18 htgher in*
an counties than elsewhere,

Vi , )
Racognition and Roportlng of Maltreated Chiidren

As |nd|cated inthe mtroductlon to this report, data on
maltreated chlldren were obtained from local child

protectwe services (CPS) agencies as well as from a ,

variety of other community sources (referred tq in this
report as “non-§PS agencies™).* Based on the data col- «
lected in the 26 3amMple counties, we have estimated a
natiofial annual total of 652,000 “in-scope” children. The
source of reports on these children is presented in Figure
I1. The key findings regarding source of reports are as
follows: . -

"o Reports made from participating non-CPS agencies
- (Level 2and 3) to CPS agencies accounted for 56% of

-

'See Table 2. ¢

11

s income levels for nonwhite ; -~
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Figure 7. National Incidence Rates and Incidence Nu‘l'nt:vers1 by Estimated Annual Family Income .
. . of Maltreat® Children 2 . ,
Estimated Family \ 7 . : . L B
. Income of Chid ‘ ’ - » .
i ’ '_»/ of»
. - -~ <y
Less than . ,
$7 000 s (278,700) . v . 27.3
\ = ‘ - .- .
&
* 4 ™ .
$7,000- ' .
14999 | (252700) - j AR i )
, ($15000- | oo 0 29 { '
. $22,999 3,100) . N
i < . .
. " 060 4 ’ . { \ . p
$25,000- - _
Mor (37.500) | 2.7 , ]
Ve
/ ) I T I
g ‘. . 5 10 .15 20 25 "L 30
Estmated Number of Recognized “ln-sco;m“ bh;ldren per 1,000 US Chidren in income Category
.Q -
I The estimated number of children in each category Is preSented in parentheses . *
2 Estimated annual family income of'child was reported on 81"7’ of the “tn-scope’’ children The family income composition of the
mi§sing 19% was assumed td be identical to that of the reported 81% . .
‘ [} ) . 4 - . . . . . )
; ‘ _c . ' : ) ! ,
f s
‘ - ’ -
! . I . .
* Figure’8.~Nationgl Incidence Rates and Incidence all “m-sape children reported to CPS agencies
| Numbers ' by Race?2 of Maltreated- Ghildren 3 118,700/ 212,400).
! Race of — ", e Participating non-CPS agencies (Level 2 and 3) re-
‘ Child o . ’ poned only 21% of the recogmzed “in-scope” children
] \ . 3 ¢ . to Levél 1, CPS agencies (118,700/ 558,200). Thus, the
White . 10.5 majority of children who were recognized by persons
in a variety of community agencnes as maltreated,
- . . were ?ot known to the local CPS agencies. 1
- BI k 3 1 =
ac ' . . ~
' S 1.8 '+ The 558,200 “in-scope” Shildren reported to the study—
: . . ) either directly or via CPS—by non-CPS agencies were
. . : * not evenly distributed among agency types. The distribu-
) | tion is presente? in Figure 12. The key findings are:
5 . 104 15 . _
Estimated Number of Recogmized “in-scope” Children e Public schools are the source of 65% (i.c., 363,400/
< per 1,000,U S. Children,n Racial Category . 558,200) of the “in-scope chlldrcn rcported by non-
. : - : - CPS agencies. 4k
1The estimated numbe' of childrerfin each category is presented $ The schools are, in fa, the source of more than half
in parentheses ) (i.c., 363,400/ 652,000, whn;h is 56%) of all the reports
2Chidrenof races other than blacignuwhne are not presented 4. on “in-scope ctujdren mdde to the study from all
here, as insufficient information was available on these “other” sources.
races L f
"3 Race of child was reported on 99% of the “in-sgope” children ® Each other "on-'C_PS agency t_)’l’e is the source of less_
The racial composition of the missing 1% was a tobe than 10% of the “in-s¢ope” children reported by non-
indentical to that oftheTeported 99%. CPS agencies. .
ERIC " ' - 12
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quun‘s.\ffétjgnal Incidence Rates for Major Forms of Malfreatnfent by Race and Estimated Annual Family
Income oY -Maltreated Children

|
y =
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Category
il b
4| .

=
1

Race/Income
N

n

.

)

N Abusé

Physical

)

-

v

o

)

w

N

-

o

)
[« 2}

F-3

Estimnated Number of Recogmzed “'In-scope’ Children per 1,000 U S Children i

Under

$7,000

l

$7,000-
$15,000

$15,000
or more

“

Neglect
10 —— -
. Physical
8 — Neglect
6
4 —
2 -
0
10
o Educationatl
8 — Neglect
6 —
4 —
2 ———
0 .
o | L
6 == .
. +Emotional
4 — " . Neglect
2
0
1 S ) |
Under $7.000~ §1 5,000
$7,000 $15000  or more

Annual Family income

’
»
.
&

’

c ) g
- Total
20 - .

Abuse,

Ttal

Neglect,
. Total

35
30 ] . All Forms, \
¢ Total s
20 —4
-
10~ —
A
© Under $7.000- $15,000
$7.000 $15,000 or more
‘l
Legend .
White
— e e Nonwhite
.
.\
S

4

'




i -

, . v
Figure 10. Nagnal InGidence Rates and Incidence

Numbers ' by Residence (j.e., County
o - Type?) of Maitreated Children?
County Type [
of Chyd
. Urban. | (297,600) 109
Suburban | % (134.800) .88 .
Rural (219.600) 1.4 Vv
l .
5. 1 . 1
p 0 5

Estmated Number of Recognized "In-scope’ Children
( per 1,000 US Children in County Type Category
, B - \

RN |

' The estimated number of children in each categosy is presented
in parentheses .

2U S Census defintions for county types are used “Urban™
counties are those focated within a Standard Metropohitan
Statistical Area (SMSA) which contamns a central.city “Suburban™
counties are losated within an SMSA but do not'tontain a central
cty “Rural” counties are not located inside an SMSA .

3County type was reported on 100% of the *in-scope’™ children

‘ \

s

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 gonsidetably across
agency types. This information is presented in Figure 13.
The key.fingdings are:

® Public schools reported to CPS only 13% of the “in-

scope " children which they recognized and reponetf ﬁ

the study.
e Public schools reported to CPS more than twice as
+ many “in-scope” children as were reported by any
*other agency type.

e Hospitals reported to CPS a higher proportion of the
recognized “in-scope” children than any other age
type—but even they reponed ‘only 56% of recogniz ed
cases.

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

/
t

12

Notall tt‘cognizzd “in-scope™ children necessarily have
equal probabilities of being reported to CPS. Akey finding
in this regard is:

e Neither the child"s race nor his/her family's income is
related to the probability that his/ her “inscgpe”
maltreatment, once recogmzed will be repgz\}to

CPS.

In contrast the child’s age makes an |mportant dijffer-

ence, as indicated in Figure 14. The key ﬁndmgs are:

“® Preschool children are much more likély, once recog-

nized as “in-scope,” to.be reported 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 12-17) recognized "in-scop'c" children are
reported to CPS agencies.
¢ The actual number of “in-scope” children repbned to
CPS, however, is nearly constant from one age cate-
gory to the next.
4
The severity of the child's injttry or impairmentalso is
related to the probability that the majtreated will be
reported to CPS. [See Figure 15] The key findings are :

e Almost all (i.e., 87%) recognized * m-scope " fatalities .
are reported to CPS.

¢ Among the seriously injured/impaired recognized “in-
scope” children, less than éne-fourtﬂ are reported to
CPS?

¢ Even among the moderately injured/ impaired recog-
_nized “in-scope ™ children, less than one-third are
reported to CPS .Y

Based on the data collected in the 26 sample counties, an
estimate was made of the-annual number of children .
reported to all CPS agencies nationwide. This cstimate is
presented in Figure 16. The kgy findings are:

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

*These figures indicate that those children noi reported are s
ously injured /impaired as those reported. The unreported ca;
therefore, not trivial,

1]t 13 neither surpnsing nor disconcerting that move than half of the
substanjiated CPS cases do not meet the study's ngorous definitions
which require demonstrable harm in order to count a child as “in-
scope.” Many children not meeting the study definitions, such as chil-.
dren who have not yet been harmed. but who are judged to be “at risk,”
of harm, are very appropnately served by CPS agencies.

14
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Figure J1. Sources of Reports of “In-scope” Children to the Study - {

LY

- &
‘g - " Numbes of In-Scope Children .
, Reported to the Study by Non-
’ : . CPS -Agencies, But Not Reported
' To CPS

1o either CP$ and/or the Study
_(439.500 + {118.700 = 558,200)
{

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

Number of In-Scope Children
Reported to CP*y Study Non-
CPS Agencies e

' 4
/: .
Number of In-Scope Children - M

Reported to the Study from .
CPS Agencies
(118,700 + 93,700 = 212,400) . -

Grant Total'n the Two Circles is the Unduplicated Number of Children Reported to the Study by All Sources !-
439,500 + 118,700 + 93,700 = 652,000

- L4

' As noted previously in this report, for convenience we h;ve rounded‘oﬂ-652.000—me estimated number of “in-scope” children . ¢
EEAEE . N .
CONCLUSIONS *© . : , -
The Nationa!\lnci&eme Study is a benchmark in the ' e Child abuse and neglect in the US is a problem of . '
examination of the scope of child maltreatment in the major proportions. -
United States. It certainly does not provide all the an- S :
swers to all the questions regarding this serious problem. !

The study does, however, mark a major step forward in Evep using a very conservative methodology, the study
our understanding of magnitude and distributions of ‘estimates that af least 652 000 children are demonstrably
child abuse and neglect. Some of the major conclusions harmed by child maltreagment annually. It is very likely

we draw from the study are: that the actual figure is ¥,000,000 or more. <
o | 15 ' 13
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Figure 12, Estirated Annual Nur’nbg of Recognized "In-scope” Childredbeported to the Study!
. < py'Source of Information® by Non:CPS Agencies .
~ : Source of ~ ' ) — .
‘ & jnformation -
v Public Schools (363,400) :
: Police/ Shenf/
' ‘ Coroner+ (53.900) . .
& .
- Pl « - -]
Courts/Corrections o ; t : ’
’ ¢ 43,400 y .
, _Agencies « (43.400) /
¥ - . )
. N , o . .
Hospitals i $36,800) v - ' : ~
. »"Méntal Heak . (29.100) ) : .
Agencies }
- / . Masc Social ,
L‘ \ Services Agencies (22,400) :
e ", i
R "Public Héalth ' ~ : !
- FUbii eal j (9'200) 1
. . . « Agencies
kS t
. .
\ i
b 6 » [ .
. . | | ! | | l
A “0 50 100 150 200 250 - 300 350 -+ 400
- , . ' Estimated Number of “In-scope" Children per 1,000 Reported to the Study
' l‘ - - - - ———— e e—————— - d -
* The children counted as ''reported to the stully” include (a) 2The study counting procedures were designed to avoxd double-
thildren reported directly to the study, but not to local chid counting As a result, some of the estimated numbers presented
otéctive services (CPQ agency. (b) children not reported directly * here are very probably low. Forlnstance, any recognized *in-
to the study, but teported to CPS—and thus indirectly reported to scope” child reported to the study by a hospital and (a) a court or
the Study, and (c) children reported to the study both drrectly and corrections agency q {b) a police/sheritf/ coroner or (c) a publc
S indirectly (via CgS) . . heaith agency was not countéd as a report from a hospital.
- . : CEE
. . ‘e
- [ ‘ ) p . . . . . ¥ \
- .8 Only one-Jifth of the children recognized as mal-‘ professionals “afraid” to “get involved ™ Are they
treqted by-professionals il community institutions unwilling to “make the effort"” necessary to coopesate

.- (e.y.. sclwols.*ospitals) are officially reported 10 local ~ with an official investigation? Are they\pessimistic, based
CPS agencies. - ! on either “bitter experience” of false assumptions, that
% . ‘ an official report will result in any significant help for the
= . child or' the family? .
- Ths finding raises some very troubling questions. The A second group of questions-leaps ahead scveral years
+ first series of questions revolve around the issue of why  to focus.on “what if.” That is, what if we are able to

PR

only one-fifth, or less, of recognized children are discover why the reporting rate is so low among commu-
- . officially reported. Are professionals unaware of the  *  nity professionals and we can devise strategies to in-
\ state' lawgWwhich require them to report? Are crease significantly the reporting rate? If, for instance,
\)‘ . N RS ‘ » N . ‘ v
ERIC . 1. : L 16
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Flguro 13 Propomon of Annual Number of Hecogmzed “In- scope” Children Reported to
—= = “ Source of Informabon’ :

»

» 7

’

PS Adency’ by

Source d ’ i
informaton | .
& ‘ ' *
-t Al (118,700) |
- ]
Pubkc Schools | (46,800) * 13
4 rd
» -
Powce/Snentt/ T . )
Coroner (22,400) 42
2 T T .
Cowts/Cone’cuons (10.300) 24 P
Agencies " ;
[
— 4 X%
Hospstals ) .56
X
. 3
” v
Mental Heaith
Agencies (9.200) \ 32
Misc | .
o A (7.000) 31
Public Hea (‘ 26
- \
. ) \
00 01 0.2 0.3 04 05 06 07

\

Number of "in-scope’” Children Recogm.zed and Reported to Study, Proportion Reported to CPS Agen&y

! The estimated number of chiidren in each category 18 presented

n parentheses.

2The study counting procedures were designed to avoid double-

counting As a result, some of the estimated numbers presented

here are very probably low. For instancd, any recognized “in-

scope”’ ctuldreponedtoCPSagenqy

by a public school and (a) a

court or correchons agency of (bra pohce/ahenﬂ/ooroner or(c)a

ERIC
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-

public health agency or (d) a hospital was not counted as a report
from a school Even though spme of the numbers may be ‘
somewhat low, there 1S no reason tqbelieve that any of the,

proportions presented in this figure are low
3 Reports to CPS from "ron-study” agencies and private
individuals are not included in thig total.

.4 b
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Figure 14. Propdition of Annual Number of Recognized “In-scope” Childrei Reported to CPS Agency by Age
- of Child1 ’ : - ' ' , -
Agoot [ ,
' Child .
L 0-5 (68,000), ~ .61
L : . . ind f . -
611 (70,100) .30
N
;
12-17 (74,300) 24
1 1 | | i Il |
0.0 0.1 02 03 0.4 05 06 07
" Number of “In-scope” Children Recognized and Reported to Stidy, Propo?{neponed to CPS Agency
' The estmated nunér of children i each category is presented m parentheses. Y
- ' h
. ' . L N . .
. ,/
Figure 15. Proportion of Artnual Number of Recognized “‘In-scope” Children Reported to CPS Agency, by
Severity of Injtity/Impairment ! ! .
Seventy of chid’'s - ‘ i
njury /impatrment - ‘
. Fatdl 900) 87
< a ¢ - .
L] k .
Senous (31.500) 23 *
Moderste (131,300) ° 32 i
. -
’
Y
Pr (49,800) A8
’ " ol . | N | 1.
00 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10
“ Number of "In-scope’’ Chidren Recognized and Reported to Study, Proportion Reported to CPS Agency !
< : * : :
1 The estynated number of children i1 each category is presented in parentheses.
Loom 18
N - %
~ L &e T




Figure 16. “In-scope” Children Reported to and Substantiatéd_by CPS Agencies' * -

)

Children reported to CPS agencies
as suspected victims of child

maltreatment

Chiidren substantiated by
CPS agencies as vichms
{43% of those reported)

"

* All numbers are estimated annual totals
" \

&
LY

1

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? \ v '

L
‘ v
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® Nocategory of U.S. children is “immune " from child
maltreatment.

The study discovered some provocative ¢iffergnces
among various categories of maitreated 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. . ’

"In-stope” children who wére reported to and
substantiated by CPS agencies as victims (45%
of those substantiated, 19% of !zse reported)

Fl
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