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ABSTRACT

This research, exploratofy in nature, examined
adoption breakdowns in Ontario. This examination focused
on the follcwiﬁg purposes:

(1) To describe the adoption breakdowns in relation to the
social characteristiecs of the placed child and the
prospective adoption parents, the adoptive family
_composition, the Society-related child placement
processes, and the reasons for breakdown;,

(2) To identify some of the major factors in the Society-
related child placement processes which may be assoc-
iated with adoptlon breakdown, .

(3) TS consider how these factors are related to one another
for the development of hypotheses for further investig-
ation in the area of breakdown; - .

(4) To comment on the findings and their 1mpl;catlons for-
adoption processes 1?F0ntar10.

To ‘accomplish the above purposes, present adoption
processes in Ontarie were outlined and a review of the liter-
ature on attachment and separation was conducted. The’”
examlnatlon of present adoption processes in Ontario revealed
that the'processes a;e geared towards the‘dareful preparation
of the ¢hild and the prospective adeption pafents 50 thet they
may ‘be” able to better adjust to adoption and_enjoi its
benef;ts. The review of the literature on attachment and
separation eﬁpbasized the traumatie experiences endured by
children sepasated from their natural caretakers and the
aifficulties they-may encounter in subsequen£ attachments to

| iii - V
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substitute caretakers.
| Our data for this research was qatheredlat the Adoption-
‘Branch-of the-Children's éervices Bareau directiy from the
Information on Adopﬁion Breakdown Forms with the use of a -

. ' ;
Master Data Sheet that we constructed.

2 The salient characteristics associated with adoptioh
breakdowns wefe discussed in relation to the social character=-
istics of the placed child-and the prdspective adoption
parents, the adoption family éomposition, the Society—;elatgd
child placement procegées, and the reasons for breakdown.

This description led to the identification of significant
factors associated with breakdown. Thesé factofs were analyzed
'to consider how and if they were related to one.apother‘to
facilitate the development of hypotheses for future fesearch.
Our findings reiteraﬁed.the importance of the careful
preéaratibn of the child ana the ﬁrbsPectiﬁe adoption applic-
ants before and afﬁer the child.has been‘placed in“thé adoption
home. We suggested that thi&.prepafatipn involve more
efforgrthan'is-alréady expended in assessing and evaluating
the‘guitability of a child and the prospective adoptive
'parenta/gg’each o£her. We suggested that casework be éne
form of edﬁcatinq tHe prospective adoptibn parents and helping
them handle the child's anxieties around separation,. new

]

attachmepts, and related adjustment phases.

pd

»

©oiv



P

IS

o«

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Acknowledgements . . . .+« . + 4 4 o+ s s e

Abstract . . .+ . . . - F . 4 4 e e s e e e . O & 1 1

e+ e . . Vii

List of Tables . . v + « « « o« + o =+ & -
o ) )
Chapter. : .
I INTRODUCTION . . « « « « - - . . |
11 THE ADOPTION PROCESS . + « « o o o o = o« o« o & o« 5
Adoption: Definition, Pufpose, Valge e 5
. A Review df Present Adoption Proces;es e e s 8
- Adoption Breakdown . . « « + « + « « o - « . . 15°
111 REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE . . . . . . . . .. 18

The Family . .« « o & « & « « « & .. .. ... 18

Formation of Attachments and Attachment
'Behavior During Child Development. . . . . . . 13

Separatioﬁ Behavior During Child
Develppment. e e e e e e e e e e e e e e .. 22

The Adopted‘Child. e e e 4 e e e e e e e e . . 26
~ ‘ .

Adoptive Parents . . . .« « « « o . ._q/; . . 30

, Significgnt Factors iﬁ'Adoption Breakdowns 35
. ) . / -
Iv METHODOLOGY. &« « v + o o« o o 5" o s o & o o » 38
o o

o

Statement of Purposé . . . .« .+ .V. « +« « + . 38
Operationd&l Definitions. . . . . . . . . . . . 38
" . .

/ .
.////Type of Study. . « + « 4 « & v e o v e . . . 40
. = # .

POl SOR . .
7 "a%" Ppopulation and Sample. . . . . . . . . . . .. 42

v



\Y DATA ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS. . .

Data Collection . . . P
 Limitations . . . . . . 7. .

Data Analysis . . . . . « .+ .

Description of Adoption Breakdowns.

The Significant Factors in Adoption

*Breakdown .. . . .+ 4 o« o e .

Limitations in Data AﬁalySis. ®

VI  IMPLICATIONS FOR PRACTICE . . .

VIT  CONCLUSION. . i o v o o o o « .

APPENDICES

[

I ADOPTION HOMESTUDY DICTATION OUTLINE.

I1 INFORMATION ON ADORTION

IIT MASTER DATA SHEET . . . . &+« =« =

BIBLIOGRAPHY . + v v & v « o o o « o « =

VITAE . .

- - - . - - a - . - - . - 3 -

vi

BREAKDOWN

43
48
50
52

52

75

86

89

93

97 -

99 -

101

109

113

2



.10,
11.
12.
13.

14,

15.

l6.

17.

18.

1LIST OF TABLES

\ ; | ' Page

“Age of Child at Time of Pleqemen£ e e+ - . - . 53

Age of Child at Time of Plécement by Sex. Q . PEe ‘54

Racial Origin of Child. . . . . . . .;. « + « « .« 54
Religion of éhild A

. s+« « . . 55

Children Born in Wedlock Classified by Famlly
Status at Time of Coming Into Care. . . . + .+« « 55

Length of Time in Care Before This Adoption

Placement . . . . . . .« - « « o 0 00 e e e . 56
Total Number of Foster Home Placements. . . . . . 57
Length of Time from Placement to Removal. ; . . . 58
Reasgn for Coming Into Care . e ;\;'. . . 59
Ageslof Adeptlve Parents at’ Placement ofxhild. . 60
Religion of Adoptive Parents. R 61-
Racial Origin of, ‘Adoptive Parents e e e e e e .. Bl
Occupation of Adoptive Parents. . ., . . .. .. 62

Number of Adoption Breakgowns Cla551f1ed by the
Number of Natural and Number of Adopted Children

In the Prospective Adoption Family. ... . . . . . 64
Special Resources Employed by the- Soc1ety in. .
'Maklng tHa}Adoptlon Placement . . ., . . . . . . 65
What Prompted Adoptlng Appllcants to Express an
Interest in Adoptlon . . . . . . .+ . 66
Removal Initiated By. « « « « + . . .-. Y

Number of Pre-Placement Interviews Excludlfg.
Home Study e e e e e e e e e e a e e . e

vii



l'_‘

Table - C , o o ~ Page

19, Number of Post-Placement fqterviews Excluding
Home Study_. - P R S S 5 69
»0. Number of Visits HMade by the Adoption ‘Applicants
to the Child and the Child to the Adoption = -
Applicants .v. « « ¢ o e somoc sttt e e 70

71. Reasons for the Adoption Breakdown . - « . « = = 11 ;

viii




LY

CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

n

- Adoptioq/isQQ\iﬁpial and legal process designed to

. create”family environmentsnior the benefit of couples and
chiidren who are not Egleted by birth. Adoption is a means
of pfoviding permanent homes and physical and psychoiogical
growth-inducing family relationships for parentless children.
Adoption enables infertile;couples to become pérents and
have children of ;hé%r own. Adoptioﬂ provides a sound
solution for married End unmarried couples who arl unéble,
for many feasons,.to care for the children they have bé;ne.
* A great numﬁer of adqptions are completed each year
in Ontario through the work of the adoption depa;tments of
the 50 éhildren's Aid Socleties. However, somé adoptions
are never eompleted for reasons that necessitate the removal
of childfen from prospective adoption homes. These removais
are référred to}ésiadopﬁion b;eakdowns.
This research proje;t addressed_itself to the -problem .
of adOpﬁion breakdownl’ Adoption breakdowﬁ‘was defined as
the removal of the child from a prospectivg adoptiqQn home, for
" any reason, after final élacemgnt and before adoption legal-

ization by-the'Court. This- was the definition we employed

e purposes.of our project.’
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In the years 1966, 1967, and L§68, there had been
137, 132, 165 adoption breakdo;hs reépectively, where the
children had been élaced by the Children's Aid Societieg-.1
In 1972 and 1973, there had been 88 and B4 adoption break-’
downs, fespectively.2 These numbers oﬁ adoption breakdowns
represepted a low failure rate of roughly 1.7 to 1.9 per
cent in relation to the total number of adoption compiéfions
or successful adopkions: those that had been finalized
through the Court in each of those;years.

ThlS low failure rate had not deterred us from
proceedlng w1th the project for a varlety of concerns, some

of which had:emanated from the literature. Most of the

“research conduq%ed in the area of success and failure in

adoption had dealt with assessing placed child and family
functioning some years after the children had been placed

in adoption homes. In their studf of adoption failure,

‘Kadushin and Seidl pointed out that:

Because of the many intervening variables between
placement decision and family functioning five or
more years later after placement, it might be. more
helpful to practice if a more. proximate period of
time were selected than has usually been the case.?

Lidkea added that "“we should examine the reasons no matter

' 'Report of the Advisory Committee on Adoption and ‘
Foster Care, Stanley G. Mullins, Chairman {Toronto: Ontario
Department of Social and Family Services, 1970), p. 69.

2Vlctorla Leach, Provxnc1al Adoptlon Superv1sor,
Ontario, 1n an, 1nterv1ew, April 16, 1974, .

3Alfred“Kadushln and F:ederlck W. Seidl, "Adoption
Breakdown: A Social Work Postmortem," Social Work, XVI
(July,  1971), p. 32. S
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how painful the process in order to avold repeating the
same mistakes."" Seglow et al. summarizéd our feelings by
statingAthat "in spite qf overall 'succégs' agency practice

5

leaves room for improvement."” It was for the improvement

of preseht adoption procedures that we -decided to conduct
this résearch project.

Other concerns had arisen from our experiences as
graduate students at the University of Windsor School of
S;cial Work and as employees of the Porcupine and District
and Windsor Roman Catholic Children's Aid Societies.

We had beéen particularly concerned 6ﬁer the lack of
research in the field of Child Welfare in Ontario. Inform-
ation on adoption breakdowns was availgble, but there had
been. little researcﬁ_conducted in this area. This‘lea us“to
wonder what was happening in the area of adoptions. Mofe
specifically, what was happening in the area of adoption
breakdown? Who were the children involved in ad@ption
preakdowns? Who were the adoptive applicants involved?

What had been the role of the Societies in the adoption break-
dbwns? What were thé reasons for the édoption breakdowns?
| We believed'that by studying adoption Breakdowns,

we ‘would come up with the answexs to. these questions. These
&

. Y

“William Lidkea, "Why Some Adoptions Fail,” Journal,
ontario Association of Children's Aid Societies, IV (Nov.,
1971) 4 P' lo ' - )

P

Jean Seglow, Mia Kellmer Pringlé and Peter Wedge,
Growing up Adopted (London: John Gordner Printers Limited,
1572), p. 16l..

&y
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answers, we felt, would lead to-a better understanding of
adoption breakdowns in Ontario. We also felt that this
understanding would then allow for the identification and
clarification of the possible connecﬁipns (maybe indicators)
and difficulties in the home.study or child placement
‘ p
processes or both. Finally, we believed that the results
obtaingq from our study would enable the development of

hypotheses for future research in the area of adoption

breakdown.'



CHAPTER II

THE ADQPTION PROCESS

adoption: Definition, Purpose, Value

A brief explanation of adOpt}on, its purposevand its
value is appropriate at this time. Ad;ption is an established
practice of affiliating to "adoptive parents,”" a child who
has not been born to them, so that they become for him his
"psychological parents.”

In the above explanation, the term “adoptive parent?,“
is meant to define the parents other than the "biclogical
parents,“ who have 1egallylbeen'assigned‘the rights and the

responsibilities of parents: to the child. The term "psycholo-

gical parents" is meant to define the parents who are duti-

fully bound to ensure the healthy emotional development of

the child:

A psychological parent is one who, on a continuing,
day-to-day basis, through interactive companionship,.
-interplay, and mutuality, fulfills the child's. psych-

- ,0logical needs.for a parent, as well as the child's
“physical peeds.6

For additional clarity, the term "biological parents" 1is
meant to define the parents who have physically borne the

child.

6Joseph Goldstein, Anna Freud, and Albert J. Solnit,
Beyond the Best Interests of the Child (New York: The Free
Press, 1973), p. 98. '

5
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In.adoﬁtion, the legal fights and responsibilities
of the biological parents to the child are terminéted\ These’
rights and responsibilitieé are legally transferred toLadoption
parents who, in essence, are given "the biological parents'
chance to develop a psychological parent-child rela&tj'ionship."7

Thus, the adoptlon parents are entrusted by law w1th
the parental dutles and responsibilities of rearlng the chlld
of understandlng and guarding his growth, and oprrov1d1ng
every opportunity for the fulfillment of his always-changing,
physical and péycholqgical needs.

Adoption has a reciprocal purposez that of providing
parents for parentless children and that of §roviding a
child for childless parents or for parents who want a child.
This reciprocal purpose has not always been recognized.
Earlier trends in adoption had focused more on the needs of
parents. This focCus changed to a more concentrated emphasis
on the needs of the child.® ° Now the focus is centéred
around a mutuality.of needs,‘the needs of both the child and

the parents in the adoptive family relationship.'® !

’Goldstein et al Best Interests, p. 22.

®1Iris Goodacre, adoption Policy and Practice (London:
George Allen & Unwin Ltd., 966), p. 15.

’Alfred Kadushin, "Adoption,” Encyclopedla of Social
WOrk l6th 1ssue, I, p. 107,

1 0gadushin, "Adoption,” p. 107.

- 1poris E. Guyatt, "Adoptlon in ontario," Journal:
Ontario Association of Children's Aid Soc1et1es, X (November, W
1967), p. 1l4. - ‘




./

RN
Adéptign iﬂ#olves three sets of people: the child,
the prospective adéption parents, and the biological parents.
Each becomes involved in adgption for certain valid reasons.
These reasons are rooted in the unfilfillment of some basic ;W
human needs, needs that cannot be satisfied within their own
personal environment. The satisfaction of these needs are

conducive to healthy human functioning. The frustration of

_ these needs can ‘and often does lead to serious emotional

difficulties. Bernard sthsse&%EEE_Eiftional health -aspects
of adoption:

Adoption can offer one of the soundest’and happiest
solutions to emotional problems resulting from
frustrated_basic needs of parentless children, child-
less parents, and those who cannot fulfill the role
of parent for the children they have borne.'?

Children need parents to protect them and to care
for them in a healthy emotional way. They need parents to
_ prepare them for, their eventual step into society. In its
section on adoption, the Task Force on Selected Issues and
Relationships cites the assumption on which the above needs
are based: " . . . the best environment for the healthy
emotional and social development of a child is within the
security of a family."!'?® This security of a family is

possible through adoption where children can bé "provided

with the parental love, nurture, and family life that is so

'2yiola W. Bernard, "Adoption," The Encyclopedia of
Mental Health, I, p. 70.

1 3Report- on Selected Issues and Relaﬁionshigg,
H. R. Hanson, chairman (Toronto: Minlstry of Community and
Social Services, January, 1974}, p. 57.
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important for their althy mental and emotional develop-

ment."'" i

Couples who for some Teason cannot bear their own
children have many anxieties telated te this biological
deprivatibn. These anxieties can be lessened considerably
though the adoption of a child which gives them the
"oppprtunity.for the emotional fulfillment of parenthood."!®
| Parents, marrled and unmarrled, who for some reason
eannot provide the necessary care for their blologlcal
children,."can nevertheless provide for their children's
future welfare"lﬁ through adoption. 1In addition, adoption

Tcan often prevent overburdening their capacity for life

—~
£

adjustment."!’

A Rev1ew of Present Adqptlon Processes

]

A review of present adoptlon processes is requlred
before discussing adoption breakdown. )

Adoption agencies are agencies established to bring
about and safeguard'the benefits of adoPtion and to ensure
the legal rights of all parties involved. Their mandate to
carry out thése broad functions comes from the enactment of
laws that protect the rights of the persons.concerned in -

adoption: the child, the adoption parents, and the biological

I*Bernard, "Adoption,"” p. 70.
151bid. .

161hid.

171bid.

\



pErents.
The principal duty of an adoption agency is to safg-
lguard the interests of the child. Broader duties consfst égk_/-
the investigation of the Circ?mstances of the adOption whieh
entails a sequential series of tasks leading upvto a Court
Order that finalizes the whole adOption process. As .a resdit;::
of thlS whole process,fthe adeption parents and the child
assume the same rights and obligations toward each other
that existed previously between the child and his biologicaI
pérents
The tasks assoc1ated with the investigation of the
circumstances of the adoption involve: l) determining the
(k— eligibility of the child for adoption; 2) studying. and
assessing the child's particular needs; 3) determining the
\\»eligibility of tneuadOPtive applicants; 4) studying and
assessing the adoption applicants} cepacities for parenthood;
" 5) selecting the adoption applicants and the child who are
best suited for each other in terms of their personal needs;
6) studying and assessing the adoption applicants and the
"child ddring preplacement, placement, dnd post placement;
7) offering counselling services after placement as the "new" .

family adjusts to its "new" experience.'® 19 20

'80ntario Association of Children s Aid Societies,

Standards of Practice and Procedure in Adoption, Revised,
1368, pp. 1-12. .

19¢child Welfare League of America, Guidelines for
Adoption Service, revised, -1968, pp.‘B-lSYﬂ '

2°A ‘E. Leeding, child Care ‘Manual for Social Workers
(second edition; London: - Butterworths, 1971), pp 124-138.

.



: AdoEtlon, p. 7.
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In Ontario, adoption work is carried on by the

adoption departments of the fifty Children's Aid Societies

under the authority of Part IV of the Child Welfare Act

. . A -
(1965). Adoption work involves certain procedural steps and

thesé will now be outlined from'the initial intake process
to the final decree issued by the Court.

) Once a couple who have decided to adopt come to the
Chlldren s Aid Soc1ety, they are referred to an adoption

lntake worker. . The adoption’ lntake ‘'worker records basic

1nformatlon on the couple and provides general information

" elatlng to legal and Society requ1rements and to_the sort

of study in which the applicants will be expected to partici- .
-4

n2l

pate. The,legalkrequirements are that the adoption

applicants be at least twenty—on; years of age anq legally
married.?? The Society requirements refer to the applic-
ation form, the needed_mediqal exémination, and the reference
letters. |

A booklet?? explaining some facts on adoption is
givén to the prospective adoption applicants. Additional
interviews on an individual or group basis are employed to

clarlfy what they can reallstlcally expect from adoption and

to dispel some of the misconceptlons assoc1ated with it.

& 21lgntario, Standards of Practice and Procedure in

+ 220hji1d Welfare Act, Rev15ed Statutes of Ontario,
Vvol. I, Part IV, Sec. 72 (1970)

)230ntarlo Association of Chlldren s Aid Societies,
The Adqptlon Story in the 1970'5, 1973, pp. 1-12.
-
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If they are still interested, they are given an

application form. As soon as_the completed application form '
is returned,ﬁq§§he Society it is éssigned to an adoption

P - ’
caseworker who follows it,up)within the time limit outlined

in the Child Welfare AsE/}£965)'which states ‘that:

20. Every society shall,
(a) within thirty days after receiving an
application to board or adopt a child,
begin an 1nvestlgatlon of the application;?

The adoption home study begins. In a series of inter-
. N . . a
views, separately and jointly, with the male and female

applicants, the adoption caseworker attempts to appraise

their capacities for parenthood. A number of publications

.elaborate on some general areas that adoption caseworkers

should de%l with in thls appralsal of ad0pt10n appllcants
suitability for parenthood.' The Ontario Assoc1atlon of

Children's Aid Soéigp;es' publication, Standards of Practice

and Procedure in Adoption,2® outlines the following important

areas: 1) emotional maturity of the appiicants; 2) the

guality of their marital relationship; 3) their feelings

about children and childlessnéss; 4)_their motivation to

adopt; and 5) their intellectual capacity. Other publications,
including some from research, also reflect éﬁéugame general

»
areas.’®

2%Regulation 86 under the Child Welfare Act, Revised
Regulations of Ontario, vol. 1, Sec. 20 (a), (1970).

25g+randards of Practice and Procedure in Adoption,

pp. 6-7.

26pernard, "Adoption," pp. 86-87; F. G. Brown, "What
Do We Seek in Adoptive Parents?" Social Casework,XXXII
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The number of interviews required to appraise the

adoption applicants is entirely dependent on the worker.

The Child Welfare Act (196

5) sets no minimum Or max imum

standard; it states the followings:

20. Every society shall, ‘ b
(a) interview separately and -jointly the male and
female applicants and assess the conseguences

for other chi

idren in the home of the applic-

ants, of granting the-application;?’ .

when .the assessment is completed, a report??® is

written and a decision is

made to accept or not to accept

their home.-* The assessment of the adoptibn»applicants is

based entirely on the adoption caseworker's judgement, but,

the decision to accept Or

not to accept is made cbnjointly

with the supervisor of adoption or the local director, the

person in charge of the society.

The adoption_appli

cants are then advised of the

decision. A favourable decision initiates another process,

assuming that there'is an

(March, 1851), pp- 155-61;

available' child of the particular

age range desired by the adoption applicants and that he is g

A. J. Simon, vEvaluation\of

Adoptive Parents,” in a study of Adoption Practice, vol. II,

ed. by M. Shapiro {(New Yor
America, 1956), pPPpP. 160-16
Practice in the Adoptive H

k: Child Welfare League .of
3; Raymond Mundloh, “"Changing
ome Study," Child Welfare, LXVIII

(March, 1969), ppP- 148—;56; M. Shapiro, A-Study of Adoption. ..
Practice, Vol. I (New york: Child Welfare League of America,

i956), pp. 79-8l; Guidelin

es for Adoption Service, PP- 11-12.

ons of Ontario, Sec. 20(b).

27Revised Regulati

. 28gee Appendix I £
study dictation outline em
in Ontario.

or one sample of an adoption home-
ployed by a children's Aid Society

e
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eiigible2? for adootion. This process involves the task of
evaluating the child‘s and the adoption applicants' suit-
ablllty for each other. The eligible child's particular
needs have already been assessed The adoption caseworker
‘then begins to discuss the child with the prospective‘
adoption couple. The discussion with the prospective_adoption
couple entails the sharing of information about the child
that will help them to better onderstand his_particular‘

: _heeds and problems and to decide whether or hot they can
accept him into thelr home. This information includes the
reasons Why +he child was brought into care, the oarticulars
about his b%}}oglcal famlly, and the details of his physical
nand emotional health such as his developmental hlstory, -<n

_feeding‘or eatiho habits, medical hlstory, personality and

teppe:ament{'and known hereditery factors that may influence

-
-

his future development .’

The adoﬁtion couple then must
decide for themselves whether or not to accept the chlld

When the adogtlon couple decides to accept the Chlld
the adoptlon caseworker beglns to explain and plan the: place:
ment process with them._ The placement process 'is composed .
of three sub—processes: ,the pre-placement process, the place-
ment process,_and the post-placement process.

The pre—placement process is devoted to- the.careful_

preparation of the child for imminent adoption. VlSltS are

29Revise;:l Statutes of Ontario, sec. 73 (1), (2),
(3, ), (3 (6), (7). (3) ‘ .

I%gstandards of Practlce and Procedure in Adoptlon, P-

10.
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arranged, inconspicuously at first, to give the prospective
adoption couple the opportuni;y to view the child and to
meet with him without his knowingwtheir~adoption intention.
The placement procéss'invol%es the child ackually
visiting with his prospective adoption parents in their hocme.
; -
These visits are brief ones, initially, with the qdoption
caseyorker present “ES‘try to make the move with as little
disturbance as possible.“31 .Gradually, the vigits are extended
and with the adoption worker absent until both the adoption
couple and the child are ready for the final placemeént, the
child moving into their home., - Of course, -
the number and place of meetings should be decided on
an individual basis taking into account the- age, the
personality and the security the child develops in
‘being with the adoptive parents. >’
The post—placément process involves the supervisiop
of the adoption placement: - i »
Supervision following the placement of a child on an
adoption is a casework service, having a dual purpose
of providing (1) protection for the child and {(Z) case-
- work. help that may be needed by the adopting parents
and the child in helping them become. a family.?
: T . 3 .
The Child Welfare Act (1965) requires only that the adoption
’ n

caseworker visit the home within seven days after the final

placement.3“ The number of further visits by the adoption

s
1 i

_ +¥'Gordon isquith, "adoption and the Placement

Frocess," Social Worker, XXXVI (February, 1968), p. 25.

32grandards of Practice and Procedure in Adoption,
p. 11- ‘ .

331bid. o | C

, _
34The Revised ‘Statutes -Of Ontario, Sec. 75(a).

ey
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aasewbrkef to the.adoption home is depen@eﬁt upon the
satisfaétory or-éissatisfactbry adjustméﬁé of both the child
and the. adoption parents. There is a minimum of six moﬁths
in théh to follo@—up the decision of placing the child in
the aéoptive home.'® This six months is referred to as the
adopticn probation period.
Onée“the six month probationary period is over and

the adoption caseworker is satisfigd that it is in the bgst'

intéreéts of the child to be adobted by the adobtive-parents,

" an adoption order is made through the Court:

83. .(1) For -all purposes, as of the date of the
making of an adoption order,

(a) the adopted child becomes the child of the
adopting parent and the adopting parent becomes
. the parent of the adopted ghild; o

and ‘ . .

. {b) the adopted child ceases toO be the child of
- the person who was his parent before the adoption
: order.was made and that person ceases to be the
parent ,of the adopted chiid, {

as if the adopted child had been born in lawful wed-
lock to the adopting parent.’® . :

This is the final step. It alters the status of the child as

welfﬁés Ehatlof the adoption parents. The child ishgiven

"new" parents, and the parents are given a child.

Adoption Breakdown

Not all of the adoption placements reach the stage

where they can be legalized through the court. Some break

_ 75The Revised Statutes of Ontario, Sec. 75 (a).

3§Thé\;evised statutes of Ontario, Sec. 83, Sub-

e A O
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down in the adoption post-placement process. These break-
downs are explained as those that occur after the ﬁihal
placement of the child in the adoption home and before a

legal adoption decree is issued by the Court. This explan-~

ation is confined within the limits of the adoptibn probation
' ~

§eriod which varies anywhere‘ggom a minimum 6f six months in
Oontario to one year in Newfoundlanﬁ and New Brunswick.?®’

An adoptioﬁ breakdown, a failed adoption, and an
abortivg adoption placémEnt are!all-terms that mean the
removak{of a child from an adoption home for any reason
within the time limit of the probationary period. In effect,;
a failure‘in adoQtion is a breakdown in the post-placement

procesi which can be attributed to the child, the adoption
= N = “:/ ) T ..

paréﬁtﬁi the role of the adoption agency iuvolved.
This .definition of failure équivocally defines a-

sucbessful‘adoption as an adoption that is legalized through

v

the Court at the end of the probaticonary period. However, ;t

L

is highly conceivable that faillires occur after legalization.

In Ontario; those adbption placements- that,require

“
Il

the removal of the child froﬁ the adoption home after final

placement and. before legalization are referred to as adoption
-l\

when an adoption breaks down, the Children's Aid

. . -—
Society involved is required by the Children's Services Bureau,

formerly known as the Child Welfare Branch, to complete a

37apdoption Act, Revised Statutes of New Brunwick’ Vol.

" I, Section 19, Welfare of Children Act, Revised Statutes of

Newfoundland, Vol. I, Section 140.




18

 0ntario, in an interview, April 16, 1974.

17

form. This form is called an Informétion on Adoption Break-
down form. It is composed of information on the social
characteristics of the placed child and the adoPtion parents
and some facts reiated to éociety processes in carryiné out
the adoption. The form is completed by\the adoption case-
Qorker, the supervisor of adéptions,or the local director,
usually within thirty days after the adoptiorn breakdown. ?®

The Information on Adoption Breakdown form is explained in

greater detail in a subsequent chapter on methodology.-

¢

-

-

I8yictoria Leach, Provincial Adoption Supervisor,

M
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CHAPTER III

-

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

In order—to present a clearer picture of the dynamics
involved in adoptions and adoption breakdowné, we will
examine some of the literature concerning families, éttach-
ment and separation behaviour during child,deﬁelopment,

adopted children, adoptive parents and some significant factors

in adoption breakdowns.

The Family

Family . . . is generally perceived as the fundamental
unit responsible for and capable of providing a child
on a continuing basis with an’ environment which serves
his numerous physical and mental needs during immaturity.’’

R

Children have no psychological conception of relation-

ship by blood-tie until late in their development."® What is

—

significant to them, ‘however, is the daily interchanges with
the adults who take cére of them and who, as a result, become
their parent figures.

4

Parents carry out important socializing functions such

_as increasing the child's capacity to postpone gréﬁification,

laying the foundations for the child's own control of his

drives and impulses, beginning his consideration of others

K

3%Goldstein et al., Best Interests, p. 13.

o

“orhid. ' ‘
18 '
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set of values and attitudes toward work

which the child can identify.

s with siblings strengthen the capacities

which parents encourage, enabling the child to'“":l. . gain a“

sense of community

for the child to £

and justice.""’

Bowlby sté

rf\
reaching effects ©
child'é experiénce

ment, in his relat

and to provide additional opportunities
orm his conceptions of sharing, fair play
tes that no variables have more far-
n personality development than have a
s within his family, for during his develop-

ions with his famiI& he builds working

models of how attachment figures are likely to behave toward

him in any of a va

Formation of Attac
Child Development

riety of situations."?

hments and Attachment Behaviour During

Child deve

successive,. interac

lopment is considered to be a result of

tions between genetically deﬁermined and

environmentally influenced behaviours and. the physical and

social environment

which, in infants, usually consists of

the caretaking provided in a family by parents or parent

surrogates.”’
The first

ig a social relati

——————————

“1Goldstei

attachment which develops during infancy

onship and the infant does not form a

n et al., Best Interests, p. 1l4.

"“230hn Bowlby, Attachment and Loss, Vol. 1: Attachment

(New York: Basic

“330hn A.
Sepwxration in Chil

Books Inc., 1969), p. 369. -

Rose, "A Reevaluation of the Concepts -of
d Welfare," Child Welfare, Vol. 41,/p. 455.
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psychological relationship to a particular parent fig .
As evidenced by much research, the infant sannot perc ive
and distinguish motherlas a particular individual to-#hom he
has an emotional tie until about six months of age.** As
long as he is tenderly, consistently and continually cared
for, his mother is interchangeable with any othér'person.
He believes in an object only for as long as hé sees it and

he has no ‘sense of permanence."‘’

The infant's smile is a
primary reaction tq_social stimuli and not a recognition o%
a familiar person."“® | |

Chess et al. view this primary.reéction behaviour in
infants as the formation of a sqcial tie.*’ Rose also
discusses the special social tie thaE_gxistg between parents
and offspring and ?e;cribes it as " . . . an‘aspebt of specig§
survival mechanism by which the experience of the' social
groﬁp is utilized in the guidance of the immature'orga..nism."“B
- Sinéé, ghen,_during the first six months of life,

infant responses are primarily social in nature as opposed to

““Rene SpitZ, The First Year of Life (New York:

‘International Universities Press, Inc., 1965) and John

Bowlby, Attachment.

“Syohn Piaget, The Construction of Reality and the
Child (New York: Basic Books, Inc., 1354).

“6gpitz, The First Year of Life, p. 88B.

“7g. Chess, H. G. Birch, A. Thomas and M. Hirtzig,
"Implications of a Longitudinal Study of Child Development
for Child Psychiatry,” American Journal of Psychiatry, 1960,
p. 436. - = .

“8Rose, "Reevaluation,” p. 447.
Fd
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emotionalﬂfgnd mother canlbe interchangeable with any other
berson, psycholeogical relationships are not developed in
:early infancy and removal from mother is not a disrupting
. experience for the infant.

In discussing attacﬁment behaviopr Bowlby states:

. attachment behavior is regarded as what occurs when
certain behavioral systems are activated. The behavioral
systems themselves are believed to develop within the

rs infant as a result of his interaction with his environ-
ment of evolutionary adoptedness and especially of his
interaction with the principle figure in that. environment,
namely his mother."® ‘ :

The physical realities of conception and birth are

=]

not the direct cause of the child's emotional attachment to
his parents.§° When his emotional demands for affection

and companionghip'are met;reliably and regularly, the

emotional relationship begins to develop. After about
FWEIVE months when the child acquires some locomotion and
ability to broaden his exploratory and learning behaviour,
fairly typical attachment behaviour 1is seen.

|
--- . By that age {12 months] in most children the integrate
; ' of behavioral systems concerned is readily activated
' especially by mother's departure or by anything
~ © - frightening, and the stimuli that most effectively
/" terminate the systems are sound, sight or touch of
~. ~ mother.®!

" At about age three, the systems to which Bowlby
ﬁefers, become less easily activated and they also undergo

P . ' \

;ﬂ~/’ other changes that make proximity to mother less urgent.

A —————————

“Ipowlby, Attachment, pp. 179-180.

59Goldstein et al., Best Interests, p. 17.

5 1Bowlby, Attachment, p. 179.
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During adolescence and adult life, yet further
changes occur, including change of figures toward whom

attachment behaviour is ‘directed.

Separation Behaviour During Child Development

After about the sixth month, the child reacts with
anxiety to separation from his principle caretaker and to

being with a stranger.®? However, his capacity to cope with
. . S : . . . .
physical separation without experilencing disorganizing

anxiety is dependent upon age and attained physical and
_social matufity, which in turn are functions of ﬁrevious
environmental experiencc54‘including continuiﬁy‘of relation—
ships; 'Sméll dosages. of separation, according to Hoopes et
al., and properly timed brief breaks iq the closeness between

mother and child are needed for ego development and growing

[

differéntiation.s“ John Rose has observed that children

highly involved in the stimulation ?attern'of a particular

-~

caretaker with little experience in béing cared for by others

will react catastrophically to separation when it. takes

S

place abruptly.?® The younger the child, in general, the

more definitive the reaction will be with the exception of

SZpernard, "Adoption," p. 76.
53Rose, "Reevaluation,” p. 447.

| S%Janet L. Hoopes, Roberta H. Andrews, Elizabeth A.
Lawder, Katherine D. Laurer and Edmund A. Sherman, A Followu
'study of Adoptions, Vol. II: Post-Placement . Functioning of
Adopted Children (New York: child Welfare League of America,
1969), p. 1l.

5SRose, "Reevaluation,” p. 453.
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infants under the age of six months. "Likewiée, children
with .previous inadequate Or inconsistent supervision will fear
strange caretaking environments and will react to them as

potentially dangerous and punitive."®® Bowlby has also

stated:

When an insecure individual uncertain whether his
attachment figures are going to be accessible and
responsive, *Or even alive, is faced with potentially
fear - arousing situations, he is more likely to
respond with intense fear than an individual who feels
cecure and confident in his attachment figures.®’

Erikson®® and Goldstein et al.*? discuss the import-

ance of continuity of relationships. Erikson states that a

sense of basic trust is considered the earliest criterion of
_healthy personality development as it provides the child with
a sense of identity, " . . . @& sense accrued throughout the
stages of childhood thét there is continuity, sameness and
.meaning to one's life history."*®’ Goldstein et al. state:

¢« Continuity of relationships, surgpundings and viran-
mental influence are essential fr a child's normal
" development. The jnstability of all mental progesses
needs to be offset by stability and uninterrupted
support £from external sources. Smooth growth 1is
arrested or disrupted when upheavals and changes in
the external world are added to the internal ones.®’

r/ )
-

stprose, "Reevaluation,” p. 453.

57 John Bowlby, Attachment and Loss, vol. II:
Separation (New York: Basic Books, Inc., 1969), P. 313.

. Seyenry W. Maier, Three Theories of Cchild Development.
Revised ed. {(New York: Harper % Row Publishers Inc., 1909).

S%aoldstein et al., Best Interests.

¢9Majer, Three Theories, P- 34.

®lGoldstein et al., Best Interests, pp. 31-32.



24

Bowlby has observed three main phases of the separa-

tion process, experienced to different degrees at different

ages: (1) Protest: during this phase the child protests

and tries vigourously to recover his mother. He displayé

separation anxiety: (2) Despalr. durlng this phase although

he despairs of recovering mother, the child remains preoccupied

with her and remains vigilant'for her return. He displays-
grief and mourning; (3) Detachment: during this phase the

child seems to lose his interest in his mother and to beccme

emotionaily detached from her. This is displayed in the form, -

of a defense mechanism.®?

v

to particdlar age groups are: in children froém about 11

months up to three years, reactions of. 1ntense anxiety and

distress are dlsplayed when separated from mother, but they

._tuickly recover when re301ned either by mother or a strangerj

a child of three years is less llkely-towbe upset and he 1is
also quick to recover; a child of four may be either little

affedted or very distressed; and a girl, iﬁ the absence of

mother; tends to makerﬁriepds‘more réadily with strangers
than a boy.®? | |

Wwhen infants and young children find themselves
abandowned by the parent, they not 9n1§ suffer separation
distress and anxiety, but also setbacks in the quality of

.their next'attachments, which will be less trustful.

¢ 2Bowlby, Separation, p. 27.
¢31bid., pp. 52-33.

64Goldstein et al., Best Interests, p. 33.

some of Bowlby's findings in regérd
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Goldstéin et al. explain:

Where continuity of such relationships is interrupted

more than once, as happens due to multiple.placements
in the early years, the children's emotional attachments
become increasingly shallow and indiscriminate. They

tend to grow up as persons who lack warmth in their
contacts with fellow beings.®®

Further to this, Rose comments that in such situations the

child is less able to use adult caretakers for guidance and

support.®®

' For young children up to five years every disruption

in continuity also affects those achievements which are

rooted and develop in the ‘intimate interchange with a stable

parent figure. The more recently the achievement has been

acquired, the easier it is for the child to lose it.®’

"example which commonly occurs is a breakdown in toilet-

" training.

In school-ag;HEHIIHféﬁT“aisruptibns in.continuity

with parent figures

. effect above all, those achievements which are
based on identification with the parents’' demands,
prohibitions and social ideals. Such identifications
develop only where attachments are stable, and tend to’
be abandoned if the child feels abandoned by the adults
in question . '. . Resentment toward the adults who have
disappointed them in the past makes them adopt the
attitude of not caring for anybody; or of making the

‘new parent the scapegoat’ for the short comings of the

former one. In any case, multiple placement at this

age . . . becomes the direct cause of behavior which the

schools experience as disrupting, the courts label as
dissocial, delinquent or even criminal.®®

65Goldstein et al., Best Interests, p. 33.

¢6épose, "Reevaluation," p. 454.

$7Goldstein et al., Best Interests, p. 33.

6831bid., pp. 33-34.

——
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In the‘developmental stage of adolescence, the teen-™
ager ‘is attempting to establish his own independent adult’
identity. His actions during this stage indicate a desire
to discontinue parental relationships and search for his own
identity.%®?® For a‘healﬁhy resolution of this developmental”
crisis it is iméortant that any disruptions in continuity
come exclusively from his side and not be imposed on him by
any form of abandonment or rejection on thé part 'of his parent
figures.7°

It is thus evident that egggrience; of separation

from attachment figures whether of short or long duration

and experiences of discontinuity of relationships all act,

-

as Bowlby states,

. . . to divert development from a pathway that is within
optimum limits to one that may be outside them. Often '
the diversion is neither great nor lengthly so that
return to the mainline remains fairly easy. At other
R . times, by contrast, a diversion is both greater and lasts

H‘—ﬁh‘_h——iaﬁﬁér—ur—e&se_is_ggggggggi_then a return to the mainline

- ‘ 71

becomes far more difficult and—it—may-prove impossible.

The Adopted Child

In the following discussion of the .adopted child,

the main emphasis is placed on children who are past infancy,

-

for two reasons: (1) Since it has been shown that children

under. six months do not experience attachment and separation
hevs .
emotions, adoption before this age does not carry with it

»
-

§9Maier, Three Theories, p. 35.

1

7“Gold§iein et al., Best Interests, p. 34.

7'powlby, Separation, p. 370.
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the problems of séparation and feplacement experienced by
older:children, aﬁd age of the child in these cases would
therefgée not be a fgctbr in adéption breakdowns; and.(Z)
It has beenifound in previous studies that most'c%iidren
coming into care today do so because

. . . the home environment has become disadvantageous
for their development . . . and in the case of each
individual placement of a child; there is greater. than
random probabilit¥ that replacement will be unsuccessful
at a later time.’

In placing the emphasis on the potential problem areas of
the adopted child at different stages in his deVelopment, it
will be our intention to illustrate some of the possible.
variables involved in adoption breakﬁowns.

A high rate of adopted childl’:er_x seen in clinical
practice has prompteawmuéhsresearch in the area of the adopted
child_.73 Florence Clothier has summed up the central issue
in the problems of adopted children-in the folloﬁing state-

; ment:

A deep identification with our forbears as experienced . .
originally in the mother-child relationship,; gives us T
most fundamental security . . . Every adopted child at
some point in his development has been deprived of

his primitive relationship with his mother. This

trauma and the removing of the. individual from his

| 72Rose, "Reevaluation,” p. 455.

. - 73Marshall Schechter, "Observations on Adopted
“Children," Archives of Gengral Psychiatry, Vol. 3, No. 1
(July, 19607, pp. 21-32; Nathan Simon and Audrey Sgnturia,
"Adoption and Psychiatric Illness,” American Journal Of
Psychiatry, Vol. 122 No. 8 (February, 1%66); H. David Kirk,
Kurt Jonassochn and Ann D. Fish,. "Are Adopted Children Espec-
ially Vulnerable to Stress?" Archives of General Psychiatry,
Vol. 1l4,” No. 3 (March, '1966), pp.: 231-298; Florence Clothier,
"The Psychology of the Adopted Child," Mental Hygiene, Vol.

27 (April, 1943). : ‘ :
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.racial antlcedents, lie at the core of what is peculiar
to the psychology of the adopted child.”* .
S

In a study of 120 children seen in prlvate-psychiatric
practice, Schechter found twenty-one to be adopted children.75

This is 13. '3 per “cent of hlS child caseload whereas>1n the

.general populatlon he calculated approx1mately .134 pér cent

of children under the age of twenty-one are adopted The
reasons for, referral were as varied as is generally found in

pedlatrlc psychlatrlc practlce. However, one of the main

1-,differences was that many of the adoptive parents reported

"

an-aloofness and a distance that made closeness

" impossible. n78 °

Littner traces the adopted child from the beglnnlng
of placement and outlines the main psychologlcal crises he
must resolve to explaln some of the observed behav1our of B
adopted children.77_ First, some chlldrenfmust master the
painful feelings aroused -by the'separation from their natural

parents.- Then they must resolve for themselves the lnltlal

feellng of being placed with new parents *“During thestrans-”
ition perlod until the Chlld is able to discover what hlS
new parents are really like, he tends to dlsplace into them

and to expect from them the punishment which he feels he ,

< . o . Ll

: ) ) ’
7“Clothler, "Adopted Chlld " ps 722,

7 5schechter, "Observatlons on Adopted Chlldren,

761bid., p. 26.

77Ner Littner, Some Traumatic Effects of Separation

‘and Placement {(New York: Child Welfare League of America,

1967) . _ ) _ P

4
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deserves for causing the separatlon. 78 The child is uncons-
c10us of many of these feelings and fears because they are.
repressed. §ince many of his separation and placement— :
1nduced feelings are repressed, & great deal of anx1ety can
be observed. As dlscussed in the previous sectlon, this
anxiety is often expressed 4in abnormal;behav10ur.

Littner describes the existence of a third problem
in the adopted child as.an emotional Achilles heel.éﬁ "His
explanation for this is éhat the child may be unduly sensitive
to any experience that for him implies a threat separation
and replacement from his new parentgt As the ild forms a
relationship with his new parents he also becomes afraid of
getting too close to them emotionally, for in'the past,
emotional close;ess has in.many casesAfesulted in rejabtion
and.reﬁlacement. Also, Eoviﬁg his new parents implies dis—

- A fouﬁph problem the ad0pted chi¥d has,' involves

1earn1ng how to accept his w1sh to be close to his new
parents and how to ™ . - . come& to‘peace with - the ant1c1patlon

of rejectlon by them and the assoc1ated separatlonulnduced

nBl Hls

painful feelings and fears about hlS own parents.
behaviour may reflect a need to fend off his new‘parents and
.o

[ O '
7681ittner, Traumatic Effects, p. 10.

791pid., p. ll. -
. ®°Ibid., p.-12.

811pid., p. 13.



30

/

_ .
so keep them at a safe emotional distance- to the degree that
he cannot' tolerate these painful emotions but. must instead
keep them repressed.®’

This problem of emotional distance of adopted children

.

is mentioned also by-Tousseing in relation to the adoiescent,
in a personal commuriication to Schechter. AS discussed
earlier, the adolescent is searching for his own identity,
and’ in this process, gains independence from his pafents.
Tousseing states:

The adolescence of adopted children seems to be a
particularly difficult one because it is harder for
adoptive adolescents to accept their r ellion against
the adoptive parents, to give them up ﬁiﬁlove obijects.
Furthermore, I have now seen a numbgr-oqcases in which
children in adolescence start roaming around almost aim-
\ lessly . . . They seem to be seeking the fantasied
'good, real parents.'®® - : - ‘

Tousseing also -suggests that the emotional distance of many

adopted children. is an identification with the distant real

parents. e

w

. - Each child experiences adoption in a different way.

Some ‘of the child's concern about emotional closeness may

have existed with his own parents:prior to separation. It 1is

»r

. .

also possible that the child may expérience realistic problems
'with the new parents themselves. He may not even experience
any serious problems at all.

Adoptive Parents - y 4

i

+
i

A study of the child is only one aspect of the’

<.

82pittner, Traumatic Effects, p. 13.

83gchechter, ?Observatibns of Adopted Children," p. 30.
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problem of adoption breakdowns. The potential difficulties
-~ .

inherent in being an adoptive parent must also be examined

to contribute to a balanced perspective of adoption break-

. downs.

Although adoption is a process which is‘desiqned to
create families, adoptive families differ from biological
families. In writing about adoptive parents, Schechter has
said:

There is evidence that parental infertility and the
circumstances surrounding raising someone else's child
create stresses in the adoptive situation that are
different from those  occurring in the biologically
derived family . . . It is important to analyze the
particular and unusual strains and stresses to which

this nonbiologically derived relationship can be
subjected.®"

There a:;\ﬁany reasons. why couples édopt, bﬁt the
prevalent reason in our society today is infertility.®®
when confronted by an inability to bear children,-én adult
must make a major revision iﬂ his body image and self concept.
"To be infertile represents An enormous narc;gsistic biow to
the male and female Eoth.“ég‘dThe adoptive couple must under-
go repeated physical examinations, intense scrutiny from

adoption‘agenciés andﬂqueStions from family and friends,

" pefore they are granted the privilege of becoming parents.

o

84marshall Schechter, "About Adoptive Parents," inp
Parenthood: 1Its Psychology and Psychopathologg, ed. James
Anthony and Therese Benedek {Boston: Little, Brown and Co.,.
1970}, p. 355.

85Tpid., p. 353. .

8¢1pid.,; p. 360.
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One adoptive couple describes their experience in these

words:
we did feel entirely at their [agency's] hands
and nervous about antagonizing them in any way = after
all, they had the babies! .There is a feeling of utter
helplessness.®’ -
The biological parents are independent in their procurement
of a child, but adoptive couples are dependent on the
services of the adbption agency and ultimately the adoption-
worker.
) "The period of pregnancy provides a couple with a
%
known qimetable that moves them imperceptibly toward progres-
. @& v
sive igﬁolvement in their coming 'parental  tasks."®®
Pregnancy is a developmental phase during which
. . . fantasies are actively stimulated and parental )
attitudes develop, shift and modify . . . This develop-
ment (Which helps place the final stamp on male and
female identification) is not the living experience of
the non-fecund couple.®’
Prepératibn for adopéive parenthood tends to be abrupt and
although there is usually a lengthy waiting period, it lacks
this clear-cut timetable by which the couple or family can
shape their feelings and thoughts in preparation for their
" new roles.

Some couples respond to the need to adopt with intense

feelings of deprivation and anger, which may be reflected in

_ ®7Noel Timhs, ed., The Receiving End (London :
Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1373). .

\ " 88y, pavid Kirk, Shared Fate: A Theory of Adoption E
and Mental Health (Toronto: Macmillian and Co.,1964), p. /.

®®Schechter, "About Adoptive Parents," p. 360.
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their child-rearing attitude. Some parents decline from
telling their child he is adopted for fear this will activate
in them the feéling of being defective.®’

A problem can also lie in the adoptive pa;ents'-
~inability to allow normal separation and individuation
since " . . . any disengagement - from themselﬁes heralds an
attachment to others, and places them in the state of being

childless once again. Kirk describes this situation in

n9l
the adoptive family as ;incongruity . . . in adoptive role
obligations.“92 He explains that the norms of a family
require progressive differentiation on a irmly established
pase of integration and in the biological family this pro-
greesion from dependence to autonomy is facilitated by their
ascribed blood—famiLial.status. Adoptive parents, however,
are expected to reveal the fact of adoption to the child and
allow normal progression from.dependence to autonomy, tﬁus
engaglng in dlfferentiating aspects, while at the same time
lntegratlng their adopted child into thelr family. This is a
particularly difficult task for the adoptive parents when the.
Chlld is in adolescence and may, in his'search for identity,
atfempt to locate his natural parents. In these cases the.,

anxiety. is tJ;; the child will never return to them but

3

9°Schechte;j,gb"About Adoptive Parents,” p. 363.

&, *!ibid.

#92y. pavid Kirk, "A Dilemma of. Adoptive Parenthoqd:
Incongruous Role Obllgatlons," Journal of Marriage and the
amily, 1959, vol. 21, p. '317.
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rather that " . . . he-will discard them in favour of his
blood relatives."’? This fear can unconsciously force the

adoptive parents to prove their family unity, thus provoking

stronger rebellion 1in their adolescent child.

At the birth of their first child, parents are
usually in théir twenty's and have been married about 1 1/2
to 2 years, whefeas adopting parents are typically seven to
eight years older than biological parents.”’* Both these
factors, in the biological parents, i.e. the spouses ages and
the‘length of their marriage a£ the birth of their first
child, ﬁay be considered in favour of relatively easy tran-
sition to the changes which parentai roles imply. ©n the
other hand, adoptive parents have had more time tQ_soiidiﬁy
their mérriage and may therefore be better prepared for _
parenthbod. In a longitudinal study of children,adopted
between infancy and three years of age, Jaftfee and Fanshel
found that the age of theypdoptive couple at the inception
of the adoption pfocess was a "relatively insignificant”
factor in the life adjustment of the child.®® Hoopes et al.
in a follow-up study of adoptions algo found that the ages
of the adoptive parents at the time of the adoption placement

made no difference in later adopted child functioning.?®

S3gchechter, "About Adoptive Parents," p. 366.

®4xirk, Shared Fate, p- 9.

%Spenson Jaffee and David Fanshel, How They Fared in

Adoption: A Follow-up Study (New vork: CoTumbia University
Press, 19700, p. 258. .

rl

S6Hoopes et al., Post-Placement Functioning, p. 74.
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We have discussed here some of the factors which distinguish
adoptive parents from natural parents and which also have

the potential to make the adoption process more vulnerable.

Significant Factors in Adoption Breakdowns

Adoption in infancy gives to the adoptive parents
the same opportunity that the biological parents have to
develop a close emotional parent-child relationship.  This
chance is diminished if adoption occurs at a later stage,
after{the child has had earlier placemenﬁs, where he has,forméd
or broken earlier attachments or experienced separations.
It is also diminished by ‘the statutor&hprObationary pefipd
before adoption is finaliz“ed.97 Addpﬁive pafents have, at
the point of placement, already been approvéd, but must wait
for at least six months before the adoption is f?nalized.
During this time the Children's Aid Society has the opportunity
to interrupt the developing relationship and remove the child.
This presents an uncertainty for both the chilq and the parents
which may inhibit the development of the pa:ent-cﬁild relation-
ship.

In several studies it has been found that girls adjust.

-}

better in adoptive placements than boys.’ Weinstein attrib-

utes this to the fact that norms for girls tend to be more

97Kirk, Shared Fate, p. ll.

9pugene Weinstein and Paul Geisel, "An Analysis of
Sex Differences in Adjustment,” Child Development, Vol. 31,
No. 4 (Dec. 1960), pp. 721-728 and Alfred Kadushin and
Frfderick W. Seidl, "pdoption Breakdown: A Social Work
Postmortem," Social Work, Vol. 16 (July, 1971), pp. 32-38.
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consistent, clear-cut and consonant with avenues of behaviour
open to the child than is the case for boys."??

In Jaffee and Fanshel's study, they found that
children when adopted betwe;n infancy and three years,'fared
better in adoption homes containing one or more other children
than adoptees pléced with childiess couples.'’’ Consonant
yith these findings, adoptive parents who had haa'other
'childrén prior Eo adopting were prone'to express relatively
little dissatisfaction with their adoptive experience as
compared with couples whose first child was the adoptee.
Jaffee and Fanshel glso féund that the number of placements
experienced by a child who was placed between infancy and
three years bore vefy little relation to his subsequent life
adjustment.'®?

The child under the ége of six years seems to be
more vulnerable than a child over the age of six years to

2

the effects of placement.1° This does not, of course, include

the new-born infant up to about six months, who cannot
experience separation effects, as he has not yet formed a
close parent-child relationship.

In a study on adoption failures before legalization,

Kadushin and Seidl found that age at placement was cleérly

. 9%einstein and Geisel, "Sex Differences," p. 727.

100 75ffee and Fanshel, How They Fared, p. 254.

1011pid., p. 253.

192y 4 ttner, Traumatic Effects, p. 20.




37

related to placement failure, " . . . older children being.
over—represented in the failure group at a statistically
sign;ficant level."!?® Fifty-six percent of the breakdowns
were of children between twoO and six years of age. Kadushin
and Seidl also found that multipie placements, which involve -
vthe simulténeous placement of more than one child is highly
associated with placement failure.'®®

.- In a study of 10,000 placements in Greaﬁ Britain by
Kornitzer and Rowe, it was found that 64 per cent of adoption-
failures Qere amonglthe second child placed in the adoptive
héme.”’5 Although this is contrary to Jaffee and Fanshel's
findings of better adjus£ment of children in homes where
there were other siblings, it must be kept in mind thatl;
Jaffee and Fahsﬁel sﬁudied only adoptees up to three years
and- the Kornitzer and Rowe study included children of all
ageé. o
. In this ch;pter’we have ekplainea the dynaq}cs
involved in adoption breakdowns by rgviewing the literature
on such related areas as the family,qattachment and separatiQn
behaviour during!child-devélopment; specilal characteristics
of the adopted child and thé adoptive parent, and some past

findings from studies concerned with adoptions:

T ———————p e St

193gadushin and Seidl, “"Adoption Breakdown," p. 34.

10%1hid.

1057hid., p. 36.
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CHAPTER IV

METHODOLOGY

The methodology we employed in carrying out this
project is described under the following headings: (1)

Statement of Purpose; (2) Operational Definitions; (3) Type

" of Study: (4) Population and Sample; (5) Data Collection;

(6) Limitations; and (7) Data Analysis.

Statement of Purpose

" The purposes of this project were to explore adoptive

breakdowns in Ontario in order to establish a descriptive

profile of the salient characteristics of breakdown. Stated
more specifically, the purposes Were: '

(1) To describe the adoptive breakdowns i relation to the
social characteristics of the placed child and the
prospective adoption parents, the adoptive family
composition, the Society-related child placement processes,
and the reasons for breakdown;

(2) To idenfzfy some of the major factors in the Society-

related child placement processes which may be associated
with adoption breakdowns;

(3) To consider how these factors.are.related to one another
for the developmént of hypotheses for further investigation
in the area of breakdown; ‘

(4) To comment on the findings and theix implications for
adoption processes in Ontario. co -

'Operational Definitions

This section defines some of the terms employed in

38
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the study. The definitions of the terms are referred to as
_operational definitions and serve to indicate precisely what
the terms meant to us. It should perhaps be noted that as
employees of the Children's Aid Society, we were quite familiar
with some of the terms that deal with the adoption process
and adoption breakdowns.

The term Adoption Breakdown was defined in this study

tne—return”of a Society-placed child to an Ontarlo Children's

"Aid Society at any time, for any reason, follow1ng adoptlon'

placement and prior tb_legalization of the adoption through

A

the Court.

-

The term Society was employed to define any one of
the 50 Children's Aid Societies in Ontario.

' The term Society-related child placement processes

was employed to refer to the following:

(a) What prompted adopting appllcants to express an
interest in adoptlon,-

(b) Inter-agency placements;

(c) Resources used by the Society in maklng the
adoption placement;

{d) Pre-placement interviews;

(e} Post—placemen£ interviews;

(£} Visits of prospectlve adoptive appllcants to
child and visits of child to prospective adoptive
applicants;

{(g) Multiple placements;

(h) Removal of the child.

The term Pre-Placement Interviews referred to the

. interviews conducted by the Society before the child was

placed in the prospective adoption home.
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The term Post-Placement Interviews referred to the

interviews conducted by the Society after the child was
placed in the prospective adoption home.

The term Inter-Agency Placement referred to a place-

ment where two Societies were involved {a child in one Society's
care being adopted by parents in another Society's Jjuris-
diction) .

The term Multiple Placement was employed to mean the

simultaneous placement of more than one child in the same

.prospective adoption home.

The term Younger Children was employed to mean those

children three years of age and younger, whereas the term’

Older Childrendwas meant to characterize those childrén

older than three years of age.

Type of Study

With respect to the purpose of, and methods used in

the present study, the exploratbrxfdesign was the most

appropriate of any othe%\ﬁii}qn. The major purpose of

v

exploratory research is

. . . to refine concepts and to articulate questions and
hypotheses for subsequent investigation. A variety of
data collection procedures may be used, but less attention
is devoted to the accurate description of 'quantitative
relations among variables.!'®’® -

PN

Experimental and’quantitative—descripti@é studies

generally are concerned with testing hypotheses or evaluating

196mony Tripodi, Phillip Fellin and Henry J. Meyer,
The Assessment of Social Research (Itasca, Illinois: F. E.
Peacock Publishers, Inc., 13639}, p. 25.

R}
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pfogrammes.”’7 Exploratory giqd;es,ron the other hand, have
~as tﬁeir,purpose the formulatién of a préblem for more
precise invesﬁigation-of of developing hypotheses‘”é in a
field which " . . . as ye£ has had limited development and
therefore. is not brepared for elaborate experimental designs
to tést complex, abstract hypotheses.'??

There had been little research conducted in the area
of'adéption breakdowns and hypothes?s had not beenvdévelppéd
in this area. Because of the lack of established empirical
research'in this area, we used as our design the exploratory
study which is oriented to theory develapment..

Our exploratory research qQn adopﬁion breakdowns was
categorized under the subtype of combined exploratory—
descriptive. The purpose of this tfpe of study is:

. . . to develop ideas and theoretical generalizations.
Descriptions are in both guantitative and gualitative
form, and the accumulation of detailed information

by such means as participant observation may be found.
Sampling procedures are flexible and little concern

is usually given to systematic representativeness.'’’

Although we did not use pa;tiéipant_observation as

a mode of data éollection, we produced gquantitative-and

107phillip Fellin, Tony Tripodi and Henry. J. Meyer,
Exemplars of Social Research (Itasca, Illincis: F. E. .
Peacock Publishers, Lnc., 1969), p. 139.

_ 1080)aire Selltiz, Marie Jahoda, Morton Deutsch and
Stuart W. Cook, Research Methods in Social Relations (New
York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 135%), p. 5l.° o

109271 fred Kahn, "The Design of Research,” Social Work
Research, ed. Norman A. Polansky (Chicago: The University of
Chicago Press, 1960), p. 51. ‘ ' .

1191h54., p. 256.

—éﬁ-&
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] . .
gualitative descriptions of adoption breakdowns and factors

involved therein, from the accumﬂiation of.detailed inform--

ation.

Population and Sample -

"A popﬁlation is the aggregate of all of the cases

that conform to some designated set of specifications;"lli
The populatidg%for the purpose of the pregént Study consisted
of all cases of adoption bredkdowns in Ontario.

It is generally much more economical in {ime, effort

and money to get the desired information for only some

of the elements than for all of them. When we select

some of the elements [cases] with the intention of .

finding out something about the population from which, "7~

they are taken we refer to that group of elements as R

a sample.'!? : ‘
We chose as the sample for our study the adoption breakdowns
which occurred during the years 1972 and 1973. * This repres-
ented a sample of 172 cases or elements. 'The‘rétionale used
iﬁ'selecting these two years®for study included the following
considerations: they are the two most recent years on which’
data is complete and therefore would reflect any conwemporary
trends; it was considered important to study more than oneb

=

year sO as to eliminate any bias which may .have occurred.

during a particular year; while it is' necognized that this
\ _— v )
sample is large in relation to the tota adoption breakdowns

for 1972-73, it was considéred neceésaryxin this study to

h

examine the predomihant and. most pfq?aleﬁ‘ variables in all
\ - ¢

1lgelTtiz et al., Reséarch'Methoda, p. 509.

1127h3d., p. 510.. o .

m——
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4

the elements in order to provide an accurate descrlptlon

oA e

s

In relation to sampling theory, the method we chose
Y-6uld be described as nonprobability sampling as opposed to
- ¢

probability sampling. "Inlnonprobability sanpling there is
po way of est&mating the probability that each element has
of being included in the sampie and no assurance Ehat every
-element has' sqme chance of being included."''? Thlsawas

‘ applicable to our study sample as we chose not to examine

. breakdowns which occurred prior to 1972. While it was
recognized that byfstudying only the ‘most recent;breakdowns,
we would not be able to identify characterlstlcs of the
prev1ous years breakdewns, it was felt Egat only the char---
acteristics of the most recent years were pertinent to the

[ §

purposa of this study ‘8
The reason that we chose to study breakdowns ‘across

the prov1nce of Ontarlo was because Chlld Welfarg laws are

provxnclal and all- 50 Children's Aid Soc1et1es in the prov1nce

are governed by the same Child Welfare Act of 1965.. Also,

all 50 SOCletleS are required to complete a standard form

1

and forward a copy to the Ministry of Communlty and Soc1al
Y
Serv1ces w1th1h 30 days of an adoption breakdown, so the

lnformatlon is centrally located

Data Collectioh | ' SR , .

Data for our study was obtained'from the Children's

Services Bureau's own records. The Bureau had developed its

"

e —————— e

“'}‘3Selltiz et al., Research Methods) pp. 514-515.
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owﬁ schedule, the Information on Adoption Breakdown form,
fof‘reperting pertinent information on adoption breakdown
cases.‘ The infofmation in the schedule concentrated on four
areas:
1. Placed child characteristies_ .é L

2. Adoptive parent characteristics

3. Information on Socilety-related child placement
" processes . ' ‘

4. Reasons givep for the*ééoption breakdown
‘Iﬁformation on the cﬁ}id consisted!of age, sex,
racial origin, reliéion, marital status‘of his natural parents,
gﬁardianship status, reason‘for coming into care, number and
duratlon of foster heme placements,_whether or not the child
" had been placed on ad0ptlon before, reasons for removal
length of adogtlon placement, physical health, -intellectual
disabilities and psychological disabilities.

o

sInformation on the adoptive parents consisted.of age,
: - i
religion, racial.origin, occupation, whether or not the wifeA

had been employed durlng the adoptlon placement, source ofl

intereSt in adoption, experience as foster_parents, and
family compoeition. ) . i
‘ Infoymation on Society-related child plecement pro-
cesses consisted of the—resources used in making the adopiion
placement- numﬁer of prepleCement'interviews, visits, and
. postplacement 1nterv1ews ‘carriéd out 1nd1v1dually and jointly,
with the husband, the wife,. and the ch;ld.

Informatioﬁ on‘the reasons‘fpr.the adoption break—

down consisted of a full, frank statement of the agencies’

.
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opinion as to what thé reasons for the breakdown were.

l This Information on Adoption Breakdown schedule was
adapted for use in the present study and served as 'our
principal source of information. When an adoption breakdown
'occurred, the agency was required to complete the schedule
jénd to forward it in duplicate to the Adoption Branch of the
Children's Serricés Bureau.llﬁ‘_The schedyle was filled our
by the adbption worker wha worked with thé case, the super-
visor of adgptions or, in some instances, the locél director
generally within 30 days after the ?reakdown occurred.

We constructed a precoded Master Data Sheet!'® in
which the responses were categorized. This was done to.
facilitate the compilation of the data which was transposed
on IBM coding forms. The categories we chose reflected the.
objectlves of our exploratory study which were discussed
earlier in this chapter. We attempted to meet what Lazarsfeld
and Barton called "the requirement of logical correctness"'!®
by adherintho the ffollowing  basic principles outiinéd by
Selltiz et al,: o

1 - The set of categorles should bg%derlved from 3

single classificatory principle.
2 - The set of categories should be exhaustive; that

is, it should be possible to place every response
in one of the categories of the set.

W

11%Mhis is a pollcy of the Adoption Branch, Chlldren s -
Services’ Bureau.

. '!'%see Appendix III.

'116p . H, Barton and P. Lazarsfeld, "Qualitative
Measurement in the -Social Sciences: Classification, Typologies,

" and Indices," The Policy Sciences, eds. H. D. Lasswell and D.

Lerner (Stanford: Stqnford University Press, 19%51), pp. 155-192.
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3 -~ The categories withimr the set should be mutually

exclusive; it should not be possible to place a

given res?onse in more than one category within

the set.!''’ -
Consequently, we included residual, "catch-all" categories
such as "other" or "not ascertainable."”

In categorizing some of our data we made use of
available methods. These methods'aﬁpeared to fit our

reguirements very well. For.example, when we classified

the reasons for coming into care, we employed Part II,

Section 19, sub-section 1(b) of the Child Welfare Act (1965)

where twelve reasons are listed. In categoriiing occupation,

we employed the United States Bureau of Census' classification

of occupations''® which listed several occupations under the -
general headings we empléyed. The availability of many’
occupations listed under a small number of concentrated,

- general headings made the compilation of the daﬁa pertaining A

to oécugation much more simple. Iin categorizing the

reasons for breakdown we made use of some of the classifications

employed by Kadushin in his study of adoption failurds.''?

" In the early phases-of pur thinking, we corresponded
with Mrs. Victoria Leach, ProQincial Head of the Adoption
Branch 6f the Children's Services Bureau, to outline our

ideas for this research and to obtain permission for the use

<

117ga11tiz et al., Research Methods, p. 392.

118y, 5. Bureau of the Census, Statistical Abstract
of the United States: 1969 (90th Edition) washington, D. C.,
1969, pp. 223-225. ' |

119 adushin and Seidl, "Adoption Breakdown," p. 37.
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of the records that were available at the Branch. With her
permission and full cooperation, in April ef 1974, we

compiled all. cur data directly from the Information on

- Adoption Breakdown Forms that was facilitated by the use%of

; 4
our Master Data Sheet. We transposed the data in categorized

or numbered states onto IBM coding forms. Code numbers and

column numbers were listed on the Data Sheet, thus enabling

~us to record all the information contained in each Information

on Adoption Breakdown schedule in a quick, easy, manner.
Selltiz et al.,'?° and Shyne!?! listed several

advantages in using available material for research purposes.

The obvious ones, as reflected in our procedures, were

+

related to time and economics. Another.was reflected in the

fact that the Adoption Breakdown Iﬁformation forms had to be

\

completed very soon after the "occurrence" when the information

was very fresh in the recorder's mind, "right on the spot.”

@

Selltiz et al., stated:

since such data are collected in the ordinary course of
events, the measurément'procedure is less likely to
reveal the investigator s purpose or to change the
behavior in which he is 1nterested than are some.of the
cther data- collectlon techniques.!

This minimized the dangers of researcher bias. Another

advantage lay in the fact that we did not require the co-

1?20g5e11tiz et al., Research Methods, pp. 316-317.

'21Ann W. Shyne, "Use of Available Material;“ in
Social Work Research, ed. Norman A. Rolansky (Chicago: The
University of Chicago Press, 1960), pp. 106-124.

1225611tiz et al., Research Methods, pp. 316-317.

v
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operation of the adoptive parents, the adoption workers or

the Children's Aid Societies, about whom information was

examined.

Limitations . -

The disadvan£ages, though not numerous, were importan£
considerations when we decided to use available material in
our study. They had to do with what Shyne!?? referféd to as
"consistent availability" and with the familiar problems of
reliability and validity.

In terms of "consistent availability," the Information

‘Mon Adoption Breakdown Forms are required to be completed by
‘the Society within thirty days of the occurrence of an
adoption breakdown; Howevexy, we are not ceftain whether or
not the totai number of forms we examined for the years 1972
and 1973 &t the Adopt}on'Branch of the Children's Services

Bureau reflected EPE total number of forms completed or that

should have been completed. Despite the Bureau's expectation

that Information on Adoption Breakdown Forms be completed

for every adoPtioh breakdown,. it was entirely possible that

: o c o . : :
it was nmot fulfilled in practice. However, we have no reason

to believe that.this practice was not consistently carried )

out, - 3

In terms of reliability and validity, some Information

on Adoption Breakdown Forms were incomplete. We -disregarded

B \‘\ » - ) 13
the adoption breakdowns where the information was too in-
. . N

-

-
Y
.

A ~ 123ghyne, "Available Material," pp.3412-113.
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complete. However, we encountered some forms where only
one or two parts had not been filled out, such as the Number
of Foster Home Placeménts and the.Numbér of Postplacement

-

Interv1ews conducted by the Society. We choose to include

these forms as part of our study sample because we con51dered
. that the lack of information on on}y one part of the form for
one'adoption-ﬁféakdown would not influence our results to
any great extent.

Another factor that affected the reliability and
valldlty of our data, in addition to the incompleteness of

 some Information on Adoption Breakdown Forms, was the termin-

ology employed by the Society person who filled them out.
Because workers in adoption come from professional as well
as non-professional backgrounds, different uses of some of the
terminology required to complete the forms were encountered.
This varied use of terminolégj could have been evidenced in
the éociety person's recording of the intelligenéé of the
child or his physical health. |

Still another factor centered arouné the subjectivity
attached to certain sections of the form such as the seﬁtions

on Intelligence, Physical Health, and Reasons for Breakdown.

Hdwever, we had no reason to believe that the Childrén‘s Aid
"Society persoﬁnel did not employ honest, discrete judgement
in completing these sections or any other section of the

Information on Adoption Breakdown FOrms.

-

[
L

The preceeding brlef dlscuSSLOn on consistent avail-

)

ability and the problems of rellablllty and validity outlined
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the limitations of this research. These limitations were
considered in the formulation and ‘'reformulation of our

instrument, the Master Data Sheet,ﬁas, "the more highly

structured the material -to be coded, and the simpler the

categories used, the higher the reliability will be."!'?"

Data Analysis

With the aid of our precoded Master Data Sheet, we

compiled our data on IBM coding sheets. The data was key-
punched on computer cards from these IBM coding sheets. The
computer cards enabled us to run two programs,‘Codebook125

and Crosstabs,'?® with the use of the computer. These two

programs are outlined in the Statistical Package for the

Social Sciences manual.

The program, codebook, provided us with printed
sheets containing frequency tables that enabled us to easily
deterﬁine the number of adoption breakdowns that fell into
the variops,categories we had listed under the variables we
were examining. We used the information from these frequency
tables to .accomplish one of EPe purposes of our study. which
was to describe the adoption breakdowns in relaﬁion to the
social characteristics of_ the placed child and the aﬂoptive

a?plicants, the adoptive family composition, the Society-

“’"‘Sellt!—& ., Research Methods, p. 406.

125p31e H. Bent, C. Hadlai Hull, and Norman'Nie;}r
Sstatistical. Package for the Social Sciences (New York: McGraw-
HI1l Book Company, 1970), pp. 102-105, . .

1261bid., pp. 115-126.
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reléted child placement proéesses, and the reasons for break-
down.

To identify the major factors assoéiated with adoption
breakdowns and to consider how these factérs are reléted to
one another, we-croés—tabulated all the vériables we were
studying with the use of the compuger and the program,
Crosstabs. We examined thoroughly th -céﬁputer output that
outlined the variable relationships. he examination of the

variable relationships related to adoption breakdowns enabled
 us to accomplish the previously-meﬁtioned aims, to develop
hypotheses and to formulate ideas for further research in the
area of adoption breakdowns.

‘The only statistic we used in the analysis of our
data was the Chi-Séuare test of significance. This statistic
enabled us to determine which variable relationshipslwefe
significant and which were.not. The significance levels we
employed for the Chi-Square were the -.05 and the .01 sign-

ificance levels or less.
N
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® CHAPTER V (\

CNG | .
DATA ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS .

This part of the research report is divided into
two basic sections. _The first section-is essentially-é
description of the adoption breakdowns in relation to the
social characteristics of the ﬁlaced child and the adoptive
parents, the adoptive family composition, the Society-
related'chila-placemeht processes, and ﬁhe reasons for break-
déwn. The seconé section deals with the identification and
the analysis of the significant factors associated with

¥

adoption breakdown.

Description of Adoption Breakdowns’ .
e
The number of Information on Adoption Breakdown

forms that we examined totalled 88 for the year 1972 and 84
for tﬁg,yegf 1973. We disregarded the data of 13 adoption
breakdowns. The foilowing was'pur rationale for déing sot
- ‘(af'7 adoption breakdowns involved children who

had béen placed in 1969 or earlier. It was impossible to
ascertain whether or not these breakdowns had oécur:ed
before of af}er legalization by:the Court.

(b) 3 adoption breakdowns hadioceﬁrred in 1974.

(e) 3 Information on Adoption Breakdown forms were

either too illegible or too incomplete..

52
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Thus, the analysis of the data and the findings are
based on a sample of_159 adoption breakdowns that occurred
in the years'1972 ana 1973.

The Placed Child
- In the 159 adoption breakdowns that we studied, 61
involved children less than 6 years of age and 2? involved

children 6 years of age and older. Table 1 illustrates the

range of the ages of the children at time of placement.

TABLE 1

AGE OF CHILD AT TIME OF PLACEMENT

Number of Percent of

Age : Children Children
Less than 6 months 19 11.9
6 months less than 3 years ) 11 _ 7.0
3 years less than 6 years 31 - 19.5
6 years less than 9 years .50 . 31.4
9 years and over o 48 Co - 30.2
Total - ' | 159 100 .0

" The variéus age categories were almost equally
- represented by both male and female children. Table 2 shows
the number of children involved in adoption breakdowns

Glassified by:-age at time of placement and by sex. ,~

-
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TABLE 2

AGE OF CHILD AT TIME OF PLACEMENT BY SEX

Age at Time Number of ‘Number of Total Number of
of Placement Males ~_Females Males and Females

Less than 6

months 11 8 19

6 months less . '

than 3 years 6 5 ! 11

®Pears less .

than 6 years 13 . 18 31

6 years less . .

than 9 years 25 25 .50

9 years and over 28 20 48
Total 83 76 159

Most of the children; 81.2 percent, involved in
adoption breakdowns were of the white race. Table 3 ‘o

illustrates the racial origin of the chi&dren.-

TABLE 3

RACIAL ORIGIN OF CHILD

Number of Percent of .
Racial Origin Children Children
white 129 ©8l1.2 |
Native 12 7.5
Black ‘ 1 .6
Mixed o 10.7

Total 159 o 100.0

Children involved in adoption breakdowns were of two
religious faiths, protestant and catholic. Table 4 shows
the number‘bgrchildren classified by religion. .
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TABLE 4

~
RELIGION OF CHILD

Number of \\', Percent of

Religion Children — Children

Protestant 91 ' l 57.6

Catholic o 67 42 .4
Total* : 158 7 100.0

*The religion of one child involved in adoptlon break-
down was not ascertainable.

The majority, 50.3 percent, of'the'ehildren involvéd
in adoption breakdowns were children of ummarried parents.
The remaining children were children born in wedlock. Their

status is illustrated - in Table 5.

TABLE 5
"CHILDREN BORN IN WEDLOCK, CLASSIFIED BY FAMILY

STATUS AT TIME OF COMING INTO CARE

‘Number of . . Percent of
Family Status 3 " Children Children
Both. parents living and marriage = ' T
broken - - . - 35 . 44.3
Both parents living and together 34 : 43-,0
One parent dead | 0 . - _12.7
Total | 79 100.0

With the exception of privete and indepenﬁent
adoptions, children usually spend'a certain amount of time
in the Soc1ety 8 care before becomlng avallable for adoptlon.
Table 6 shows the number of children 1nvolved in adoptlon

breakdowns cla951fled by total length of time in care before

te



. Total* w | 155 100.0

56 .o \
this adoption placement. C ¢
o«
b TABLE 6 -
LENGTH OF TIME IN .CARE BEFORE THIS
ADOPTION PLACEMENT . ' \.\
.. V ‘ ?‘- ) ‘y
! _ , Number of Percent| of
Length of -Time " ' Children - Chlldren
Less than 6 months 23 : 14.8 \,
6 months less than 3 years 57 : . 36.7
3 years less than 6 years 52 33.6
.6 years less than 9 years ) A5 . 9.7
9 years and over A - B _ 5.2

-7 *The length of time in care before this adoption placement
was not ascertainable for four children involved in adoptlon
breakdowns.

The length of time in care consists of.one or more
' foster home placements with the exception of newborn infants
who are sometlmes placed'ln adoptlon dlrectly from hospltal.
In our sample, 39.5 percent of the children had had 2 and ‘3
" - foster home placements and 24.é percent had had 4 or more
"foster home placements. " Table 7 shows the'number of chiIdren

involved in adoption breakdowns, cla551f1ed by thé’total

number of foster home placements.
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TABLE 7

TOTAL NUMBER OF FOSTER HOME PLACEMENTS

&
- ) ) Nupber of Percent of "
.. Total Number ) Children Children
H;j-o o o 4 2.§_'
-1 .53 33.7
©2-3 , 62 39.5
4-6 . - 32 20.4
7 and over . 6 ' 3.8
Total* ‘ 157 1100.0

*The total number of foster hone placements were not-ascert-
ainable for two children involved in adoption breakdowns.

. The Child Welfare Act of Ontario (1965) requires
\tggt'there be a minimum of six‘mentﬁs‘expire between the time
a child ‘is placed 1nto his prospective adoptlon home and
before the adoptlon is finalized. ThlS perlod is referred
to as the plobatlonary perlod The prlnc1pal aims of the
probatlonary gerlod are to insure that thHe decision to place

-~ .
Lthe Chlld in the prospectlve adoptlon home was a sound one

and to provide casework help to both the Chlld "and hlS prosp- .

ective adoptive'parents in their new;adjustments ae.i family.
In our sample of adoption breakdOWns} 47.6 percent of the
children were. in their prospectlve adoptlon home 6 months‘”
or more before removal. ThlS may 1ndlcate that the Soc1ety
was not aware of any dlfflcultles untll preparatlons for

leqellzatlon were considered or dlscussed w1th the QrOSpeCtlve

Table g 111ustrates the number of

_}~§‘
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br!ﬁkdowns.
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length of time from placement to removal.

TABLE 8

\ . “

LENGTH OF TIME FROM PLACEMENT TO REMOVAL

Number of Percent of

Children Children
.less than 3 months . _ 43 - < 27.9
3 months less than 6 months ) 38 - ) 24.7
6 months less than 12 months . 57 | - 37.0
12 months and over: ' 16 . 10.4
Total* ' 15¢ 100.0

*Length of time between this adopticn placement and removal
from the prospective adopt1on home was not ascertainable
for five children involved ln adoption breakdowns.

The majority,‘84 percent, of the ehildren involved
in breakdowns were reperted as physically healthy with no
illnesses'of handi;aps. A small number, 11 percent, were \ﬁ
considered minimally handicapped. These children could

fuanction indepéndently and had such disorders as partial

deafness, heart murmur, eczema, club foot, or cleft palate.

'"\  Most of the chlldren, 85 percent, were con51dered

:-to be of average or above average intelligence. Fourteen

percent were below average in 1nte111gence Intelligence

was not ascertainable for twgﬂchlldren involved in adoptlon

k]
.-

Phy51cal health and lntelllgence, thus, could not
. L}
have been a major factor in adoption breakdowns.
. ' b
Twenty-five children or 15.7 percent had been plaaed

in a prospective'a&optibn home that had resulted in previous
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gﬂggtion breakdowns. A total of 32, 20.1 percent, of the
.adoption breakdowns involved multiple placements, the
simultaneous place of more than one child in tﬁe same home.

The reasons for coming into care were classified
according to the Child Welfare Act k1965), part II, section
'lé,,subseétion (l)(bi. Table 9 illustrates the numbér of
children involved in adoption breakdowns who cape int? the
care ofy a Children's Aid Society for a partiéuié;'réasgh
under this éection of the Act. It must be noted that the
category cannot caxre properly fon chifd included many cases

where the child was admitted to care at the request of the

natural parent(s). -
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TABLE 9

REASON FOR COMING INTO CARE -

Reason for Coming - A Number of Percent of ~
Into Care Children Childrfn
Orphan | 3 1.9 :
Deserted : © 20 12.6 ’
Cannot care properly for chilad . . 110 69.8 :
Living in unfit place 0 0.0
Child aésoéiating_with unfit person 1 .6
Child found begging ‘ 0 | 6.0
Child breaks the law ' 0 0.0
Child uncontrollable 2 1.3
Child truant from school or home 0 0.0
Medical neglect 0 0.0
" Emotional or mental deprivation, :
rejection , : 10 . 6.3
Child's life, health or morals > :
endangered 12 7.5
Total* - 158 T 100.0

*Reasoﬁ for coming into care was not ascertainable for one
child involved in -adoption breakdown. :
The Adoptive Parents

The adoptive‘pgfgnt characteristics which/ye studied
included aée, Lg;fgi9h} racial origin and occupation.

The distribution of ages of both the adoptive father

and mother are seen in Table 10.
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TABLE 10

l AGES OF ADOPTIVE PARENTS AT PLACEMENT OF CHILD

Oy

Adoptive Fathers Adoptive Mothers

Age ' Number ‘Percent Number Percent
Less than 25 | _ 0 0.0 6 3.8 .
25, less than 30 27 17.6 35 22,7
30,.less than 35 - 32 20.2 37’ 24.1
35, less than 40 36 23.5 337 . 21.3
40, less than 45 33 21.5 . 28, - 18.1
45, less thad 50 14 9.2 7 4.7
50, less than 55 7 4.7 7 4.7
55 and ove _5 3.3 _ 1 .6
Total* . 154 100.0 154 100.0

*There were {five adoption breakdowns in which the age of tﬁe
adoptive- payents was not ascertainable.

Most of the adoptive parents, 82.8 percent of théf
adoptive fathers and 86.2 percent of the adoptive mothers,
were. in the age group of 25 to 45 years.

There wére,G‘mbre-protestant.adop}%ve mothers than e
adoptive fathers. This indicated that there were 6 mixed
marriages. Also, thére were 15 more protestant adéptive
fathers and-Zl more pfoﬁeétant adoptive mothers than there
1 were protestant children. Table 11 illustrates the number

of adoptive parents, classified by religion. _ s
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TABLE 11

RELIGION OF ADOPTIVE PARENTS

Adoptive. Fathers Adoptive Mothers

Religion Number Percent ~ Number  Percent
Protestant 106 66.7 112 70.4
Catholic T 50 0 31.4 44 27,7
None . ' 2 1.3 2 1.3
Other* 1 .6 1 .6

. < —_ —

Total - . .. - | 159 100.0 159  100.0

*The religion of one adoptive father and mother was Greek
_Orthodox.

in terms of racial origin, there were at least 22
mére adoptive parents of the white race than there-were
children of the-wpigé race. This 'ﬁdicates that-inratwi;ast‘
22 cases of breakdown, mixed racgial pfa&gﬂsnts were involved.
Cultural differences, therefgre, was an adéed difficﬁlty in

these placements. Table 12 shows the number'of‘adopﬁibe

parents classified by racial origin. s

TABLE 12

RACIAL ORIGIN OF ADOPTIVE PARENTS
B f -

_ Adoptive Father: Adoptj¥fe Mother
Racial Origin ) Number  Percent Ndﬁﬁééf Percent
White : 151 95.5 155 98.1
Black : 2 1.3 -2 . 1.3
‘Native = 3 1.9 1 0.6
. Mixed , o .2 . _ 1.3 .0 . 0.0
Total® . | - 158 100.0 158 100.0

*There was one Information on Adoption Bre&kdown Form which
did not report the racial origin of the ad ptive parents.

A.'.r-"
-

(Y
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The occupation of the édoptive parent;‘was Eléssified
under eight broad categories. The eighth éategorf, "Othen"
included only two adoptive fathers, but 99 adoptlve mothers.
This can be’ explained by the fact the category of housewife

was included in the "(Othea"” column. In all 99 cases the

adoptive mother was a housewife prior to placement. The

" distribution of occupation of adoptive parents is shown in

Table 13.

-

TABLE 13

OCCUPATION OF ADOPTIVE PARENTS

Adoptive Fathers Adoptive Mothers
Number Percent - Number  Percent
1. Professional and ,
‘technical workers 34 21.6 27 17.0
2. Managers and. - ‘
Administrators 33 21.0 1 ’ .6
3. Salesworkers ' . 6 3.8 0 0.0
4. Clerical wé?kegs . 4" - 2.5 24 15.1
;S. Craftsmen and v '

.‘Kindred Workers 24 -15.1 0 0.0
6. Operatives ' 38 24.0 2 1.3
7. services workers 17 10.7 5 3.1
8. Other ) 2 1.3 99 62.9

Total* 158 100.0 158 '100.0

*There was one Information ‘on Adoptlon Bréakdown Form which °

" did not specify the occupatlon of the adoptive parents.

One hundred'and fourteen or 71.7 pércent of the

adoptive mothers were not employed during placement. Fifteen

adoptive ﬁgthers terminated employment at the time of place-

e

ment. Twenty-five or 15.7 percent of the adoptive mothers
. [ . : . '

1
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were employed part time during placement and 20, or 12.6
percent were employed full time. Absence of_the—mother~from

the home, theﬂ, because of employment was not a major factor

- ~

\ﬁfntributing to breakdown.

Family Composition (Prospective Adoption Family)

Oout of a total. of 159 Adoption Breakdown cases

" examined, 3 were not ascertainable for the variable—family

composition of the prospective adoption family. The number
of children ﬁlaced_in adoption families where ;here were no
other children; natural or adopted, was 31 or 19.9 percent
of the children. The number of children, placed in adoption
families where there was one child, natural or adoptéd,
already in the family, was 55 or 35.2 percent. The number T~
of children placed in adaption families where there was more

~

than one child, natufal or adopted, already in the family,

-

was 70 or 44.9 percent. One hundred and twenty-five or 78.7
percent of the children ‘involved in break@owns were plaged

in prospective a&optiop homes where there was one child or
more already in the home, A&his could indicate that the other
children in the home were not aptly prepared for the adbpted
child. It ‘could also indicate that the placed child was not
suitably_prgpared to enter a home yith other siblings. This
“finding magnifies the iﬁportancé*of involving the entire
adoptive family and the plaéedlchild in the adoption proéess.
Table i4 shows the‘nuhbef bf‘adoption breakdowgs classified
by the total number of'natur;l éﬁd adopted children infthé

prospective adoption family.

[y

-*-;/
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.The order ef the placea child-seemed to Se concen-— <“\\
trated at the two_extremes: 57 or 52.3. percent of thel

plaéed childreq were the foungest in the adoption family

and 33 .or 30.3 percent were the oldest in the adoptive

family. Only 19 or 17.4 percent were in between the youngest
or the oldest. Out of 159 placed children 18 or 11.4 percént

. were the only child inithe prospective adoption famlly and.

32 or 20.1 percent were multiple placement children.

TABLE 14~
NUMBER OF ADOPTION BREAKDOWNS CLASSIFIED BY THE NUMBER
OF NATURAL AND NUMBER OF ADOPTED CHILDREN IN THE

PROSPECTIVE ADOPTION FAMILY

-~

Number of Other Natural Children Adopted Children
Children in the . '

Adoptive Family , Number Percent ; Number Percent
None - | 52 34.0 T 123 79.0
One - . 46 29.0 25 16.0
More than one 58 . 37.0 B 5.0
" Total* ' 1%6 100.0 156  100.0

*The family composition was not ascertainable for three
adoption breakdowns
Society-Related Child Plaeeﬁent frocesses

The Society- related child placement Rrocesses that
we studied included: whether or not this adoétlon placement
ﬁwas an 1nteragency plaCement the spec1al resources- used by
the Society in making the adoption placement; what prompted

i

" the adoptive appllcants to express an lnterest in adoptlon-

by whom the removal was initiated; the number of preplace—
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ment and post placement interviews, excluding home study,'
conducteé by the Society; and the number of preplacement N
visits betweenlthe gpplicantsland the placed child.

The 50 Children's Aid Societies in Ontario often
cooperate with each other in the:areé of adoption. When one
Séciety-haé a child available f%r adoption but no suitable

appllcants for the child, it often contaCts another Society

beyond its jurlsdlctlon to ascertaln ‘the possibility of

" completing the adoption. The converse 1s alsc true.

-Out of 159 Adoption~Breakdowns we examlned g0 or

51.3 percent were 1nter—agency_placements. A total of 76

or 48,7 percent were not. A small number, 3, were not

ascertainable for this variable. The total number of break-
downs involving inter~agency élacements.appears to be very
high. ThlS 1mp11es that practlces employed in inter-agency
placements are a factor in breakdowns and therefore should
be reexamined.

In attempting to find a suitable adoptign‘home for
the children it haéwin‘its care, a Society often makes use

of resources other than its own. Table 15 shows the number

of adoptlon breakdowns related to the resoqﬁﬁgs employed by

the’ Socxety 1n maklng this adoption placement

-
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TABLE 15

SPECIAL RESOURCES EMPLOYED BY THE SOCIETY

IN MAKING THE ADOPTION PLACEMENT

Number of

Percent of

Adoption Adoption

Special Resource Breakdowris Breakdowns
Adopt¥on. group meetings - 32 21.4
Adoption resource exchange 12 8.0
Today's Child ) 16 10.7
Family Findik' - 2 1.4

- *None : 88 58.5

Total* . 151

. . : . e .
- *Special resources was not ascertainable for nine adoption

- : breakdowns.

1
r

On the Information on Adoption Breakdown form, there

Y

100.0

is a question dealing with what prompted the adoptive

applicants to express an interest in adoption. Table 16

shows the number of adoption breakdowns related to this

prompting factor. ’

|
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TABLE 16

WHAT PROMPTED ADOPTING APPLICANTS TO EXPRESS

AN INTEREST IN ADOPTION

- o~

Prompting Factor .

Press, Classified ads,
Today's Child

Radio, Television, Family Finder
Friends, Neighbours, Relatives

Experience as foster parents .
to child adopted .

Previously adopted a child or
children

Desire to enlarge family
Other

Total¥*

e

Number df Percent of
Adoption Adoption
Breakdowns Breakdowns
‘—“__f:‘—_ ot ebehesthded deat
43 27.6
3.8
5.7
6 3.8
i8 - 11.5
51 _ 32.8
23 14.8
156 100.0-

*The prompting factor was not ascertainable for three

adoption breakdowns.

The process of breakdown usually involves a decision’

made by one or more of the concerned parties in adoptibn to

remove the child from the prospective adoption home. = Table

17 shows the number of breakdowns related to the party who

initiated thq,f%moval, In 127 adoption breakdowns the -

~ Society had no involvement in the initiation of removal.
. i

oQ .
This leads us to question the Society's awareness of the

ﬁnmaifficqlties being experienced by the brospective adoption

family and the placed child and also the extent of their .

involvement with the family aftgr placement.

-



TABLE 17

REMOVAL INITIATED BY

Number. of

Percent of

_ Adoption Adoption
Removal Initiated By Breakdowns Breakdowns
-Hﬁsband - 12 7.7'.
Wife_ 46 " 29.7°
Child 5 3.2
Socliety 15 9.7
AHusband, Wife 57 - 36.8
Husband, Wife, Child _ 7 4.5
Husband, Wife, Society JTe 13 B.4
Total* 155 100.0

A\

4

*The party who 1nlt1ated the removal was not ascertalnable

for four adoption breakdowns.
?

The placement process, as stated iﬁ ae earlier
chapter, involves the pregﬁlacement phase, the elacementf;
phase, and the'pest—placemeht phase.  The éﬁrpose of each ;

. phase was.aptly discussed in Chapter II. Table 18 shows the
_nuﬁber of breakdowns related to the number of pre-placement
interviews conducted by the Soc1ety with the prospectlve
adoPtlve father, the prospective adoptive mother, both the
prospective parents-together,|and with the child. Table 18

* shows that in a high number of breakdowns there were no
preplacements interviews, excluding the home study, with the
adopgive;father and.with the adoptive mother. Although it

is a_policy of the Societies tftat a total-of oeif three pre-" -
Plaéement interviewe are neCeesafy)QEEhethe'adopti&e ap?licant;

and although the Societies are no doubt fulfillingsthe

)
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minimum requirements, we believe that more interuiews are
necessary to ensure a successful placement. Our findings
support this contention. Table 19 demonstrates the. number

of breakdowns related to the number of post- placement

interviews. The findings 1llustrate that a minimum amount

of work-is belngtgone with the prospectlve adoptive parents

in the post-placement phase. B
Table 20 shows the number of adoption breakdowns
f L

\~\Hj:jatéa to the number of visits made by the adoption applicants

v L

t® the child and the child to the ad0ptlon appllcants. In
27. 3 ‘percent of the breakdowns there were(;o visits of the
adoptlon appllcants to the child and in 28.8 percent, of the

breakdowns thgre were no visits of the chiIN to the adoptlon

-
applicants. These flndlngs lllustrate that some of the

recommended adoption procedures, as d;scussed in Chapter II,

Q

are not being carried out.’ K

-
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TABLE 20 !
'WUMBER OF VISITS MADE BY THE ADOPTION APPLICANTS TO THE

CHILD AND THE CHILD TC THE ADOPTION APPLICANT%

Adoption Applicants Child to Adoption

To the Chl}d ) Applicants
tlumber =Number Percent Nunber Percent'
o . 42 L~ 27.3 44 28.8
1-3 - | 107 - ¢ 69.6 o3 a7
4 - 6 T 3 1.9 . 21 17.6
71 9 S .6 BN, 5.2
9 and over 1 o . .é ‘ 1 h .7

‘Total* : 154 100.0 - :g _ 100, 0

*The number of v151ts by the adoptlon applicants to thegchlld
was not ascertainable in five adoption breakdowns. The
number of visits by the child to the adoption appllcants was
not ascertainable in six adoptlon ‘breakdowns.

}

)

Reasons for Breakdown ’

Adoptions breakdown for a variety of reasons -all of
which'cannot be attributed to one single person or one single.

factor. These reasons are complex and often times they do

;
[

‘not reveal the total plcture. One of oﬁr most difficult

tasks in thls pro;ect was to categorize the reasons for break—
down. We feel that the. 8 categorles we formulated reflect
as closely as possible tﬁe recorders' written reasons as .to

what circumstances cauéedior helped to cause the adoption

rbreakdowhs.‘ - : L

-

It nmust be emphaSlzed that aIthou&h most of the

recorded. reasons were c}early cla551f1able, some, approx-
. “

L
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imately 4 percent, required our jbint judgement a;hto what
category would best fit .the recor&ed reason.
| | Table 21 shows the number of adoption breakdowns

%

tlassified by the reasons for adoption breakdown. The findings

illustrated in this table are discussed in the succeeding

section in relation to other significant variables.

TABLE 21 "’J
L
REASONS FOR THE ADOPTION BREAKDOWN -
: Number of ° Percent of

Reason for o . Adoption Adoption
Adoption Breakdown . Breakdowns..  Breakdowns
1. Financial stress, marital con-

flict, death' of adoptive parent

or, other outside influencing

faytors . .20 13.0
2. Méntal or physical illness of

adoption parent - 13 8.5

3. Child found to be serlously
" defective after placement; . S )
illness in child - 4 2.6
4. Unfulfilled parental expect-
: ations including age, Ssex, -
intelligence and behavior : ) <
of child % : ~31 ' 20.5 =

>

5. Failure to develop positive
relationships between adoptive
parents and child or ¢hild
and adoptive parents T 42 . 27.4

6. Child's disruptive behavior:
demanding, antisociai behavior 21 13.7

7. Abuse, neglect or rejeotlon of , ,
placed child _ 14 : 9.1

8. Inadegquate homestidy; transfer
of adoption worker, did not
receive type of child requested
and“bther sSociety relatéd - .
reasons : __ 8 5.2 AL
: Total* 153 ' .100.0

" *The reason for adoption breakdown ‘was not ascertalnable for
six éaqgtlon breakdowns.
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The Significant Factors in Adoption Breakdown
v

In.this section we analyze and discuss the significant
findings that resulted' from the cross-tabulation of scme of the

variables related to adoption breakdowns., It must be mentioned

'

that we cross-tabulated many variables. However, we deal only

with those variable relationships that proved to be statistic-

ally significant in comparison to the others wé_examined.

Age of Child
s discussed in-oﬁr Review of the Literature (Chapter
I1I), éast findings indicate that children of all age groups
{except children six gonths of age and uﬁdér) suffer the effects
6f.separation'from'their principal caretaker to vérying degreeé.
This separation affgéts the qu?lity of the child's next attach-
ments which revolveg arouhd his trust in his new caretaker.
ﬁhen éﬁé‘age of the child was cross—-tabulated with
the ﬁumber of preplacemejt intér&iews with the adoptive
mother and the.adoptive fgtﬁer, there were no statistically

significant relationships. However, in the cross-tabulation

of age of thé\éhild with the number of preplacement inter-
N ! ] .

kS

views with child, a statistically significant relationship
resulted at qhe .05 level .(x? f 30.39, 20 4.f.). More :

|’ N .
adoptfon bréﬁkdpwng_of children of all age groups occurred

!

where phere/Were no ?replacement interviews with the child.

»

A )
‘While it ig realized that in thirty of the breakdowns

- . K . . S .
which we studied, the children!were under three years of
ge and some of these children could not be interviewed,

' !’ [ ) ‘ s LT . . .
Bo,perce?tﬁof'the breakdowns involved children three years.

or.over/@hé could and should have been interviewed, yet 46.6

-

7



kT

T

76

2
peroent of these children were not interviewed before place-
ﬁent. Thig implies inadequate preparation of the child for

adoption and leads us to sndgest that preplacement interf"fa
views with the child would décreaae\the risk of adontion

—- -t

breakdown. , N
Age of child ‘shc@a stat_istically| significant

re&ationship to age of "adopted father at the .001l:level

(x* = 25.35, 8 4. f ).. In 50 percent of the breakdowns which

g f
{-
involved lnfants (9 - 6 months), the adoptlve £ thers were

i'
25 - 30 years of Qge, while- only 10.9 percent o Jthe over 9
age group . had adobtlve fathers 25 - 30 years of‘age.- Only
one infant (0 - Ggmonth) that was “placed with ab adoptive

father over 40 brbke down, while 23 or. 50 percent of che

.. over nine age grodp that broke,down involved. adoptrvé‘fathers

¥,

over 40, Thus, in our sample of adoptlon breakdtwns, the
age of the ad0pt1ve father varied dlrectly wlth the age of
the Chlld the ;ounger the child .the younger the father; the
older the' Chlld the \1der the father. The same 51gn1f1cant
relationship existed between gge_of adoptive mother and age
of child. Yoenger adoptive mothers (20 -'305years) of young’
bables (0 - 6 months) and older adoptlve mothers (40 and over)
of older chlldren (over 9) tended to be characterlstlc&of L
breakdowns. There ;ere no breakdowns reported where the
mother was over 40 aéd the placed chlld was an 1nfant (0 - 6
months)”a;d_onf§*§“EE§ES‘or 5.2 percent of breakdowns ‘where
“the mother Yas young {20 - 30 years) and the child was over

9 years. These.flndrngs se%m to lndlcate that matchlng

&
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young children with young parents and similarly older children

with older parents is not always a criteria for successful

\adopﬁion placement.

The variable, age-of child, when cross-tabulated
with sex of child showed no significant.relationship. This
is contrary to the findings Sf ﬁwo studies cited previously
in which girls qdjusted better in adoptive placements than
‘boys. There was no one age group in our sﬁudy where break-
downs occurred more frequently or less frequently with male
children ﬁhan with fehale children.

9 -
The age of the child was found to have a statistically

t

significaﬁt relationship to the;number of foster home place-
ments at the .0001 level (x? = 56.23, 20 d.f.). There were

no breakdowns- in children under the age of three years who

breakdowns which cccurréd where the child had had two ‘or

ymore foster home placements, were children who were placed
on this adoption at the age of six- or over. However, this!
could have been.a result of separdtion traumas experienced

%

"at’'an earlier age and that are now.being more overtly mani-

——————— by
_ gyt T

festgd. This finding points out the importance of working
closely with older chlldren espec1ally those who have had

xwosbr more foster home placements and with thelr prospectlve

.

gdoptive-families. : | _ . ) ©

- ' g
‘The age of the child at placement also showed a
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statistically significant relaticnship to his order in the
‘adogtive family at the .0001 level (x?.~ 41.97, 12 d.f.).
In jgoptive_Homes where there were other children, 57 or’
35.8 percent of the children involved in breakdowns were. the”
youngest in the adoptive home. Sixty percent of these<-
children were between three and nine years old. From our

: ; , A
observations. as employees of Children's Aid Societies, this

result could be a reflection of the Societies' policy of

placing the child ‘in"c i home ‘where he will be the youngest.

Our flndlngs indicate that thlS pollcy is not necessar11y
\

sound in terms of successful placement espec1ally when there

are other-children-in'the_prospective adoption home.

Reasone for Breekdown
Reasons. for breakdown showed a statistically signif-

" icant relationship to Agé of the child at placement at the

-001 lecel (x? = 58.76, 28 4.f.). Forty- ~two or 27.5 percent

-of the breakdowns curred because of faliure to develop

posmﬂive relatlonshlps between adoptlve-parents and child

“or ¢hild and adoptive parents. Of these 42 1ldren, 40 or

95 percent‘were three years of age and over. Of the 31 break-

downs which occurred because of unfulfiiled parentalﬂexpect—

atlons, 27 or 87 percent were over three years of age.

Twenty flve percent of the children in the over nine age

/

group broke down because of the child's disruptive behaV1or.

\

~ No breakdowns occurred w1th chlIar\n under -three years of

age where the child's behaviod was glven as the reason’ for
!

breakdown. 'In'oqr sampie~ye f und,'then, that.ppe older

y .
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"the child, the more lihﬁ}y the reason for breakdown was

unfulfilled parental expectations,ufailure to develop positive

rélatlonshlps or child's dlsruptlve behav1or (all of which
Y
are closely related), since 61‘or_43.7 percent of breakdowns

occurred in children six years of-age or older. The reasons
giveneior—infan — & months) breakdowns clustered around

financial stress, marital conflict, mental or physical
illness or death of adoptive parent, with 64.7 percent of
infantlpreakdowns occurring because of.these reasons. " This
illustrates the previously cited theories that children
react,diffarently to attachment and separation at different
_stages of development. lhis‘knowledge could be applied to
the adoption process in the placement of older children.
Reasons for breakdown was cross-tabulated with
number of foster home placements.and a statlstlca11y751gnific—
ant relationship:resulted at the .01 level ixz = 31.48, 14
d.f.). A prononncéd relationship appeared in the reason
for breakdown, unfulfilled parental expectations, with 80,7

J‘u o

percent of breakdowns occurrlng for this reason 1nvolv1ng

- children who have had 2 or more foster home placementst In

the category of failure to establish po itive relatlonshlps,
50 percent of these breakdowns involved hlldren who had

0 - 1 foster home placement. Thus, 1n ou

"study the- fewer_
the foster home placements, the greater the chance t?at
adoptlon broke down because of failure to establish posrtlve

relationships. it should be expected that ch ldren who have

had two or more foster home plac ments ,will ha difficulty
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it adjusting to another placement. Parents dopting these
children, tﬁerefore, should oe receiving moeriEEQnsive
preparation than parents adopting children who have exper-— .
ienced fewer separation and attachment traumasL Our findings
indicate that since parental expectations were not being met,
that this work was not being done effectlvely in thesd_-place-

ments.

. ,
There.&as no statistically significant relationship
oetween the reasons for bfeakdown and preplacement interviews
with the adoptive father. Exeminap&ﬁn of the categories
xclassifyihg these variables, however, reveeled that in an
extremely high proportion or 8. B percent of the breakdowns

that occurred becauSe of elther unfulfilled parental expect—

ations or failure to establish positive relationships there -

were*no'preplacement interviews, excluding the homestudy, with

-the adoptlve father. ‘ i . Ti

I’ ! -

In 73.2 percent of hreakdowné that occurred becauSe

of these tw&,glven reasons, there were no preplacement Lnter-

wviews excluding the homestudy with the adoptive mother. In

. 55,2 percent of breakdowns that occurred because of these two

given reasoﬁs; there were no preplacement 1nterv1ews w1th

the child. These statlstlcs 1mply that more 1nterv1eW§ may

o have-better prepared both parents and child for the adoptlon

3

and that parental;expectatlons may have thus been more real-
istic.

Reasons given for breakdown was cross—tebuleted with

-3

" the length of time the child was in care and this resulted

e
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in a statistically significant relationship at the .01 level
(x? = 32.30, 14 d.£f.). The length of time a child was in
care did not seem to be directly related to reasons for
eakdowns. JHowever, in 45 out of 72 or 62.5 percent of the
breakdo tudied in which the .child had been in care for
Ehree years and ovéf?“bneakdowns occurred because of nnful—

fllled parental expectatlons or 1na5‘IIty_to establlsh

relatlonshlps. This leads us to spec la%ﬁythat in some = -

periednofetime'qfe placed on.adoption probation without due
consideration given to the possibility that adopéion is not
the most suitable plan for this_ghild.

Reasoris for breakdown ges shown to have’a statisti-
cally significant relationehip to £he ege of the adoptive
fether at the .05 level (‘ = 25.94, 14 d.f:); Twenty-two

percent of the breakdOWnSfoccurred‘where the father was
- , _ )

between 30 - 40 years of age and where the reason for break-

"down was. unfulfllled parental expectatlons or failure to

develop positive relatlonshlps. Although more breakdowns in
general occurred where the father was 30 - 40 years of age,

in the two categorles of failure to develop positive relatlen-
ships and chi;d's d;éiuptive behavior, 56.4 pegcent-of the
fathers were forty oiﬂover:' There were only two breakdowns

which occurred where the child was under three and the father

wae over forty:‘ We recognize that this may reflect the

8001etles' pol;cy of avoiding placements of young children

with older parents. However, this flndlng suggests that it

-
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inadequate preparation of the prospective adoption fathers.

might have been more difficult for adoptive fathers to
develop relationships with and accept the behavior of older

children in the ,adoption experience. Itrbould also suggest

The age of the adoptive mother did not show a sta-
tistically significant re;ationship to the reasons for

breakdown, although in 47.2 percent of the breakdowns which

’

-occurred because of unfulfiiled parental'expectations or

e . failure to develop positive relationships, the adoptive

mothers were 35 bto 40 years old. Thus,_Sprercent of the
35 - 40 year old mothers in our study, were involved in
breakaowhs because of unfulfilled’parental expectetions or
fallure to develop positive relatlonshlps r |

Reasons for breakdown did not show a statlstlcally
significant relatlonshlp to occupatlon of adoptive father.
The individual cell frequenc1es, however; showed that in- 50

percent of the breakdowns which occurred because of failure

to develop positive'relationships.or unfulfilled parental

expectations, the adoptive fathers were professional, manager-

ial or supervisory employees. This finding leads us to

i

deemphasize the importance of using occupational status as
a crlterlon for successful’ parentingT The focus should be -

on parentlng skllls as opposed to socmoeconomlc status

Interagency Placements

-

v More than half of the adoptlon breakdowns in our

sample were 1nteragency placements. Thls-varlable, inter-

agency‘placement, showed a statlstlcally significant relation-
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Shlp to the resources used by the Societies at the .0001

level (x2#& 33.65, 3 d.f.)-

In 27.5 percent of the break-'

downs which were interagency placements, adoption ‘group

meetings were employed in the placements. In only 15 percent

of the breakdowns which used interagency placements, the Adop47

tion Resource Exchange was used. In 17.5 percent of inter-

agency breakdowns communlcatlon media (Today's Child and

Family Flnder)-were used.

In the remaining’ 40 percent of the

1nteragency breakdowns, the Socmetles reported u51ng no

'resources in.. the placement.

Lo
-

a review of the procedures

These flndlngs lead us -to advocate

employed by the 8001et1es in inter-

agency placements These findings also 1nd1cate that the

‘lnvolvement of two—soc1et1es in the placement of a Chlld is

not always 1n his best 1nterests; Y 2

v ﬁ?ere is a statlstlcally 51gn1flcant relatlonshlp

\

between “interagency placement and’ jOlnt p{;placement 1nter-

views at the '05 level (x

of -the 1nteragency bredkdowns there were no ]Olnt p\kplace--

BN
.

ment 1nterv1ews, whereas in the intra- agency breakdowns only

= 6.79, 2 d £ In 12 percent

/

1.4 percent of the cases had no 501nt preplacement 1nter—

views. 1In 65. 7 percent of

the interagengy placements there,

\--—i

“were no preplacement ;ntervmews,w1th the chlld while_ in’

48.6 percent of the non. interagency placements there\Were;

no pr eplacement interviews

‘with the child.

ThiS'suggests'that although it may be difficult

because of geographical distance to conduct preplacement

1nterv1ews, lack of preplacement 1nterv1ews increases the °

’
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84 a ] ‘ - .
risk of an adoptlon breakdown These findings point out the
need for a more coordlnated effort among the Societies

involved in interagency placements. ‘ . o

+

Length of Time in Adoption Home
e The_lenéth of time a-child.remainedjin the adoptlon

’

home showed a statistrcally'$ignificant rglationship to

. father at the .05 level (x? = 13.22, A d.f.). In 46.5.per-

"Agaln we would stress that the 1nvolvement of both the

cent of adoption breakdowns the child reémained in the home

beyond the six month probationary period. Of this 4625 o

percent, half of the breakdown r@ports indicated. ‘there were _
‘) LY

no postplacenent interviews with thefadoptlve.father.- ThlS ‘

finding implies a lack of involvement ‘with the adoptive

father in the post”placement process.. We belieéve the adoptive:

’father's involvement,is 4 necessary element in the completion

of an adoptlon " S : L
The’ length of time between placement and removal was
aleo statlstlcally,SLgn;facant in n\latlon’to postplacement .:
interviews wiih the'addptive mother at. the .001 level.(x' =
20. 17, 4 d.f. )"'There de}é more poetpladement intemviewa'
l

-wlth the adoptlve mother and it was generally the case that

the 1onger a ch11d remalned in the adoptlve home, . the more

,;postplacement 1nterv1ews there were with the adopﬁlve mother.t

¥

adeptlve mother and the - adoptlveugather is a necessary ‘ ) n
.1ngred1ent for the completlon of the adoptlon._

. Tlme between placement and removal was alsoffound to

. ) ) R . - *
~ o~ PN . LY . R . . :
. . .
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L ‘ .
be significantly related to the number of joint pastf®&cement
N \\J,
interviews at the .0001 level (x? = 26.61, 4.d.£.).\ In oniyf‘

b}

“17.9 percent of breakdowns\there'were no jcint postpiacement
. ] . :

interviews. In 43 out of 64 cases of 67.2 percent where tng

child had remained in the home londer than six months, there

4

“were four or more joint postplacement 1nterv1ews. In 17

.

ocut of 37 or 45 9 percent of the cases where the child re-

mained in the home for 3 to 6 months, there weré=four or

. . o . [

more joint postplacement interviews. These statistics ‘
2 N . \ .

indicate that in many instances the Society is actually

involved in helping.the adcptive couple. It is not known,
;;owever, at what point durlng thg,ﬁitfationary period that
the Socrety became 1nvoived 'It is quite '‘possible that only
rafter preparatlons for flnallzatlon of the adoptlon ‘were
belug made, that problem areas began to surface, necessitat-
" ing the 1nvolvement of the Soc¥ety ;n these joint post-
placement‘intervieesf'r o \ |

Faﬁily'Coﬁpcsition_

| ‘ The number'of_cther children‘in the adoptive home . -
showed a'statistically significant relaticnship to the”nUMber
of adopted children in the home at the .0001. level (x? =

23, 38, 4.d4.f.). One hundred'and four breakdowns or 66. 7
percent of the breakdowns in thls study occurred where there

».

was one or more natural-chlldren and no other adopted children

- in the home. : This suggésts'to us the necessity for involVa{

ment of the natural sxbllngs in the placement process. = \\
4
Only 10 percent oﬁ Eﬁe breakdowns occurred where i

o - ‘
LS . :
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there was .one other adefted Chlld in the home. -Thls is

o —

contrary to the prev1ously cited study by Kornitzer and

Rowe in which it was found that 64 percent of adoption

failures were among the second child placed in the adoption
7

home . ' ? ) . _ .

We'also foind that,there were 31 breakdowns or 20

.percent where there were no other children 1n the home, i.e.,

.

where thlS was the first parenting expgrience for tha\] -
adoptlve couple. |

The analysis of the many vérieblés and their relation-
ehips in this study has produced numeroué findings. These‘
findings identify several crucidl areas in adoption break-

downs whieh are related to and have been- discussed in terms

of the five most significant variables: age of the child; -

reasons for breakdown; interagency placements; length of time

in adoption home; and family composition.

Limitations in Data Analysis

We would like to emphasize that great care should
be employed in interpreting the findings of our study and
not all the purposes of the 5tudy could be realized because @

of the inadequate execution and concomitant limited use by

: : : 't
the Societies and the Ministry of the Information on Adoption

Breakdéhﬁ-ﬁorm. -

"In analyzxng\the data on adoption breakdowns it

N
would have been ideal to compare“xt to the data oéktgtal \\\

2

127gadushin and Seidl,,AAdOPtien Breakdown,“"p.-36:
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adoption placements. However, this data was not available
at the time of our studf for_tﬁe vear 1973: Horeover, the \
Records Office of the Mlnlstry of Community and Social )
Serv1ces reports a greater number of adoptlon breakdowns -
than is reported by the individual Societies on Information
28

on Adoption Breakdown Forms.'

Another limitation which prevented @s from arriving

At

- at some of our stated purposes was found in the Informatlon

on AdOption Breakdo&n Form itself.. 5Some SOCLEtleS mis-
1nterpreted the use of the form and completed g€ form for
breakdowns occurrlng after legallzatlon. Others conSLSteptly.
completed the Form by lncorrectly fllllng in 1nformatlon ia

the wrong places, or neglecting to flll in the requ1red

information.
For those breakdowns which involved interagency
placements, the Society completing the Information on Adoption

Breakdown Form often did not have the requlred 1nformatlon

on eithér the child or the praspective adoption famlly.

“Some Information on Adoption Breakdown Forms had been

completed by the supervising Soc1ety whlle others had been

_ completed by the child society.

i, . ' ‘
Another difficulty encountered in doing this study

o

was the limited amount of information asked for on fthe

Information on Adoption Breakdown Form. For example,

,T§information such as date of marriage (Adoption parents),

»
¥

128onversation with a member of- the Research.Branch
of the Ministry of Community and Soc1a1 Services, June 19,
1974.

v . N
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reasons given by the adoption parents for adopting, type of

‘child requested and type of child placed and for what

reasons, would have been beneficial for this type of
research.
/’t . 7

Until there is a more structured use of the Inform-
ation on Adoption Breakdown Form, reséarch in the area of

adopt§on breakdowns .in Ontario is necessarily limited.

~,



CHAPTER VI
IMPLICATIONS FOR PRACTICE )

The pu;posé of thi:\;;;pter is to &iécuss some of
the crucial areas identified in the analysis of our data in
relation to the placement-of“children on adoption.

The age of tﬁe'child at placement was a very im-
portant factor in relatibn Fo several va;iables Eyat we
examined. Our findings concefhing the age of the child at
placement and the ages of the prospective édoption pafents
lead us to argue for the conside;étionﬁof tﬂe age relation-
shié in a new_perspective. Matching young children with
young couples and older childrén with older couples should
not neqessarily be viewed as-a contributing factor to later
'positive adjustmeht rsiﬁilarly placements of younger
" children with older couples and older chlldren w1th younger

couples should not necessarily be viewed negatlvely

The llterature indicates that older children have a

more dlfflcult tlme accepting and adjustlng to separation

and its associated traumas. Therefore, it is lmportant that
careful and thorough preparation be'made in the adoptlon of

older children. Preplécementlipterviews withﬁoldé; children’

i
4

are important avenues wherein ‘anxieties related to separati‘
AN . ‘ - . F
and new.attacﬁ%entS‘caq~be dealt with, ' S0 R

. ' ' ~
. . 89
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It was hiéhlighted in many Information onlAdoption
Breakdoyn forms that the placed children regressed during
placement exhibiting behaviour which the prospective adoption
parents considered 1nappropr1ate and unacceptable. Event-
ually this behaviour led to the prospectlve adoption parents'
request for removal of the child. Such temporary regre551oe

is normal, howeler, and will not necessarily continue. Since

the reasons for breakdown clustered around«gpfulfilled parental

‘expectations, failure to develop positive relationships,

and behaviour of placed child, it follows that concentrated
efforts be expended-ih preparing prqspec;jve adoption parents

for .the adoption of older children. It is argued that the

‘emphasis of such preparation should revolve around educating

the adoptlve parents and helping them to handle the traumas‘
of separation, new attachments, and related adjustment phages.
The adoptioh worker's role in the preplacement and post-

placement processes should be more concentrated on the cag®-

worker'(facilitator, enabler, helper) aspect rather than on Tﬁ
. . . [0

the evaluator-assessor aspect.

This reseergh found that more than-one half of the

adoption breakdowns studied were interagency placements.
Society-related child placement processes (interviews\gpd

visits) occurred less frequently in interagendy placentents
than they did 1nllelra -agency placements. We suggest,
therefore, that more care and attention be given to the place-
ment of children involved in interagency placements both in

relation to the prospectlve adoption parent and the Chlld.

S



21

-
This implies a more coordinated effort, on the part of the
Societies involved in interagency placements. Geographical °

|
distance should not be-a hindering factor in carrying out the

important adoption processes.

Ancther salient factor 1mportant in our findings is

3

related to the length of time the child spent.in the

prospective‘gdoption home before he was removed. Since
v .

approximately one half of the children were removed six

months or more after they were placed, this leads us to

- speculate on the possibility that the prospective adoption

parents were nbt adequately prepared for finalization of the
adoption during the six-month minimum probationary period:
If this was the case, our contention that the role of the
adoption worker be casework-cdtiented in the pre—plaéement :
and the post placement processes, is supported. |

Turning our attention to the aé%ptlve famidy compos-
ition, we found that 104 breakdowns occurred wh?re there was
one or more_natufal-children and no other adopted children
in bhe prospective adoption family. This suggests that much
consideration be given'ﬁo the other children present in the

adoptlve home and thelr attitudes toward anability to

accept thé lmpendlng adoption. In light of this suggestlon

" the natural children should be included fo; the most part

.

in the preparatlon for adoptlon.
Another 1mportant 1mp11cat10n for practlce lies .in
suggested chaqges in the Information on Adoption Breakdown

Form and its use. - Additional information concerning the
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prospective adoptive family should be included. We suggest
that the following hata be requested on the Form: DATE OF
MARRIAGE (ADOP?TIVE PARENTS), REASONS GIVEN BY THE ADOPTIVE
PARENTS FOR ADOPTING, TYPE OF CHILD REQUESTED AND TYPE OF
CHILD PLACED AND REASONS, NUMBER OoF INTERVIEWS WITH ADOPTIVE
FAMILY (INCLUDING CHILDREN) DURING THE PRE AND POS? PLACEMENT

PHASE. The section in the Form, REASON FOR COMING INTO CARE,

. .should spec1fy the reasons accordlng to the Chlld Welfare

Act, Section 19, Subsection (l),(b) (see Appendix III), to
ensure consistent reporting.

Since Ehe Form and its contents are often misinter-
preted by the Societies, we suggest that the Ministry of
Community and Social Services endeavour to instruct all 50
Societies on i;gxﬁroper use. A form such as the Information
on Adoption Breakdown Form sﬁould he usedlfor more useful ’
purposes such as further research in child welfare in Ontario.

In summary, this study as a whole empﬁésizes the
crucial importance of the preparation of the child and the
prospéctive adoption family for adoption and its ensuing
adjustments for all concerned. This emphaSis is not new.

A decision that will affect the placed child and the adoptlve

parents for life deserves to be made with the utmost care and

adequate preparation of those involved. .

N
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CONCLUSION .
s R

This research investigateg adoption breakdowns in,
Ontario to establish a aescriotive ﬁfofile of the salient
cha?acterlstlcs of breakdown. To our knowledge, little or
no research had been conducted in the area’of adopt;on-
breagdowe 'in Ontario. We felt not only that‘pr%Fent adoption
processes could be improved but also that considerably more
research in Child Welfare in Ontario might be enoouraged.by )
‘the completion of such a study. )
To accomplieh-the purposes of our study, present
- adoption processes in Ontario were outlined‘and a.reView of .
the literature concerning-attachment aﬁdAseparation was
conducted. The examination of present adoption prooesses
inﬁohtario revealea that the proces§es;are.éeared‘towards
the careful preparation_of the child and the prOSpective
‘adoption parents so that they mey-be able to better adjust
to adoption and,enjoy its benefits. The.review of the
' litereture concetning attachment and separation emohasized
the traumatic experiences-endured by children separated from -
: theit natural caretakers and the difficulties they may en-
oouptet in stbsequent attachments to substitute'caretaker52

Our data fot this feseerCh was gathered at ghe
'AdOPtion Branch of the Children's Services Bureau directly

- 93
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erdm the Information on Adoption Breakdown Forms with the

use of a Master Data Sheet that we constructed.
' . rod

- The salient characteristics associated with adoption

-

breakdowns were described in relation to the social character-
f

istics of the placed child and the prospective adoption

parents, the adoption family composition, the Societg;/. ‘

-

related child placement processes, and the reasons for
breakdown. This description led to the 1dentif1cat€5h of
significant factors associated with breakdown. These factors(
were analyzed to conSider if and how they were related to‘-

one another to fac1litate the development of hypotheses for

Kl

future research.

*Qur findings reiterated the importanoe of the careful
preparation of tne child and the\proepebtive adoption applic-
ants and their children before and after the child has been

placed in the adoption home. We suggested that this pre-_

— L4

paration involve more effort than'is already expended in
assessing and evaluating the suitability of a child and the
proepective adoptive parents to each. other. We suggeeted

that casework be one form ofleducating the prosoeotive adoption
parents and helping them handle the cnild's.anxieties

related to separatidn, new attachments, and related adjust-

-~

.ment“phases. _ - 7

-

e

In lighr/of/our findings, we suggest the follow1ng

a

hypotheses for futube research:

— 1. That casework oriented preplacement and post-
placement interviews beyond the minimum require-
ments would reduce the possibility of adoption
breakdown.
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2. That the involvement of both the parents and the
children in the prospective adoptive family
in all of the placement processes would minimize
the risk of adoption breakdown, :

. . We believe that more research\would/ﬁead'to other

ideas for further research in the area- of breakdown, 2

research that is desperately needed to avert adoption break=-
L4 : .

downs and the human—traumas that are associated with them.

Placements should ‘provide the fLeast
detnimental available altennative

for sageguanding the chifd’s growth @

and development,t?? : .

et e,

’29Goldstein{pt al., Best Interests, p. 53.
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APPENDIX I

ADOPTION HOMESTUDY DICTATION OUTLINE .
m '

FAMILY NAME: : HUSBAND: ) WIFE:
DATE OF CONTACTS DURING HOMESTUDY: .
PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION OF APPLICANTS:

FAMILY CONSTELLATION:

INTEREST IN AND NEED FOR ADOPTION
(reason for applying, feelings, around chxldlessness, and
genheral knowledge around adoption.)

UNDERSTANDING AND ACQEPTANCE OF AGENCY: .

‘(explaln agency -and 1ts relatlonshlp to adoptlon and feellngs

toward natural parents.}

. WORKER'S INITIAL IMPRESSIONS OF THE couﬁLE-

£ .

MARRIAGE VERIFICATION:

{Involvement, interaction, major- concerns Or problems
identified.) -~ :

- - -

INDIVIDUAL INTERVIEWS:

"CLIENT'S APPROACH TO INTERVIEW: - b

FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS: ‘ o -
(Extended family ‘and/or present famlly) . A

APPROACH TO LIFE STRESSESG:

‘A. Client's view of present situation

(Marital relationship, parenthood, employment other
roles, 1nterests, etc.)
B, Client's view of past situation-

(Traumatic events, education, adolescence, etc.) | .
1) . -~ .

CLIENT'S INDIVIDUAL FEELINGS ON ADOPTIVE PARENTHOOD:"

WORKER'S IMPRESSIONS OFf INDIVIDUAL:

-

HOME VISIT: )

A, Observation of life"style
a) neighbourhood
b) home and furnishings
c) living space ‘
d) general home atmosphere i : i
e) family interests ' ’

B, Family Interaction ’ ‘ S

a) observation of various roles in the home

b} feelings of the.children aronnd adoption

c) others in home: -
C. Couple's Expectatlons of Chlld desired : @
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D. Preparation of Family for child
a) Placement procedure ‘ -
b} Physical and emotional preparation

E. Summary and Recommendations
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@ Ministry of Community and 99 LAPPENDIX II
Social Services
Omario [ InFORMATION ON ADOPTION BREAKDOWN - | .
- - THE CH-'PD WELFARE ACT -
(To be completed in triplicate at the time of breakdown. Ageney
. ) to retain one copy and send two to the Child Welfare Branch.)
SOCIELY .o vvuv e mmsenn e se s s
1.  Branch file no. ... ..o 2.  Child's name.......- RERRE R e C3. Sex ...
4, Date of _Birth ... .. ......... 5.  Racial oriéin'. e e e 6. -Religion......oooonneeres
7. Marital status of parents ..o en .. 8. Date of admission if non-ward. ... ... oo
9.  Date Society wardship .. ..o o I . .\ll).- Date Crown wardship ... ... conoecommroanesoes
11.  Srate briefly reason for coming INto €CarC . .......ueon ) .' ..................... . - B R REEEEE
12, Number of foster ROME PIACEMENTS. . . - v nenrs s srsnsonse o s s dnes s m s s s n
13. - Duration of cach foster home placcm;:nr. ....................................................................
14.  Was this child ever placed on adoption prior to this 1doplilon placcm:m?" Yes ()
No (G
I yes, reasons for rcmbval from priolr adoption placement (s). . . ............. .. ..............................
.................... \'-
!
15]  Date of this adoption placement .. ... covvvvvrers .. 16.+  Date child removed. ... e
17.  Physical health (indude RARAICAPSE + « « e eev e e L
18. ' Intelligence ... .ocn e PP e EATRRRETEEEREEES SRREEEEE
19; Pcfso}nality assessment (include problems telated to pcrs;)nality. behaviour, conduct) .. ..o e
. ' 7 ADOPTING PARENTS
7 ’ Husband l Wife
20, MName T eenereneeene R e
21, Age T s L U
22,  Religion : : D e G /\ .................................
23, Racial origin ,  eeeeeeeseeeres P T R
24, Occupation k ........... ....................... [

an mnnag (QITN ' (OVER)



26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31,

32,

33

34,

100

Was wife employed dunng placement ? Yes () No

{ )Y . Full Time [ Part Time ()

What promipted adopting applicants to express an interest in adoption ?

Classified” Advertising { ) . Radic () Televi
- Friends () Neghbours ()
N :
Experience as foster parents to child adopted (Y . -
Others (please explain) ... Lo o .- \\
..... R R R
Was this an inter -socicty placémcm ? Yes () No
3

What special resources, if any, did the society use in making this
Adoption Group Meetings () Ad

Others (please explain)

4
\
sion () Press ()
Relatives ()

General Expericnce as foster Parents ()
e R
~.

()

placement ?

option Resource Exchange ¢ )

)
Were there other children in the home ? Yes (. ) No [
Age at Time of this Placement
S Boys Girls
- o Natural e e
"
Foster e e
Adopted e
- . ' . A -
Nurtber of pre-placement interviews, excluding home study, with -
Husband................. Wife o JOIRE o G
How many visits, prior to placement, of Applicants-to Child ('} Child o Applicamts ()
1
Number of post-placement interviews with \ -
Husband................. Wife .. ..., ... DR JoINt .. ooiee Chald ...
Was removal of.child initiated by
Husband. ............ Wife............... Both ............. . Child ... Ll B Society ...
Pl%asc state fully and frankly what you consider were the reasons for the breakdown '
- .
I T T T R T T T T T T T T T T T T T T PR
. 5 A PP e
v g _ Local Director
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APPENDIX III T~
MASTER DATA SHEET ~
COLUMNS - (rows 9 and 99 reserved for "cannot be ascertaihedﬁ)
1, 2 1. BRANCH NUMBER (01, 02, 03, etc. see page 8)
3 2. SEX OF CHILD - . L e
1. male
2. female , ‘ - I
4 3. AGE AT TIME OF PLACEMENT .

1. less than 6 months

2. 6 months less than 3 years
3. 3 years less than 6 years
4. 6 years less than 9 years
5. 9 years and over )

.5 4. RACIAL ORIGIN OF CHILD

1. Caucasian

2. Negro

3. Native ‘

4. Oriental /
5. Mixed

6. Other

6 5. RELIGION OF CHILD

5 . - 1. Protestant
. Catholic

. Jewish

. None

Other

Uk W

7 6. MARITAL STATUS OF NATURAL PARENTS

1. Unmarried parents

2. Both parents living: marriage broken

3., Both parents living: together

4. One parent deceased

5. Both parents deceased

6., Other ’ ' -

8 7. TIME IN CARE (TOTAL)

1. Less than 6 mohs

2. 6 months less than 3 years

. 3 years less than 6 years
6 years less than 9 years

3
4.
5. 9 years and over
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COLUMNS
/9, 10 8./ﬁEASON FOR COMING INTO CARE {(according to the
“hild Welfare Act, Part II, section 19. (1) (B),
sub-section: : .
0l. orphan . . & - « « « &+ s s e e e « (1)
02. des@rted . . « « o o s o 2w e s .- {ii)
03. cannot care properly for child . . . (iii)
04. living in unfit place. . . . « -« « - {(iv)
~05. child associating with unfit person. (v)
06. child found begging. . . . . . . - - (v1)
07. child breaks the law . . . . . - . = (vii)
08. child uncontrollable . . . . .+ « « = (viii)
. 09. child truant from school or home . . (ix)
10. medical neglect. . . . U & 3
11. emotional or mental deprivation,
i rejection. . . 4 4 e e 0 s e e s < (x1)
12. child's life, health or morals /
endangered . . . . . . - . . - e . {xii) -
11 - 9., NUMBER OF FOSTER HOME PLACEMENTS
1. 0° ‘ .
2. 1
3. 2-3 /
4, 4-6 A . L
o 5. 7 and over . "Q Y
12 | 10. WAS THIS CHILD EVER PLACED ON ADOPTION PRIOR
g TO THIS PLACEMENT? . :
1. yes : ' ‘ ,
2. no .
—13 11. REASONS FOR REMOVAL

1. Financial stress, marital conflict, death
o ., of adoptive parent or other ocutside '

influencing factors. . _

2. Mental or physical illness of adoptive
parent. ' .

3. Child found to be seriousl defective after
placement; illness in child. .

4. Unfulfilled parental expectations including
age, sex, intelligence. and behavior of
child. : ’ F\\

5. Failure to develop positive relationships
" petween adoptive parents ‘and child or child
_ and adoptive parents. :
6. Child's disruptive behavior: demanding, -
~ antisocial behavior.
‘7. Abuse, neglect or rejection of placed child.
8. Inadequate homestudy, transfer of adoption
worker and other society related reasons;
did not receive type of child requested.

/”‘\
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COLUMNS

14 12. LENGTH°OF TIME FROM PLACEMENT TO REMOVAL

1. less than 3 months’
2. .3 months less thap 6 months
3. 6 months less th 12 months
4., 12 months and over

15 13. PHYSICAL HEALTH

1. Healthy (no known physical\handicaps,
illnesses or diseases).
2. Chronically ill, minimally llmltlng (can
function lndependently)
3. Chronically ill, moderately llmltlng {needs

some ass;stance) ¥ o
‘ 4. Chronically ill, severely limiting (needs
. . constant a551stance)
5. Handicapped, minimally llmltlng (can function
" independently}

6. Handicapped, moderately limiting (needs some

©  assistance)

7. Handicapped, severely limiting (needs constant
assistance)

16 °~ 14. INTELLIGENCE

1. Below average fI Q below 90)
2. Average (I.Q. 90-110)
3. Above Avefage (I.Q. above 110}

17 15. AGE OF PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE FATHER

~ 1. Less than 25
2. 25 less than 30
3. 30 less than 35
4. 35 less than 40
5. 40 less than 45
6. 45 less than 50
7. 50 less than 55
8. 55 and over

18 16. RELIGION OF PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE FATHER. *

'

Protestant
Catholic
‘Jewish
None -
Otheyx

ok Wk
« & 8w ®

. . o - . T
19 - 17. RACIAL ORIGIN OF PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE FATHER

1. .Caucasian
2. Negro
3. Native
4., Oriental

-] . '
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COLUMNS'
5. Mixed
. 6. Other
20 - 18, OCCUPATION OF PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE”FATHER
" 1. Professional and technical workers
2. Managers and administrators
- 3. Sales workers
4. Clerical workers _
5. Craftsmen and kindred workers
6. Operatives '
7. Service workers
8. Other )
21 19. AGE OF PROSPECTIVE A VEYWOTHER
' 1. Less than 25
Z. 25 less than 30
3. 30 less than 35
4.,.35 less than 40
5. 40 less than 45
, 6. 45 less than 50
7. 50 less than 55
8. 55 and over
22 . 20. RELIGION OF PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE MOTHER
J-_\‘“ﬁxﬁ_ﬁ__l 1. Protestant '
. 2. Catholic
1. Jewish
4. None
5. Other
_23 . 21. RACIAL ORIGIN OF PROSPECTIVE'ADOPTIVE'MOTHER
1. Caucasian
N 2. ﬁhgro
3. Native _
4. Oriental
5. Mixed
6. Othe:
24 22. OCCUPATION OF PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE MOTHER

1. Professional and technical workers
2. Managers and ad@inistrators

Sales workers ' -
Clerical workers :
Craftsmen and kindred workers
Operatives \
Service workers :
Other \

i
1

. LI T )

M~ Ut W
L ]
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25

26

27 T

28

29

30

31

32

30. TOTAL NUMBER OF NATURAL CHILDREN

105

23. WAS WIFE EMPLOYED DURING PLACEMENT?

1. no
2. part time .
3. full time f

24 . WHAT PROMPTED ADOPTING APPLICANTS TO EXPRESS AN’

INTEREST IN ADOPTION?

Press, classified ads, Today's Child
Radio, television, Family Finder
Friends, neighbours, relatives
Experience as foster parents to child
adopted : '
. Previously adopted a child or children
Desire to enlarge family

. Other : .

> N

~ oy

4

25. WAS THIS AN INTERAGENCY PLACEMENT?

l. yes
2. no

26. WHAT SPECIAL RESOURCES IF ANY, DID THE SOCIETY
USE IN MAKING THIS PLACEMENT?

1. Adoption group meetings

2. Adoption resource exchange
3. 'Today's Child

4., Family Finder

5, None

6. Other

27. WERE THERE OTHER CHILDREN IN THE PROSPECTIVE
ADOPTIVE HOME : :

1, yes
2. no

28. TOTAL NUMBER OF OTHER CHILDREN
- 1. none T h
2. one ,
3. more than one

29. TOTAL NUMBER OF ADOPTED CHILDREN
: ®

l. none .
2. one :
3. more than one -

l. none
2, one
3. more than one
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33 31. NUMBER OF PREPLACEMENT INTERVIEWS EXCLUDING - -
HOMESTUDY WITH PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE FATHER

1. 0

2. 1-3

3. 4-6 ) :

4, 7-9 4

5. over 9 . . .

34 32. NUMBER OF PREPLACEMENT INTERVIEWé EXCLUDING
HOMESTUDY WITH PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE MOTHER

1.0

.2, 1-3 o
3. 4-6 . .
4, 7=-9 7
5. over 9 .

35  33. NUMBER OF JOINT PREPLACEMENT INTERVIEWS
' EXCLUDING HOMESTUDY '

1. 0

2. 1-3
3. 4-86

4. 7-9
‘5. over 9

36 34. NUMBER OF PREPLACEMENT INTERVIEWS EXCLUDING g
,HOMESTUDY WITH CHILD :

- 1. 0

. 1-3 . &
4-6

7-9

. over 9

)

(S0 FE I ]

37 35. HOW MANY VISITS (PRIOR TO PLACEMENT) OF
' ADOPTIVE APPLICANTS TO CHILD?

< _ 1. 0 . &

‘ 2. 1-3 - .

3. 4-6 : -
4. 7-9. : '

5. over 9

38 36. HOW MANY VISITS (PRIOR TO PLACEMENT) OF
' CHILD TO ADOPTIVE APPLICANTS? -

1. 0
2. 1-3
3. 4-6
’ 4, 7-9
"5, over 9
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39

40

41

42

43

44

38.

39.

40

41.

42.

107

i

. NUMBER OF POST-PLACEMENT INTERVIEWS WITH

PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE FATHER

1. 0

2. 1-3

3. 4-6

4. 7-9

5. over 9

NUMBER OF POST-PLACEMENT INTERVIEWS WITH
PROSPECTIVE ADOPTIVE MOTHER

1. © .

2. 1-3 ‘ ' M

3, 4-6 : ) - J
. 7-9

% over 9

NUMBER OF JOINT POSTPLACEMENT INTERVIEWS

1.-0

2. 1-3 .
3. 4-6

4, 7-9

5. over 9

. NUMBER OF POSTPLACEMENT INTERVIEWS WITH CHILD

1

2. 1-3 _ T =
3, 4-6 :

4

5

WAS REMOVAL OF THE CHILD INITIATED BY |
. Husband )

. Wife : v
. Child . _

. Society - R
. Husband and wife ' . S

. Husband, w1fe,and child
. Husband, wife and society

DOV W R

REASONS FOR BREAKDOWN

1. Financial stress, marital conflict, death
of adoptlve parent or other outside
influencing factors. ‘

2. Mental or physical illness of adoptlve .
parent.

3. Child found to be serlously defective after
placement; illness in child,

4, Unfulfilled parental expectatlons lncludlng
age, sex, intelligence and behavxor of child.

b
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45

ios8

5. Failure to develop positive relationships
between adoptive parents.and child or child
and adoptive parents- , T
6. Child's disruptive behavior: demanding,
~. antisocial behavior. o
{#. Abuse, neglect or rejection of placed child.
8. Inadequate homestudy, transfer of adoption
worker and other society-related reasons,
did not receive type of child requested,.

43..WAS THIS A MULTIPLE PLACEMENT?
(ie. more than one child placed similtaneously .
in the same home) ' ‘ .

l. yes
2. no
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Mary. Rose Beaudry wasAborp inzbttawa, Ontario on
May 27, 1947. She attended elgmentary school in,OttaQa
and Torontec, and was graduated fromist. Joseph's High Schoolf
Islington in 1965. She then attended the University of
Windsor and in 1969 received her Bachelor of Arts degree in
Eociology and psychology.

In ﬁay 1969 she accepted employhent with the Eoman
Catholic Children's Aid Society for the Counfy‘ of Essex as
a social worker. She woréed at this ageﬁcy in the Unmarried

Parents and Family Services Departments for threeé years.

In July 1972 she was accepted by the University of’

PR
o

Windsor, School of Social Work in the Advanced Standing.

) Programme. "In the spring of 1973 she graduated with honours.:
. \

with her Bachelor of Social Work Degree. In the fall of 1973

she was admitted to the Master of Social Work Programme at

the Uﬁiversitykgi windsor and expects to graduate in the fall
of 1974.
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Claude G. Bertrand was born in Timmins, Ontario, on
Novembef 11, 1947. He attended eiementary énd secondary
' schools in that community, graduating-from College Sacré-
?oeur'Secondary School in June of 1966. \

\gxseptember of 1966, he entered the Universig{ of
Windsor whore he pursued the study of Psychology. He
_graduated From Tﬁio University in 1969 with a Bachelor of
Arts Degree in Psychology.

For one year aéter graduatigg from the Univarsity of
ﬁindsor, he w;\ in the employ of Rothﬁan's of ballfﬁall,
Canada,gbimite:}.in Toronto: He later accepted g‘pcsition
as a social worker in th; Protection Department of the
Porcupine and District Childreﬁ's Aid Society. Hg then
decided to pursue further his education.

To this end, he enrolled ln the Social Work Advancod
Standing Program at t&e University of Windsor in the summer
-0f 1972. The following year he received a Bachelor of Social
Work Degree w1th honours. In September of'1973 he was :
accepted int the Master of Social Work program at the same

i, e

UniverSLty.'“He expects to graduate in théJfall of 1974.
. [

Mr. Bertrand is mai};ed to Dianne (neefPayne) and is

the father of a little 3 year old 'girl, Shona.
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